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December 13, 2000

To:  Dick Baumenn, $.J., Provincial
From: Rick MeGurn, 5.)., Socius
For:  Don McGuire, S.1,: Detajled Summary

elsewhere for treatment, 50 he was sent for lrealmen'l Bl

Dick,

1 have previously given you & summary of Don McGuire’s history, but I now give you exr updated
version, in more delail, noting names, guidelines, and Don's violating of those puidelines,

The earliest records of compleints from individuals go back to 1991, but there have beesxy concerms
aboul Don’s lack of prodence from at lesst 1960, when his ordination was not approveck.

) Don has been subject 1o provincia) geidelines reparding his behavior, since 1991,

Although no charges have ever been filed against him, Donr has a history of inapproprizate
incidents with male adoleseents {and one sexual relationship with & 20 year old wornar , when he
was 50—1his was back about 1981). While no direct sexual conacl has been establishe-d with
these young men, there is very evident wandering across boundaries by Don: The most
documented complaint—including correspondence Lo the provincial from the} : family
and their alomey--coneerned him taking a young man with him on retreals 23 his perseanal
servanl, who then gave him massoges, they showered topether, und read pornography vogether,

.

)] no-le, 100, 1he repeated siatemenls by Fran Dnly'nnd Brmad Sehoeffer that Don is yery cEifficult in a

- conference. He has Tittle insight. Gracious when that lactic will work, bu{ quick o go o ke

offensive when he thinks the other parly is umrustWonhy. He is paranoid—-guick lo bl.ame others,
but does not see the Jocus of these sexual probiems in h:mseif Moreover, his personalxty disorder

is such thet he is very pood ol dividing his care-givers npainst each ulhcr. e g e 199% he :
protested that his psych. evalvation al o

1994, he pitled his own psycl'na trigl {a personal friend} agains!
disputing their assessment of him.

1091

Feb. 19, 1991, Mcmeo of provincial Fr. Wild regarding a phone cabl from By, Ricardo Tslacio,
director of the Christian Brothers retreat house in 51, Helena, CA. Don had given a siuxdents’
retreel 1o the students of Coby Academy, B conscrvelive Catholic school in Napa, CA _ Br, Palacio
spoke of his discomfori at finding Don bad traveling with him ' vape 17, of
Anchorage, AK. The boy does nol scem 1o have slepl in a separate room. At ong point he found

the boy wilh Dan in Don's room, and \he boy*s hair askew and his shirl-tails out, thowagh Don was
dressed.

Fr. Wild notes that he “knows of no previous complaints on this score.,.”

“As Palacw and 1 agrecd, this travel business is at least very impradent, perhaps muc}1 ore

$€ rious.”
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Feb. 27, 1993—Letter of Provincial Bob Wild to Don: (Referring 1o Bob's conference with
Don on Feb. 22: *1 therefore: asked of you two chapges in your bebavior, and you reatily agreed
to both. First of all, ] ask that vou not travel on any overnight trip with any boy or girl under the
age ol 18 and prelerably even under the age of 21, Secondly, 1 asked you 10 confine any further
conlact that you rpight have with’ 710 situations in which a1 least one of his parents
would also be present. This latter cornraand 1 did not give you beeause of any wrong doing that T
noled in your belravior; 1hink it sirmply a matier of careful prudence under the circumslances.”

May 13, 1991: Copy of a letter from ihe parents of . of Anchorape, AK, o Br.
Ricarde Pacacio, SSC at Christian Bros. Retreat House, SU Helena, CA.

I notes that ™ has been traveling and assisting Fr. since October, 1990.

“We were also extremely upsel 1o leam that Jess than a week afler your lelephone call (:

, Teporiing Br. Ricardo’s concern) 1o us, Fr. McGuirte was called home by bis
provincial becanse of your unsubstantjated accusations.,. We have been assured by our son
thal no improprieties oceurred.... ™

Junc 19, 1991t Letter 1o Don MceGuire from provincial Fr. Wild, noting that he had received
copy of the Jelter of May 13, 1991 from ‘s parents 10 Br, Palacio,

“Despite this clear vindication of your conduct, however, 1 would stitl ask of you the basic things
that § asked in nry previous ietler {(Feb. 27, 1991, in which be gives Don the guidefine not lo
travel withy anyone under 18, an_ aclion prompled by the incident)... say this nol begause

any blame should fall upon you but rether simply in a prudent way 1o protec! yon and your
imporiam ministry from any sort o) hammn,”

1993

Letier of May 11, 1993: . notes Fr. McGuire’s history withy thelr spn,

daling [rom August, 1992, when the boy was 16, a minor. Fr. McGuire look him on
as his “personal assistant.”

I recount this particular complaint in more detai), because it is a good portrayal of the gencral
complaints against Don by others.

" Copies of this leller went 100

Rev. John Hardon, S.).
esq., attomey for the . . family

Complaints included: Don had him driving a car even though the boy had no driver’s license.
Alsor buying him “skimpy briefs” .

“We were distarbed when it became increasingly apparent thal #as unable 1o stand up for
his own convictions, or vojce any different opinions in Fr. McGuire’s presence. In addition,
erecled a wall of secrecy asound anything which might refiect nepatively on his relatinship with
Fr. MeGuire.. Sull, despile red flags, our deep respecl and admiration for his work, and
compassion and affection for Tr. McGuire personally, made us willing to overlook and excuse
these things despile tension, disappointment and hurt.?
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“Starting on Apri} 14 (1993), matters got far worse... The priest who sccompanied Fr.
cGaire...infonmed us thal our son had been involved in an awlomobile accident in Poland...

“On April 18, Fr. McGuire called and demanded, ..that © come 10 San Francisco for the next
10 days Lo care for him. We 5ajd no... Fr. McGuire then Jaunched into a furious attack...In
addition, Fr. McGuire revealed what he identified as being confessional malerial, . .and (revealed}
whal the specific lemptation was to myself and my wife,.,Fr. McGuire instcted ~ to give
Pim regular body massages. A1 least some of these were while was tdressed in underpants
only. Father had wash body parts of his while he was in the shower, When confronted with

Ihesa aclivities by myself and my wife, ¥r, McGuire not only did not deny them but justified caeh
of them.

“On April 22, . revealed that Fr. McGuire directzd ) 1 10 join him in a pictere-by-picture
aralysis ..ol apgroximaiely 20 pormmographic (piclures)... This started in October of 1992, and

lasted for five months in many cities. s does assure us, however that no explicitly sexval acts
occuoed...

April 38, 1993: Mermo (presumably the socias, Fr. Daly) reperting Fr. Daly’s conversation with

Don, who “denied a majonily ol the allegations but admitled 1o having ~  _stay in bis room and
thal Don would go to St Luke’s for an evaluation,”

April 30, 1993: Memo (presumably the socjus, Fr. Daly) of a meeting with Don McGuire inthe
presence of his superior, Joe Downey, 8.1. This memo noles that the ' complaint first
came to Lhe provincial via Soe Fessio, S.).. and i

The raemo notes thal Don denied showing the boy pomograpby, and “he denied 1aking showers
with him, but that would wash his right foot...He admitied they shared a room bul the door
was always open...He {(Don} wen! on to say that, since his health condition of ien years ago, he
has no sexual desires and is not attracied to koys. The anly lime he *has fallen’ 3 was with a
women. He denied that they {Don and . 7y were naked 1opether in \he room. He fell
that since he was always with a group, such as a priest, doclor, deniisy, he was not breaking his
promise to Bob (Wild, the provincial — see attached guidelines of Jan. 27, 1991, proscrihing travel

with anyone under the ape of 18). However he admitled that the question of obedience was
invohved,

“I 1old him that he could give this setreat in Phoenix nex\ week provided he 1old the superior that
he was under an allegalion and that he could not be with minors without supervision. He agreed
1o this. He also apreed 1o go for an evaluation at 8L Luke’s (May 9-14, 1993}, . Joe Downey
reflected 10 Don about his judgment and that he seems imprudent... Don wenl on about how he

has ajways been accused of being imprudent even since (West) Baden becanse he cares for the
poor and people...”

April 26, 1993: Memo {presnmably the socius, Fr. Daly: “Fr.Joe Fessio, (8.1, called Lo repont
that Don MeGuire was on 4 Urip lo Russia accompanied by some young men, one of whom was
1aking showers wilh (him} and reading hard pormography together. They also masturbated but
MecGuire may not have touched the young man. This young man’s name is s and
loe knows his father well who is 2 good Catholic. S vas ; sponsor al his
confirmation and learmed (his story [rom his father. 888 is a lawyer and contacled Joe, Joe
asked him 1o keep this quiel untl he could represent tbis to McGuire's provincial... He also
rentioned thal a ¥r, Thursion was on this trip to Russia and thought Don’s behavior odd. It was
Thurston talking 1o which prompied to inquire of his son.™
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May, 1993: Don was sent for an gv.

tation at B

Jupe 10, 1993; Memo of socivs Fr. Daly reconating a phone conversation with
about the status of the latier’s complaint, In the course of the conversation,
also asked if anylbing was being done about Don's velationship with his secretary
znd who is a minor, 15 years old.

June 18, 1993: Memo of socius Fr. Daly indicating thal Don would hegin his yesidential
L on Jupz 30 (an in-patient

program of 6 mcmlhs)

June 28, 1993—1Letter of Provincial Brad Schacffer to Don:

“The complain! fodged by the” ; family is a serious one which has legal implicalions.
While your interprelation and theirs vary, 1145 clear there were questionable areas involved in this
relntionship, In addition, traveling in the way you did with this younp man was a clear

vio)ation of the directives given by Bob Wild afler a similar concern was raised two years
ago.."

*...thal is why | asked you to have the (recenl) eveluation atj which you readily
agreed to. Based on thal evaluation, | asked that you engaged in a treatment program (at BN
which Don begar shorily after this letter),

July 19, 1953: Meme of socius Fr. Daly reconnting a phone conversation with Don's physician at
3 Y EbmiERaRierne . “She is the medical doctor who called to tell me that Don has been
over-medicating himsel{ for twenty years, He does not need the amount of insulin (60) takes and
is al present al 22 and she thinks thal be @ill need none. He has Type 2 diabetes. That he takes »
huge amownt of vitamins and may even have taken iron to seem to have hemoglwomatosis...

Sept. 7, 1993: Memo of socius Fr, Daly about Don’s progress in therapy at

.“Don told him (his therapisl, W) that he has been close to 1214 YOungsters over

the years. Although not genital relationship, bul whaiEBEERecaiied “fotteurism.” pleasure
derived from some skin conlact, e.g., a fool massaged, z2u arm on kid’s shoulder asthey look at
pomography logether, ete. Since it was not muteal masturbation, some people have thought thers
was no problem with this kind of behavior. However, there is a disorder in this behavior,

“Don is beginning to disclose more and acknowledge showering together, looking at porme
logelher. N

Nov §2,1593: Memo
Don’s therapist a

umab]y of lhe soc:us Fr. Daly) recounting a phone conversation with

Pkt ®iileany 11’ s noted that Fr. John Harden, 8.1,
EEaaeres and mel Jomﬂy wnh h:m and his thersipist. It*s noted that Fr. Hardon
does not think Don broke the seal of confession {presumably rcgardmg the: bay).

“Dennis thinks that Don is fearful of losing his priesthood and (his membership jn) the Society.”

Nov. 20, 19931 John Hardon, §.J., writes provincial Brad SchaefTer, reporting on bis visit 10 Don
81 Downingtown. Tt is evident 10 me that John cannot assess psychological problems, end

downplayed Don's very real sexual problems. John was galled in at the sugeestion of the

family, as a buffer belween Don and the provincial. Brad asked him specifieal)

(5
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»phone cal] of'complairt abomt Don from

assess whether Don had broken the sea! of confession Ieg ardingihe boy. John's
asscssment was that be had not.

Nov. 23, 1993: A letier 1o provincial Fr. Schaeffer from Don's brother, Mr, B0 -
attorney, mco\lntmg h:s participation {prior to Nov, 12,1993) at lhcrapy conference regardmg

Don =\ S M Mr, McGuire states his anper, 2nd it is evident he thinks Don
has ne prob!em and that the huspﬂal treatpyent was most inadequate,

Dec, 1, 1993z Letter of socivs Fr. Daly to Hes

Downingtown, PA. The leter comaines a UMMmMEYY, recountmg Don's dilficulties from 1960 to
the presenl,

Pec, 21, 1993: Memo of provineial Fr. Scheeffer recouming his sitendance ai the therapy group

conference for Don, at which Fr, Gschwend was also present, along with Don’s therapy leam.

“Tt was helpful for me to hear from SHREEESAR 21 Don is not a ‘predator’ io temms of sexuality.
B he does have a sexoality problem and he even admitied 1o that, While he cenainly hasn®t
acled oul genitally in any fashion with anyebe (Is Fr. Schaeffer aware at this point of Don's prior
sexual contast with o woman?), he develops relutionships with younger people over whom he can
have a great dea} of influence and charscterizes this within a religious context. As a resull, he can
cross some sigpificant professional boundaries and make mistakss...”

1994

Januery 28, 1994—Merno of Provincial Schaelfer (describing verbal puidelines given 1o Don);

“I reminded him that it was his own bebavior with the - ,minor which got him into

trouble in the first place. In addition, it was a violation of Beb Wild's directives which jed o this,

As a resull il would be important for me lo guaranice that be would have the kind of supervision

neeessary for me 1o allow him 1o retum 1o ministry in eny fashion. Certainly, ithere would be no
NEUpELVise 1act with minprs in his future”

Feb, 18, 1994, Letter of provincial assisiant for men in special ministries, Jim Gschwend, .3, to
.Don, stating that he was Don's liaison with (he provinciel. “Engagement in any sclive ministry is

iobe arraneed with me

.Note: This obviously states a guideling.

April 6, 1994 An unsigned selfirepor (obviously, this is Bop McGuire's aller-care conirag) that
he's making with his therapy leom ay It is 2 very minimal admission

of his rea} problems and hislory, and indicales his anger and lus intention to seek another opinion
once he’s discharged,

June 13, 1994, Memo of prmrmc:a] assistant Fr. Don Nastoid, 8.1, 10 socius Fr. Daly, noting a
of Arllnglon Helphts, aboul her son,
a praduaie of Loyola Academy, She assered tha, years earlier, afier Don got
the boy inlo the Academy, he ofien was the one who drove him home, and that sometimes
slept in Don's room 21 Loyola Academy. The boy would nol talk about his relationship
with Don to her. He withdrew from the Academy afier ane semester, and Don had no foriher
cantact with them.

MeGuirdbetalled Summury
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In this eall, she made no specific chargs apainst Don, but feels that he had an undue influence

over her son. She did not threaten legal action, but said she was grateful for the chance 1o tell her
story 1o a Jesuil,

Note: It's evident that . was a minor a1 the time, & high scliool freshman,

July 18,1994, Leller of Fr. Jim Gschwend, S.)., to Don's superior,
copy noled to Dlon, in wake of Don's discharge from treatment (at
e has also been given permission to conlinue telreal minjsiry especially witlrihe Mlss;mary

Sislers. Nonetheless gl mm:gtg{ remains cleared throueh this office and Don has been advised lo
do that in a timely wanner.”

JosDDw ey, 5.5, witha

Note: This obviotsly states a guideline,

Sept, 7, 1994, Meino of socins ¥r. Daly to provincial Pr, Schaeffer: Servite priest ¥r, Jerry Horan,
president of their high school in Anaheim, CA, phoned Fran Daly with a complaint that Don
McGuire was interfering in Hiigation between the school and the ! family. Fr. Horan noted

ihat the boy, I, then 2 senior, had accompanied Don on some of his trips 1o Russia
and other places...

Sept. 20, 1994, Letter of psychiatrigt _ il M.D, abou! Fr. McGum: addressed “To
Whom Il May Concern,” (obwicusly, to the provineial). He § if as a psychiatrist, the
one whom Don chose for his afler-care upon discharpe from He writes with
indignation at the diagnosis of personality disorder made by . . and he
gives a nnging defense of Don_. denying that he bas any sisn

He furlhcr identifics himsell as premdanl—e!ect of lhf: F B X Jans

Guilds (Mote: This fbet is relevant becanse of Dorn’s appoitinent as spintuat director with that
group, beginning in 1990).

Oct, 3, 1994, L etier of prov. asst. Fr, Jim Gschwend o Don, noting that Don hes refused to give a
copy of his bospilal repod {from ,

~ 1 nrote thal, to this date, we have no copy of that

Feb, 3, 1995 Memo of Fr. Robent Geisinger, 8.), socius Fr, Daly reparding preparation of the
Feb 17 lelier in 'which Fr. Daly 1ssued new guidelines \e Fr. MeGuire,

Fcb 9 1995 Memo of Fr. Daly, socms, noling & cnnference wilh Fr. McGu:re at which ]"r Hm

Gschwend, 5.3, -was present. Conccmmg the . famnily.
1 told Dop he was not 1o have any contact with the Lo
{Fr, Dejy's) phone conversation with. {nol dated): Includes her complaint re her son

. apparently then 18, whom she found sitting on McGuire™s lap, and Don was siroking

_bim. She faxed her complaint 1o Fr. Cherles {at Canisius) and 10 Frs. Fessio, Hardon, and Link.

i

Feera;'y 17, 1995—4Letter of Aeting Provincial Fran Daly o Don:_(]n'li,g};l 6i'a 'co'mplainl from

"the family:) “1 nm remindi fihe standing restriciiops which were imposed and
reinlorced during the and complaints, Furiher, in accord with their reques, you

McGuird\Delniled Sumimary
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are 1o hiave no conlact with apy snember of the hinmediate family. Also, Lam amplifving
Bob Wild’s 1991 directive: please do nol trave) on any overmipght Atip with any person. rale or
female, wader the age of 21 In addition, T ask Lhsl vou use exiremc canlion 1o avaid any occasion
1hat would find you zlone, behind elosed dgors, with anyone under the age of 21...Yam calling
you 10 a prudence greater than that which yov have shows in recent years.”

{Note: Fr. Dialy lo}d me verbally on Dec. 8, 2000 that Fr. Robert Geisinger, S.J. was presem

dunng this conference of Feb. 17, 1995, in order to be a wiingss to the wamning Fr. Daly issued in
writing to Fr. McGuire). :

2000

Feb. 2, 2000: Bishop of Las Vegas Nevada required detailed letter of good standing including
stetement Fr. never been accused of improprieties with minors, Fr. Bavmann was therefore unable
to pive one 10 Don, who subsequently canccled his cominitment. IV appears he wili not be sble to

funetion in that diocese again, given Lhe nature of the hishop's request, which would likely be
repewed in the fulure, ‘

Dec. 22, 1508, Provincial ¥r, Baumann did provide Don a letier 1o the same bishop, not
having been aware of the provincial guidelines currently in place.

Junpe I, 2000: Socins Fr. McChum notes in 2 memo: Fr. A} Naucke, 5.)., socius of the California
Province, phoned this moming. He told me that Fr, Yoseph Fessio, S.1., has reecntly related the
following account lo the provincial, Fr. Thomas Smolich, 5.).;

A4 year old mipor, ) » the son of a conservalive family in Phoenix,
Arizona, is cuerently residing in the home of the Tamily in Massachusetts, while
atlending a learning disabled program.

Mr. . has told Fr. Fessio that Don MeGuire is slepal puardian, and that
is going to live with Fr. McGuire, .

Sept, 25, 2000: Socius Fr. McGurn reecived a lelephoned complaint from A B
, regarding Don's relationship with his son, presently apge 20, who has been
serving, as Don’s assistant on his travels for the past year, and who now does not wanl to retum

home after his year’s “commitment” has concluded. They documented their complaint in wriling
on October 27, 2000 (scc above).

QOrtober 11, 2000: Pon was away much of the summer, so it was only in October that )
connecied with him to ask about * . He matled me a document, dated Aug, 9,
2000, signed by mother, : 2, which purports to granl legal
puardianship of ker son lo (who administer Don's retreat fund, Mission
Fides). Don also included a note with the ‘s address.

" Ocl. 27, 2000: A wrilicn complaint came to the provincial's office from’

regarding Don’s relationship with the son, , presently age 20, In Aug,, 1999,
. then age 19, agreed 1o serve Fr. McGuire {or a year—ihis occurred through the agency of

}. Their concern slems from unwillingness to retum home this Angus,
commitment concluded.

[ 13

when his year's
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- moral condition” which netessilaled bis oversight of the young man. They also staic that

Parequheticelly, they note that isDon's “'godson.” 1 don’t know if this is
iterally lme or not. They also note that Don bas, since August, laken on 2 new sssistant,
so they see no reason for their son remaining with Don.

They nole that, this past August, slepl in Dan’s room while he was a guest at the

They “were shocked 1o find that Father was adversarial” when ey aitempted 1o confront him
abonl their desires {or their son. They are disturbed that Don wsed 2s ag argument “prave
hizs 10}d thean that, on some occasions, “he even shared the bed in Father McGuire’s room, with
Father McGuire under the sheels and on 1op of the bianke1s.™ -

Oct, 27, 2000: A wrilten complaint came 10 the provincial’s office from’ .
of Avgusta, GA, concerming Don's relationship with their son, L presently age 20.

Socius Fr. McGurn notes: The » are nexl-door neighbors of the and members of
the same eharismatic group headed by Dr.

Their son’ served as Don’s assisiant on his travels sor the year June, 1998 — August, 1999,
after he bad just graduated from high school. They state thet their son 10}d them, in tears, Fr.

McGuire showed him pomographic pictures and 1alked to his “about sexual mallers al every
wiking moment.” ‘

Nov. 3, 2000: . senL 2 lelter 1o the proviacial office, defeading Fr. McGuire, He
states that be is presently 20 years old:

“I'm all the mare vonvinced that what is really 21 the root of the problem is that T m not under
their (his parenls’y dircel consultation and control. The straw thal broke the camnel’s back for them
apparenlly was when T calied and 10ld them the decision I'd made about what 1 was doing for the
Fal} of 2000 and possibly the Spring of 2001: to conlinue working for Mission FIDES in Chicago
while my replacement took over and served as Fr. McGuire's aide. The problems they brought up
were mind-bogpling and even infuriating, going so far as to imply that there are sexual
improprieties present. 1 did my best 1o refute all attacks on myself, and on Fr. MsGuire...”

Note; Nowhere in his lelter does cither confirm or deny thal he siept in the same room, and

- at limes in the same bed, with Don.

Nov. 7, 2000: Memo of Socius ¥r. MeGurmn states, regarding the complaint, Don stated
in a phone cal} 1o me today that he is nol the Jega) guardian of ..He said that’

muother, - is presently fiving in Florida. ¢, who oversee Don's
retreat fund, Mission Fides,” live in Chicago and “have power of attomey for

MNov. 7, 2000: Memo of Socius Fr. McGurm slates, regarding the complaint of the

Family aboul Don’s refationship wilb their son, “When 110ld Don about the complaint of
the and that the provincial would want to talk with hirm abons it, he scknowiedged tha

is notyel 21, When T said that the current gnidelines, given by Fr. Daly in 1995, state that
Don i not 10 travel with anyone under 21, Don said he had no memory of those guidelines, cven
when 1 reminded him that they were given Lo hina in writing. Don then tried 1o excose himsel[ by

snying Lhat was chosen for himby s 1d thar since he’s a psychiatrist, Don
presumed §t was QK7
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S9.here Is a clear example of Don violatieg his 1995 gnjdelines. This also appiies to his
relationship with ste above.

gk koksk ok
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