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IN THE
APPELLATE COURT OF ILLINOIS
SECOND DISTRICT

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE
OF ILLINOIS

Appeal from the Circuit Court
of Kane County.

Plaintif-Appellee,
No. {JE--(‘I.-‘"E?IS
MARK A. CAMPOBELLO,
Honorable

Timothy Q. Sheldon.
Judge, Presiding.

Defendant
(The Catholic Diocese of Rockford,
Contemnor-Appellant).
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PRESIDING JUSTICE O'MALLEY delivered the opinion of the courl:

The Roman Catholic Diocese of Rockford (Diocese) appeals the judgment of the circuit court holding the Diocese in
contempt of court for refusing to comply with a discovery order requiring the Diocese to produce certain documents
in its possession. We affirm the underlying discovery order, vacate the contempt order, and remand for further
proceedings consistent with this opinion.

The State brought sexual assault charges against defendant, Mark A. Campobello, alleging that he molested a young
girl while acting in a position of trust as her priest in the Roman Catholic Church (Church). The State served the
Diocese with a subpoena for "any and all records regarding [defendant],” including "Personnel Files. Transter Record.
Intervention Team Records. Misconduct Officer Records, Placement at St. Luke's in Maryland, and Records kept
pursuant to Canon 489." The Diocese moved to quash the subpoena on various grounds. As we describe below, the
State clarified the scope of its subpoena at the hearing on the Diocese’s motion to quash.

The Diocese attached to its motion the affidavit of Monsignor David Kagan, who explained the Church's procedures
for investigating allegations of sexual misconduct against clergy members. In September of 1995, the 1hocese
adopted as canon law a document entitled, "Sexual Misconduct With Minors: Norms for Education. Prevention,
Assistance to Victims and Procedures for Determination of Fitness For Ministry/Employment” (Norms). The Norms
established the position of Diocesan misconduct officer, as well as the Diocesan intervention committee (or
"intervention team," as the State calls it in certain pleadings). The functions of the misconduct officer are to
investigate allegations of sexual misconduct by Church priests and laity and to report findings to the intervention
committee, which is comprised of 16 members, including both Church laity and clergy, who are appoinied by the
Diocesan bishop. According to Monsignor Kagan, the members of the intervention committee, while acting in their
official capacity. "are equivalent to practitioners accredited by the Roman Catholic Church” because they perform
duties prescribed by the Diocese. Aflter reviewing the information provided by the misconduct officer, the
intervention committee recommends to the bishop whether the clergy or lay member under investigation should
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