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the Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents would sexually
assault children, Defendants breached their duty to adequately teach, educate, secure, oversee,
and maintain students, including Plaintiff, as well as all other children in the custody and
control of, or in contact with, Catholic clergy, and breached their duty to educate, warn and
train children in Defendants’ custody and control, as well as those children’s parents and
Defendants’ employees, agents and volunteers, regarding the danger to children posed by
pedophilic and/or ephebophilic clergy, how to recognize and avoid this danger, and how a
child should defend himself or herself when assaulted by pedophilic and/or ephebophilic
clergy.

Defendants knew or should have known that their failure to exercise reasonable care,
as discussed above, would cause Plaintiff severe emotional distress and physical injury.
Because of the foreseeability and likelihood of sexual assaults by the Perpetrator and
Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents against Plaintiff and other children,
Defendants breached their duty of care to Plaintiff and other children in their custody and
control.

The faiture of Defendants to educate, warn and train children in Defendants’ custody

and control, as well as those children’s parents and Defendants® employees, agents and
volunteers, regarding the danger to children posed by pedophilic and/or ephebophilic clergy,
how to recognize and avoid this danger, and how a child should defend himself or herself
when assaulted by pedophilic and ephebophilic clergy, was the proximate cause of Plaintiff’s
injuries as alleged herein.
60.  Asaresult of the above-described conduct, Plaintiff has suffered, and continues to
suffer great pain of mind and body, shock, emotional distress, physical manifestations of
emotional distress, embarrassment, loss of self-esteem, disgrace, humiliation, and loss of
enjoyment of life; has suffered and continues to suffer spiritually; was prevented and will
continue to be prevented from performing Plaintiff’s daily activities and obtaining the full
enjoyment of life; has sustained and will continue to sustain loss of earnings and earning

capacity; and/or has incurred and will continue to incur expenses for medical and
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psychological treatment, therapy, and counseling. As a proximate result of these injuries,
Plaintiff has suffered general and special damages in an amount in excess of the

jurisdictional minimum of this Court.

NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
(Against all Defendants)
61.  Plaintiff incorporates all paragraphs of this First Amended Complaint as if fully set
forth herein.
62.  Defendants’ conduct was extreme and outrageous and was intentional or done
recklessly. Defendants knew or should have known the Perpetrator and Defendants’ other
pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents were spending time in the company of and assaulting
numerous children, including Plaintiff, around Santa Barbara and other locations, including
on school grounds, in the parishes, and in the Perpetrator’s rectory rooms. Defendants also
knew or should have known the Perpetrator and Defendants® other pedophilic and/or
ephebophilic agents were high risks to all children as Defendants had received numerous
complaints and other notice of prior acts of childhood sexual abuse by the Perpetrator and
Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents, and had sent the Perpetrator and/or
Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents for treatment for their pedophilia,
prior to and/or afier assigning them to work in Santa Barbara, Given their knowledge of
numerous prior acts of abuse by the Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or
ephebophilic agents, Defendants knew or should have known that every child exposed to the
Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents, including Plaintiff,
was substantially certain to be assaulted by the Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic
and/or ephebophilic agents. Defendants knew or should have known, and had the
opportunity to learn of, the intentional and malicious conduct of the Perpetrator and
Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents, and thereby ratified and joined in

said conduct by failing to terminate, discharge, or at least discipline the Perpetrator and
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Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents, and/or by failing to prevent them
from having contact with children. The conduct of Defendants in confirming, concealing and
ratifying that conduct was done with knowledge that Plaintiff’s emotional and physical
distress would thereby increase, and was done with a wanton and reckless disregard of the
consequences to Plaintiff and other children in their custody and control.

63.  Asaresult of Defendants’ conduct, Plaintiff experienced and continues to
experience severe emotional distress resulting in bodily harm,

64. As a result of the above-described conduct, Plaintiff has suffered, and continues to
suffer great pain of mind and body, shock, emotional distress, physical manifestations of
emotionai distress, embarrassment, loss of self-esteem, disgrace, humiliation, and loss of
enjoyment of life; has suffered and continues to suffer spiritually; was prevented and will
continue to be prevented from performing Plaintiff’s daily activities and obtaining the full
enjoyment of life; has sustained and will continue to sustain loss of earnings and earning
capacity; and/or has incurred and will continue to incur expenses for medical and
psychological treatment, therapy, and counseling. As a proximate result of these injuries,
Plaintiff has suffered general and special damages in an amount in excess of the

jurisdictional minimum of this Court.

TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION
NEGLIGENT INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
(Against All Defendants)
65.  Plaintiff incorporates all paragraphs of this First Amended Complaint as if fully set
forth herein.
66.  Defendants knew or should have known that their failure to exercise reasonable care
in the selection, approval, employment and supervision of the Perpetrator and Defendants’
other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents would cause Plaintiff severe emotional distress.
Because of the foreseeability of sexual assaults by the Perpetrator and Defendants’ other

pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents against Plaintiff and other children, Defendants
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enjoyment of life; has sustained and will continue to sustain loss of earnings and earning
capacity; and/or has incurred and will continue to incur expenses for medical and
psychological treatment, therapy, and counseling. As a proximate result of these injuries,
Plaintiff has suffered general and special damages in an amount in excess of the
jurisdictional minimum of this Court.

In addition, when Plaintiff finally discovered the negligent misrepresentations of
Defendants, and continuing thereafter, Plaintiff experienced extreme and severe mental and
emotional distress that Plaintiff had been the victim of the Defendants’ negligent
misrepresentations; that Plaintiff had not been able to help other minors being molested
because of the negligent misrepresentations; and that Plaintiff had not been able because of
the negligent misrepresentations and failure to disclose to receive timely medical treatment
needed to deal with the problems Plaintiff had suffered and continues to suffer as a result of

the molestations.

ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION
UNFAIR COMPETITION —

VIOLATION OF BUSINESS & PROFESSIONS CODE § 17200
(Against all Defendants)

71.  Plaintiff incorporates all paragraphs of this First Amended Complaint as if fully set
forth herein.

72.  Atall times herein mentioned, Defendants conspired and engaged in unlawful, unfair
or fraudulent business acts, within the meaning of Business & Professions Code § 17200.

73. At all times herein mentioned, Defendants were and are engaged in nonprofit business
activities, including but not limited to: providing public service which the Catholic Church
refers to as its “ministry”; operating hospitals, schools, universities, orphanages, or other
institutions; providing religious, psychological, emotional and social counseling; conducting
various charitable activities and providing services whether or not within the scope of 26

U.S.C. § 501{c)(3); and soliciting charitable donations.
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breached their duty of care in engaging in the conduct referred to in the preceding paragraphs.
67.  Defendants knew or should have known that their failure to exercise reasonable care
in providing adequate supervision to Plaintiff and other children in their custody and control,
despite the fact they knew or should have known of the threat to children posed by the
Perpetrator and Defendants® other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents, would cause
Plaintiff severe emotional distress. Defendants also knew or should have known that their
failure to disclose information relating to sexual misconduct of the Perpetrator and
Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents as described herein would cause
Plaintiff severe emotional distress and subject him to further assaults. Because of the
foreseeability of sexual assaults by the Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or
ephebophilic agents against Plaintiff and other children, Defendants breached their duty to
exercise reasonable care in failing to provide adequate supervision to Plaintiff and other
children in their custody and control, and in failing to disclose information to Plaintiff, his
family, and the general public relating to sexual misconduct of the Perpetrator and
Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents.

68.  Finally, Defendants knew or should have known that their creation and continuance of
the Public Nuisance set forth in the preceding paragraphs would cause Plaintiff severe
emotional distress. Because of the foreseeability of sexual assaults by the Perpetrator and
Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents against Plaintiff and other children
as a result of this conduct, Defendants breached their duty of care in creating and continuing

the Public Nuisance referred to in the preceding paragraphs.

69. Plaintiff experienced and continues to experience severe emotional distress resulting
in bodily harm.
70. As a result of the above-described conduct, Plaintiff has suffered, and continues to

suffer great pain of mind and body, shock, emotional distress, physical manifestations of
emotional distress, embarrassment, loss of self-esteem, disgrace, humiliation, and loss of
enjoyment of life; has suffered and continues to suffer spiritually; was prevented and will

continue to be prevented from performing Plaintiff’s daily activities and obtaining the full
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74.  Atall times herein mentioned, Defendants have as a significant source of revenue the
receipt of charitable donations from persons who worship or associate themselves with the
Catholic Church.

75.  Atall times herein mentioned, Defendants conducted and continue through the
present to conduct their respective business affairs as set forth in Paragraphs 72 through 74 in
such a manner as to willfully and negligently: foster an environment conducive to predatory
pedophilic and ephebophilic behavior; conceal from the general public the sexual assaults
committed by, the identities of, and the pedophilic and ephebophilic tendencies of, Catholic
clergy; protect the pedophilic and ephebophilic clergy from civil and criminal prosecution;
respond to allegations of sexual misconduct against the Catholic clergy with blanket denials
and/or the creation of entities controlled by the Church hierarchy that are misrepresented as
taking appropriate action but instead perpetuate the concealment of sexual misconduct;
represent to the Catholic laity and the general public that appropriate action is being taken by
the Church concerning allegations of sexual misconduct and child molestation when in fact it
is engaging in concealment and suppression of the truth; place predatory clergy into
communities with children without any warning to those communities; and attempting to
shield themselves from their reporting obligations of suspected childhood sexual abuse under
Penal Code section 11166 by insisting that anyone making a report of misconduct by a
Franciscan do so in the context of penitential communications to the Franciscan receiving the
report.

Further, on information and belief, Defendants represent to the Catholic laity, the
general public and survivors of clergy abuse that they have created entities, suéh as the
Independent Response Team and/or the Office of Pastoral Outreach and/or the Province
Review Board, which purport to “offer help . . . for those affected by Friar misconduct.”
Defendants further represent to the public that these entities will handle each “claim with the
strictest sensitivity and confidentiality.” In reality, and notwithstanding any good intentions
of the lay people who work within these entities, the information obtained by such entities

ultimately is harvested by the Franciscans and provided to their attorneys for use against
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survivors of Franciscan sexual abuse who attempt to make a claim for the injuries they have
suffered.

76.  The activities described in Paragraph 75 violate various civil and criminal laws of
California and of the United States;

77.  The activities described in Paragraph 75 violate various civil and criminal laws of
California and of the United States, including the duty to report incidents of childhood sexual
abuse as required by Penal Code § 11166;

78.  The activities described in Paragraph 75 offend public policy; are immoral, unethical,
oppressive, and unscrupulous; are substantially injurious to persons who utilize the services
described in Paragraph 75; and are undertaken without any valid reason, justification or
motive,

79.  Defendants all conducted their business activities in such a way that members of the
public are likely to be deceived regarding those business activities.

80.  As aresult of the acts of unfair competition by Defendants, Plaintiff has suffered, and
continues to suffer great pain of mind and body, shock, emotional distress, physical
manifestations of emotional distress, embarrassment, loss of self-esteem, disgrace,
humiliation, and loss of enjoyment of life; has suffered and continues to suffer spiritually;
was prevented and will continue to be prevented from performing Plaintiff’s daily activities
and obtaining the full enjoyment of life; has sustained and will continue to sustain loss of
earnings and earning capacity; and/or has incurred and will continue to incur expenses for
medical and psychological treatment, therapy, and counseling. As a proximate result of these
injuries, Plaintiff has suffered general and special damages in an amount in excess of the
jurisdictional minimum of this Court.

81. As a further result of the above-described conduct by Defendants Plaintiff further
requests injunctive relief prohibiting Defendants from, among other things: allowing their
pedophilic/ephebophilic agents to have any unsupervised contact with children; transferring
their pedophilic/ephebophilic agents to communities whose citizens are unaware of the risk to

children posed by said agents; failing/refusing to disclose to and/or concealing from the
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general public and/or law enforcement when Defendants have transferred a
pedophilic/ephebophilic agent into their midst; failing/refusing to disclose to and/or
concealing from law enforcement and/or the general public the identities and the criminal
acts of their pedophilic/ephebophilic agents; failing/refusing to disclose to and/or concealing
from the public and/or law enforcement reports, complaints, accusations or allegations of acts
of childhood sexual abuse committed by Defendants’ current or former agents; insisting that
reports, complaints, accusations or allegations of acts by Defendants’ agents be made only in
the context of a penitential communication; and representing to the public that Defendants
have created entities to assist survivors of childhood sexual abuse when in reality Defendants
use such entities to obtain information used to attack survivors who make claims for injuries
caused by that abuse. Defendants should be ordered to stop failing/refusing to disclose to
and/or concealing and instead should identify each and every one of their current and former
agents who have been accused of childhood sexual abuse, the dates of the accusation(s), the
date(s) of the alleged abuse, the location(s) of the alleged abuse, and the accused agents’

assignment histories.

TWELFTH CAUSE OF ACTION
FRAUD AND DECEIT
(Against All Defendants)

82.  Plaintiff incorporates all paragraphs of this First Amended Complaint as if fully set
forth herein.

83. The Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents held
himself out to Plaintiff as a Roman Catholic Priest, religious brother, religious instructor,
counselor, school administrator, school teacher, surrogate parent, spiritual mentor, emotional
mentor, and/or other authority figure. The Perpetrator and Defendants® other pedophilic
and/or ephebophilic agents represented to Plaintiff and Plaintiff’s parents that he would
counsel and guide Plaintiff with his educational, spiritual, and/or emotional needs.

84. These representations were made by the Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic
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and/or ephebophilic agents with the intent and for the purpose of inducing Plaintiff and
Plaintiff’s parents to entrust the educational, spiritual and physical well being of Plaintiff
with the Perpetrator and Defendants” other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents.

85.  The Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents
misrepresented, concealed or failed to disclose information relating to his true intentions to
Plaintiff' and Plaintiff’s parents when they entrusted Plaintiff to his care, which were to
sexually molest and abuse Plaintiff. Plaintiff justifiably relied upon the Perpetrator’s and
Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents’ representations.

86.  The Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents were
employees, agents, and/or representatives of Defendants. At the time he fraudulently induced
Plaintiff and Plaintiff’s parents to entrust the care and physical welfare of Plaintiff to the
Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents, the Perpetrator and
Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents were acting within the course and
scope of their employment with Defendants.

87. Defendants are vicariously liable for the fraud and deceit of the Perpetrator and
Defendants’ other agents.

88.  Asaresult of the above-described conduct, Plaintiff has suffered, and continues to
suffer great pain of mind and body, shock, emotional distress, physical manifestations of
emotional distress, embarrassment, loss of self-esteem, disgrace, humiliation, and loss of
enjoyment of life; has suffered and continues to suffer spiritually; was prevented and will
continue to be prevented from performing Plaintiff’s daily activities and obtaining the full
enjoyment of life; has sustained and will continue to sustain loss of earnings and earning
capacity; and/or has incurred and will continue to incur expenses for medical and
psychological treatment, therapy, and counseling. As a proximate result of these injuries,
Plaintiff has suffered general and special damages in an amount in excess of the
jurisdictional minimum of this Court.

89, In addition, when Plaintiff finally discovered the fraud of Defendants, and continuing

thereafter, Plaintiff experienced recurrences of the above-described injuries. In addition,
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when Plaintiff finally discovered the fraud of Defendants, and continuing thereafier, Plaintiff
experienced extreme and severe mental and emotional distress that Plaintiff had been the
victim of the Defendants’ fraud; that Plaintiff had not been able to help other minors being
molested because of the fraud; and that Plaintiff had not been able because of the fraud to
receive timely medical treatment needed to deal with the problems Plaintiff had suffered and

continues 10 suffer as a result of the molestations.

THIRTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION
PREMISES LIABILITY
(Against All Defendants)

90.  Plaintiff incorporates all paragraphs of this First Amended Complaint as if fully set
forth herein.

91.  Atall times herein mentioned, Defendants were in possession of the property where
the Plaintiff was groomed and assaulted by the Perpetrator, and had the right to manage, use
and control that property.

92. At all times herein mentioned, Defendants knew that the Perpetrator and Defendants’
other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents had a history of committing sexual assaults
against children, and that any child at, among other locations in Santa Barbara, the Mission
and St. Anthony’s, was at risk to be sexually assaulted by the Perpetrator and Defendants’
other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents.

93, Defendants knew or should have known that the Mission and St. Anthony’s had a
history of grooming of and/or sexual assaults against children committed by the Perpetrator
and/or Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents and that any child at, among
other locations in Santa Barbara, the Mission and St. Anthony’s, was at risk to be sexually
assaulted. It was foreseeable to Defendants that the Perpetrator and Defendants’ other
pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents would sexually assault children if they continued to
allow the Perpetrator and/or Defendants” other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents to

teach, supervise, instruct, care for, and have custody and control of and/or contact with
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children.

94, At all times herein mentioned, Defendants knew or should have known the
Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents were repeatedly
committing sexual assaults against children.

9s. It was foreseeable to Defendants that the sexual assaults being committed by the
Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents would continue if
Defendants continued to allow the Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or
ephebophilic agents to teach, supervise, instruct, care for, and have custody of and/or contact
with young children.

96.  Because it was foreseeable that the sexual assaults being committed by the
Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents would continue if
Defendants continued to allow them to teach, supervise, instruct, care for, and have custody
of and/or contact with young children, Defendants owed a duty of care to all children,
including Plaintiff, exposed to the Perpetrator and/or Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or
ephebophilic agents. Defendants also owed a heightened duty of care to all children,
including Plaintiff, because of their young age.

97. By allowing the Perpetrator and/or Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic
agents to teach, supervise, instruct, care for, and have custody of and/or contact with young
children, and by failing to warn children and their families of the threat posed by the
Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents, Defendants
breached their duty of care to all children, including Plaintiff.

98. Defendants negligently used and managed the Mission and St. Anthony’s, and created
a dangerous condition and an unreasonable risk of harm to children by allowing the
Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or ephebophilic agents 1o teach, supervise,
instruct, care for and have custody of and/or contact with young children at, among other
locations, the Mission and St. Anthony’s.

99.  Asaresult of the dangerous conditions created by Defendants, numerous children

were sexually assaulted by the Perpetrator and Defendants’ other pedophilic and/or
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ephebophilic agents.

100. The dangerous conditions created by Defendants were the proximate cause of
Plaintiff’s injuries and damages.

101.  As a result of these dangerous conditions, Plaintiff has suffered, and continues to
suffer great pain of mind and body, shock, emotional distress, physical manifestations of
emotional distress, embarrassment, loss of self-esteem, disgrace, humiliation, and loss of
enjoyment of life; has suffered and continues to suffer spiritually; was prevented and will
continue to be prevented from performing Plaintiff*s daily activities and obtaining the full
enjoyment of life; has sustained and will continue to sustain loss of earnings and earning
capacity; and/or has incurred and will continue to incur expenses for medical and
psychological treatment, therapy, and counseling. As a proximate result of these injuries,
Plaintiff has suffered general and special damages in an amount in excess of the

jurisdictional minimum of this Court.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for damages; injunctive relief; attorney’s fees and costs;
statutory/civil penalties according to law; and such other relief as the court deems appropriate

and just,

JURY DEMAND

Plaintiff demands a jury trial on all issues so triable.

DATE: October 5, 2009 NYE, PEABODY, SIRLING & HALE, LLP

GAVID L. NYE
TIMOTHY C. HALE
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&
April 26: 1950

The Reverend James T. Poath
North American College.
Via dell Umilta 30

Rome, Ttely

Deaxr Father Bootht

Wa will indeed be grateful to have the benefit of your priestly mintstrations
for what looks like a poasible three monthe, Bafore coming to a fineal decision,
however, will you kindly check the possible cost of ‘a trip by boat or plane to
the United States and from New York to San Diego? You understand, of course,
that with our limited rescurces we must watch the overhead.

Ploasa read over the inclored petition end note the difficulties that confrent

us in regard to the fenure of the Franciscan Fathers in Baming send Besumont,

The fact is that the majority of Franclscan priests are not trained for parish
work, Least smmer a committee of soms fourteen parishioners representing the
renk and file of the Precious Blood Pardsh in Banning, made a trip to San Disgo
to petition that a2 dlocessn priest replace the Franclsecan Father who, although a
good priest, ™was too old to do sything®s This group pointed ocut that the
diocesan priests had bullt churches and schools ell arcand them but their parish
had made no progress within the last fifty years — all of which is only too taue.

Another angle that is of importsnce, The late ‘Archbishop Cantwell obtained a None= °
Placitut for the Franciscan Fathers to enjoy st Banning, Beawmont end other pariahan
because of their willingness at that time %o accept the Indian Yissions in thim'
Diccese, Over & year ago, the Franciscan Fathers gave up tha Indian Missions on
the plea that their Fathers were nseded in China, '

During the thirteen years eince this Diccese was srected, to my omn personal
knowledgs, the Santa Barkara Province of the Franciscen %Fathors has naod this
Dlocase as a dumping ground for their moral, mental and physicel problems, It
banamse necessary for me some tims ago to damand the withdrawel of one misfit
gfter another, To be specific, in a more recent case, they sent & man vhose
health had broken in Chins — ¥Father BEmmanuel =« and who had never had a parish
in the Unilted States before to take charge of the Precious Blood Parish in
Bamming. He has not only failed but he has caused a decdded rift in the parish
there am the people exé &1L on edge through lack of experience, Imprudence and
sudden chenge of Judgement regarding the purchase of property for the proposed
aschool, The fact is that ths parish has to be ditected from this Chancery because
the inounbent there im incompetent, Several weeks ago we requested the Provincial
to remove him and to replace him with en experlenced, competent pastor, The Very
" Reverend Provincisl Augustine Hobrecht called hers yesterday end requested more
time because he had no priest available to send to Banning. Xn the meantime,
religion suffers, Note copies of inclosed letters from two Franclscans who had
pardshes in this Dioceze,




Th.e Reverend James T, Booth

After studying the matter, will you kindly advise me regard:ing a Canondst in
Rome who through experience and other qualities woudd be the best to represent’
me in petitioning the Congregation to set aside the Bensplacitum and restore

the two parishes &f Banning and Beaumont to the Diocese for the good of religion,

About two years ago ths mlsslon across the tracks for Mexicans in Bealmont was-,
wrecked by an earthquake, Since that time we have been begging and pleading
wdth the pastor in charge to assemble scmekind of an outline for the re

of the Uexican Misslan; but wp can't even get a response to our letters, I
asked for the removal of the sick prlest the Pranciscens had sent to Beaumont
and now 1t beocmes necessary to roquest the removal of his successor, It is the
game old storya 'me-l"rmciacana slmply do not have men trained for this work, -

My first thought was if theae nattera could be presented to the present Franciam
Oenoral he might consider giving up the two parishes of Besumont and

Thay still have two other parishesd ~- one in Sm Diego and one in Mort 'Ixma. Egth
have been poorly staffed and have been spiritually dead for the past thirtesn
yoars to my personal knuwledge. .In 0ld Town, Say Diege, we have tried to geb tha
Franciscan Fathors to build a parochisl school, During Vorld War II they purw
chased a vast amount of land adjoining their property but got it tied up by lease
for govemment property. If they had built a schocl when requested, it woilld have
been paid for now, If you think it wise to request the San NMego parish, that
could be iIncluded in our petitlon. It is indeed most regrotiable that thess
parishes were given to the Franoiscans becsuse they are absolutely needsd for om
own Dlocesan priests in view of the fact that the intense heat of Imperdal Valley
and the Coachella Valley requires a change after two oxr threa ysars for the
pidests who gerve in these di.fi‘icult climes. '

You surely get the pdcture and you can be a great help to us in collaborating |
with one of the leading C:inonists in Rome to adjust this difficulty, If, after’
due consideration, the Very Revorend Ceneral declines to releass the parishes .
under consideratdion, then you and tho Cononist retained could cumpleto a petition
to the Congregation’ that handles these matters., It is possible that “‘yom will
require more details bafore whipping ihe case into linal shape for presentation.

* ¥With kindest regards and renewed appreciation,

Devotedly your sarvant 4in Christ,

Blshop of San Dlago,




