CONGREGATIO
PRO CLERICIS . . th
S . Vatican City, 30 November 2005

Prot. N, 20051721

Ms. Jacqueline Lemmerhirt
4 Chesterfield Road

Framingham, MA 01701
U.S.A.

Dear Ms. Lemmerhirt,

This Congregation has received your petition for hierarchical recourse regarding
the suppression of St. Jeremiah Parish in Framingham, Massachusetts.

Please find enclosed the canonical response of this Dicastery mindful of article
135 §2 of the General Regulations of the Roman Curia, which states that an appeal to the
Apostolic Signatura can be made within thirty days.

With assurance of prayers and cordial best wishes, I remain,

Yours sincerely in Christ,

. ﬁm[m,it

& CsaBA TERNYAK
Titular Archbishop of Eminenziana

Secretary

Enclosure.
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DECREE

1. FACTI SPECIES

After an extensive consultation with the priests and people of the Archdiocese of
Boston, the Ordinary, the Most Rev. Sedn O’Malley, began a project to reconfigure the
parishes of the Archdiocese. The Ordinary had determined the need for such a
reconfiguration in light of four factors: 1) demographic shifts in population, 2) the
decline in the number of priests; 3) the financial challenges of many parishes; and 4) the
deteriorating condition of many Archdiocesan properties. On 9 January 2004, the
Archbishop wrote to all the people of the Archdiocese and explained his reasoning for

such a reconfiguration.

Following further months of consultation with the local area “clusters”, Vicars
Forane and Auxiliary Bishops, the Ordinary submitted his proposal to suppress the
parish of St. Jeremiah in Framingham to the Presbyteral Council on 7 May 2004 and
carried out the necessary consultation with that body as required by can. 515 §2.

The Archbishop issued his decree nunc pro tunc on 11 May 2005, in which he
decreed that the St. Jeremiah Parish in Framingham be suppressed with an effective date
of 13 May 2005, having already issued a similar decree on 25 April 2005.

In a letter to the Archbishop dated 20 May 2005, Ms. J. Lemmerhirt on behalf of
certain parishioners submitted a petition asking the Ordinary to revoke or amend his
decrees. After extending the time limits involved with such a response the Ordinary

responded in the negative to this petition on 4 August 2005 and on 18 August 2005 the






