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SUMMARY

The Nevada Supreme Court considered whether Nevada courts had personal jurisdiction over the

Catholic Diocese of Green Bay in a negligence action arising from alleged sexual abuse committed by

a priest in Nevada. The court held that the Diocese lacked sufficient contacts with Nevada and that the

Catholic doctrine of incardination did not establish an employment or agency relationship subjecting

the Diocese to jurisdiction. The court reversed the judgment against the Diocese.
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reversed

The Catholic Diocese of Green Bay appealed from a final judgment
entered after a jury verdict for John Doe 119 in negligence claims
arising from alleged sexual abuse by a priest. The Diocese argued that

the district court lacked personal jurisdiction over it.

Legal issues concerning personal jurisdiction are reviewed de novo,
while the district court's factual findings are reviewed for substantial

evidence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Nevada courts had personal jurisdiction over the Wisconsin-based Diocese of Green Bay under

Nevada's long-arm statute and the Due Process Clause.

2. Whether the Diocese's contacts with Nevada, including a recommendation letter, communications with
the Diocese of Reno-Las Vegas, correspondence with Feeney, and the doctrine of incardination,

established purposeful availment.

3. Whether incardination established an employment or agency relationship between Feeney and the

Diocese of Green Bay sufficient to support personal jurisdiction.

HOLDINGS

1. Nevada courts lacked personal jurisdiction over the Diocese because it did not have sufficient contacts

with Nevada and did not purposefully avail itself of Nevada's laws and protections.

2. Feeney's unilateral decision to seek employment in Nevada did not establish purposeful availment by the
Diocese of Green Bay, and the Diocese's recommendation letter, phone call, and correspondence did not

constitute purposeful contacts with Nevada.

3. The Catholic doctrine of incardination, including a priest's promise of obedience to the diocese in which
he was ordained, did not conclusively establish an employment or agency relationship between Feeney

and the Diocese of Green Bay.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The doctrine of incardination may have some significance for courts. Certainly courts must sometimes
consider a religious organization's ecclesiastical structure when making decisions regarding the

organization.” (10)

“Feeney was not the Diocese's agent during his ministry in Las Vegas. His promise of obedience to the
Diocese of Green Bay, through the ecclesiastical doctrine of incardination, is not sufficient to establish an

agency or employment relationship.” (11)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Father John Feeney was ordained and incardinated in the Catholic Diocese of Green Bay, Wisconsin, later served
as a priest in California, and eventually ministered in Nevada under the Diocese of Reno-Las Vegas. John Doe
119 alleged that Feeney sexually assaulted him in Las Vegas in 1984 and that the Diocese of Green Bay
negligently hired and retained Feeney despite knowledge of prior abuse in Wisconsin. The district court relied on
the Diocese's alleged monitoring of Feeney, its ability to restrict or recall him, its maintenance of his pension,

and its communications concerning his placement to find jurisdiction.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Doe sued the Diocese of Green Bay in the Eighth Judicial District Court of Nevada for negligent hiring,
retention, supervision, and failure to warn. After an evidentiary hearing during trial, the district court found
personal jurisdiction and determined that the Diocese had employment or agency contacts with Nevada. A jury

returned a verdict for Doe, and the Diocese appealed. The Nevada Supreme Court, sitting en banc, reversed.



DISPOSITION

reversed
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