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SCRANTON, PENNSYlYANlA 18503-1279

OFFICE OF THE BISHOP November 28, 2001

His Excellency
The Most Reverend Gabriel Montalvo, D.O.
Apostolic Nuncio

Re: No. 12650

Your Excellency,

Thank you very much for your kind letter about the Dr. Jeffrey M.
Bond case and for the enclosures. I will try to help you get a clear picture of
what is involved in this sad case.

First of all, St. Justin Martyr College is a corporation established by the
Society of St. John but, legally, an entity independent of the Society. For all
practical purposes, this corporation is controlled by Dr. Bond. The College
has neither students, nor, to my knowledge, any real property. To read Dr.
Bond's letters one would suppose it is an operating institution of higher
education. It is not and I have refused Dr. Bond permission to conduct a
Catholic College in this Diocese.

The most serious allegations of Dr. Bond center around the moral
character of Father Carlos Urrutigoity, Superior of the Society of St. John, md
my negligence (or cover up!) in not disciplining him.

The allegations about Father Urrutigoity have all been thoroughly
investigated and found to be without merit. The whole matter was taken by
me to our Diocesan Independent Review Board and they agreed that we were
proceeding properly and prudently. Father Urrutigoity went for a meeting
and psychological testing with Father Benedict J. Groesche1 at my request.
Father Groeschel stated:

Carlos is one of those people whose creative mind outstrips
his common sense...As regards the question of moral
impropriety that some people have raised against him - I
found no indication of homosexuality in this report at all.
There does not seem to be any indication of anything like
that. Ithink Carlos is imprudent but not in a sexual way ..-
Isaw nothing to back up any concern about homosexuality
in this report.

.EXfof'BIT

http://www.theinquiry.ca/wordpress/rc-scandal/other-countries/u-s-a/outrage-at-friars-claims-that-it-is-often-the-teenage-boys-who-seduce-priests-in-religious-sex-abuse-cases-and-he-calls-sandusky-a-poor-guy/
http://www.theinquiry.ca/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2012/08/21-March-2002-Minutes-Independent-Review-Board-attached-to-Bendell-affidavit.pdf
http://www.theinquiry.ca/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2012/08/10-February-1999-Bernard-Fellay-SSPX-Confidential-to-Bishop-Bishop-Timlin-with-link.pdf
http://www.theinquiry.ca/wordpress/charged/ensey-father-eric-ensey/
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Dr. Bond, when questioned directly by me as to whether he was
accusing Father Urrutigoity of immoral behavior, answered "No."

As for my "negligence," I have spent more time and energy on this
matter over the past several months than I should have. I have tried in vain to
reconcile Dr. Bond with the Society of St. John. There does not appear to be
any hope of a reconciliation in the near future.

The Society of St. John, a Clerical Association in the Diocese of
Scranton, consists of about 20 members. They were founded with the
approval of the Ecclesia Dei Commission in 1998. They purchased a large piece
of land in Pike County, Pennsylvania, in the Diocese of Scranton with the
ambitious goals of starting a Christian community of families and a Catholic
College to be named in honor of St. Justin Martyr. Their fund-raising
activities clearly indicated their intentions. The College was to be a small
Liberal Arts College founded on the "great books" concept like St. Thomas
More College in California.

Dr. Bond was hired by the Society to teach its own members and help
start the College when the Society's financial means allowed for such to
happen.

Dr. Bond, however, severed his association with the Society so he could
appeal for funds for the College from potential contributors who were
opposed to the Society's views. These views amount to not being absolutely
restricted to "sola '62" rituals but, while using these rituals, to be open also to
adopting elements from the Novus Ordo. I told Dr. Bond I could not give my
approval to the proposed College unless he was able to reach an agreement
with the Society, to whom this project originally belonged. For two months
we tried "shuttle diplomacy" to reach an agreement, but it was not to be.
Finally, Iwrote to Dr. Bond and told him I could not give my approval to
what appeared to be a "hostile takeover." This is when Dr. Bond's anger
exploded in all directions. I could not believe how quickly he turned on me,
and twisted everything Bishop Dougherty and I said to him. He has done
everything he can to vilify Father Urrutigoity and the Diocese with half-
truths and non-truths. He has threatened legal action and has refused to
communicate with me except through his lawyer, a sad state of affairs to be
sure. I have been advised by counsel not to communicate with Dr. Bond
because he takes everything you say and uses it to his own advantage. He is
now trying to take this matter to the civil courts and to Rome. Iexpect it will
get worse before it gets better.
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Our legal advisors and others claim that Dr. Bond has no case against
the Society, Father Urrutigoity, or the Diocese. We are prepared to defend the
Church and the people involved to the best of our ability.

Your Excellency, I apologize for this long letter, and for causing you the
bother of being brought into this. I am enclosing copies of letters I intended
to send to Dr. Bond but were never sent. I am also enclosing a statement I
have ready but have not felt it necessary to respond in this manner yet. Also,
I have enclosed a copy of my letter to Dr. Bond stating that I could not give
my approval for him and his followers to start a Catholic College in Milford.
I believe it would be good to have these in your files to set the record straight.

With profound gratitude for your understanding, and with sentiments
of esteem, I am,

Sincerely yours in Christ,

Most Reverend James C. Timlin, D.D.
Bishop of Scranton


