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1. Plaintiff A Doe, a minor, is an individual further

identified in Plaintiff's Affidavit, filed herewith.

2. Plaintiff B Doe, a minor, is an individual Further

aintiff's Affidavit, filed herewith.

3. Plaintiff € Do=, a minor, is an individual further

identified in Plaintiff’s Affidavit, filed herewith.

Plaintiff Jane Roe is an individval further

5. Plaintiff JTane Roe is the mother and next friend of

Plaintiffs 2 Dos, B Doe, and C Doe, znd brings this action on

tneir behalf, as well as individually.
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6.
of the 2rchdiccese of Boston a/k/a Father Jack Gzoghan, a.
Catholic Priest of the Archdioccese of Boston (hersinafter
referred to as "Defendant Father Geoghan™) is an individual,
age 65 or older, residing at Regina Cleri Residence for
Priests, 60 Cardinal O'Connell Way, Boston, Suffolk County,

Massachusetts. At all times material héreto, Defendant

Father Geoghan was a Catholic Priest of the Archdiocese of

Boston.

7. Defondant Two is an individual or individuals, the

identity of whom are presently unknown to the Plaintiffs;
therefore the Plaintiffs file the above-captioned action
against Defandant Two bv such fictitious name. The
Plaintiffs will azmend this Complaint to show the true nams or

namas of Defendant Two when said name or names have been

ascartained. The Plaintiffs allege that Defendant Two is

respongible for the hiring, supervision, and/or retention of

Nefandant Father Geoghan.
B. STATEMENT OF FACTS

8. In or about February of 1992, Plaintiff Jane Roe

socught the services of an adult male counselor to act as a
"father figure" for her three children, Plaintiffs A Doe, B

Doe, and C Dpe, (herainafter referred to as ®"the minor

Plaintiffs") who are all male and who were then ages 10, 9,

and 7. The minor Plaintiffs had had little contact with

their father, and Plaintiff Jane Ros thers

Defendant Father John J. Geoghan, a Catholic Priest
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needed guldance that ceuld be provided by an
counseslor.

9. Plaintiff Jane Roe knew of Defendant Father éaoghan
because ﬁe‘counseled other children in her neigbborhoed: at
2ll relevant times Plaintiff Jane Roe and her children did
ﬁot attend the 3t. Julia Church of Weston, Massachusatts,:
with which Defendant Father Geoghan was affilizted.

i0. In or about February of 1992, Defendant Father
Geoghan agreed to provide counseling and otherwise render
proper cars to the minor Plaintiffs.

11. In ar about February of 19%2, Defendant Father
Seoghan began mesting with, and providiné counseling to, the
minor Plaintiffs weekly at their residence at that time,
which is further ldentified in Plaintiff!s Affidavit, filed’
herewith.

12. From approximately February 1992 to approximately
Daceabsar 1994 Defendant Father Geoghan met with the minor
Plaintiffs, at numerous times inaividuaily and at numerous

times together.

13. TFor a period of over two and one half years batween

approximately March 1992 and approximately December 1994,
Defendant Father Geoghan engaged in explicit sexual behavior
and graphic saxual conversation with the minor Plaintiff or

plaintiffs prassnt at each'meeting.

14. From approximately March 1532 until apprbximately

Dacember 1994 Defendant Father Geoghan aiso endgaged in
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graphic sexusl conversation with ‘each ninsz Plaint

the telsphonsa.

15, The relevant sexual behavior and sexual

conversations in which Defendant Father Geoghan engaged in
with the mincr Plaintiffs during these meetings and telephone’
conversations during the two and one half year period

include, but zre not limited to, the following:

a. Repeated sxplicit sexual fondling and rubking of
the minor Plaintiffs' body parts;

b: Engaging in repeated graphic sexual conversations
with the minor Plaintiffs about the minor Plaintiffs! body
parts, the éxplicit sexuzl behavior of the minor Plaintiffs
when being with or when seeing other individuals. Defendant
Tather Geoghan instructed the minor Plaintiffs not to tell
their mother, namely, Plaintiff Jane Roe herein or anyone
else about the explicit sexual activity and about the graphic
sayual &gnvearsationg. Defendant Father Geoghan instructeqd
the children to keep saild explicit sexual activity and
graphic sexual conversations a sSecrst (Defendant Father
Geoghan has esngaged in conversations with minor Plaintiff a
Doe and minor Plaintiff B Doe about their having sexual
activity or involvement with their mother, Plaintiff Jane Doe

herein.); and '

Repedted placing bf the minor Plaintiffs on

c.
s lap in order to obtain sexual

Defendant Father Gepghan'
gratification.

16. As a result of the explicit sexual activity and
graphic sexual ceonversations by Defendant Father Geoghan with
éhe ninor Plaintiffs during the two and one half year period
one, if not all, of the minor Plaintiffs have been caused to _
suffer ongoing #nd continuing inju¥y, ipRcluding but not

linited “to:

1. Loss ¢f self-worth and trust;
2. Sadness and depression:

3. Angey and anxietys

4. Constant fear and guilt;

5. Rightrmares;

6. ‘Sexual preoblems;
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7.:. Problems at school; o .
8. Extrene worry and smotional distrass;

8. 2 shattered family life; and
10. Fear of going inte the bathrooam alonz and also: foar.

of leaving the hafme.

17. In or abéut Decenber of 18%4 the minor Pl&iﬁtiffs

partially disclosed to their mother, Plaintiff Jane Roe, ‘that

Defendant Father Geoghan had been touching them and speakirg

with them in wavs that made them feel uncomfertable.

18. 23 a result of her children’s disclosure, Plaintifsf

Jane Ros immediately terminated the relationsﬁip between
Defegndant Father Gzoghan and the ninor Plaintiffs.

19. 25 a result of said ewxplicit sexual_activiﬁy and
graphic sexual conversations by Defendant Father Geoghan, the
minor Plaintiffs have refused to fully disclose in complete
detail to what degree Defendant Father Geoghan did abuse the
miner. Plaintiffs emotionally and physically.

. 20. After Plaintiff Jane Roe reported to a
representative of the Archdiocese of Boston the explicit
sexual activity and graphic sexval conversations of Defendant
Father Ceoghan as descibed herein, the Archdicéese-of'ﬂostcn,
on Japuary 4, 1985, by letter, agreed to pay for the cost of
counseling of the three minor Plaintiffs and of Plaintiff

Jane Roe without admitting liability.

21. On or about December 13, 1995 the Waltham Police

Department filed a Criminal Complaint against Defendant

Pather Geoghan on behalf of the minor Plaintiffs. The

application for the Criminal Complaint remains pending until
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December 19,.199§‘subject to copditions of'probatiaﬁ'set for
Dafendant Faﬁher Ge&ghaﬁ. S5zid conditions inciu&e, but are
net limited to, an evaluétion of Defendant Father Geoghan,
psychological iasting of Defendant Father Geoghan at the
Massachusetts Geneial Hospital and Defendant Father Geoghan

having no unsupervised contact with minors, at least up until

December 19, 1996.

c. CLATVMS FOR _RELIEF

Count I: A Doe v, Defendant Fathe® Geodhin
Negligent Ceounseling

22. Plaintiff A Doe repeats, realleges, and

incorporates by reference herein each and every allegation

i g

heretnfore pleaded'in this Cemplaint.

23.. During the pericd of time that Defendanit Father

Geoghan counseled Plaintiff A Doe, from approximately
Febfuary 1982 to approximately December 1884, Defendant
Father Geoghan had a duty of care in counseling Plaintiff a
Doe.

24, Defendant Father Geoghan negligently breached such
duty by failing to exercise ordinary care in his counseling

of A Doe as follows:

a. Defendant Father Geoghan negligently and careglessly

manipulated the enotions of Plaintiff 2 Doe in order to gain

control over Plaintiff A Doe;
b. Defendant Father Geoghan mishandled the

transerence and counter—transference phenomena wilch aross

ocut of the counseling sessions with A Doe;
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C.

failed to counsel; or improperly counseled, Plaintiff A Doe,
an individual who wWak vulnerable because he was 2 minbr.

beginning at age 10;

a. Deféndant Father Geoghan negligently and carelessly
engaged in counseiing by allowing the counseling réiaticnship
Eo be uzed to engage in sexual béhavior and sexual
conversatians with Plaintiff A Doer

e. Defendant Father Geoghan regligently and cafelessly

induced and encouraged Plaintiff A Doe to engage in harmful
activities;

£. Defendant Father Geoghan negligently and carelsssly
failed to cbserva boundaries between a counselor and an

individual being counseled; and
g. Defandant'FathervGEOghan negligently undertock +to
treat Plaintiff A Doz, 2 male minor beginning at age 10, with
a need for counsaling by an adult male; howéver Defendant
Father Geoghan lacked the capacity to treat Plaintiff A Doe

and failed to Trefer Plaintiff A Doe to another more competent
professional for proper counseling.

25. 2s a direct and provimate result of Defendant

Father Gedghan's negligent conduckt of a sexual nature,
Plaintiff A Doe has suffered -z total disrsuption in his life

and continues to live in fear.

26, Furtkermore, as a direct and proximate result of

Defendant Father Gecoghan's negligent conduct of a sexual

Plaintiff A Doe suffered and will contimne to suffer

Defendant Father Gecoghan negligently and carelessly.
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in the future: severe and permanent mental distress and -

emotional injuries; financial expenses for medical 2nd
therapeutic cere and treatment; difficuliie=s in school which

will cause him long term lost earning capacity; as well as

other damagss.

2 Doe V., Defengant Father Geoghan

count II:
Breach of Fiduciary Duty

27. Plaintiff A Dos repséats, reallsges, and
incorporates by refersnce herein each and every allegation

heretofore pleaded in this Complaint.

28. At all times material to this action, Plaintiff a

Doe, an individunal who was vulnerabie because he was a ninor,

beginning at age 10, placed trust and confidence in Defendant

Father Geoghan as Plaintiff A Doe's counselor.

25. As Plaintiff A Doe's counselor and fiduciary,

Defendant Father Geoghan owed Plaintiff A Doe a duty of trust

and loyalty.
By engaging in the egregious and explicit sexual
Defendant

30.

behavier and sexual conversations described above,

Father Geoghan breached his fiduciary duty owed to Plaintirf

2 Doe as follows:

a. Defendant Father Geoghan violated the trust and

confidence repcsed in him by Plaintiff 2 Doe;

b. Defendant Father Geoghan utilized his sta tus and

role as Plazintiff A Doe's counselor to obtain an unfair

adventage over Blainti whom he was counseling: and
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¢.. Defendant Father Geoghzan . e¥ercised undue influence

and control over Plaintif® A Dos.

31. As a direct and proximate rya2sult of Defandant

Father Geoghan's breach eof his fiduciary duty, Plaintiff a
Doe hag suffered and continues to suffer severe and permanent

mental distress and emotional injuries.

sunt ITI: & Dog v. Defendant Father Geoghan
Negligent Infliction of Emoticonazl Distress

-

32. Plaintiff A Doe repeats, realleges, and
incorporates by reference herein each and every allegation
herstofore pleaded in this Complaint.

33, During the perind of time that Defandant Father

Geoghan counseled Plaintiff A Doe, from approximately
February 1992 to approximately December 1594, Defendant
Father Geoghan had a duty of care in counseling Plaintiff A

Doe.

34. pefendant Father Geoghan negligently breached such
duty by failing to exercise ordinary care in his counseling
of Plaintiff A Doe, in that he engaged in reprehensible
saxual behavior and seyual conversations with Plaintiff 2
Doe, as further discussed above.

35. A5 a direck anpd proximate result of Defendant

Father Gecghan's negligent conduct, Plaintiff A Doe has

suffered and continues to suffer ssvere and permanent mental

distress and emoctienal injuries.
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36.. .2 reasonakle person of & Doe's age would have

.-

suffered extreme emotional distress under these
circumstances.

37. 2s a result of the mental édistress and emotional
injuries which Plaintiff A Dee suffers, Plainﬁiff A Doe
washes his hands constantly, uses a whole roll of toilet
paper, pushes and hits others, engages in inappropriate
touching and self stimulating behavior, and has di¥ficulty
focusing his attention and following dirsctions.

B Doe v. Dafendant Fathor Geoghan
Negligent Counseling

Couat IV:

38. Plaintiff B Dde repeats, realleges, ahd
incorporates by reference herein esach and evéry allsgation
heretofore pleaded in this Complaint.

35, During the period of time that Defendant Father
Geoghan counseled Plaintiff B Doe, from approximately .
February 1952 to approximately December 1994, Defendant
?ather Geoghan had a duty of care in counseling Plaintiff B
Doe,

40, Defendant Father Geoghan -negligently breached -such
duty by failing to exercise ordinary care in his counselisig

of B Doe as follows:

a. Defendant Father Geoghan negligently and carelessly

manipulated the emotions of Plaintiff B Doe in crder £ ¢=in

control over Plaintiff B Doe;

io
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b. Defendant Father Gesoghan mishandled the
transferénce and countar-transference phenomena which arose

out of the counseling sessions with B Doe;

= Dafandant Father Geoghan negligentlf and carslessly

failed to counsel, or lmproperly counseled, Flaintiff B2 o=,
an individual who was vulnerable because he was a minor,

beginning at age 9;
d. Defendant Father Geoghan negligently and carelessly

engagad in counseling by 2llowing the counseling relationship

to be used to engage in sexual behavior and sexual

conversations with Plaintiff B Doe;

e. Defendant Father Geoghan negligently and carelessly

induced and sncouraged Plaintiff B Dos to engage in harmful
activities; _

£. Defendant Father Geoghan negligently and carelessly
failed to observe boundariss betweén a counselor and an

individual being counseled; and

g. Defendant Pather Geoghan negligently undertoock to
treat Plaintiff B Doe, 2 male mineor beginning a2t age 9, with
a need for counseling by an adult male; however Defendant

Father Geoghan lacked the capacity to treat Plaintiff B Doe

and failed to refer Plaintiff B Doe to another more competent .

professional for proper counseling.

41. As &z direct and proximate result of Defendant

Father Geoghan's negligent conduct of a sexual nature,

Plaintiff B Doe has suffered a total disruption in his life

and continues to live in fear.
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42. .Furthermore, as a direct and oreoximate result of

Defendant Father Ssochan's negligent conduct of a sexval’
nature, Plaintiff B Doe sufrered and will continue to suffer
in the futurs: savare and permanent mental distress and
emotional injuries:; financial expenses for medical and
therapeutic care and treatment; difficulties in schecl which
will cause him long term lost zarning C

other danmages.

L5
|74
14
[
L
=
P
el

fount V¢ B Doe v. Def&ndant Faihe
Breachk of Fiduciary Duty

43, Plaintiff B Doe rapeats, reallegss, and

incorporates by reference herein each and svery allegation

herstofore pleaded in this Complaint.
£4.- At all times material to this action, Plaintiff B

Doe, an individual who was vitlnerable because he was a minor,

beginning at age 9, placed trust and confidence in Defendand

Father Geoghan as Plaintiff B Doe's counselor.

45, 2s Plaintiff B's Doe's counselor and fiduciary,

Defendant Father Geoghan owed Plaintiff B Doe a duty of trust

and loyvalty,.

46. By engaging in the egregious and explicitsexmal

behavior and sexual conversations described above, Defendant
Father Geoghan breached his fiduciary duty owed to Plaintiff

5 Doe as Tollows:

a. Defendant Father Geoghan violated the trust and

confidence repecsed in him by Plaintiff B Doe;

- 12
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. . Defendant Father Geoghan utilized hi= status ang
role 22 Plaintiff B Deoe's counsslox to cbhiain an unfair
advantage over Plaintiif B Doe, whom hs was counseling; and

c. Defendant Father Geoghan exercised unduese influance -

and control over Plaintiff B Doe.

47. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant

Father Geoghan's breach ot his fiduciary duty, Plaintiff B

Doe has suffered and continues to suffer severe and permanent

mental distress and emotional injuries.

Count VI: B Doe v. Defendant Father Geoghan
Negligent Infliction of Emotional Distress

48. DPlaintiff B Doe repeats, realleges, and
incorporates by referance herein each and every allegation

heretofore pleaded in this Complaint.

48. During the period of time that De fendant Geoghan
counseled Plaintiff B Doe, Defendant Father Geoghan had a

duty of care in counseling Plaintiff B Doe.

50. Defendant Father Geoghan negligently breached sunch
duty by failing to exercise ordinary care in his counseling
of Plaintiff B Doe, in that he engaged in represhensibkble

seyua) behavior and sexmal conversations with Plaintiff B

Doe, as further discussed above.

51. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant

Father Geoghan's negligent conduct, Plaintiff B Doe has

suffered and continues to suffer severe and permanent nmental

distress and emetional injuriss.

i3
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32.. A reasonable person of B Doe's age would hava
suffered exirsme esmotional distress under these
circumstances. |

53. As a2 result of the mental distress and emotional
injuries which Plzintiff B Doe suffers, Plaintiff B Doe has
difficulty sleeping, is afraid to answer the telephone and

lzave his hovse, and is depressed, sad, angry, and anvious.

count VIIs < Dos v. Defendabd Father Geoghan
Negligent Counseling

54. Plaintiff € Doe repeats, resalleges, and

incorpeorates by reference herein sach and every allzagation

heretofore pleaded in this Complaint.
| 55. During the period of time that Defendant Father

Geoghan counseled Plaintiff € Doe, from approximately
February 1992 to approximately Decembzar 1994, Defendant
Father Geoghan had a duty of care in caunééling Plaintiff C
Doe.

56. Defendant Father Geoghan negligenily breached such
duty by failiné to exercise ordinary care in his counseling
of € Doe as follows:

. Defendant Father Geoghan negligaﬁtly and carelessly

manipulated the emotions of Plaintiff C Doé in oxder to gain

contral over Plaintiff C Doe:

b. Defendant Father Geoghean mishandled the
transference and countar-transference phenomsna which arose

out of the counseling sessions with € Doe:

14
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. C.
failed to counsel, or impropgrly:counseled, Plaintiff € Doe,
an individuoal who was valnerable becanse he was a minor,”
beginning at age 77

a. Defandant Fathsr Geoghan negligently and carelessly
engaged  in counseling by allowing the counseling relationship
to be usad tb engage in-sexual bahavior and sexual
conversations with Plaintiff C Doe;

Defendént Father Geoghan neglicently and carelessly

e.
induced and encouraged Plaintiff C Doe to engage in harmful

activities;
£. Defendant Father Ceoghan negligently and carelessly

failed to observe boundaries between a counselor and an

individual being counseled; and

g. Defendant Father Gesghan negligently undertook to

treat Plaintiff C Dog, a male ninor beginning at age 7, with

a need for counseling by an adult male; however Defendant

Father Geoghan lacked the capacity to treat Plaintiff T Doe

and failed to refer Plaintiff ¢ Doe to another more competent

profeszional for proper counseling.

57. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant

Father Geoghan's negligent conduct of a sexual nature,

Plaintiff C Doe has suffered a total disruption in nis iife

and continues to live in fear,
58. Furthermoxre, as a direct and proximaie result of

Defendant Father Geoghan's negligent conduct of a sexual

pature, Tlaintiff C Doe suffered and will continus to suiisr

15

Defendant Father Geoghan negligently. and carelessly .
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in the future: ssvere and permanent mental distress and

emotional injt¥ies; financizl axpenses for nedical and
therapeutic care and treatment: difficulties in school waieh

will cause him long term lost earning capacity; as well as

oither damagas.

Count VIII: £ Doe ¥v. Defendant Father Geoghan
Braack of riduciary Duty

59. TPlaintiff C Doe repeais, realleges, and
incorporates by reference herein each and every allegation

heretofore pleaded in this Complaint.
60. At =211 times material to this action, Plainllif ©
Doe, an individual vho was vulnerable becausz he was a minor,

beginning at age 7, placed trust and confidence in Defendant

Father Geoghan as Plaintiff C Doe's counselor.
61. As Plaintiff C Doe’s counselcr and fiduclary,

Defendant Father Gesoghan owed Plaintiff C Doe a dutv of trust

and lovalty.
62. By engaging in the egregious and explicit sexual

behavior and sexual conversztions described above, Defendant

Father Ceoghzn breached his fidueiary duty owed to Plaintiff

C Doe as follows:
a. Defendant Father Geoghan violated the tixust and
confidence reposed in him by Plaintiff C Doe;

b. Defendant Father Geoghan utilized his status and

role s Plaintiff ¢ Doe's counselor to cbhtain an unfzir

advantage over Plaintiff ¢ Doe, whom he was counseling; and

i
G

=

o
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¢. . Defendant Father Geoghan exarcisad wndue infiuence

and cantroal over Plaintiff C Doe.

63. As a direct and proximate result of DRefendant
Father Geoghan's breach of his fiduciary duty, Plaintiff ¢
Doe hag suffered and continues to suffer savere snd permansnt

rmental distress and emotional injuries. .

céuat IX: o Uoe V. peErepdant rather weoghan
Negligent Infliction of Emotiocnal Distress

64. Plaintiff C Doe repeats, realleges, and
incorporataes by reference hersin each and every allegation

heretofore pleaded in this Cemplaint.

65. During the period of time that Defendant Father
Geoghan counseled Plaintiif C Doe, from @pproximately
Fabruary 1992 to approxinately December 1994, Defendant
Father Gsoghzn had a duty of care in counselling Plaintiff ©
Doe.

€6. Defendant Father Gecoghan negligently bresched such
duty by f2iling to exercise ordinary care in his counseling
of Plaintiff € Doe, in that he engaged in reprehensible
sexual behavicr and sexual conversations with Plaintiff C
Doe, as further discussed above.

87. 2s a dirsct and proximate result of Defendant
Father Geoghan's negligent conduct, Plaintiff € Doe hes

suffered and contimues to guffer severe znd permanent mental

distress and emotional imjuries.

[
)
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68.. & rmeasonable 9e¥sen of C Dod's ans would have
suffered extreme emoktiopnal distress under these

circumstances.

65. &s a result of the mental distress and smotional
injuries which Plaintisf ¢ Dos suffers, Plaintiff € Doe has
frequent nightmares, is afraid that scmeone will try to braak
into his house, has fears of the bathroom,. loses his temper
Frpemeantly, ds aggressive with his brothers, and is
irritable,.depressed, anyious, and angry.

Count X: Jane Roe V. Defendant Father Geoghan
Negligent Misrepresentatiecn

70. Plaintiff Jane Roe repsats, realleges, and
incorporates by raference herein each and svery allegation
fiéretofore pleadsed in this Complaint.

71. Defendant Father Geoghan misrepresented the nature
.of his relationship with, and his conduct teward, the minor
Plaintiffs by nmisrepresenting to Plaintiff Jane Roé an

atmosphers of counseling and concern for the minor

Plaintiffs.
72. Had Plaintiff Jane Roe Known the true nature of
Defendant Fathsr Geoghan's relationship with the minor
Plaintiffs, i.e., that he was regularly gngaging in
-reprehensible sexual behavior and sewunal conversations with

her young minor childrern, beginning at ages 10, ¢, and 7, she

wonld not have allowed Defendant Father Geoghan to meet with

them.

13
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73~ At .21l fimesz:material to this action, Defendan+t

)

Fathetr Geoghan had a duty of care to Plaintiff Jane Roe o
roprasent to-her the frue nature of his conduect with the
minor Plaintiffs. -

ently brezched such
aintiff Jane Roe the true nature

P . ..
th +the minnsr Plaintiffe.

&

75. Defendant Father Gsoghan misrepresented Lhe nature

of his relationship with, and his conduct with, +the minor

Plaintiffs 2s a means of inducing PlainCiff Jane Ros to
entrust the care of the minor Plaintiffs to him.

76. Tlaintiff Jane Roe antrusted the care of har
chiléren te Defzndant Father Ceoghan rzlyving upon his
representations as aforesaid, which representations were in

fact not true.

77. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant

Father Geoghan's negligent conduct of a sexual nature,
Plaintiff Jane Roe has suffered a totél disruption in her
life and continnes to ;ive in fear.

78. Furthermore, as a direct and prcximaté result of
Dafendant Faihker Ceoghan's negligent conduct of a sexnal
nature, Plaintiff Jane Roe suffered and will continue to
suffer in the future: severe and permanent mental distress
and emotipnal injuries; finencial expenses for medical and

therapeutic care and treatment; the disturbance of her

+th har ohildren, Pl2intiffs 2 Dna, B NDoe. and

Teddmmmle fon 1r3
- SR VI SR S £ S ALY en

Y

]
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C Doe; lost sarning capacity and lost earnings: as wall as

othey dmamages.

Count XI: Jane Roe v. Defendant Father Geoghan
Negligant Infliction of Emotional Distress

79. DPlaintiff Janz Roe rapeats, realleges, znd
incorporates by refersnce herein each angd every allegation

heretofore pleaded in this Complaint.

80. During the pericd of time that Defendant Father

Geoghan coungeled Plaintiff Jane Roe's children, Plaintiffs A
Doe, B Doz, and € Doe, from approximately February 1992 +to

approxinately December 1984, Defendant Father Geoghan had a

duty of care ir counseling said minor Plaintiffs. In
addition, Guring +his period of time, Defendant Father
Geoghan had & duty of carerto~Plaintiff Jane Roe to represent
to ‘her *he true nature of his conduct with the minor
Plaintiffs.

81. Defendant Fathexr Geoghan negligently bresached such
duty of care by: 1) failing to exercisas ordiﬁary care in his
counseling of the minor Plaintiffs in that he engaged in
reprehensible sexual behavior and sexual conversations with
the minor Plaintiffs, as further discussed above; and
.2} misrepresenting e Plaintiff Jane Roe the true nature cof
his conduct with the minor plaintiffs.

82. 2= z direct and proximate result of defendant
Father Geoghan's negligent copduct, plaintiff Jane Roe has

suffered and continues to suffer severs and parmanent mental

distress and emotional injuries.

20
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© 83. A reasonable person.wauld:havé“sufferad exTremns
emptional distress‘under these cirvcumstancas. .
84. As 2 rasult of the mentel distress and emotional
injuries which Plaintiff Jane Roe suffers, Plainfiff Jane Rosa
is extremely angry, has had suicidal ideations, and has

anviety attacks and nightmares.

Count XII: Jane Roe V. Defandant Father Gaoghan
Loss of Consortium

B3, Plaintifif Jane Roe repsats, realleges, and

incorporates by reference herein each and every allegation-
heretofore pleaded in thiszs Complaink.

85. As a direct and prowimate resnlt of Defendant
Fatller Gedghan's cenduct as aforesaid, Plaintiff Jane Roe
suffered the loss of care, comfort, services and consortium

of her ghildren, Plaintiffs A Doe, B Noe, and ¢ Doe.

connk XITI: Plaintiffs v. Defepdant Two
Kegligent Eiring, Supervision and/or Reteption

B7. The Plaintiffs repeat; reallege, and incorporate by
reference hersin each and every allegation herstofore pleaded
in this complaint.

‘88. At all relevant times ¥o this action, the
responsibilities of Defendant Two included the hiring,

ratanticn, and supervision of Defendant Father Geoghan.

85. At all relevant timss to this action, Defendant Two

Imew or shpuld have known that Defendant Father Geoghan vwould

provide and was providing counseling to individuals, and,

more specifically, wes providing counseliny to the minor

Plaintiffe.
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9D, At a2ll relevant times tp this action, Detfendant Twa
had a duty of care to properly hire, retain, and supervise

priests of good reputation and character who wawrld bhe asked

te provide counseling for miners.

91. At all relevant times te this action, Defendant Two

negligently breached szid duty by hiring and retaining

Defendant Father Gzoghan, an individual whom Dafendant Two

knew or should have known was of bad character and reputatgicn

and unzbls To groperly couns=l minors. Defendant Two

Improperly and inadegnately supervised Dafendant Father

Geoghan.

52, At all relevant times to thiz action, Defendant Two

knew or should have known that his negligent conduct would

o it iR severe méntal and emotional sufferTinc

53. As z Airerct and provimate result of Defendant Twols

negligent conduck, the_vlalntlffs have suffersd and continue

to suffer savere and permanent mental distress and emotional

.

injuries.

WHEREFORE, the Plaintlffs respectfnlly demand judgment

against the Defendants on each count in an amount te be

determined by 2 +jury, plus costs, interest, attorneys' Iees,

and such other and fuxther relief 2= this Court deems just

and amitabla.

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

BY JURY ON ALL. COUNTS.

DLATNTIFPE DEMAND A TRIAL
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By Plaintiffs'® Attoynsv.

Mitehell Garabadisn

EBD #184760

100 8tates Strest, Eh Floor
Bogton, MA 02109

(617} 523-625D
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