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While the revelations about "Star of the Sea Parish" Virginia Beach were not made until
1995, the report we have before us suggests: "Ryan's Australian superiors exchanged letter
with his US supervisors throughout 1977 -1980 and presumably his offences in the US were
reported back to Australia." This comment would imply that the police are aware of the
correspondence but not the content. We would need to know how the offences were
described. Was it clear from what was said that Bishop Mulkearns was made aware that Ryan
was offending against males as young as 14 years?

From 1980 through to 1989, when he was appointed to Penshurst, apart from a brief few
months in the US during 1988, Ryan served at Warrnambool and Terang. During this period
there is no indication that any matters were reported to Bishop Mulkearns.
If one excludes the possibility of his having information detailing the ages of the boys with
whom Ryan was involved in Virginia, we are left with the reasonable presumption that the
most Bishop Mulkearns could have known or assumed is that Ryan was a man of
homosexual preference whose interests lay with youths in their late teens. He presents as a
typical ephebophile whose targets must necessarily be post pubescent youths.
As requested, I contacted Bishop Brian Finnigan, long time secretary to Bishop Mulkearns in
the hope he could assist us with infotmation regarding the Bishop's state of mind in this
matter. He said that he worked closely and amicably with him but the Bishop was a man of
"such a closed personality" that he would not have shared his opinion on such a matter.
However, of his own knowledge Bishop Brian says that he was aware of it being said the
Father Ryan was homosexual and that he engaged in such behaviour as "installing a large
bath into which he would invite young blokes". This last expression would imply young
adults.
There are no victims aged below 16 years about whom reports could have been made prior to
1989 except the US cases. Here, because of his appointment to a grade school, oppormnity
offered only students whose maximum age might be 14 years or 15 years. A well developed
lad of that age could well appeal to an ephebophile. An offender of this nature would not
seek out a male that young, but, in Ryan's case, oppormnity was most likely restricted to the
school at which he served. Many youths as young a 14 or 15 years appear more mature than
the average and the senior boys of the grade school would be targets readily at hand ..
The report we have says "it was discovered that Father Ryan was sexually abusing boys at the
school in 1979". If this is so, it is hard to accept that the matters were not reported to
Bishop Mulkearns. However, if nothing specific about age was contained in any report from
the US Supervisors, Bishop Mulkearns would still be left with the opinion that Ryan engaged
with adult males. It is interesting to note that when completing his proposal for ETL cover in
18th May 1991, Bishop Mulkearns reported a number of matters of which he had lmowledge.
Among them is a report that clearly refers to Ryan in which he says:
"Allegations of homosexuality. Priest sent to U.S.A. for treatment
some years ago. Recently a complaint about advances to a sixteen
year old youth. Family of youth satisfied that priest should be moved
from parish and sent for counselling. There has been no involvement
of police. Plans under way for counselling."
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