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·PERSONAL RECORD OF REV.-~~""'-J....1U~----~ 
NAME IN FULL 

Date ............................... _ ........ "'_ .. _ .. . 

ORDAINED FOR DIOCESE OF ................. ; ...... 1~~ .. 6~9.~J.~~! .. f~.U.f9.~!!.L~ ...................... _ .................... ~ ....... _ .... _ ..... ~ 
Date and Place ............. , .. l.f. ... ,., .. "T.J.f.l,£ ........• ./.!I.L~ ... ~ ... JlL,L.II.Af:..!:..t:j{LL ....... i.L.J . .Li~._.~_ ... _ . , / . 

Ordaining Prelate ........... , ...... , ................................. - ........ --... - .. --~ ... .:.. .... --.. 7 ... _ ............... _ ... _ .. : ............ _ ........ . 
If incardinated in Lo~ Angeles, Date ... _ ........ :.J.iI.!J.L ...... 12 ... _ ...... L.9..lL __ .. t .... T,.lV...{.i./.i(.!:.) ........... _ ..... _ ..... :...· 
IF NOT INCARDINATED IN LOS ANGELES: '.: 

Date of Arrival .................... ': ........................ _.: ... ···-..... - .......... ·-·· ... ····-~·-···.··/P:.fAOc.'\ ··r.&W-···--
What letters from own Ordinary or Supenor? ..•......... - ... --.. - ......... -.-.... ~.~-JF!. .... t1 .. -.--
Length and purpose of S!:." .......................................................................................................... _ ... _~ .. __ . __ 

I 'F.. J f -. '. - - r:-,lj:' ,j '/Al:r,C t··j~f.i Residence. . .......... Z........... .(..L<.. •• J ••• r:f •••• _ •• •••• f.. ...... t.,.;.J .• R..(f?,.".,II.'..:)i.//.! ••.•• _ •• .Phone No ...... .L ••••••••• : ••••• __ .J.:._ ... .I..:... 
A L if 4 n/; k:. A c... fl ( F- 'f lio , 

FACULTIES GIVEN UNTIL ............................ , ....................................... ~ ................................................................... . 

~ I' . .' -.-
Birth: Date and Place ...... 5.. .......... 2JJ.:A.J:....~.jj .....• .l.q-'t.t. ...... JiI1.'"'!:-_1.J.\Ul.d'U!.C..itt... •• _~-'J..$.(J.;;L!.!XL6.. •• lt;!:!./L_.l..e.. f.£d.fU •. 

(' . PI/, I:> ~ f-. .I I' 
Baptism: Date and Place .... .l!~._..6.l.I:...€.li..#.A.J:1 . .$. •••• Lti:t..!r.(.JL._!J.t1fd.:.f./.7.1Lr.I.f:!.l.;.J::r. •..... ~;A..f.g9' .. _jL.:;.lA.f'.CIi.JY.f, 

Present Citizenship ......... , ....... .I.i? ... L{. .. t1. __ ...................................................... _ •.•••••.•••••.••••.••.•.•. _ ••..••.••..••••.•••••••....•• _."._ •.• _~ ...... _ ... .. 

If Naturalized, Date and Place .......................... ~ ....................................... ~ ...................................................... _ .. ~._:._..:~~:~.~ ............ . 

Elementary School-Dates and Places, ...... L/:l.s..O' .. _:::::: ..... L'l.£":.i. .... _ .............................................. _ ........ ~ ........ ; .. .:;.~~ .. : .... _ ....... . 
. / I' A J .': r!.. / r:z'" t,;;,,:.~··, .. · , ' . 

................. _ .................... :_ ..... _ .............. '= ... L{'-~ .. /:f.~!l.-._ . ../._Y..fU.L.C.Lf:.d.{ ••••• _s.lJ..-••• c.a.-' .......... _ •••••••• 3L:..:.te.~~~. ___ .. 

.. _ ....... _ ..... _ .......... _ .......................... ~ .......... _ .. _ ........................................ _ .................... _. __ .. _ .. _ ... _ .. _ ........... _ ........... __ ...... _ ............................... _ ............... _ ... ..;.~it·~ ........... . 
High School-Dates and Places ................... ~ ....................... -~ .. _ ...... ~ ....... - .............. ~ ................................................ ~:~~i~i.4.~; .. ~.~.~ ..... . 
..................................................................................................................... -........................... _ .. _ ..... _--_ .. _ .. _ .......................... _ .......................................................................................... ..-........ _ .. _ ........... . 
Coll.ege-Dates and Places., ... :£.ff ...... lg.s..; ..... :::::: ...... ~:_f.~..fL.j..J..6.J-... _. __ ... _ .... _ ............................. _ ..... _ ....... _ ...... .. 

.............................................. £.f:....£..L .. l.~.!i ........ .[JC:.£.a .. tiJ2.i.5Y-.. -... G~Il.~f... .. 4.J.-.c:.lI!..U.tL ..... tv.-..... !..l.Jlf:.Ii.i:!:_~-r.._.: 

..................................... -....................... (-.: ..... ~ ....... -....................... ::::-.......... _ .. _ .... _ .. _ ..... -:1.-.-.. ,7····················""jj····/··j·······_·········_-
Seminary-Dates. and Places ... .;;.c.f/. .... lfJ.63 ...... ::-::: ...... J4l.li..f.. .... L.1..f.5: ......... .all ... O.El£~.L.(jf.{.T._.iJJ.../).L.f.A •• : ....... __ ~.~. 

,.to." .................................................................... _ ....................................................... _ .. __ .. _ ......... _ .......................... _ ............. - ...... _ ..... ~._ ....................................................... ,. ......... _ ... _._ ..... __ . 
............................................ - .......................................................................................................................... _ .. _._ ...................... ~ .................................... -... --... --....... - ........... -..................................... _-_. __ ... _ ... - .. 

Post·Graduate Work-Dates and Places .......................................... _ ............. _ .... _ ... _ ................................................. _ ......... ___ .. . 

...... _ ....................................................... _ ................................... _ ...................................... _ ...... _ .... _-_. __ ._-_._._ .. _--_ ... _ ................... - .... _ .................................. _._--._-_. 

--._ ............... _ .............................................................. _ ........................... _ ................. _-_ .. _ ... _ .... -_ ... _._--.. _---_.-... _._ ... -._ ............................. - .... _ ..... - .. _ ... _---_. 
Degrees-Dates and Places ...................................... _ .. _ ............ _ ..... _ ... _ ............ _ ..... __ ... _ ............. _ ....... _._. ___ ._--

. - f . What foreign languages can you spealr-? ~~ __ ~~J_JI.!.LIJ. ...... _12,j.li.J.£.1:l •• _._ ••• _ .. . :--~~~-' -
, Redacted 

Father's and Mother's (maiden) Name .. Redacted 

Name and address of nearest relative or friend.. Redacted .................. _ ...... _ ...... _ .. _ .................... _-----_.-._-

Pleas~ type answers in full and return to the Chancery Office, 1531 West N"mth Street, Los Angeles '15,Camorn1a 
" COver) LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000002



. PERSONAL RECORD OF REV.-----lIlw.:..;,a...Jt.u..N--,---!-:l_--.:.L-!.·!C;.:.,...· t::.LfJ .1-11/~;4::.....Cla!..-_·'~; 'i<Y' 
NAME IN .rou. 

LiSt of Appqintments since Orclliiation 

TOWN PARISH CAPACITY DATES 

A L ItA f7 II R A A/I It" If L ( Ar.f/JIAN' 174 .. 6' /f("!l I . 
AvA . ~ fi- •. ,u L ; YJr tI.1J >u . //' ......... '"' A, l!.t.n 1 ...... ::r J 17 2U _. 
Oranqe St. N6rbert Associate JlJ.v 20 ,:!..i~77 J 

Assignment remains unchanged Dioc. Consultor June 9, 1980 

Anaheim St. Boniface Pastor November 1, 1982 
Other assignments rema In unchanged Chairman of the November 1983 

Personnel Board 

~~.,IJra.- /:1../1' /13 
~en~~~gf~~ted: M::I r~h ?f 1987 

II q-~O-q.2-

Dana Point st. Edwar-d ..." Pastor- 7 I 1 IQ"i 

~~ ./tJ2QA.f~J) I£.(~ m-jf!;:orv ~ ~(f5duv ~f H. 
" / / 

V ~ " / ~J(l'~A ~ __ ~L" ~ A..:.r;;p Cflt J> /01 

/fc:r~ A,':'~ L/" A _./ ' 9/1.Plo~ / 
;j~" . ~ '.6 . .....JL,O, ~ .... .7. A- "-"..-...I W~ ITh. ,I D I 

Tn;:!r.ti '111"'> ~p ,7t?, I;:' 
Laicized 6/21/02 

-
-. 

LiSt of ecclesiastical dignities and date of reception ........... _. __ ._ ...•. _ .... ___ .. _. ____ ... ___ .. _ .. _ ... _. ___ . ____ _ 

. ...•............................•.......••.... _ .. _ ............. _ .............•...... -._ .... _ .. _-_ ... _ ... _._--_. __ ._._._---_._._-_. __ ._-----
................. -.....................••.•..•.... _ ... -_._ ...... -_ ...... __ ._.-_ .... -..... -.... __ .................. _-_ ...... -._ .. _--_._. __ .-... -.•.. __ ._._-
..... -......... _ .................. _ .............. __ ............. --..... _ ..... _-_ .. __ ._ .............. _ .. _.--_ ... -............. _ ............ _ ... -_ .. _ ................. __ .... _._._-_._-_ .. - .. _--
State any special work or assignment and give dates ................................... _ .. _ .... _ .............................. _ ....... _. __ ._. _ ..... __ _ 

.... ~ ...................................................................... _ .... _ ................. _ ....... _ ... _ ..... _ .... _ ... -_ .. _._ ......... _._ .... _ ...... _ ...... _ ..... _ ...... __ .-._ .. _ ... _-_ ... _--._ .. _ ..... __ . __ .-

................................................................. _ ........ _ ............................................ _ ..... _._ .......... _ .. -......... _ ............. _ .. __ .. __ ....... _._ ........ _.--.. _ .. _._ ........... -.. _---

....... _ .......................... _ ........... -................. _ ................... _ ... -_ ................... _ ........................... -........................... _ ...... _ ..... _ ... __ ...... _ .......... _-_ .. _ .... -..... _ ... _.-.--_ .. __ ._-

Please type answers in full and return to the Chancery Office, 1531 West Ninth Street, Los Angales 15, California 
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October Uth, 1~3 

Redacted 

Dublin, 9 
Ireland 

Dear Father Redacted 
.',: . 

" ..... ; -.' .: .,~ .. "~ 

. J 

b1algnor Kavkea bU­
~th. On beh&l..t or, -and ant!' . . 

latter or October' " 
&'Dilll'r't"" -.l. td Ilia ImiMDce ~ 

.X am Mppy to. wlcQ118 ~ -.1:lJdIm'!.a . C&Dd1d.atea . tor 
the Arch410ceae or toe ~~ .. o.alll 
Father . ~ . &Dd 
.that tail.1 to serve in 'the. 

I have Just. _1·.H""~ 
to Lourde. and S}l&1n vi th Redacted 
Jfeedl.e •• to MY, ODe of' the ...... 1 ~..loo4. ~~ ...... ,.,.... vas the rtait .. to All lIal.l.on and that VOD4ertul . _",'r""','c"''';'-' Qreaban.' 

. '.r""· ,,; :-: .... > .. : 
Wi th Jd.meat ~. to' J'&tharR~dacted tid the other 

members of the t&eul t1, X &II ;:' .' -

;.' .. ' 

c 

~'" :..:.' ; .... 

LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000004



, ::";".,1., 1 

~1~"'" .~. ~.' 
~ .' .... : " ..... - . 

~~.-._t·:f~:K{ }i~:'. ' '" 
-' . 

4th October, ~963. , 
. ', ,. 

"~ ' . . ; ... ~ 
~. 

.. 'j,. . "': ...... 
came to us last I:r.allth. 

Do.ne Ill:i..meS 
are:-

,.' '~ft;:·:'!;\. '~'::,\' .' " 
'. ii"with Us for a ~'ear and is 
•. b~'D quite aat.istactorl ill 
'·~J).i t1. I be, to reo·omme.nd 

. ',;: .:. ';rr,;<,. ::' , _. . . . . - . . 
~!t UO.li.to: reoo~end. a Secane. 

lntt.ml,)er··.of th. L:>a Angeles 
.. loat. tou.r students ir. 

.• 7 anu. S 
t there wue 

.' , 
'. . 
.<~ ,.ttlJi& on we·ll.· . 

. "'"',.. .... _".,...".,~ 1, .at the Nati.onal 'O'n1 versi ty 1 

~~;,.~"'<i[ ~,...c;a." ..... t;;I.te4\li th Honours • Father 
~~~ •.•• dur1~ th. Su~er and is 

shown him, as indeed we Ell1 aTc. 

-~O- -hav.' a' v isl t from Bishop 
L?1Ii 4.-Jle;elea llr1eets. It waEbi oe 
. went -out in AU(;USt are so -Y-

1o;/."-'6'.,w,gnta. 

!-'. , .... 
. . Siueerel1 loura • 

. ,' . 

,'/'_::i{'r)~ A.~' 

"j.-, 

ti; • , . 
' .. 

j' .. .' 
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Name 
Lenihan, John 

Dogmatic Theology 
Moral Theology 
Sacred Scripture 
Introduction to Sacred Scripture 
Sacred Eloquence 
Canon Law 
Ecclesiastical History 
Sacred Liturgy 
Elocution 
Gregorian Chant 
Spanish 
Patrology 
Psalter 
Catechetics 
Sociology 
Physical Education 

, .' :.: ~ , -.. , , -" 

ALL HALLOWS COLLEGE, DUBLIN 

REPORT 

Diocese Class 
Los Angeles I Divinity 

EXAMINATION RESULTS 

June, 19 December, I9 65. 

A 
B 
A 
B 
C 
B 
B 
B 
C 
C 
B 

(C;mdillg: Each letter used indicates a combination of factors; intellectual capacity, pronciency 
in studies, application to work. The grading is based on viva roce and written examinations and 
as,sessments by the individual Professors. 

A-Very Good; B-Good; C-Average; D-Fair) .. 

Observations: A good student. 

Date: 7 April, 1966. Redacted 

i'tu - Rector 

LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000006



The undersigned, Archbishop of los Angeles in CalifornIa, 
according to the terms of Canon III, paragraph 2, of the Code of Canon Law, 
and the reply of the Pontifical Commission for the Interpretation of the Code 
dated July 24, 1939, herewith requests that. 

JOHN LENIHAN 

be promoted by his proper Ordinary to First Clerical Tonsure for the service 
of the Archdiocese of los Angeles. 

This instrument will serve as the expression of our consent 
that thereby he may be incardJnated into this ArchdIocese according to the 
previous Canon III, paragraph 2. 

Delegation is hereby given to institute the usual canonical 
inquiries and administer all the oaths and professions of Faith according to 
the requirements of the C..1nons for promotion of the candidate to all the Orders 
leading to the Priesthood for the Archdiocese of los Angeles • 

Dilted at Los Angeles, California, 
.this 14th day of April, 1966. 

. Archbishop of Los Angeles 

De Mandato Eminentissimi ac Reverendlssimi Archiepiscopi 

Cancell ari us 

LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000007



LlTl'. DIMISSORIAI.ES 

31 atol1us jf'ranciscus ([arbinalis ~c3Jnt!,rt 
Jlei et ~postolicat ~tbis ~ratia 

~rcbitpiscopus ~ngtlorum 
in ~aIifornia 

Dilecto Nobis in Christo Domino ____ J_O_A_N_N_E_LE_N_IH_A_N_..,.-_____ _ 

subdito Nostro. salutem et benedictionem in Domino. 

Cum plene Nobis constet te ex legitimis. catholicis. honestisque parentibus proqenitum. rite 

baptizatum et confirmatum, bonis moribus debitisque qualitatfbus ad normam Sacrorum Can· 

onum praeditum esse, neque ulla irreqularitate aliove im.~edimento detentum nullaqua censura. 

quod sciamus. innodatum esse. et canonico de annis cursus theoloqiae, ad tramitem iuris. docu-
I 

. mento Nobis exhibito. per praesentes tibi Hcentiam et facultatem larqimur et libenter concedi-

mus. ut ad omnes ordines minores 

ab E R Joanne Carole McQuaid, Archiepescopo Dublinensis, xc.mo ac ev.mo _______________ "'--__________ _ 

aut a quocumque Catholico Antistite qratiam et communionem Sedis Apostolicae habente. 

valide ac Hcite promoveri possis et valeas. 

Volumus tamen ut praedictae litterae Nostrae nonnisi accedente Superiorum Seminarii con­

sensu atque testimonio effectum sortlantur. 

Servatis in reliquo de iure servandis. Contrariis quibuscumque non obstantibus. 

Datum ~ aedibus cancellariae Nostrae. sub siqno siqilloque NomiB. ac Cancellarii Nostri 

subscriptione. anno Domini 1966 die vero 140 mensis- _A_p_ri_I'_ls ___ _ 

ARCHIEPISCOPUS ANGELORUM 

DE MANDATO E.MI AC m:v.MI AlI.CHlEPISCOPI 

CANCELLAlUDS 
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consulted In regard to the 

JOHN LENIHAN ;"~' 

.********~ ~ , ... 
.'-.: :{i.;'" '" 

.~ .... 

be some branch of Theology al~h~gh'h 

Ph iI osophy. 1 He Is a 

cheerful disposition. 
:.- ...... 

;.:,: ... 
, .. ' = 

,~ : .. 

'I. _ 
'." ", 

.:.'"; 

Redacted 
I. 

./ 
'-; \j:~~ii4i";:l,"}"': '.'.:',:(!;l':'f}~' '::.'.;.,' 

" .;-l ...• :::.'.z.~~,i.; .. ..... •. .#~ . \, _ _ ~-J. . 'r: 
.. 

'.,.. ·f:,.' : I ~. , 

.,.,\, 
. :::.~ .- " 

t • 

...... : :;.' 

.l' ~ . 
... ,~ •. , .~~, :l".t..:. :. • 

( . .... ~ .. \;.;j;~~~:{:.: 
: ~: ~t.-:. '7-

.r"; :; 

. :~ ~:.':-, .;;~. ;·~t·;j::·~. --
." .' .," 

I ~'. 

• ..' .. =.,: .'~. ';. ... 

: ·:;'::···;;j:r~;;'j~;" 
" 

. '. -~.,. .... ; 
'.\ : .... 

',~ .. . .. 
'I~' '. 

.1 
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Name 
Lenihan, John 

Dogma tic Theology 
Moral Theology 
Sacred Scripture 
Introduction ·to Sacred Scripture 
Sacred Eloquence 
Canon Law 
Ecclesiastical History 
Sacred -Liturgy 
Elocution 
Gregorian Chant 
Spanish 
Patrology 
Psalter 
Catechetics 
Sociology 
Physical Education 

ALL HALLOWS COLLEGE, DUBLIN 

REPORT 

Diocese Class 
Los Ang~leB II Divinity 

EXi\.MINATION RESULTS 

June, I9 66 It 

B . 
B 
A· 
A 
B 

·'0 
A 
A 
B 
o 

.B 

December, I9 66.' 

A 
o 
A 
A 
B 
o 
A 
A 
B 
o 
B 

(Grading: Each letter used indicates a combination of factors; intellectual capacity, proficiency 
in studies, application to work. The grading .is based on 1)iva voce and written examinations and 
assessments by the individual Professors. '.' " .. ; 

A-Very Good; B-Good; C-Average'; D-Fair). 

Observations: A good student... 

JI 

Date: 18 March, 1967. Redacted 
·v , I 

V1ce- Rector 
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\ 

I, 

By virtue of the faculties granted' to H~sEmln~nce, 
. ~ 

• "I .•. , '. • 

James Francis Cardinal Mcintyre, kc~b'ishOp of Los Angeles 
.' .". ',' 

in California, in Motu Proprio De Episc~po'~n:' Mvneribus, da,ted 
- • I. .'. ,." :I,,;·~. : I .. 

June 15, 196q, he her.eby grants a dispe~~~tIQ~' r~~:the lack of 
. ~:~~.:. ':':~ 'y r.~ : ~ . .':~ .. :~r:.~ ... " .. ~:., ':. ~.: . 

sufficient age for ordination to the Sacred PriesthOod In favor 'of 
, , ' :' ';'\:,:": ":d),~;,':,:}t~;,::,/,f:', : ~ 

JOHN LENIHAN. This dispensation rS,granted provided the 

, , ',:,,<"::~:,~1;rij~:~;ii:\:,~;~.~/,~< :,<:" :, , 
Rector and Faculty of All Hallows College"are of: ~e ,~prnion' that 

, " , ',:';r,: ::;~t:c:~:!~:~:i:{Y~;~~~~f.>\ ;' ,::-.': . ,', 
John Lenihan possesses maturIty of mlnc!,~,t~~~n,tJ?,~sume 

, " • i, :~~~\~,;;;'~ .. ;,~f;!~:~::~',":!~'>',';'i:' ~ ,." 
the sacerdotal offi ce • The Reverend Mr .l~nl han lticks 'al ght 

, , ' "';~~~,}>:':~i~:"" ::." ' "';",,; . 
\ 

months, twenty days, for Cunonical age .• ' 

" 

Archbishop of Los Angeles 
';.-

Dated: February 13, 1969 

, . 

, i 
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Redacted 

ALL HALLOWS COLLEGE 
DubUn 9, Ireland 

J ..... Twelftb 
19 69 

Very Reverend and deer Father Redacted 

. I ttuat that the tine ,.... ... clestlMd to 
can. to LCI Angeles hove been _,. hi ... ".... ......... for 
clearance of their vltaa wIth the ~I ... Cantu .. . 

We. ~ ."..... ."., It .... 1ft 
forwardt", to ... your ........ fI.-:· . . ':" 

• 
Thll will b. of help in asstgnlng thiMe ,... .... their nrst parishes. 

Would ,., .. ItW ....... eIto to advlH them 
that they may plan on ccm1nv 1ft to tIw a. __ ry·an ... friday morning, 
August 1st,. at 10tiS oJclock, to receive ..... r fIqt appoI __ Il fr~ His 
Eminence, the CardInal. These wIll 1M "'actl .. on Seturday, .6.ugust 2nd. 

r,.. :\;.~~~~;:,: ~.l.i":,~.' 

. With,.....,.. ....... , 1 ... _ 

Sincerely,... fa Orlat, 

(Rev ..... ~ .... '-I. G. Hawkes) 
Ch .... ellor 

. ~jJ:#~~!\;.: : .. ' . 

11l5. When ready to make-arrans-__ for.travef to la ",,1 .. theM Yount . 
men may confect M Redacted. of 1M T.W A Offful 44lJoper' OICaMel, Street, " 
OubHri. lranspartatlon as hQndl .......... Mr. ' Redacted ,. of the T.W A , .... 
office here In Lra Ang.les through theJr a..U,. om •• 

;. .... :, 
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LITT. DIMISSOBIALES 

jfacobu~ jfranci~cu~ ~arbinali~ ;flflclntpre 
1!lti tt sgpostolicae '~tbis 8ratia 

~rcbitpiscopus §ngdorum 
in. (;alifornia 

DUecto Nobis in Christo Domino ___ --.,;;.J...;;,O..;..A.;.;;.N..;..N;...;.;...� .....;LE~N...;;,I...;;.H_A...;;.N~ _____ _ 

subdito Nostro, salutem. et benedictionem in Domino. 

Cum plene Nobis constet te ex legitimis, catholicis, honestisque pare.utibus proqenitum, rite 

baptizatum et con:Brmatum, bonis moribus debitisque qualitatibus ad normam Sacrorum Can­

onum praeditum esse. neque ulla irreqularitate aliove impedimento detentum nullaqua censura, 

quod sciamus, innodatum esse, et canonico de c::i:nnis cursus theoloqiae. ad tramitem iuris. docu­

mento Nobis exhibito, per praesentes tibi Rcea.tiam et facultatem largimur et libenter concedi-

mus, ut ad Subcliaconatum at Diaconatum 

ab Exc.mo ac Rev.mo JOANNE CAROlO McQUAID, Archieptscopo Dublinensis 

aut a quocumque CathoRco Antistite gratiam' et commUDionem Sedis ApostoRcae habente, 

valide ac licite promoveri possis et valeas. 

Volumus taman ut praedictae RHerae Nostrae nonnisi accedente Superiorum Seminarii con­

sensu atque testimonio effectum soriianm. 

Servatis in nliquo de lure Bervandis. Contr~ quibuscumque non obstantibus. 

D~ ex aedibus canceUariae Nostrae, sub siguo sigilloque Nortris; acCancenarii Nostri 

subscriptione, cmno Domini 1968 die vero 15a mensis Marti i 

AllCHIEPISCOPUS ANGELOBUM 

z' CANCELLAlIIOS 
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- . 

1ft virtue of t,'J specla:l faculty .... 11Ied I •• ~ &. the Apodollc 

Oeleg;zta of the United States (Ptot~ no. 1279/67) cbted Aprl14, 1967, we hIraby 

;:sllow the ordhwtlon to the dioconate at tt. .. 01 third Dwlal., J. the c:ase of 

the following c:;mclldates, proitr·ded thcat eoch .rIa .... ·CIt leaf tw.ty-two pm of 

aga <lnd .:all other requIremMb for validity _.Itoetl)' ON fulfUIed: 

v-iOHN LENIHAN 

cases. 

In the case of I , we ..., eft .... &om the bans which 
, r,' .~~. ' 

Redacted 
,.: ....... ,' 

are raqui~ before dlaconote.:: .. < ... ; .. ' : :. 
Given lilt 1.01 Aaoel~, Call~," .. :.~- .~:!f~, 1968. 

'. :. ,," '. ". . 

Archbishop of Los Angeles 

... ' ._._ ... _ .... --- -. 
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3/arobus- jfranrlsrus ~arbinaIi5 ~r3Jnt!,rt 
met tt ~postolitat i>tbis (§ratia 

~rtbitpi5tOpU5 ~ngdorum 
in l!California 

DUecto Nobis in Christo Domino_..::.J.,::O:.:.A.!!N...:.N:.....:..:...I.....,!L=E:.:.N..!.:I..:,;:H:.:..A:.:.N.:..-________ _ 

subdito Nomo. salutem et benedictionem in Domino. 

Cum. plene Nobis constet te ex legitimis. catholicis. honestisque parentibus proqenitum. rite 

baptizatum et conBrmatum. bonis morlbus debitisque qualitatibus ad. ncxmam Sac:rorum Can­

onum. praeditum esse. neque ulla in'eqWaritate aliove impedimento detentum nullaqua Cel1SUl'a. 

quod sciamus. innodatum. esse. et canonico de annis c:uisus theO!ogiae. ad tramitem iurls. docu­

menta Nobis exhibito. pel' praesentes Ubi licentiam et 'facultatem largimur et lfbenter concedi-
mus. ut ad ' Sacrum Presbyteratum·' ' ":',, ' 

ab Exc.mo ac Rev.D1o Jeanne Carele McQuaid" Archiepisc:oPo Dublinensis 

aut a quocumque Catholico Antistite gratiam et coDimunionem Sedis Apostol!cae habente. 

valide ac licite promoveri possis et valees. 

Volumus tamen ut praedictae liHerae Nostrae nonnisi accedente Superiorum Seminaril con­

sensu atque testimonio effectum sortlantUl'. 

Servatis in reliquo de iure servandi&. Contrariis qulbuscumque non obstantibus,: 

"" .. : 
Datum ex aecUbus canceUariae Nostrae. sub signa sigilloque Nortns:' ac CcmceUaril Nostri 

subscriptione, anno Domini 1969 . die vera 13a' men.sis Februarii 

AllCHlEl'ISCOPUS ANGEr-ORUM 

DE MANDATO E.MI AC REV.MI AllCBIEPISCOPl 

"":" -, 
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Reverend John Lenihan 
ALL SOULS RECTORY 
17 South Electric Avenue 
Alhambra, CQlifornia 91801 

October· 20,· ,1969 

Reverend' and dear Father len i~n:' 

. . ... Ene rosed y'ou'wtll . 
your persona I. indebtedne's~ toHi~r·'· ... 
you have any question 're90',:(!("" . 
discuss 'thrs with you at y~~ ..... 

. . ,- : 'r;' .-;~:. ", ':-~ •. , . 

. "'; ':.' i '/;:",: 

. When payments 
should accompany your checkf,9f... 
is the known po Hcy of the Archdl~.I~~I~;j~~r~.~~'j~ 
of such Indebtedness when. 50% has' 

. . We trust yoo ;il 
attention. This will enab Ie us to .... , ftvI',"",. 
students in preparation' for the J.l' .. t •• ctl~t'II'\t'I_".,;-.;_;".;; .. ,,:,,:.-

. ..' '. ~.:" '.':~" .. 

. . ; •. :! ,- . " 

'I 

~ .. ,',.:.:;.~/,,~.. .. ...... .. 

With personal r~ga~:9·;f~~~~ .. ~.:" .,;...:;;, .. It>'~.~ 
.... . . .."!" .;'-:i,"..'t: .,:' ... , " '" 

vm 

Sincere Iy ~~rs in ch~i.st, . ~'" :. 
..... . . . , 

" , ... 

Reverend MonSignor. Benl·~ G ·:~'t·i.awkes 
Chancellor .,:( :;,.'. 

. . ', . 

I. 

.~. , 
. ""':'T:"~,· ~~ '.~ t',:, 

". 

~: "",; ..... 

-, \ 

"': .. ; ;.' . 

" -~,,' 

-< . 
' . 

." ..... . ,~ . 

. . 
,'- .' 

. ."........ ~. 
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June 16·, 1f1lQ 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

This is to certify that 

is a duly ordained Catholic Pries(Jn, , 
Los Angeles, and is presently assi ' .. 

. at All Souls Parish, Alhambra.:" 

By virtue of his be 
he is exempt from selective' ' 

M 

.::. ' .. 

" ~. 

. r 

\ . 

., 
,,' 

.. ~ ,"i:' 

····i, 

. \.. . 
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.' 

" 

Reverend John Lenihan 
ALL SOULS CHURCH 
11 S. Electric Avenue 
Alhambra, Canfornia 91801 

'" -," ..... ~ :\. 

. This. 
August 1, 197.4. . 

fd 
encl. 
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.. s.· . 

..... ;. 

,: .. ,~ . 

....... -

'~ .' 

ARCHDIOCESE OF lOS ANG.ELES 
1531 WEST NINTH STREET 

. LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 900'15 

.388-8101 

.. :'~:;.~~>: : 
June 23,1976 

. /'Reverend John Lenihan . 
St. Angela Merici Church 
Box 296 . '. 
Brea, California 92621 

'. ':. ' .... ~; '.' . ..... 
'. 'i 

" .. ' . 

. ..... 

Dear Father Lenihan: 
.. <~ '.' 

. -

.'~ '. 
;~ . 

' .. ', 

". His Emi~ence, Cardinal Manning, for p~storar reasons, . 
'. has 'granted the'faculties' of the Archdioces'e of Los Angereson.~an .. ;,<. 

annual ba~is to ~very prrest assigned in parishes ~n the Dioces'e of :-. .. 
, ... Orange !m.~.~d!.ately adjacent to. the Orange-los' A~ge'(es Couo . 

.. :I,:i,.~~.j,:;:i/:j~f·~~~'·~~~::~'· .. ,~.".:, .·.;;:~it:~tt:~~?:I~I~~t~·;':;:i·~ :.: t:: .... T:~·:''':;i;~::~~~L~;Z~.,:·'~:.::.'',·: :, 
'. i':) ':'>. ":~jThe'Jcicu r ties. o'fJbe"Ar'chdiocese' of los'Arige I es' . 
. ,. ,therefo~e; b~~1i'~~t~i1dedio' y~-~":':'::;::i"hese.:fQcurt.i~~';,v, t . 
. :.' October31,l976/:.()Fth~· dat~· o(terminaHo'~"<o}y'o~r" .. .. ' 

assignme'"t ot'th~"obov~"pa'rish;'\vhrch~~er do'te'c; ",', .,' ~a~lier> 
... -' .. 

fd 

, ".: 

. , 
, .' 
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. , . 
•. ,~. I'" 

',' ,~ :.;.-. 
. ";::: /~.,. 

June 13, 1977 

~ev. John Lenihan 
St. Angela Merici Church 
P. O. Box 296 
Brea, CA 92621 

Dear Father Lenihan: 

His Excellency; Bishop William 
me' to confirm your appointment.' 

This appointment will 
July 20, 197.7. 

'; ... :'; ... ,.' 

c. 
: .' .. ' .... , .... 
,' .. '. 

, ~ 'i:t::':::~ i '. f,' J. 

r:·o . 

.'","' .. -; .. ' 
;:~: ..... :. :r~~.:.. 

'.~\ '~~:'" ... 

04" ~. "to".::,~··,.>,:: .. a:n.~{'~y~ur Praying for God's every 
work I remain ;.;;:·;~~'l.;,,;: ' .. , .:; .- ;t::j:~'::::~~;;:~~~. 

Sincerely" yours 

ph 

cc: Rev. 
Rev. 

Msgr. 

in ChriSt, 

Redacted 

Redacted 

...... 

..... 

,':'"1-., ...... . 
. " .: .... 

. "'~' 

.,' ' .. .. .... :. 
;' .... ' 

." 

' .... ~, 
: . .\ .. ,',-~ .. ~ 

. ~'.:: ...... ~ .. 
: .;.. 

... ~. 

:.,., .. 

;.~. f 
. ,.~. 

. : . 

. ~'" .--, 

,.' .:-. 
... ,' 

.... '. 
:~ .. '. 

'';. 
.•... 

' .• J •• "!. ··t, 
~ .. ~" 

.~" .' 

,. 
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.... -

Cardinal Timothy Manning 
1531 West 9th Street 
Los Angeles, California 90015 

Your Eminence: 

7999 Royal Arms Court 
St. Lo~is, Ma. 63123 

September 1, 1978 

'i."ni..s is in reGard to a ra"L:",er John Lan::t~l,,\n who is assir;ned to 
St. Norbert Parish in or near Anaheim, and my step-daughter, 

Redacted , age 15, who has lived for the past two years. 
wi th her step-'mother, at Redacted 
Anaheim, 92807. . 

. Redacted has been living in California by choi c e, but asked to 
s penel this summer with· my \..,rife (her natural mother) and I. 
She has received several )etters from a Father John whom she 
identified as her church counselor. 1'llY vlife also ae cepted a 
telephone call from him and let him talk to Redactl I became 
suspicious and re~d his letters which were x'omantic and contained 
sexual innuendo. I questioned Redact very intensely and she admi t­
ted having intimate physical relations with him but denied sex­
ual intercourse. I im~ediately telephoned Lanahan who knew exactly 
who I was. He readily admitted having a romantic attAchment to 

Redact, having physical knowledge of her, but denied intercourse 
or self-exposure to her. 

I have informedReda~t' s step-mother that Redact,will not be return­
ing to LOA Angeles. Father ,Lanahan wrote a letter to me which I 
threw a':lay. I have promised Reda~t ti~at no one \'lill be told of C}-ds 
affair outside of this i!'::mediate family. I cannot rer::ain silent 
ahout this 32 year old priest who may need more help than the 
teens he is assigned ,to cou~sel. 

I propose to leave this ~atter entirely in your hands, Sir. It 
is repu~nant to me and since I am not of your faith, my 9n~er is 
hi~h. You may responrl or not, ~s you desire. 

Sincerely, 

~~".--
Redacted 

000102 
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ARCHDIOCESE OF LOS ANGELES 
1531 WEST NINTH STREET 

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90015 

388-8101 

September 8, 1978 

M.r • Redact~d 

Dear Mr. Redacted 

Please accept this response to your letter of 
September 1st to Cardinal Manning. 

We appreciate deeply the kindly manner in 
which you have expressed your distress and the confidence which you 
indicate in leaving this matter to our decision. 

Since Father Lenihan is in the Diocese of 
Orange, I am referring this matter to the bishop's office there. 

v 

cc: Fr. Driscoll /' 

Wi"th kind regards, I am 

Sincerely yours, 

Reverend Monsignor Clement J. Connolly 
Secretary to the Cardinal 

000103 
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. ' .... ' ,,', ... ; .,'. ".: =.: ,., ' ..... ;.: .:! ':'. I 

THE CHANCERY OFFICE 
1531 West Ninth Street 

lOS ANGELES. CALIFORNIA 90015 

September 8, 1978 

Dear Mike: 

The attached correspondence is self-explanatory. 

Hope you are we II • 

Persona I regards I 

CL-c .... • • 

" \ 

, '.,. " 

;' " 

.'.~ .' I ... 

000104 
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-COpy FOR YOUR 
INFORMATION 

September 12, 1978 

Mr. Redacted 

Dear Mr. Redacted 

Monsignor Clement Connelly, . Secretary to His Endnence, 
Cardinal Manning, has forwarded me your letter of Sept­
ember 1, 1978. 

I wish to inform you that I will be speaking with Father 
John Lenihan regarding the matter you 'have stated in 
your letter and appreciate the confidenciality in which 
you tend to handle the matter withi~ your family. 

Please be assured of my prayers for you and you~ family. 

Sincerely yours, 

Reverend Michael P. Driscoll 
Chancellor-Secretary to the Bishop 

MPD. jr 

000105 
LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000024



DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

THE OATH TO FAITHFULLY FULFILL 

AND KEEP THE OFFICE BESTOWED 

I, __ J~O~H~N~~L~E~N~T~H~A~N~ ___________________ ,chosen as 

CONSIJT,TOR 

born: __ ~MA~R~C~H~~S+.~]~9~4~6~ ________ ' promise and pledge to 

carry out faithfully the responsibility and the office 

assigned me as sincerely and objectively as I can. I 

promise, further, to keep secret whatever knowledge comes 

to me in the discharge of this office. So help me God. 

Given this ?,'" day of £ ~ 19 1'0 at the Pastoral 

Services Offi:, in orang{,' California before me: 

v-/ Signature. 

-, 

oooon~ 

. ,.: ... .,. .. 
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DIOCESE OF ORANGE 
440 SOUTH BATAVIA ST. 

ORANGE, CAllFORNIA 92668 

714.639·8010 - 639·8011 

.L. JOHN LENIHAN , ",it!':. ti.r::-. f::.:. th, c3li.::;.-e 
--... ---.-----. --------..., .. ------:--.. ,-· .. ·-··--··· .. ··--·--·1·--::·· ~ ~. ~" ., 

~.I ••• :" [.it'':,'::':(:):;'!) ....... l.!. £!~d C::"''J'''eryt;1~r.g t!·~at:. .l~ can trt~r\c:( ..1.n t./~~ ~~n'L'('l (.~!:. :!4'a~cfl, 
t.!'.c.. t: js~ 

! b:::l:'C:':2 i.n one God, the Father Almighty r Maker ot' heaven ar!d earth, G!1"'-1 of 
o.li ~-~~!"S~ '.'ir;i!:::l~. :md invis~l:le. And I belie'\,ye in one Lord, Jesus; C'i:I'.~st( 
1:11<':. ,.;:.:y-br;;g~Jl:;t.t;,j1 5o:m of God, Born of the Father before all ages. :;Ct:~ u[ 
Gcc., Light ~f Liqht; t:rue God of true God. Begotten, not made, of o I'. ''-': sui:­
l:iti-'ll'::f:: 'dith the; ~'ather. By Ivhom all things. were made. Who f'.n: uS 1O(?!,1 a (if,l 
fo,,' ~Ji.ll.' !:'h J.Vc7\;· ion caHle dOvl!1 from heaven. And He became flech :'y U,s I~01y 
S;::irit c.i t~e Vi.rgin i-1ar~~ and l."i::.$ made man. He .wa~ .. ~lso crucified for us, 
5ufi-.ere'~ 1.U"..::er Por..tiuc Pilate, and ",as buried. And on the thJ rd ~1i'\'y lil;- n)p~ 
&gajn, ac~o~di~S to the Scrip~ures. He ascended into heaven and sits &t th~ 
right har.d ci:' U1'2 Father. He 'Nill come again in glory to .judge th~ livin,; 
~I'Q 1;,he d8ad., ;.l1d of His kingdom there wil,l be ·no end. And I beli~ve in 
t~e iloly Spirit, th~ Lord and'qiver of life, Who proceeds from the Fdth~~ 
a~d the Son. Who toqethe~ wit~ the Father and the Son is adcre~ and glcri­
,: :;.ec.. cl!'Jd V/}'!::> ::;,?c·.~:e t.:~rC'Jug:l the prophets, And one r holy, Catbolic an,i 
rp".H.li·()),ic C1YL1C('i~. 'L CClTIfr~::::s 'one baptism for the forgiveness of sins. ;'nd. 
1 ;:;,~:c.:.':" t the 1~<';8il.i'r·cct .. i.cn nf the dead, A..·"Hi the life of the ... "orld to cOr:te. 

I f.irrr.ly ~!ill·.r=H:~ r.J.l)O accel'),t. all and everyth:.r:q \'ihich has been either' d2-
fir:c::' t:,' t::.~ ChUrch I;,:; solemn deliberhtion or affirmed and declared by:,its 
(~"t~:i.r~er~,' :JI • .:::.gi..!:":e::i-u.r.; cc:.ccrning the: doctrine of faith and .morals, accor­
.:l ::'n91~' ?: s l:!i'='~' =.re propo!3ed by ~t, especial:y those thing's dealil"otj \\'itb 
tl" •. : lli·~·",t':::;:-::i or tXl8 Ruly Cj'lurch of Christ, i':.5 sacriiments a~d the sacri::icE: 
0= ::'i:~ ~~aE:s, and t.~1e prirr,'lcy of ~:·bp. Roman Pontiff,' 

000003 
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t October 6, 198~ 

Reverend John Lenihan 
St. Norbert Church 
300 East Taft Avenue 
Orange, California 92665 

Dear Father Lenihan: 

", . .. ' .... : ....... :. '-. " 
.,.... .. r 'Y ', • . ..... , : .. 

. .. ..... , 
.. '\ " .. ..... ::: . 

... ~: 

.~. . 

." . 

His Excellency, . Bishop William R. Johnson ,.·1).-as directed me· to ~ "" 
confirm your appointment as .. <::--.).,).' ~ ... ,'.::. ':,.:~·.'l ... ~:. .. .' '.~' :<~;:::::.<·,V:~':' .. 

PASTOR (PAROECIAE AMOVIBILIS) " '" ., .' ~,', : ';' ~ . 
ST. BONIFACE CHURCH.::·i·'1 .. ~·t .. ·,:·.,:.·.;,,:.\,:··, .. :, .... ' .,: .... , .... ,., ..... . 

This appointment ~::I::c:::I:~:::ij:~:~'~~:~~;, 'NOVember' ·~:~'~r1t{;~;':. 
1982. ",.-

Will you kindly come to the Pastoral Services Office to take the 
usual oath for newly appointed pastors? . 

Praying for God1s every blessing upon you and you~ work, I're-
main . , 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

Reverend' 'Monsignor Michael P. Driscoll 
Chancellor 

jr 

cc: Rev. 
Rev. 
Rev. 

Redacted 

Redacted 

Redacted 
00-00.04:" 
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DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

MARYWOOD CENTER 

2811 EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 

ORANGE, CALIFORNIA 92667 

(714) 974,7120 

PROFESSION OF FAITH 

REVEREND JOHN LENIHAN 
I, , with firm faith, believe 
and profess all and everything that is contained in the Symbol of Faith, 
that is: 

I believe in one God, the Father Almighty, Maker of heaven and earth, and of 
all things visible and invisible. And I believe in one Lord, Jesus Christ, 
the only-begotten Son of God. Born of the Father before all ages. God of 
God, Light of Light~ true God of 'true God. Begotten, not made, of one sub­
stance with the Father. By Whom"all, things were made. Who for us men and 
for our salvation carne doWn from heaven. And He became flesh by the Holy 
Spirit of the Virgin Mary:.':',"'an'd.,was: made man~ He was also crucified for us, 
suffered under Pontius 'Pilate,' and was buried. And on the third day He rose 
again, according to the Sc~ipt~ie~.~,He ascended into heaven and sits at the 
right hand of the Father.' He will come again in glory to judge the lh¥ing 
and the dead. And of His kingdom there will be no end. ll.nd I believe in 
the Holy Spirit, the Lord and giver of life, Who proceeds from the Father 
and the Son. Who together with the Father and the Son is adored and glori­
fied, and Who spoke through the prophets. And one, holy, Catholic, and 
Apostclic Church. I confess, one, baptism for the forgive!1ess of s'ir:.s. And 
I await the resu=rection of ,the dead. And the life ,of the wClrld to come. 

I firmly embrace and accept all and everything which has been either d.e..,. 
fined by the Church's solemn deliberation or affirmed and declared by its 
ordinary magisteriu."U concerning ,the doctri!le of faith aud m.orals, accor­
dingly as they are proposed by it, especially those things dealing with 
the mystery of the Holy Church of Christ, its sacraments and the sacrifice 

',of the Mass, and the primacy of the Roman Pontiff. 
" 

( 

" . 
,. 

DATE:~~~~~~1~5~,~1~9~B~2 ____ ~ 
'~. 

000005 
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I, 

DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

MARYWOOD CENTER 

2611 EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 
ORANGE. CALIFORNIA 92667 

(714) 974-7120 

THE OATH TO FAITHFULLY FULfILL 

AND KEEP THE OFFICE BESTOWED 

__ R_E_V_E_R_E_N_D ___ J_O_H_N __ L_E_N_I_H_AN _______________ , chosen as 

PASTOR, ST. BONIFACE PARISH 

bor~: ____ MA __ R_C_H __ 5~, __ 1_9_4_6 ____________________ , promise and 

~ledge to carry out faithfully the responsibility and 

the office assigned me as 'sincerely and objectively as I 

can. So help me God. 

Giver. this -:;;.1..;;;.5"",t.;..;.h ___ day of OCTOBER 19~ at the Pas-

toral Services Cffice, in Orange, Califor~ia before ffie: 

/~~ 
Signa'Cu.re 

'00.0006 
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February 2, 1983 

Reverehd John Lenihan 
St. Boniface Church 

DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

MARYWOOD CENTER 

2811 EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 

ORANGE. ~LIFOaNIA 92667' 

(714) 974-7120 

... " .. . -.. . .. . 

120 North Janss Street 
Anaheim, California 92801 

Dear Father Lenihan: 

On January .3, 1983, Bishop John N .• Wurm, Bishop pf Belleville, 
Illinois, wrote Bishop Johnson r~gardi~g the following person 

I 
Anaheim, California 92801 

I am encl~sing Bishop WUl:'m's letter.to Bishop 
as his form letter of Decembel:' 2"1, 1982 which 
l:'eason fol:' my letter to you self-explanatol:'Y. 
like" to follow up on Bishop's Wurm's ·contact. 

With prayerful best wishes, I remain 

Christ, . 

Michael .P. Driscoll 

jr 

ene. 

Johnson as well· 
will'make the 

Perhaps you would 

:,. 

LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000033



February 8, 1983 

,., rs . II I 

DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

MARYWOOD CENTER 

2811 EAST VILLA REAl. DRIVE 
ORANGE. CALIFORNIA 92667 

(714) 974-7120 

Anaheim, California 92801 

Dear Mrs . ...... : 

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of January 
12, 1983. I am sure that the Diocesan Personnel Board 
~s well as Father Jbhn Lenihan will be happy to know 
o.f your enthusiasm fOl" the work which he is d.oing at 
St. Boniface Parish. Being a pastor is a taxing 
responsibility. I do h~pe that you and your family, 
as well as others in the parish will cDntinue to support 
Fathel" Lenihan iri the work which he is doing. 

S ; nee r ~ J'-:/"Yl-0~~ r.~ inC h r i s t , 
I . . 

_...... ,I .'.,. / . , . (t·.........: ~ ." "..... ., . .' t\ .!.,./ " , ..•• ,.':"':. '.:'''''---

Most Re~~ren~ William R. Johnson 
Bishop' of Qrange 

, , 
r : 

~!RJ/s\··, •. _ •..... 

000011 
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Reverend John Lenihan 
Pastor 
St. Boniface Church 
120 North Janss Street 
Anaheim, California 92805 

Dear John: 

DIOCESE OF. ORANGE 

MARYWOOD CENTER 

2811 EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 
ORANGE. CALIFORNIA 92667 

(714) 974-7120 

February 23, 1983 

After my conversation with you. the otner day I came across the en­
closed pamphletln the man. t thought per:haps· .it ~i9ht.be worthwhile 
to bring it to your attentton 'slnc~ it may be useful to you In the . 
work you are doing In developing. a parochial catechesls on the 
sacrament of Penance. You wi 1"1. undo~btedly reme~.er that Fr." Champ!. in 
gave us our retreat two or three years .ago. ". 

Wi th blessings and best wishes for much con'tinued success, I am 

WRJ: ds.· ./ 

Enclosure 

, , 
.' 

. 000012' 
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RECEIVED 

~ E·S 23 1983 

Ans'd •••••••••••• 

St. Boni/Clcr C~UK~ 
120 I'IORTH JANSS mEET 

ANAHEIM. CALIfORNIA 92805 -. 
'I1!L!PMONE (11 II 956-3110 
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DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

MARYWOOO CENTER 

2811 EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 
ORANGE. CALIFORNIA 92667 

(714) 974-7120 

November 3, 1983 

Reve rend John Len i han 
Pastor 
St. Boniface Church 
120 North Janss Street 
Anaheim, California 92805 

Dear Fr. John"; 

This wi 11 confirm in writing the information I conveyed to you verbally 
following the rreeting of the Priests' Coundl last Friday morning. You 
are hereby appointed as a" member of the Orange Diocesan Personnel Board 
and to serve as its Chairman. 

During your term as an elected merrber of the Personnel Board you made" a 
tremendous contribution to the priests of our Diocese and I "am sure they 
will welcome the news that you wi 11 be continuing to serve on the Board 
and to serve as its Chairman. 

With prayerful good wishes for your success in this office and with much 
appreciation for your willingness to accept this responsibility, I am 

ri st, 

R. Johnson 

WRJ: ds 

C. Rev. Msgr. Michael P. Driscoll 
Chance I lor 

0-00"016 
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~.. DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

MARYWOOD CI!:NTER 

281' EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 
ORANGE. ~LlFORNIA 92667 

(714) 974-7120 

PIOCESE OF ORANGE 

THE OATH TO FAITHFULLY roLF.ILL 

AND KEEP THE OFFICE BESTO~~D 

REVEREND JOHN LENIHAN ,chosen as 
----------------------------------

CONSULTOR 

born: ~MA~R~C~H~~5~, __ 1~9~4~6 _____________ , promise and pledge to 

carry out faithfully the responsibility and the office 
I .' 

assigned me as sincerely and' obj~ctively as I can. I 

promise, further, to keep secret .whatever knowle.dge comes 

to me in the discharge 9f this office. So help me God. 

Given this 16th day of . December' 1983' at· the Pastoral 

Services Office, in. Orange, California before me: 

The 
His 

." 

·7 Signature 

000017 
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May 22, 1984 

Reverend John Lenihan 
St. Boniface Church 
120 North Janss Street 
Anaheim, California 92804 

Dear John: 

DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

MARYWOOD CENTER 

2811 EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 

ORANGE, CALIFORNIA 92667 

(714) 974·7120 

I have been informed by St. John's Seminary that there is a 
convocation of priests and deacons to be held on June 18, 
1984 from 10-3 P.M". at Our Lady Queen of Angels Seminary in 
San Fernando. Because you are the supervisor of a deacon 
this summer, I believe that you are required to attend. , 

You ffi8\1 wish to verify this by contacting Father Redacted 
Redacted, the Head of Deacon Placements at St. Johh's Seminary. 
He can be reached at (805) 482-2755. "It is also very possible 
that he would be in contact with you as he knows that you 
will be a supervisor for a deacon this summer. 

With prayerful best wishes, I remain 

Sincerely yours in Ch~ist", 

Reverend Monsignor Michael P. Driscoll 
Chancellor 

jr 

.. 

000018 
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June 22, 1984 

The Most Reverend William R. Johnson, D.O. 
Holy Family Cathedral 
566 South Glassell Street 
Orange, California 92666 

Dear Bishop Johnson: 

AN.AHmM, CAllFORNIA 

AlulA CoDJI; 714 

TELEPHONE:.?.' 

I am in hopes that this letter will reach you personally. 
I am a parishioner of St. Boniface Catholic Church here 
in Anaheim. I feel sometimes that ones accomplishments 
is not always realized by ~ertain people. I would simply 
like to thank you personally for sending us Father John 
Lenihan. Since his arrival,.I ~ave seen ,Buch a change in 
our parish attitude~. We now have the love and concern of 
the people of the church which has been lacking for such 
a long time. Father John has been such.a,blessing to 
those of us at ~he parish. There seems 'to be no limit to 
his love and understanding. He gives so much of himself 
to us and the conmi.unity tbat. ;I. feel we can nowh~re but 
forward with his guidence. Be is a very special man and 
I'm sure an asset to our Diocese. He has brought the 
message of chr'istianity back again ~o our community, not 
only by his words, but with his actions as well. 

I'm sure I speak for all of us at St. Boniface, that having 
the leadership of Father John in..our parish, make·s us all 
proud to be part of this growing fam,By. And again, thank.., 
you Bishop Johnson for sending us this very special man. 

QNsMr· .. · ." ... 
.. ~: 000020 
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July II, 1984 

Mr=.15iE=ia=~ 
Anaheim, California 92805 

Dear" 

DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

MARyWOOD CENTER 

2811 EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 
ORANGE, CALIFORNIA 92.667 

(714) 974·7120 

. - ';'-. - . . \ .. , . ..... ~ 

This responds to your letter of June 22, 1984, commending Fr. John Lenihan 
for the fine work that he has done as the pastor of St. Boniface Parish In 
Anaheim. I am happy to know that you, as well as so many others, are 
pleased with hi::; efforts. The spirit in the parish has obviously improved 
substantially since his arrival •. I am very.g'i"ateful to you for taking the 
time to write and to let us know that you are pleased, with his work. 

With good wishes; I am 

Si~e.r.elY yours in C ri 

-fto£ecttuj l 

Most Reverend 
Bishop of 0 rang 

WRJ:ds 

000019 
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November, b, 19ts4 

Reverend John Lenihan 
St. Boniface Church 
120 North Janss Street 
Anaheim,' ,California 

Dear Father Lenihan: 

The enciosed letter to 
of St. Boniface Church 

DIOCESE Of ORANGE 

MARYWOOO CENT£R 

2811 EAST VILLA' REAL ,DRIVE 
ORANGE, CALIFORNIA 92667 

(714) 974-7120 

Pastor from the parish of St. Boniface, he is not a retired 
priest of the Diocese of Orange an~, .,therefore, shciuld be reciiv­
ing his honorarium directly from the parish which employs tiim for 
services'. Effective the end of this 'month, you should' be giving 
............... his honorarium as the Diocese will no longer 
~ checka to him. 

I am sorry for this confusion that this matter 'has caused in'the 
past and hope that this will clarify the issue. 

With praye~ful best wishes, I remain 

jr 

cc: 

rend Monsignor Michael P. Driscoll 
cellor 

Redacted 

Redacted 
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December 3, 1984 

Reverend John Lenihan 
St. Boniface Church 
J29 NorthJanss Street 
Anaheim, California 

Dear Father_Lenihan: 

DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

MARYWOOD CENTER 

2811 EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 

ORANGE, CALIFORNIA 92667 

(714) 974·7120 

' .. 

I am enclosing a copy of Reverend Mr. Redacted s letter of 
assignment to St. Boniface Parish. Please note the mention 
of the convocation of Deacons and Supervisors to be held on 
January 16, 1985 at Our Lady Queen of Angels Junior Seminary. 

With pr~yerful best wishes, I remain 

Michael P. Driscoll 

000022 
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RECE\,JEO 

FE B ,.3 jg8S F~bruary 5, 1986 

Ana'd ••••••••• ". 

. 
Dear Father John, 

Thank-you for ~our letter dated January 
and would like to comment on ttie same. 

·t~· L: -r- '~'."i L'; 
;1 t· 
JI ' 

n?:t!:I have receiv~d 

My husband' and I moved'fo" California last summer and attended your 
church which we found to be quite comfortable. Shortly thereafter, 
we registered as ~embers in your parish. Within two weeks we received 
envelopes, BUT to our surprise, no welcoming letter, phone call or 

rhome visit,:::JUST envelopes! ' 

'Yes, in this world of junk mail, false promises and broken dreams, it 
seems that a church would be the most appropiate place to turn to. 

Religious leaders ponder the question as to why young people have 
fallen away from the church. This seemS to be a perfect example in 
which one couple felt unwelcome. 

We are not asking for a calvary of recognition. Maybe some sort of 
acknowledgement would be appropiate. Perhaps one of these suggest­
tions may be helpful: 

1. A standard form letter welcoming new members. 
2. A 'brief phone call. ' 
3. A schedule of current events happening in the church. 
4. A list of clubs 'to participate in. 
5.' A listing of, mass times. 

Yes, for us your envelopes are junk mail. We are requesting 
that you delete our name as members in your parish. 

I have been a Catholic all my life and have been an active member 
in such activities as the folk group, teaching CCD (while I was in 
college), retreats, as well as attending catholic school. I am sorry 
,a situation like this has occurred. I only hope this letter will 'J 
encourge you to welcome new members in the future: 

Please understand that I in no way mean to accuse you specifically. 

cc: Bishop Johnson 
Dio sese of Orange 

Yours in Christ Jesus, 

000023 
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ST. BONIFACE CHURCH 
120 NORTH JANSS STREET 

ANAHEIM, CAUFORNIA 92805 . 
(714) 956-3110 

January 22, 1986 

Dear Parishioner, 

This is an age of junk mail and much unsolicited 

mail. I think it would be a great tragedy if your church 

envelopes fell into that category. OUr rec6rds show that 

you have made a contribution of $10 or less through your 

weekly envelopes during the past year. I would rather 

not burden you and save ourselves the expense of mailing 

at the same time if you do not plan to use our envelopes 

this coming year. 

Accordingly, if we do not recieve further 
, 

instructions from. you, we will delete your name from our 

envelope user lists. I am aware that your choice may be 

to contribute loose cash or that you keep a personal 

record through checks and do not mean to imply that you 

do not give. 

I assure you this does not affect your status as 

'registered parishioners in g~od standing. 

Your sincerely in Jesus Christ, 

,c:;,;: ;,: 
Fr. John 

000024 
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June 3, 1986 

DIOCESE. OF ORANGE 

MARYWOOD CENTER 

2B11 EAST VILLA REAL. DRIVE 
ORANGE, CALIFORNIA 92667·1999 

(714) 974'7120 

Reverend John Lenihan 
St. Boniface Church 
120 North Janss Street 
Anahiem, California 92805 

Dear Father Lenihan: 

Bishop Johnson has asked me to forward to you the enclosed 
"decree of Ecclesiastical Recognition" Jor the Nocturnal 
Adoration Society of St. Boniface Parish. It would be ap­
propriate to display this decree in some public place in the 
church but Idi n9. . 

Thank you for promoting the Perpetual Adoration Program in 
your parish. It is important that each parish take its turn 
for a full twenty-four hours. May others be inspired by the 
example of. the people of St. Bonif~ce Parish. This Nocturnal 
Adoration SoCieTy wiHdoso mUGh to'insure that parishioners 
will be present in the church throughout the night hours on 
your day of partiCipation in this Diocesan program. 

jr 

-ternally y~r)7 in Christ, 

&~~ 
e~end Monsignor Michael P. Dr.iscoll 

ancelior 

c c : Rig h t Rev. M s gr. Redacted, 
Director, Perpetual Adoration Program. 

0000'26 
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DIO<:£SI! OF ORAl'IOE 
CAUFORI'I!A 

Cam(J8J9n C.allirrer: 
Anrrrorrv R. /'/0/$0. Co-Chamnan 
PrvSK1enr 
Rancno MI~ Vie;o 
5.in14 Marqama Company 

Anfrur a Bi1lCl1er. Co-Chairman 
General Panner 

. &1lCI1er 

Msqr. Michael P Oriscol/ 
ChanC!f/IQr 
Diocese of Orange 

Rev. MK;J,seJ A. Ham. 
Pnnooal 
Sama Ma/g8rrra Calha lie; 
HIgh School 

MIchael K. Hayae 
PreSJdenl 
\Ve$r"m NSllonaJ Properlles 

~rl N. Karcher 
ChaIrman 
Can Karcner Enrerprises 

Goroon C Lee 
PreSident '. 
Van Doren Ruooer Company.' Inc. 

General WillIam I.ygn 
Cha/tmlJl! ana CEO 
17le Mlllam !.;on Company 
A.lrCal 

John a O'Oonnell 
Managing General Partner 
O·Donnell. aflgham & Panners. 
Pel .. r Q Shea 
ViCe Pr"Slaenr 
J. F. Shea Co., Inc. 

Susan M Strao .. , 
Civtc U:a"er 
rimaltry L Straoer 
Chanman 
The ~qacy Comoanres 

Vincenr M Von der Ahe 
P'essoenl 
V. M. Von der Ane Company 

SANTA MARGARITA CATHOLIC HIGH SCHOOL 
Rancho Santa Margarita. California 92688 

September 29, 1986 

Reverend John Lenihan vi 
Saint Boniface Church' 
120 North Janss Street 
Anaheim, California 92805 

Dear Father Lenihan, 

Recentlv yOU received an invi~ation from 
Mr. Redacted le to attend a Campaign briefing 
sess~on Thursaay, uctober lq. Bishop Steinback and 
I do hope you will join Mike, members of the Cabinet 
and other area pastors ~or what promises to be an 
infornative and enjoyable luncheon. 

Sincerely· yours in Christ, 

~/~ 
Rever nd Monsignor Michael P. Driscoll 
·Chan ellor 

Campaign Office 

000028 
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Apri I 2, 1987 

DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

MARYWOOO CENTER 

2811 EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 

ORANGE. CALIFORNIA 92667·1999 

(714) 974-7120 

Reverend John Lenihan 
Saint Boniface Church 
120 Norfh Janss. Street 
Anaheim, California 92805 

Dear Father Lenihan: 

His Excellency, the Most Reverend Norman F. McFarland, has asked me to 
confirm your re-appointment as: 

CONSULTOR 
DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

This appointment is effective on Friday. Mqrch 27, 1987, and wfil expire on 
December I, 1988. 

May the Lord bless you in your ministry for the Diocese of Orange. 

Fraternally yours in Christ, 

L .- . 
Redacted 

Redacted 

ds 
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WHILE YOU WERE OUT I 

M-': Redacted 
of ____ ~- ___ ...-__ ~ ___ _ 

Phone __ ~~~ ____ ~~JR~e_d_a_c_t_e~d~_~_/-
Extension 

.. ', . 
1 •• , 

.' . . , 
• ' •• 1 . , .. ' . 
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June 14, 1988 

~everend John Lenihan 
Sain"t Bonifa-ce Church 
120 North Jansa street 
Anaheim, C~lifornia 92805 

Dear Father Lenihan: 

DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

MARYWOOO CENTER 

2811 EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 

ORANGE. CALIFORNIA 92667·1999 
(714) 974"7120 

His Excellency, The Most Reverend Norman F. Me Farland, has 
asked me to confirm your appointment as: 

APPOINTED nEMBER 
Council of Priests 

and 

CONSULTOR 
Diocese of'Orange 

This becomes effective on JUNE 17, 1988. 

May the Lord bless you in this ministry to the Diocese of 
Orange. 

Fratern~lly yours in Christ, 

Redacted 

Redacted 

ds 
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DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

// ~ A.~ . 

". : 
,,;- {$/: ... . ' ~-•. '; .. . ' . ... 

~ 7/;' ,;t'. . MAIIYWOOD CINTP 
Z811 EAST V1Llo\ Ru.L DRIVE 
0RANcE. CAuPORNlA 9llS67-1999 

(7141 974-71%0 

March 14, 198.9 

Reverend John Lenihan 
St. Boniface Church 
120 North Janss Street 
Anaheim, CA 92805 

Dear Father Lenihan: 

This letter is to confirm the oral permission granted 
by me on March 13, 1989, with regard to ·assisting All 
Hallows Seminary Building Program. 

The priests alumni of All Hallows who are currently en­
gaged in. active ministry in the Diocese of O~ange may, 
at the parishes to which they are as~igneQ, disseminate 
the promotional literature·concerninq the building pro­
gram and invite the people of thos~ .parishes to examine 
it, hopefully thereby hCl.vi.ng them be.coming encouraged 
to contribute in the attached envelopes to· the ·project;· 
especially as a mark of gratitude. fo~ the ministry of 
all those priests from All Hallows who ~ave served here 
in Southern California. 

A special collection in the usual· form, however, is not 
to be taken up ~lthou9hthe c~ntributors to All Hallows 
may transmit their gifts by way of the collection basket. ~ 
I ·will later on see if our cash flow will permit the Diocese 
itself to make a nominal contribution to the cause'~; 

Hoping for the succ~ss of your efforts· and with all good 
wishes for a Blessed Easter, I am 

Sincerely in Christ, 

Most Reverend Norman F. McFarland 
Bishop of Orange 

el 000031 
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All Hal1o~s. Gracepark Road, DruiDcondra. Dublin 9, Ireland. Telephone: '(0 1) 371745. 
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ORCO 
MAIN OFFICE 
8042 Katella Avenue 
Stanton, CA 90680 
714/527-2239 

Block (0. Inc. 
MEMBER C.M.A .• N.LM.A., CALIF. "a" BLOCK , 

, . 

MAIL ADDRESS RIVERSIDE OFFICE 

P.O. Box E 4510 Rutile Street 
Stanton, CA 90680 Riverside, CA 92509 

714/685-1521 

CELEBRATING 

CONCRETE LIGHT WEIGHT VENEER STRUCTURAL SLUMPED 
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t 
! 
I' 
f 

. ' . . ' 
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ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE 
A CORPORATION SOLE 
2811 E: VILLA REAL DRIVE 

ORANGE, CA 92667 [-- -::'c~e~ PAYEE NAME (ATTJ VENboR NO. ] 

DATE DESCRIPTION AND/OR INVOICE NO. 

1-07-91 Loan to Rev. John Lenihan. 

! -,j7-Jl 
i 

CHECK NUMBER 147783 

ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE 
A CORPORATION SOLE 

2811 E. VILLA REAL DRIVE BANKOFAMERICA"·~ 
ORANGE, CA 92667 ORANGE MAIN OFFICE 

345 EAST CHAPMAN AVENUE 
ORANGE CA 9266B 

PAY EXACTLY****12,500 DOLLARS AND NO CENTS 

PAY TO THE ORDER OF 

16-66 
1220' 

DATE 

AMOUNT REFERENCE 

12,500.00 130041 

12,500.00 

1-07-91 

147783 
CHECK NUMBER 

147733 

h·1Wjlll'~ 
~,500.00 

. 

NOT VALID AFTER 6 MONTHS 
525.000 OR OVER REOUIRES TWO SIGNATURES 

Redacted & Redacted 1/ (JITTORNEY) 

II" * L. 7 7 a ~ II" I: * 2 2000 b b * I: 0 2 3 ~ * III 0 L. 0 0 bil" 
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PETER M. CAlUHAN 

L.ARRY N. WII.llS 
WAYNE W. WATTEN 

JOHN J. TASKER 

ROBERT W. THOMPSON 

OANIEL H. CLIFFORD 

RICHARD P.I.ARRIVA 
L.YNNE BROWNING 
RUSSELl. P. McQUOWN' 
MARK M. GNESIN 
SCOTT S. BLACKSTONE 
OONAlD R. DAVIDSON III 
GERAl.D S. UNIS 

JEFFREY M. McCONNEI.L 
GAYLE K. TONON 
NANCY J. DePASOUAlE 
JOSEPH A. MAHONEY 
STevEN A. SIMONS. Sr. 
KIM J, RUMBAUGH 
CHARI.ES T. BROWN 
TIMOTHY J. HANLY 
GARY D. WII.SON 
CAROL.YN A. THORP 
ROSA KWONG' 
GUY W, MURRAY 

LAW OFFICES OF 

CALLAHAN, MCCUNE & WILLIS 

111 FASHION LANE 
TUSTIN, CALIFORNIA 92680-3397" 

TELEPHONE (714) 730-5700 
FAX (714) 730-1642 

January 16, 1991 

Je.ffrey A. Milman, Esq. 
2700 N. Main St., Tenth Fl. 
Santa Ana, CA 92701 

RE: Redac~d v. Lenihan 

Dear Mr. Milman: 

" . 

SCOTT M. McCUNE 
11948-19891 

lOB ANGELES OFFICIO 

11755 WilSHIRE BOULEVARD 
SUITE 2150 . 

WEST lOS ANGELES. CA 90025 
(213,312-1860 

FAX 12131 477-3481 

BAN DIEGO Of'FICE 

3111 CAMINO DEL RIO NORTH •• 1-101 
SAN DIEGO. CA 92108 

1819'528-2218 
FAX 18191 528-1323 

OF COUNSEL 

ROBERT W. CASTLEBERRY 
GEORGE W. COLEMAN 

KENNETH O. BERG 
ADMINISTRATOR 

I'I..EASE ADDRESS REI'I..Y TO: 
ORANOE COUNTY pFFlce 

The purpose of this letter is to confirm our telephone conversation 
of Tuesday, January 15" indicating that the case had settled and 
that your client had signed the release. You asked for some 
verification that Father John Lenihan would be seeing Dr. Mark 
Gamson and you asked that you be kept advised of the fact of when 
he actually begins treatment and when he concludes it. As I 
indicated to you, Dr. Redacted son .'is located at , Redacted 

Los Angeles, CA ~UU~q and hl.S telephone nUllI.IJC.L .Ll:i 

Thank you very much for your courtesy and cooperation while this 
matter was pending. I reali~e this was a very difficult case for 
all of us and I really do appreciate the professional way in which 
you conducted yourself. 

very 'truly yours, 

CALLAHAN, McCUNE & WILLIS 

PETER M. CALLAHAN 

PMC:df 

ACSOOOl 
C01161- 003 
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-----_ ... _ .. -.. _---_ .... _- ---_ ..... _-----, •. I._ •• ~aheim, CA 92805·2588 . (714)41 __ 

February 5, 1991 

The Most Rev. Norman F. McFarland 
Bishop of the Diocese of Orange 

,Marywood Center 
2811 E. Villa Real Drive 
Orange, CA 92667 

Dear Bishop McFarland: 

We were very disturbed and annoyed to read Redac~d, 
article in the Santa Ana Register on February 4, 1991 regar.ding 
our Pastor and my personal friend, Father John Lenihan, concerning 
the sexual abuse lawsuit of 1990, filed by a young lady called Redact d 

Redacted We feel that this article and story smacks at yellow e 
journal.ism and is the. type of publicity. and smear campaign you 
would expect from the National Enquirer Magazine and not from a 
syndicated paper such as the Register. ! It is to bad that when an 
important paper like the Register cannot find more current events 
to write about rather than dig up trash from the past to fill 
their papers. It has all of the earmarks of sensationalism deSigned 
to condemn and destr.oy a great religiou.s and spir:i.tual leader and 
priest as Father John. 

We are certainly not condoning the intent of the act nor the moral 
aspect of the deed. However, why after 12 years later did, the 
Register decide to run a full blown story ~ondeming a repentant 
hUman being and priest when all of this notoriety could have been 
s~ttled amicably and in private without all of t'he fanfare and 
scandalous remarks made by the press and the editor •. I truly 
wonder if the ed'itor of the paper can look in the mirror each' 
morning and say that he is without guilt, fault and sin? He 
certainly' is a man that needs our help' and our prayers. 

We are staunch supporters of Father John because he is a very fine 
and dedicated priest. We feel fortunate to have him as a Pastor 
of one of the counties largest and oldest Catholic Church. He 15. 
a hard working, energetic, caring. and loving priest who has gained 
and earned the respect of his fellow man and parishioners', 

Being a. pa.rishioner of St. Boniface Church for over. years I can 
truthfully say that Father John has done more for attendance at 
Mass and Holy Communion and brought a host of new programs to the 

000033 RECEIVED 
FEB - 6 1991 
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........... ''tf~...,..~ 

The Most Rev. Norman F. McFarland 
Bishop of the Diocese of Orange 
Orang~, CA 92661 

February 5, 1991 
-Page' 2-

Church that are designed for the poor, homeless, the youth and the 
school. Father John has melted all ethnic groups together in a 
spirit. of harmony, mutual understanding and cooperation than any 
other priest serving at st. Boniface over the past century. He is 
an exceptionally capable young priest .who puts a lot of ent~usiasm 
~nd drive into anything he underta~es and we are indeed sorry to 
see.his good name and that of the Church ·be subjected to malicious 
scandal and disparaging remarks. . 

As a 7 • and businessman and a devoted Catholic we want you to 
know) Bishop McFarland, that Father John has many friends and 
followers and all that know him offer him our support, our prayers, 
our encouragement and our love. We want him to stay and be the 
heart and soul of our great St. Boniface ish. . 

~iShOP Michael Driscoll 
Father John Lenihan 
Santa Ana Register-Attn: Redacted 

). 
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DIOCESE OF .. ~- 0 RA N:G E 

MAKywQOO Ci:Nn:R 

~:n·i", 
"'1/ 

2811 EAST VILLA REAL Dam; 

0KANt:E. Cl,UFORNlA 92667·1999 

Reverend John Lenihan 
Saint Boniface Church 
120 North Janss Street 
Anaheim, California 92805 

Dear Father Lenihan: 

:: ~ ,- '(714) 974-7120 

.June 21, 1991 

Your dedicated service to the priests and people of our Piocese 
in your fouiteen year tenure on the Priest Personnel Board 
has been a great gift to the Church here~ And your wise counsel 
has certainly served me extremely well in this regard over 
the past four and one-half years. ·1 am very grateful to you. 

You have 'ipdicated on ocoasion that you would not at all be 
saddened to be relieved·of this responsibility I 1 have hesitated 
to accede to your wishes simply because 1 so highly value your 
insights and evaluations which have always been for the overall 
good ofthEf -p-eop-l-e -of-t-heDiocese,as'well as the priests who 
served them. Again, I deeply appr~oiatet:hE' many hours you 
have given to this important work: over the years, but I agree 
that. you now deserve some Fridays without commuting to Marywood! 
I am, therefore -- and very r~luctantly indeed -- going to 
relieve you of this burden and appoint a replacement for you 
on the Board. 

May Gqd continue to bless you and your ministry to the people 
of Saint Boniface Parish. Please ~now that you will have a 
fond and grateful remembrance in my pra.yers. . 

With all good wishes, I am 

Sincerely in Christ, 

Most.Reverend Norman F. MoFarland 
Bishop of Orange 

.\ 
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RECEIV ED FEB 14 1992 
LAW OFFICES OF 

JEFFREY A. MILM.~ 
Z700 NORTH MAIN STREET, TENTH FI..OOR WESTMINSTER OFFiCe: 

10451 SOLSA AVE.NUE, SUITE. 209 

WESTMINSTE.R. CALlF'ORNIA 9266.3 

(7141 839·5586 

SAN"TA ANA, CALIFORNIA 92701 

February 13, 1992 

Mr. Peter M. Callahan, Esq. 
CALLAHAN, McCUNE & WILLIS 
111 Fashion Lane 
Tustin, CA 92680-3397 

Re : Redact~d vs. Lenihan 

Dear Mr. Callahan: 

FAX 1714) 667-0477 
F'AX (71 .... ' 839"'5587 

Please be advised I am in receipt of your correspondence 
dated December 18, 1991. I apologize for the delay in responding 
to your letter, however with the holidays and transmitting a copy 
of your letter to Ms. Redacted this is my first opportunity to 
contact you. 

It is my recollection that our agreement was that Ms. 
Redacted would receive periodic progress reports and eventually a 
final report concerning Mr. Lenihan's treatment. Al though I am not 
asking for copies of the medical records or a formalized report, I 
would appreciate receiving correspondence from you and/ or the 
treating psychologist to this effect. 

If you would be so kind, 
receiving copies of the billings being 
sessions so that Redacted may verify 
is being attendea. 

I would also appreciate 
paid for these oounseling 
and confirm the cotmseling 

It is my understanding that as part of the psychological 
healing process it is often therapeutic for a session to be held 
between the aggressor and victim. My client stands ready to 
cooperate in that process in the event the treating psychologist 
wishes to. arrange a session ~·lith Redactel\ and Mr. Lenihan in 
order to "clear the air" and continue the heaJ.ing process. I,Jlease 
relay this offer at your earliest convenience. 

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding 
this letter. Otherwise, I shall expect to receive continued 
"progress reports" and copies of the billings. I wish to thank you 
for your anticipated consideration and cooperation. 

Very truly ~ urs, 
! I 

LAW OFFI ES1:L~?FiJEFFREY A. MILMAN 

/ I 

..-

/ 
Redacted 000141 

JAM:kc 
cc: 

LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000068



PETER M. CAL.LAHAN 
L.ARRY N. WIL.L.IS 
WAYNE W. WATTEN 
JOHN J. TASKER 
ROBERT W. THOMPSON 
ROBERT W. CASTL.EBERRY 
DANIEl. H. CL.IFFORD 
O. BRANDT CAUDIL.L. 
l.YNNE BROWNING 

RICHARD P. L.ARRIVA 
RUSSEL.L. P. MCOUOWN 
MARK M. GNESIN 
SCOTT S. BLACKSTONE 
OONAL.D R. DAVIDSON III 
GERAl.O S. UNIS 
JEFFREY M. McCONNEL.L. 
GAYL.E K. TONON 
NANCY J. OePASOUAL.E 
JOSEPH A. MAHONEY 
STEVEN A. SIMONS. SR. 
CHARL.ES T. BROWN 
TIMOTHY J. HANL.Y 
GARY D. WIL.SON 
CAROL.YN A. THORP 
ROSA KWONG 
GUY W. MURRAY 
HEATHER DUNCAN 
CHERYL. A. BROWN 
THOMAS F. HOZDUK 
DANIEl. B. AL.TSHUI.ER 
BRIAN I.. BURCHETT 
CHRISTINE E. CRAWFORD 
CHRISTOPHER J. ZOPATTI 
KIM J. RUMBAUGH 
NANCY E. POWER 
RICHARD. J. RITCHIE 

LAW OFFICES OF 

CALLAHAN, MCCUNE & WILLIS 

1" FASHION LANE 

TUSTIN, CALIFORNIA 92680-3397 

TELEPHONE (714) 730-5700 

FAX (714) 730-1642 

February 18, 1992 

Jeffrey A. Milman, Esq. 
2700 N. Main St., Tenth Fl. 
Santa Ana, CA 92701 

RE: Redacted v. Lenihan 
Your File No: 4023-1 

Dear Mr. Milman: 

SCOTT M. McCUNE 
(1948-1989) 

L.OS ANQEI.ES OFFICE 

11755 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD 
SUITE 2150 

WEST LOS ANGELES. CA 90025 
(Jl0) Jl 2-1 860 

FAX (310) 477-J4el 

SAN DIEGO OFFICE 

402 WEST BROADWAY 
SUITE 800 

SAN DIEGO. CA 92101 
(6191232-5700 

FAX (6191 232-2206 

OF COUNSEL 

G~ORGE W. COL.EMAN 

KENNElI-j O. BERG 

ADMINISTRATOR 

In response to your February 13 letter, please find confirmation 
of payment of billings between March, 1991 and the end of January 
of this year. I've asked Father Lenihan and the psychologist in 
question to tell me when the treatment terminates and I will pass 
that information on to you. 

I will also pass on your suggestions regarding some sort of a joint 
session,. but frankly I doubt ~hat it would serve any useful 
purpose. When your client saw Dr. Redacted, she was extremely 
hostile in her attitude and stated that talking to him "was like 
being molested allover again". He found her only to be marginally 
cooperative, and her actions in turning over transcripts to the 
newspapers (which I assume you made available to her) seem to be 
more vindictive than healing in my opinion. Howev~r , I am no 

000142 
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LAW OFFICES OF 

CAllAHAN, MCCUNE & WILLIS 
Jeffrey A. Milman, Esq. 
Re: Staggs vs. Lenihan 
February 18, 1992 
Page 2 

psychologist and I will pass your suggestions on to people who are 
more knowledgeable in that arena. 

Very truly yours, 

CALLAHAN, McCUNE & WILLIS 

PETER M. CALLAHAN 

PMC:df 

Encl: Copies of various letters re payments 

ACS0001\C02182.003 
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Mr. Redacted 
Vice President/Regional Manager 
CBS - Channel 2 TV . 
6121 Sunset Blvd. 
Los Angeles, CA. 90036 

I 
Redacted DeaT Mr. 

I 

July 1.3, 1992 

. .,," 

.,." .. 
:f'\ .. ' 

~ ... 

7y 
.q;tr 

In rega~ds to your Action News P~ogram of Sunday evening, July 12, 1992. at 
6:45 P.M., one of your newscaster's made a statement and an accusation of 
"What is the Catholic Church doing about their Priests who have been accused 
of Sexual Harassment and Pedophilia Cases? II 

In the evening broadcast, your newscaster made an incredulous statement 
against our: Pastor, Father John Lenihan that is untrue and very damaging to 
him, our Diocese and the Catholic Church. 

Your newscaster mentioned that Father John was charged with statutory rape 
sOUle 12 years ago of a t~enage girl. This iR an outright distortion of the 
fRets. ~ather John was charged with fondling a young girl and the charges 
were subsequently dropped by the girl and t~e District Attorney's Office. 

We do no~ appreciate you and your station newscasters going on the air and 
making iUlproper statements and bashing the 'Catholic Church. If your announcer 
is not- familiar or c.ogniZantof the true' facts behind· this particulat' case, 
then he should not .. be ma}<.ing these false charges' about our Pastor and the 
Church. 

We insist on a public apology from your newsca9ter and Channel 2 regarding 
Father John Lenihan. If it is not made within the end of this week, then we 
will ·file .our "Letter of Protest" to the FCC against your station, CBS and 
your newscaster frn making erroneous and libelous statements against o~r 
Pastor. and the Catholic Church. 

I 

000045 
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Reverend John Lenihan 
Saint Boniface Church 
120 N. Janss Street 
Anaheim, California 92805 

Dear Father Lenihan: 

o F ORANGE 

MARYWOOD CENTER 

2B 1 \ EMT VILl.A REAL DRIVE 

ORANCE. CAUfOllNlA 92667·1999 

(714) 974-7120 

September 30, 1992 

A.cting in accordance with the 'prescriptions of Canons 497.3 and 
502.1, and Article III, Section 4.3 of the Constitution of the 
Council of Priests, on September 11, 1992, I assigned Reverend 

Redacted as one of my designated appointees to the 
Council of Priests and, flowing from that appointment, as a 
member of the College of Consultors" replacing in those positions 
Mons ignor Redacted who had asked to be 'relieved of the 
re~spon-sib-i-1H,-i-e5foI' ~reasons of heal._th. 

On that same date, I took the opportunity to renew, for a period 
of five years, your own assignment as my designated appointee to 
the Council of Priests and as a mem,ber of the College of 
Consultors. I thank you for your. past dedicated service in these 
roles, and I am pleased that we will continue to have your wise 
counsel in the years ahead. 

With all good wishes, I am 

Sincerely in Christ, ? 

.. ·f·· .. <~·:···,·,' .. , -< ,/~:1(,··j;Z;;rl/? 
•• ' • l I • . '., . ; (' , ;1,. ... , 
Most Reverend Norman F. McFarland 
Bishop of Orange 
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DIOCESE o F ORA N G. E 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

DATE: 

FIl.E 

Monsignor Baird 1--1~ 

Father John Lenihan 

.March 24, 1993 

OFFICE OF COMMUNJCAnONS 
MARYWOOD CENTER. 

MNUHG APO!!J!H: 
POST OFFICE BOX 14195 
ORANGE, CA 9.2613-lS95 
omce AOOIU!SS. 

lS 11 EAST VD..l.A REAL ORNE 
ORANGE, CA 92667-1999 
PHONE: (714) 282-3000 
~, (714) 282·3029 

The alleged incident occurred in 1978 and the matter was addressed by Bishop Johnson who 
acted in his best judgment. 

A lawsuit was -entered and the case was thoroughly aired and inyestigated. It was concluded to 
the satisfaction of all parties including: Redacted 

All stipulations were met. You may examine the court record. 
I -

It is difficult to undersf:and Redacted motivation. 

Are those with objections without any awareness of their own failings? 

Father Lenihan has been an exemplary parish Priest. Ask the parishioners! 

000047 
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DroCES~ OF ORANGE 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Bishop McFarland 

From: Redacted >, Director of 

subject: Receivable from Fr. 

Fina~ce@" 
Lenihan 

! ! ! ! X 

15-Feb-94 

. 1~ ,,' 

As you directed, I will be putting the accounts receivable from Fr. Lenihan 
for $13.556.79 into an inactive status (write-off from current accounts 
recefvable listing) this month. . 

This memorandum is for your record. 

000049' 
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. -

DIOCESE 

Reverend John Lenihan 
St. Boniface Parish 
120 North Janss Street 
Anaheim, CA 92805· 

Dear Father Lenihan, 

o F ORANGE 

MARYWOOO CmmI 
2811 EAST VILL.\ Ru.L DRIVE 

ORANCE. CIIUPORNIII 92667·1999 

(714) 974-7120 

I am pleased t.o appoint you as Pastor of SI. Edward Parish in Dana Point effective July 1, 1995. I draw 
your. attention to the provisions of Canons 515-552 of the Code of Canon Law pertaining to the 
obligations and rights of a P.astor. 

This letter of appointment includes a dispensation from the requirements of Canon 527 that you be 
fonnally installed in order to take canonical possession of the parish and the dispensation takes effect 
when you communicate it Is some form to the· parish (e.g., by pulpit or bulletin notice). However, I 
encourage you to arrange for a liturgical Rite of Installation so that the people of the parish may witness 
your appointment as Pastor. If you decide to be installed, you may contact me so that we might arrange a 
convenient date for the event, and you then can contact 'the Office of Liturgy for the form of the 
installation ceremony so that t, or my delegate, may install you. . In the meantime (Le., before the 
installation or before its dispensation is effected) you are given the general faculty to witness ail 
marriages within the confines of the parish (Canon 1111) and may sub-delegate this faculty to a particular 
priest or deacon for a particular marriage. 

Canon S33, #6, requires that you make a Profession of Faith at the beginning of your term of office. You 
may do this by contacting Bishop Michael Driscoll, or I Redacted to arrange to m2ke a 
Profession of Faith at Mazywood Center. May I also remind you of your obligation to offer Mass (Missa 
Pro Populo) for the people entrusted to you in accordance with the provisions of Canon 534. 

1 ask-that you take a personal and special interest in promoting and praying for vocations to the Priesthood .t, 

and ReJjgious Life; one way of doing this is \0 encourage participation in the diocesan Eucharistic 
Adoration program within your parish. 

Thank you for your past service as pastor at St Boniface Parish. I wish you well in your new pOsition 
and I am sure that the people of the parish will respond to your leadership. Please know that you can 
COWlt on a remembrance in..m.y prayers for the continued success of your ministry . 

Sincerely in Clu:ist, d ./' 
Y"F,~'v;:;:!r 11M ,.,.! 
Most Reverend Norman F. McFarland 
Bishop of Orange 

ks 000050 
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DIOCESE 

June 19, 1995 

Reverend John Lenihan 
SAINT BONIFACE CHURCH 
120 North Janss Street 
Anaheim, CA 92805-2523 

Dear Father Lenihan: 

o F ORANGE 

MAlvWooo CDlr£1I 

2811 EAST Vn.v. Rw. DRIVE 
OIV.N(;E, CAUFOlINlA 92.667·1999 
(714) 282.-3000 

Welcome and congratulations on your appointment as Pastor at Saint Edward Parish! I am looking forward to 
working with you as you address the finances and material needs of the parish. 

It is the policy of the Diocese to have a review of the financial operations of each parish and school when there is 
a change in administration. This review was conducted by Redactedm, who has extensive practical experience 
with parish financial operations and financial statements. Jim also has a certificate in Lay Parish Administration from 
Loyola Marymount University. A copy of Jim's financial review or"the parish and school is enclosed. Please review 
them and give Jim a call if you have any questions. Jim's phone number is 714-639-2858. 

I suggest you review the recommendations with an eye to what is practical, given the size of the parish and its staff. 
If you would like, either Jim or I could discuss the recommendations with you and/or your Finance Council in order 
to detennine an adequate and achievable balance of control and cost .. For infonnation on the signature account cards 

. and on account mechanics, please contact Redacted ~o, the Maiywood Accounting Manager. His phone number 
is 714-282-3016. 

In order that we can monitor the effectiveness of our Financial Review Program, I will plan a follow-up inquiry with 
you in mid-November. 

I will appreCiate your assistance with these matters. Please do not hesitate to call me directly at any time Lean be 
of assistance with any questions you may have - office: 714-282·3011 • home: 714-770-2299. ~ 

11' 
Si[ltyely/ I. 

; / l' 

,'/"Vi -
/ ~ 

Redacted 
Dirtj0f Finance 

PJR:ar 

Enclosure 
cc: Redacted 

Redacted 
000051 
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I, 

OATH of FIDELITY 

~!? /~/~ In ossumlng tho office of 
/e- ____, pro m I 5 e t hat bot h I n my 'fI 0 r d san din my 

conduct I shal I al'flBYs preserve communIon 'filth. the Cathol Ie Church. 

shall carry out 'IIlth the greatest cere end fidelity the duties 

Inc u m ben ton .m e t 0 'fI a r d bot h the ur.I v e r s a I C h u r c h fl r:l d the P {I r tic u I 6 r 

Church In which, according to the provls~ons of. the lew, 

celled to exercise my service. 

hays been 

In fulfilling the charge entrusted to me In the neo.me of the Church. 

I shall hold fast to tho deposit of faith In Its entirety, I shall 

faithfully hand It on and explain If, ·and shel I avoid any 

teachings opposed to that faith. 

Ish 8 I I f 0 I Iowan d f 0 s t e r the co m.rn 0 n dis c I p I I n e 0 f the 'II hoi e C h u r c h 

and I shall observe all ecclesiastical laws, es.peclally those which 

ere contained In the Code of Canon Law, 

In Christian obedlence·1 shall unite myself with what Is declared by 

the bishops as authentic doctors and teachers of the faIth or 

established by them 65 those res-ponslbl,.e for the goverance of the 

Church; shall also felthfully .asslst the diocesan bishops, In 

or de r th 8 t the a p 0 s to I I c 8 C t I v I t y ex e r cis e din the n em e a 11 d by 

mandate of the Church may be ::6rrled out In the communlo:i of tha 

same Church. 

So help me, God, and God's Holy Gospels, 6n which I piece my hend. 

trL../~&A) 
~ SIGNATURE . 
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I , 
believe and profess 
f a I th i name I y : 
f 

DIOCESE Of ORANGE. 

MARYWOOO CENTER 

26' I EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 

ORANGE. CALIFORNIA 92667·1999 

, (714).974-7120 

PROFESSION OF FAITH 

everything thetis contained 
wIth firm faith, 
1 n the symbo I of 

I bel I eve I non eGo d, the Fat h er, the A 1m I g·h t y, m a k e r 0 f h e a v e nan d 
earth, of all that is seen and unseen. I believe in one Lord, Jesus 
C'hr I st ,the on i y Son of God, eternally begotten of the Father, God 
from God, Light from Light, true God from true God, begotten, not 
made, one In Being with the Father. Through him all things were 
made. For us men and our salvation he came down fram heaven. By the 
power of the Holy Spirit he was born of the VIrgin Mary, end became 
man. For 0 U.r sa k e hew a s c r u c I fie dun d e r Po n t Ius P' I ate; he 
suffered, died and was burled.· On the third day he rose again In 
fulfillment of the ScrIptures; he escended Into heaven and Is seated' 
at the right hand of the Father. He will come egaln In glory to 
Judge the living and· the dead, and his "kingdom wIll have no end. I 
believe In. the Holy Spirit, the LOJ;"d, the giver of life, who 
pro c e e d s fro m the Fat her " n d the Son. Wit h , the ·.F a the r end the Son 
he Is worsh i ped end 9 I or I fled •. He has spoken th'rough the Prophets. 
I be II eve I n one I holy, catholic and apostolic Church. I 
acknowledge one baptism for the forgiveness of sins. I look for the 
resurrection .of t~e dead, and the I If a bf the world to come. Amen. 

With firm faith I also belIeve everythIng contaIned In God's word, 
written or hend.ed down In tradition and proposed by the Church, 
whether by way of solemn Judgment or .through the ordinary end 
universal maglsterlum, as divinely revealed and cal ling for faIth. 

I also firmly accept and hold each and every thIng that 1& proposjd 
defInItively by the Church regarding teaching on faith and morals. 

M 0 reo v e r " I a d her e wit h rei I 9 lou S sub m Iss Ion 0 t .;; I I I"' and 1 n tel I e c t 
to the teachings which eIther the Roman Pontiff or the college of 
bishops enunciate when t~ey exercIse t~e authentic msg4sterlum, even 

~ If they proclaIm those teachIngs by en act that Is not definitIve. 

~ SIGNATURE 
(In presence of delegate) 
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1996 PERSONNEL BOARD INFORMATION 

Date of Ordination 6 -If - ;; r If recently incardinated, what date: ________ _ 

Current . / L 
Assignment_--"'[,-Lf...!... _-L£~d~ /..{IKkL...:.I'I-!..!.~..:;.;t:I;.:;..:;..cfcf_' _____________ _ 

t- ' 
since: 71 II If1'i , 
My last meeting with the Personnel Board was:_4J1h-7 . .......,.19-.-<.J~:.=, ' '-'-t,.'--.... / ........ 9'c..."t.9-'~"--______ ~ 
The languages I am able to minister in are: (circle the appropriate one(s) and indicate proficiency) 

English 
Spanish 
Vietnamese 

nuent_--:;./ __ 
fluent ___ _ 
fluent ___ _ 

intermediate--,-_-7"""­
intermediate z< 
intermediate __ -:-_ 

beginncr ___ _ 
beginner ___ _ 

I would like to meet with the Personnel Board 

beginner_.,..--­
..... t'~\1f;~:.':-~ 

'yES ___ 'i~9 .ciV",',,,, " 

I am interested in a change of assignment in July 1996 

Pastorate __ _ Associate __ _ 

Changing Pastorate ___ Special Study __ _ 
.. ~.: ~ : 

Spanish Study ____ Non-parochial mirristry(type7) ______ Other ___ ..,.-_ 

Additonal Comments _________________________ _ 

Please return by DECEMBER 15, 1995 to 

Redacted 

Marywood Center 
2811 E. Villa Real Drive 

Orange, California 92667 

000054 
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1997 PERSONNEL BOARD INFORMATION 

J . 
Date of Ordination: 6 -I) - 6 r If recently incardinated, what date: --------
Current .\ssignment Sf ~c~ L(!. ,IJ~ 

I 

since: '7 - / - Cf'D. 
7 ' My last meeting with the Per:sonnel Board was: __ ........ ___ ....;/~-_':f __ 9-:;.D ___ _ 

The languages I am able to minister in are: (circle the appropriate one(s) and indicate proficiency) 

English fluent V intermediate beginner --- -
Spanish fluent intermediate ~ beginner --
Vietnamese fluent ,intermediate __ beginner --

I would like to meet with the Personnel Board. Yes N9 ~~ 

I am interested in a change of assignment in July 1997. Yes_ No /" 

If YES, the type of assignment which interests me includes: 

Pastorate Associate __ Senior Priest __ Retirement __ 

Changing Pastorate__ Special Study__ Beginning New Parish (if available) __ '_ 

Spanish Study __ Other __ _ 

J' 
Comments 

--------~--------------------------------~ 

Please return by DECENffiER 1, 1996 to: 

. ----.... 
Redacted 

Marywood Center 
2811 E. Villa Real Drive 
OranlZe. CA 92867-1999 

000055 
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" RECEIVED 

THEORANGf 

.ESSING lllE BEASTS: One dog seems excited about the blessing it 
ceived TllIlt~rJav from the Rev. :101m Lertihan of St. Edward's Church in 

. Scan 

ANDREW SCHOlERlThe Orange County Register 

Dana Point. Lenihan blessed dogs, cats. birds, turtles and lizards belonging 
10 members of his conQreQation. The ~vent is a trihutp to 'it Fr;onri< of A«i<i 

o 
sf 
o 
d 
e 
il 
c 
I 
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1998 PERSONNEL BOARD INFORMATION 

N~e ________ ---~J.~v~L~d~~~~. ___ ~ __ R~# __ /¥. __ ~N ________ ___ 

6 Ii r If recently incardinated, what date: ____ ~--_ 
Current ASSignment_I __ --:::S'-!-,i..:.... ~F--""-/w--"'~"'--'-'-'~--"£2~/Jl.tV~/9~&;~::..t::·-:_-;,L_ 
Date of Ordination: 

since: Z /1 ~-
!: . 7 

My last meeting with the Personnel Board was: ______________ _ 

. The l;mguagcs 1 am able to minister in are: (circie the appropriate one(s) and indicate proficiency) 

English fluent / intermediate beginner --
Spanish fluent __ intermediate' / beginner __ _ 

Vietn~ese fluent __ intermediate __ beginner __ _ 

I would like to meet with the Personnel Board. Yes N ,,-~ .0 __ .'1 

I am interested in a change of assignment in July 1998. Yes __ .No / 

If YES, the type of assignment which interests me includes: 

Pastorate Associate __ Senior Priest__ Retirement __ _ 

Changing Pastorate __ Special Study__ Beginning New Parish (ifavai1able) __ 

Spanish Study__ Other __ _ 

Comments 
--------------------------------~----------

Please return by DECENffiER 1, 1997 to: 

Redacted 
Marywood Center 

2811 E. Villa Real Drive 
Orange, CA 92867-1999 

000057 
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DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

February 2, 1998 

TO WHOM Ii MAY CONCERN: 

.. ' fiLE COpy 
OFFICE OF THE CHANCELLOR! 
MODERATOR OF THE CUIUA 
MARYWOOD CENTER 
lSI I E. V1u.A REAL DRIVE 
PoST Dma Box 14195 
OIV.NoE, CAuFoRNIA 92863·1 59S 
PRONE: (714) 282·3000 
FAX: (7J4) 282-3029 

REVEREND JOHN LENIHAN is a Roman Catholic Priest of the Diocese of Orange in 
California. 

Father Lenihan is in good standing in the Diocese of'Orange and currently serves as Pastor 
of St. Edward's Parish in Dana Point, California. 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

Redacted Hierarchy Name 

dl 

000058 
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DIOCESE 

September 3, 1998 

Reverend John P. Lenihan 
St. Edward Parish 
33926 Calle La Primavera 
Dana Point, California 92629-2018 

Dear Father Lenihan, 

o F 

/~"::":': ... :=;-. ~_ .... s:" :- .... 
,: .1: •. '," 

-' 

O.RANGE 

MArYwooo 0rHra 
2811 EAsT VII.I.A RIAL DIIM 
PosT o-:a Box 1"195 
OWOI, CA. 9281i3·1595 
PHoNI: (714) 282·3000' 
FAX: (714) 282-3029 

Because of the gift of the Holy Spirit that has been given to you at your ordination, you 
are my indispensable helper and adviser in the ministry and in the task of teaching. 
sanctifying and shepherding the People of God. (Presbyterorum Ordinis, #7). 

I wish to appoint you as my representative to ·the Presbytcral Council and, according to 
Canon 502.1 of the Code of Canon Law, appoint you as a member of the College of 
Consultors for a period of 5 years. This appointment-is effective September 3, 1998. 

In these positions of responsibiJity, you will be ~y close collaborator and share my 
pastoral concern for our church here in the Diocese of Orange. 

May you join yourself with Christ in the recognition' of the Father's will and in the gift of 
yourself to the flock eRtrusted to you, (Presbyterorum Ordinis, #14) 

Given in Orange, California 
this 3n1 day of September, 1998 
The Feast of St. -Gregory the Great 

Most Reverend Tod David Brown 
Catholic B,ishop of Orange 

, 
.~.---.-.- ....... --.... ~-

Redacted Hierarchy Name 

000059 
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1999 PERSONNEL BOARD INFORMATION RECEIVED 

Name ---r / r /.. · .. · . .:Aosrd. •••• ~ •• _:. •. 
______ ~,J~LL~·II~~~,v~ __ ~ ____ ~A~,~~Ik~ .. _/~c~6(~~_·~J(~ __ ~ _______ .. _ 

. Date of Ordination: t; 1'::;--,{ 1· If recently incardinated, what date: 
. I ---------

Current Assignment S I E ct..,.. /'fbi!!. CL 
since: / 0/9' ~-

I ? 
My last meeting with the Personnel Board was: _ _._--___________ _ 

The languages r am able to minister in are: (circle the appropriate one(s) and indicate proficiency) 

English fluent~ intermediate__ beginner __ 

Spanish fluent __ intermediate' /" beginner __ 

Vietnamese mtermediate __ .beginner __ 

I would like to meet with the Personnel Board. 

I am interested in a change of assignment in July 1999. 

Yes __ No ~ 

Yes_ No ~ 

If YES, the ~pe of assignment which interests me includes: 

Pastorate Associate __ Senior Priest __ Retirement 

Changing P,astorate__ Special Study__ Beginning New Parish (if available) __ 

Spanish Study__ Other __ 

Comments ______________________ ~ _________________ ~ 

Please return by NOVEMBER 1, 1998 to: 
p Redacted 

Marywood Center 
2811 E. Villa Real Drive 
Orange, CA 92867-1999 

000060 
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DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

';ftII 1 ....... 

aD :.3Ia 
j ,.- ...... 

Apn119, 1999 --.. 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 

Dear Mr." 

omCE OF HISPANIC M1NlST1UI 
MAllnrooD Can-&Il 
2a11 E. VIU.A IWL DRIVE 
Posr Oma; Box 141'5 
0Iu.HaB CAUFOUIIA. !l2613.IS9~ 
VOICE: (714) 28%-)050 

FAX: (7\4) lll·30ll! 

,.. - ~ _.,' -. I 

1\_,,':'1. ':'..J 

,: • j 1 Q ." . .; 
"-.1.1 ..,; .... 'W'_ 

Aiis'd ..... ..•....•... __ 

Bishop Bro\\'Tl is in receipt of your letter to him, dated last february G. He is also aware of Fr. 
Lenihan's response to the concerns you expressed on that occasion. n'e Bishop'has asked· me to follow up 
this cxchange. 

Both the Bishop and I support the pastoral judgment of the paslor, I:r. Lenihan. He has been in 
communication with my office and 1 know of his desire to provide the bcst elrc possible to the people orSt. 
Edward Catholic Church. 

The g~owin~ reality of Hispanic ministry strains the;limilcd pastoral and ordained resources of the 
Church. 1 can assure you that even though therc is a growing Lalino presence in Dana Point there are other 
areas in the Diocese where the Latirio population is large and the nearest available pastonl services are 
remOle. 

Thanks to the generous e~orts or many priests the Latino c:ommunily in the southern part of the 

Diocese has relatively proximate access to quality pastoral care. 

The aforementioned is not say that we cannot do better. As Fr. Lenihan remarked, your words 
make us restless to do more. 1 hope you will continue to coopcnle with your pastor to stretch the hearts 
and minds orboth Anglo and Latino parishioners alike. 1 particularly wantlo endorse the efforts to develop 
core iay leadership ror the future. This is an essential step for building a-Church eqUipped ror the-challenges 
or the next millennium. ~ 

Please accept the assurance of pnyers that this Easter Season may be rich in blesSings ror you and 
your ramilY. 

cc: e Most Reverend T od D. Bro'\l\'Tl 

Reverend.John Lenihan 000061 
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St. Edward Catholic Church 
33926 Calle La Primavera + Dana Point CA 92629-2018 + 714/496-1307 + FAX 714/496-1557 

r ~ 
' ..... ," 

Dear Bishop, 

I ask permission to be excused from our priest's retreat this year. This is tI!y first 

time in 30 years of priesthood making such a request. My niece, the eldest of that . 

generation, is getting married on Saturday June 5th in the chapel of Trinity College in 

Dub I in where she and her fiance graduated. T have asked her to move the date and she 

was unable to do so because of the schedule of the university. 

T will make alternate arrangements to have some retreat time, probably during my 

Irish stay. We pave a famous penitential retreat place on 'Lough Derg that I have 

considered over the years but never been brave enough to experience. 

Thanking you for your kind consideration of my request. 

Your Servant in the Lord, 

){. fL f4~-
Rev, thn p, Lenihan 

.0.00062 
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DIOCESE 

Reverend Jotm Lenihan 
Pastor 
St. Edward Church 
33926 Calle La Primavera 

• Dana Point, CA 92629-2018 

Dear Father Lenihan, 

o F O. RAN G E 

MAKYWOOD C!Hm 
2811 EAST VILLA REAl. DRlVl 
POSTOma Box 1419S 
OIWfDE, CA. 92863·IS9S 
I'lIOKl: (714) 2R2·3000 
FAX: (714) 282·3029 

Because of the gift of the Holy Spirit that has been given. to you at your ordination, you are my 
indispensable helper and adviser in the ministry of service. (Lumen Gentium #29) 

I hereby appoint you according to Canon 497.3 as a member of the Council of Priests, effective 
July 1, 1999, for a tenn of five years through June 30,2004. 

I hereby appoint you according to Canon 502.1 as a member of the Diocesan College of 
Consultors for "the Diocese of Orange, effective July I,; 1999 for a term of five years through 
June 30, 2004. 

In this position of responsibility, you will be my cJqse collaborator and share my pastoral 
concern for our church here in Orange. 

I look forward to working with you and receiving your advice and assistance in the pastoral .care 
and governance of the Diocese of Orange. I expect you will support and implement in a positive 
and prompt way, diocesan policies in your own parish. ,.' 

May you join yours'elf with Christ in the recognition of the Father's will and in the gift or~ 
yourselfto·the flock you will serve. . 

Given in Orange, California 
This 29 th day of June, 1999 
Feast of.SS. Peter & Paul . YLJ.~~~ 

Most Reverend Tod David Brown 
Roman Catholic Bishop of Orange 

( 
~ 
Notary 

Redacted 
L-

0·00063 
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DIOCESE 

April 23, '1999 '. 
Reverend JOM Lenihan 
St Edward Catholic Church 
33926 Calle La Primavera 
Dana Point, CA 92629-2018 

Dear John, 

o F ORANGE 

MARYWOOD CeN-rn 
2811 E"-ST VII.LA REAL DRIVE 

POST QFFlC£ Box 14195 
OIlANOE, CA. 92863·1595 
PHONE: (714) 282·3000 
FAX: (714) 282·3029 

I received your letter on April 16, 1999 regarding your request to be excused from the Priest 
Retreat this year due to your niece's wedding in Irelan~. 

Permission is granted. 

May God continue to bless you especially during this Easter Season. 

Fraternally yours in Christ, 

~~.~~ 
Most Reverend Tod D. Brown· 
Bishop ofOr~ge 

TDB:sk 

c: Reverend Redacted 

000064 
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2001 PERSONNEL BOARD ~O~:TION ,.,' ,:,~ .. ;,~~~.~" 
.'. . .,., ,': ,~,,'. e"""":""'t:'n··:t~~~~~/· 

S~p 1 3' 2n~a".'~ ::.)~;. 
Name: ___ ---::.-;j....::..()·..t.J.~L!:.N __ J.._I? __ _..Q;j~H:.....cN~· 1:.......It:'-t.I...c..A::!....!.d:.....L.--+.:~ __ _ 

, k.:/d ........... , 
I. " 

. Date of Ordination: ()c - / S- - (r If recently incardinated, what date: ' ';,:, . 

CumntAssignment: ,et (~:i7tIWlI' ~:: 
Date of Assignment: --tfy L£r I ct. q~. _ . . . 
My last meeting with the Personnel Board was: 0/ J( 1// /1. "!.. S 

The languages I am able to minister in are:' (circle the appropriate one(s) and indicate proficiency) 

English fluent~' ·intenn~diate-...:. . b~ginner .' 

Spanish fluent_ intermediate /' beginner __ 

Vietnamese fluent __ 

Korean 

I would like to meet with the Personnel Board, 

intennediatc_ 

intennediate _______ 

" • 'J ~::"" •• 
: ~ ~ . 

Yes __ 

I am interested in a change of assi~ment in July' 2001. ' ... :-' ::,(:::': .. :' Y~~~' 
. ". . :.:<~~;~~:i.)~H~:t~:~,.:~: :, .. :,.,:~'. :., 

If YES, the type of assignment which interests me i~~l~des:. .... ''; -.... 
. ' " 

Pastorate_ Parochial Vicar_ .Seruor Priest __ 

beginner __ 

beginner_--:-

NO~' 
'N / ....... 0 __ 

ltetirement ______ 

Changing Pastorate__ Beginning New Parish (if available)_ Sp~sh Study __ 

SpeCial Ministry - Specify ________________ _ 

. I Study: Moral Theology Social Work Biblical TheologYd 

, 
.,' .~. 

'" Conunen~, _________________________________________________ __ 

Please return by OCtober 15,2000 to: 
Rev. Redacted l' 

'Marywooa ""emer 
2811 E. Villa Real Drive 
Orange, CA 92867-1999 

00.0067 
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EtCJ MAR 7 2002 

St. Edward Cathol ic Church 
33926 Calle La Primavera + Dana Point, CA 92629-2018 + 949/496-1307 + FAX 949/496-1557 

February 27, 2001 

Redacted Hierarchy Name 

Diocese of Orange 
Marywood Center 
P.O.Box 14195 . 
Orange, CA. 92867-1999 

Dear Redacted 

I was recently asked to share with you the amount of financial compensation from St. 
Edward to Fr. John Lenihan. 

When Fr. John resigned the parish in September, 2001, Bishop Tod Brown asked the 
parish to extend to Fr. John his salary and benefits until July, 2002. We readily agreed. 
And so, from this past September, St. Edward has sent to Fr. John his monthly salary of 
$1712.00 as well as paying into his pension plan to the cost of $2150.00. 

It is now my understanding that the Diocese will accept the financial compensation for 
Fr. John beginning in March, 2002. If this is the case, then S1. Edward will cease 
payment at the end of February, 2002. When you have a moment, please confirm this 
understanding with me. We continue to pray for John's healing and peace. . 

Sincerely in Christ; 
/'\ /J 

Redacted 

Redacted 
Administrator 
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Catholic Church's Ultimate Hypocrisy Over Molestations Page 1 of3 
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September 10, 2001 ';'",Talk about it -fE-mail story ,J.'Pnnt 

Steve Lopez: 
Points West 

Catholic Church'slJl=tima-te Hypocrisy Over 
Molestations 

Redact says she was net quite 14 y~ars old. A 
Christmas social had just ended, and a priest 
offered to give her a ride home. But the priest, 
who was youth minister at her Orange County 
church, decided to take a little detour. 

Redac.t\ an eighth-grader at the time, wondered 
what was going on as he pulled up to a vacant 
lot in the Noh! Ranch area. But the priest, 32, 
soon made his purpose clear. 

"He said he wanted to touch my private parts, 
and he wanted me to touch his," says RedactHe 
took my hand and put it between his legs .... 

Recent Columns: 
Opening the ~ell Door to 
Fatherhood 

There Is No Greater Force 
of Nature Than Unbridled 
Naivete 

Bart Back, Boffo Laughs 
Linger From Mag. Trade 
Rag Spat 
Sep 3. 200: 

He told me it was something that God wanted to SUBSCIUBE to the i:ii.'''-', 
happen." God apparently wanted the diocese to Los AngelesTimd"<;;:!~:~'-

click here 
keep the incident quiet too. WhenRedactfamily 
complained about that and other sexual contact 
between her and the priest, diocese oft1cials gave Father X a talking to and 
told him to stay away from Red' But he was not disciplined. 

. fIct, 

Church officials didn't even bother interviewing --v..e~~~~or did they offer 
an apology or any therapeutic help. And Father X was not asked the 
details of the liaisons, nor was he sent for therapy. He saw a therapist on 
his own. 

Four years after the molestation began in the late 1970s, he was named 
pastor of another parish, where he took charge of both church and school. 
Not ever Redact'l 990 lawsuit against him, settled by the diocese in 1991, 
stood in the way of Father XiS progress. He was sent to run yet another 
parish and school, and he remains in charge there to this day. 

. "He belongs behind bars,l'--v..e~~~~sists, indignant that confusion over the 
statute of limitations has twice figured in decisions against criminal 
prosecution. "I can't believe he's still a priest." 

It was after talking to--v..e~~~iliat I called the priest. and since then we've 
had several conversations. I'm calling him Father X here because that's the 

a 

000344 
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Catholic Church's Ultimate Hypocrisy Over Molestations Page 2 of3 
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deal I struck with him. A little protection in return for some insights into 
how the Catholic church handles scandal, the curse of the celibacy policy 
for priests, and the price of one man's redemption. 

Father X's behavior became- a side issue last month in a heavily publicized 
sexual molestatiorrcase against a monsignor in the Diocese of Orange. 
Lawyers for the young man who claimed the monsignor molested him 
called fOfIIl..er Bishop Norman F. McFarland in for a deposition. 

The victim's lawyers wanted to talk to McFarland about'\\e~~c~nd Father 
X to establish that "diocese policy-was that if they knew a priest was a 
molester, all they would do is send him into some kind of counseling and 
_ then put him back into circulation among minors," said one attorney, 
Katherine Freberg . 

They asked Bishop McFarland how it could be that ~e~'j\~\nolester later 
became pastor of two major Orang~ County parishes, giving him authority 
over hundreds of schoolchildren. 

Because Father X "had served well" McFarland answered. He condemned 
what Father X had done withF.ed~~~ut said there's a difference between 
molesting a 3-year-old and molesting a 15- or 17-year-old. 

"I can understand the temptation of that more," he said. "She may be very, 
very precocious or adult-looking and everything else, and ther~ would b~ a 
temptation there." 

With all due respect, Father X was a priest, and ~ed~'Nas a child less than 
half his age. The bishop's remark was the ultimate hypocrisy coming from 
an institution that publicly condemns any sexual contact between anyorie 
other than husband and wife. 

I called the bishop to give him a chance to explain himself, but he 
declined. He said a column of mine about the church's history of abuse 
and cover-up proved that I had "no integrity." 

"I wouldn't talk to you if the pope told me to," he said. 

Be that as it may, court documents suggest that the precocious one was not 
Redact!, but Father X. In court records, he described being with\tedacm her 

mother's bed, removing her panties and kissing her all over her body. 

When I read the bishop'S remarks tc,\\e~~~~he said they made her ill. But 
she wasn't surprised. 

"I t' s the classic denial and minimizing," said ~e~~,c~ho has joined the 
Survivors Network of Those Abused by Priests. "I'm a child in the 
company of an authority figure I look up to, a priest who molests me--and 
the church hierarchy's response is to blame me." 

Father X says ~~~~c~hO came forward after several years of suppressing 
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... 

the abuse, has either imagined or exaggerated the truth. 

He did wrong, he admits, and-might not have gotten off as lightly if the 
same thing happened today, now that the church's history of dark secrets 
has been exposed and prosecution is more likely. But he says there were 
only two incidents-with Reda over six months beginning when she was 
15, not dozens over the course of four years, as Reda claims. He reminded 
me that he has stood in front o-f his congregation and confessed his sins. 

"I'm a fallible ancLfi:ai-l human being, and I made a mistake," Father X told 
me. "I have suffered through it-for 23 years." 

. If you enter a seminary young, you never deal with your sexuality 'in a 
normal way, Father X said. He thinks that reality, and the celibacy 
requirement, partly explain a legacy of scanual in the Catholic church. 

Priests fall in love, he added, and don't know what to do with the feelings. 
More than once. it has happened-to him. 

Coming up next: I pay a visit to Father X, and I'm the one hearing 
confession. 

* 

Steve Lopez can be reached at steve.lopez@latimes.com 

Copyright 2001 Lo~ Angeles Times 
By visiting this site, you are agreeing to our Terms of Service. 

Powered by Genuity 
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Steve Lopez: 
Points 'West 

A Priest's -Confessig'n: 'Celibacy Is the 
Toughest Tt-rin~ 
He left home at 12 for an all-boys boarding... 
school, went straight into the seminary after 
that, and was ordained a Roman Catholic priest 
at 23. 

"I never went to a dance, never went on a date, 
never had any real understanding of the opposite 
sex, " says Father X. 

In perfect irony, this man who had missed his 
adolescent years became an advisor to teens. He 
was youth minister at his Orange County 
church, and when he was 32, he molested a girl 
named Reda, who was less than halfhis age. 
" At that stage ofllfe, 30-plus, I went through 
my emotional adolescence, n he says, now in his 
mid-50s. 

If he had offered the self-analysis as an excuse, I 
wouldn't have given him the time of day. But he 
meant to explain that becoming a priest required 
a denial that he was a sexual being. 
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The lie left him confused, malformed, and, for a time, dangerous. He 
wasn't a pedophile, he claims. Just a normal male strangled by a tight 
collar. 

"I think celibacy is the toughest thing in the priesthood," Father X told me 
in a typically candid moment. "I love being a priest. But I don't like being 
a celibate." 

Father X and I talked several times by phone in connection with a recent 
scandal involving an Orange County monsignor who sexually abused 
several boys. The day I finally met him, he was even more C<1.ndid. He 
believed God had forgiven him for what went on with 'l(, ., but said he 
hadn't forgiven himself. ed~(!f( 

ad 

Science "I'd like to think: I'm a good guy, and I'm clinging to my sense of self-
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000347 

LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000096



. A Priest's Confession: 'Celibacy Is the Toughest Thing' Page 2 of3 

.. 

So. Cal. Living 
Sunday Opinion 
Tech Times 
Times Pol 
Workplace/Jobs 

Editio .. 
Print Edition 
National 
Vllireless 
~ 
College Connection 
Sweepstakes 
Discussion Boards 
Crossword 
Horoscope 
Lottery 
Traffic 
Weather 
Multimedia 
SITE MAP 
~'ri'm J,~:fi'~ r.lOAC~ ~'.' :.i~ • OJ ., 

Subscription Services 
Subscribe 
Change of Address 
Vacation Stops 
Suspend Delivery 
College Discount 
Gift Subscriptions 
Mail Subscriptions 
FAQ 

~M'ARKl:l'R1.ACE; ",:,\ 
-:.: tll!sslfteds'alldmtQre 

• Jobs 
• Homes 
• Cars 
• Rentals 
• Newspaper Ads 
• Shopping 
• Times Guides 
• Recycler .com 
LA Tunes Initiatives 
Times in Education 
Reading by9 
LA Times Books 
Summer Camp Program 
Times-Mirror Foundation 
Community Events 

worth," he said. "I'd like to stand before my creator and say there was no 
malice in me." There is no question in his mind, Father X said, that the 
unnatural suppression of sexual desire among priests explains some of the 
sex abuse cases that have scandalized the·church. Celibacy ought to be an 
option, not a requirement, he said, especially given the shortage of priests 
in the United States. 

"Some of my friends have left the priesthood on these issues," says Father 
X. 

I knew of an alleged relationship Father X had with an adult woman. 
When I asked about it, he surprised me. 

"There were sevefal relationships," he said. ''Four serious ones. " 

He called one that took place in the mid-'80s "the big one," and said it 
lasted several years. 

You had four relationships? I asked. 

He nodded. 

Four sexual relationships? 

"I'm going to take the 5th Amendment on that." 

Two of the four did not know the depth of his feelings, he said. He admits 
to having been in love more than once. In the case of "the big one," he had 
to finally decide between the woman and the priesthood. 

"I have realized how hurtful it is to me and to others to have to end 
relationships like that. Oh yes. I hur:t people." 

Then why be a priest? Why not get married and serve the church some. 
other way? . 

"I think it's the most meaningful thing I can do. I have a thOUSand 
opportunities to do things that sometimes can change someone's life for 
the better." 

The relationships are behind him now, he claims. He says he is "absolutely 
committed" to celibacy. 

I left the church that day with mixed feelings about Father X. With cleat 
eyes and the wisdom of experience, he gets at the heart of church 
hypocrisy on the priesthood and sexuality. But he is part of the problem, 
too. 

"If you're a celibate priest and then you end up having affairs with one, 
two, three, four women, what are you saying?" asks Redacted ,(i 

http://www.latimes.comJnews/local/la-000074031sep 14 . story 911412001 
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fonner priest who writes about the church. "That it's OK to use these 
women in order to stabilize your sexuality?" 

Sipe has heard all the rationalizations. 

"I do .good deeds; therefore I can use these women, I can use these kids, I 
can use the man, whatever the case-may be. It's the kind of thinking that 
destroys the credibility ·ef the religion. " 

Heterosexual and homosexual relations run from tire top down in the 
church, says Si-pe. But it's neveraddressed because the church teaches 
there can be no sexual thoughts, desires or actions outside of marriage. 

~ 

"'y ou have bishops-involved in homosexual relationships," say'" ~:~~~. "If 
you can't talk.about it, then~how can you..dea1 with it?" -,,; 

1:,\' 
Quietly tolerating sexual activity is no different than condoning it, ~e~~ 
says. But he has one more explanation for the Vatican's silence on sex in 
the church. 

"There is a system of blackmail, and the reason abusers often don't get 
touched is because tPey frequently have something on the higher-ups." 

In my talks with Father X, the subject of forgiveness came up more than 
once. The church is about forgiving sins, he had said. 

"The church is about reform, too," said Sipe. "We're all for love and good 
deeds and forgiveness. But if a system is perpetuating exploitation, then its 
need is for reform. Not forgiveness." 

. Copyright 2001 Los Angeles Times 
By visiting this site, you are agreeing to our Terms of Service. 

Po\i\lered by Genuity 
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DIOCESE 

Most Reverend Tod D. Brown, DO 
Marywood Center 
Orange, California 

18 September 2001 

Dear Bishop: 

o F ORANGE 

MAKYwooD emma 
7811 EAsr VIIU ilEAL DaM 
POST OFfle! Box 14195 
O\WIOl!, CA. nB63·15!1S 
PIlON£: (714) 282-3000 
FAX: (714) 282·3029 

In accordance with canons 184, 187 & 189, I offer my resignation from the 
~cclesiastical office of Pastor at Saint Edwards Parish in Dana Point effective 
immediately. 

I also resign from the College of Consultors an,d the Council of priests effective 
immediately. .. 

·Sincerely in Christ, 

/<f,c~~ 
Reverend John Lenihan 

000068 

LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000099



St. Edward Catholic Church-
33926 Cal-Ie La Primavera + Dana Point, CA 92629-2018 + 949/496-1307 + FAX 949/496-1557 

September 19,2001 

-Most Reverend Tod D. Brown, D.D. 
Bishop-of Orange 
2811 East-Vllla Real DriYe 
P.O. Box 14195 
Orange, CA 92863-1595 

Your Excellency, 

I formally withdraw my letter of resignation dated September 18, 2001 upon 
advice of counsel. The letter was signed under duress and without consultation. I will 
not vacate the priest dwelling pending further review ofmY"options under Canon Law. 

Y our Servant in the Lord, 

f!L/LL 
7' 

Reverend John P. Lenihan 

~ ... orn1G\CATe. 
!toJIO"~RlAL_~~ 
p lS-A'T:~ 

. Redacted 
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State of California 

County of {)vtJrh p l~: 
On $W-} l'\le 200 I . before me, _ Redacted T 0\1 . Nanitt-.::::nd"'TIW.Ue:-:::g"f O=;;;fIice=r (7:" •• -:""g.,-:·J':':'an::":.-::Ooe=-, N~g=tary=PU-:;::bl:;:;ic":;-) -..:---

personally appeared _r";'"-=-.) _6_#....:.N--"--_f"-t'_--"T_E" ...... r:~::""L~f-:-'-.N:-:::-I......l' \t-....,...:I+:---;-I'..!...I _____ _ 

Redacted r-t 
COMM •.. 1294467 n 

NOTARY PUBUc..cAUFORNIA -I 
QRANGECOUNTY W 

My Tenn Exp, Feb, 18, 2005 

Place Nota/y Seal Above 

Name(s) of Signerts) 

o personally known to me 
ri. proved to me on the basis of satisfactory 
evidence 

to be the person(1f whose 'name(r1 is/are 
subscribed to the within instrument and 
acknowledged to me that he/sl=teItI=Iey executed 
the same in his/her-ltl=leir authorized 
capacity(ies), and that by his/hefftfteir 
signature(:n on the instrument the person(~. or 
the entity upon behalf of which the person~) 
acted, executed the instrument. 

WITNESS my ~1Jf'l and official seal. 
~ I 

Redacted' 
~ 

I 

---------- OPTIONAL ----------
Though the information below is not required by law, it may prove valuable to persons relying 01; rhe document 

and could prevent fraudulent removal and reattachment of this form to another document. 

Description of Attached Document Le I L _ 
litle or Type of Document: _________ ;rtt:{L---''---______________ _ 

Number of Pages: ----i~f?.:...J7(-<'--, _ 
I 

Do,"me" Da,e: ~+. 1"'1 ) 2.00 I 
Signer(s) other Than Named Above: _____________________ _ 

Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer. 
Signer's Name: _______________________ _ 

is' Individual 
o Corporate Officer - litle(s): 
Cl Partner - 0 Umited 0 General 
C Attorney in Fact 
o Trustee 
C Guardian or Conservator 
[j Other: _______________________ _ 

Signer Is Representing: _____________________ '--__ _ 

o 1999 NalJonafNo .. /y As."'a"o" • 9350 D8 SolO Ave., P.O. Box 2402 • cna1SWof1h, CA 81313-2-402 • www."oUonaInOI8/y.otg Prod. No. 5907 Reorder. call Toll-Fret 
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D I 0 'c ESE o F ORANGE 

September 22, 2001 

Dear Brothers and Sisters in Christ. 

MAitVWOOD CEI'ITER 
2811 EAsr VUJ..A IW.L DIUV1! 
POST OFFICE Box 14195 ' 
ORAKCE, CA.92863·159S 
P"DN~ (714)282·3000 
FAJ{: (714)282·3029 

As your Bishop and Shepherd, I am writing to you to let you know that 
Father John Lenihan will no longer be serving as, Pastor of St. Edward's 
Parish. 

Father John and I have met other times to talk about past difficulties. During 
this last week I met with Father'Johnand we discussed the most recent news 
articles about him in which he revealed information about his'private life 
that was previously unknown. Father Jphn acknowledged that the 
information given was correct. This self-r.evelation is a cause of scandal to 
many in the Church, and it is a cause of great concern to me. 

Conscious of my personal responsibilities to you and to the entire Church of 
Orange, I asked Father John to resign as pastor of St. Edward's Parish. 
Father John agreed to do so; his resignation was effective on Tuesday, 
September 18,2001. 

\,c,l\ \,c,l\. 
I met with the Fathel \l...c,l\~..s, .t'·ather~c,l\~~~, deacon candidate Redacte~ 
and the parish staff on Wednesday, S~ptember 19~ to inform them of Father 
John's resignation and to offer my support to them in the days ahead. 

Father John's future in priestly ministry is ancertain at this time. During the 
coming days, weeks, and months, i ask for your prayers for him. 

Father John's resignation does not negate any of the good that has been 
accomplished in the parish during ,his time as Pastor. St. Edward's Parish is 
a faith filled,. vibrant, and marvelous community. I am confident that you 
will 'weather this difficult moment and will move ahead into the future. 
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That you might have pastoral leadership at this time, 1 have appointed 
Father Redacted )t to serve' as temporary Administrator of St. Edward's 
Parish until a new Pastor is named. Father Redactedwill als,? continu~ as 
Rector of Mater Dei High School during this time of transition. 

,1 am aware that this announcement will be met with many emotions. This 
will not be an easy time for you. I am certain you will support one another in 
prayer and in the common bond of charity, which is our duty as Catholic 
Christians. 

- r Please pray fo~me"and be assured of my own prayers for you. 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

-fT~~ Jl~ 
Most Reverend Tad D. Brown . 
Bishop of Orange ' 
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DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

-
MEIYI ORAND UIYI 

OFFICE Of THE SECRETARY TO THE BISHOP 

DIRECTOR OF CLERGY PERSONNEL 

MARYWOOD CENTER 

P.O. Box 14195 
2811 E. VILLA REAL DRIVE 

ORA~GE. CALIFORNIA 92863-15'1) 

PHONE i1I-I) 281-3000 

FAX \71-1) 182-3029 
E-MAlL t'r.mmckiernan(il'[cbo.org 

TO: File --<F.r. John Lenihan 

~ 

FR: Reverend Redacted 

DT: September 28, 2001 

On September 18, 2001 Bishop Brown and I met with Fr. John Lenihan. Bishop asked if he granted an 
interview vvith a reporter from the Los Angeles Times. In the article the reporter speaks with a Fr. X. 
Bishop asked Fr. John ifhe .was Fr. X. Fr. John admitted that he was. Bishop asked if the article was 
accurate. Fr. John said the part about celibacy was not what he said. Bishop asked if the information 
about Fr. John having had "relationships" with four women was true. Fr. John stated that it was true. 

Bishop asked Fr. Jolm to resign the parish effective immediately. Fr. John said he did not think that 
\vas necessary. Bishop explained that it was and asked he to sign a letter ofresignation. That letter is 
in Fr. John's file. After Fr. John signed the letter he said he was sorry, Bishop said he also was sorry 
he had to ask for his resignation. Fr. John asked if the Diocese of Orange would continue to support 
him, Bishop said yes. I walked Fr. John over to Fr.. Redacted. ; (Vicar for Priests) Office so that 
an evaluation could be arranged for Fr. John. 

The next day when we arrived at the parish to inform the priests and the staff, Fr. John was there and 
he attempted to "take back" his resignation. After some discussion by phone with several Canon 
Lawyers Fr. John agreed to let his resignation stand. 

As of September 18, 2001, Fr. John Lenihan is on Active Sick Leave. 
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Jet-Ol-OJ IO:54am From-MAIL BOXES ETC 9492493100 T-soe P,OS/06 F-985 

Bishop Todd Brown 
Diocese of Orange 

-2811 East Villa Real Drive 
-PO Box 14195 
Oral}ge , CA 92863-1595 
Phone number: 714-282-3000 

September 29, 2001 

Your Excellency, 

I would like to share some of my reflections on recent events. Obviously, my 
extraordinary lack of prudence in talking to the reporter and revealing personal failings 
on the commitment to celibacy. and his interpretation that I was challenging the laws, 
represent some big issues that need to be addressed. I am deeply contri~e and ashamed 
of my behavior. I sincerely apologize for the embarrassment to you, my fellow priests, 
my parish and for the scandal to the community at large. As Bishop, you have the right 
and duty to act. 

• 
However, I believe your decision and methodology of removing me as pastor was 
severely flawed. I recollect a recent incident where a bishop was actually married, and 
was ordered to leave the woman, but remained a bishop. I believe your action added to 
the problem and did more damage to my reputation, your standing as a bishop, and the 
people's faith in the church. than did my intemperate defenSive remarks to the joumalist. 
The scandal became much larger, created a lot more press, and further damaged me. 

Furthermore, I believe my rights under the code of canon law were violated. There is a 
clearly delineated process that should have been followed and was denied to me. My 
resignation was forced upon me under reverential fear and a sense of obedience. My 
subsequent revocation the next day of my resignation by means of a notarized letter, 
which you refused to accept, could and should have been accepted. The threat of 
administrative suspension could not have been invoked in that situation. I continue to 
hold that letier as an exhibit in the possibility of future challenge under canonical law. 

On the' other hand, I am well aware of my need for counseling and 1 dRsire to find a way 
to satisfy all parties to this action. I know the original accusee Redactvill seek every 
opportunity to continue to blacken my name and create scandal for the church. I know 
recent allegations against me are a further factor but I was vindicated by court order and 
no factual evidence was forthcoming. I would like to find ways to compromise. 

I believe the community of St.Edward stands ready to forgive, to accept me baok and I 
can think of no place where I could be happier and secure. I am sure you ar~ aware the 
parish is flourishing and there is no diminution of ministry. I have already received 
hundreds ofletters of support and I am sure you have also. By all means let me be 
healed but do not take away my hope of returning to my parish. Your concern that I will 
be hounded in the future is valid, but I believe that with a supportive community I can 
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Oct~01-01 IO:55am From-MAIL BOXES ETC 9492493100 T-609 P.OS/OS F-985 

survive such attacks. Being a priest in another diocese might be counter-productive, if 
the accusations follow me again. 

I am grateful for the time for assessment and reflection and thank you for the opportunity 
to do rt. At the end of the process, I would like to be restored to the paristl I have served 
for 6 years and the community that would welcome me back. 

I would like to dialog about how I can retum to your service as the effective pastor of 
St.Edward. Dana Point. 

Yours in Christ, 

f.L~~~ 
PS I write this letter not to be disobedient or difficult, but to conform with the notification 
period and procedures laid out jn canon law, which leave open all options to both you 
and I to resolve this to both our satisfaction. 

# 
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DIOCESE o F ORANGE 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Father Redacted 

FROM: Redacted 

DATE: October 1, 2001 

RE: Reverend John Lenihan 

Dear Father I Redacted 

MAaYWOOD CENTER 

2811 EAST VILLA REAL DRIVE 

POST OFFICE Box 14195 
ORANGE, CA. 92863-1595 
PHONE: (714) 282-3000 
FAX: (714) 282-3029 

On the above date, I received a call from Monsigno1 Redact saying he was the uncle of 
Father John Lenihan. He told me that I would be receiving a fax this day from a 
PUlishioner of St. Edwards Church, Redacte'n, who was sending this fax on Father John 
Lenihan's behalf regarding u letter dated September 19,2001, fonnally withdrawing his 
letter of resignation and if 1 would just tear it up because this letter should have never 
been sent. Monsignor also said that I would be receiving a hard copy by mail and if I 
could also tear that up when it arrived in our office. 

When you came into the office this same date, I infonned you of the above. 

On October 8, 2001, we recei ved the hard copy via Express Mail. 

000152 
LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000108



Oc[-Di-~l IO:53am From-MAIL SOXES ETC 9492493100 T-609 P,OI/OS F-9S5 . ~ ... , 

-M.~L BOXES ETC~ 

....... -- ... -... - . 

MAIl BOXES ETC •• 1329 
30251 GOLDEN LANTERN ST. E 

LAGUNA NlGUa.. CA 92677 
, (949) 24g.1200 
FAX (949) 249-3100 

Eax, No: __ "'=1-_, 4-_ .. _:;)'_~~:::t._. -:----3_0_2-;............;<1_----: _____ ----
....,-':"'" - . 

From: __ ~~~-~~~~~~_·~ ____ o_~~ _____ ~_'''N_'_H~~~~~ __ ~ __________ _ 
P-h,one No: __ e'::::"jt-::./o:::..-__ c,....,;,4--c._, _. _lr_q_J5_._lf...;...£-...:.Cf..;::S:.-..,.. ____ ~_ 

# Of Pages (Including this sheet): ____ 6 ___ _ 
Message: ____________________________________ _____ 

, . 
/...,-t5."?"'d C5'1' '6INM-S 

. .",. 

It's Not What We Do. ItJs How We DO ItITM 
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Oct-01-01 10:54am From-MAIL BOXES ETC 9492493100 T-609 P.OZ/OS F-985 

, ... 

St. Edward Cathal ic Church 
33926 Calle La Primavera + Dana Point, CA 92629-2018 + 949/496-1307 + FAX 949/496·1557 

September 19,2001 

Most Reverend Tad D. Brown, D.D. 
Bishop of Orange 
2811 East-Villa Real Drive 
P.O. Box. 14195 
Orange, CA 92863-1595 

Your Excellency, 

I fonnally withdraw my letter of resignation dated September 18,2001 upon 
advice of counsel. I will not vacate the priest dwelling pending funher review of my 
options under Canon Law. 

Your S~ant in the Lord, 

12./1. /! .L":C:~. 
Reverend John P. Lenihan 
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SENT BY: MATER· DEI HS; 10· 4· 1 15: 03 j 4 754 1 880 => 

:!IIllater mei 1~tg4 §(~Dal 
1202 West Edinger AvenlJp. 

Santa Ana. California 92707·2191 
. ·l14i754·7711 

r}-a..:'( Cover S fieet 

(714) 754-1880 'Fa.,\, # 

I" 1.\ x" }{t/-2gZ -3J.21.. DATE _-!U!!/~/I~ . 
.... ;1 \IHl;.R (n: 1'·\( il:S ._ .. _1 ___ (incllidcs Lover shet!1") 

................ --

( 1I111111~1;~:./~,' ~ ~ . 
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: ," .,,4--_ ... - ... ------.... ----- ........ . 
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.. ........ - ._-'''-'--'''' 

......... _- ._--
._-_ ..... --- .--.. _-_._--
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• 

! l ; ~ ivi lh 1,1 prof(ll1nd s~nSI! of sadness. regret and self-reproach thal [ write. Obviousl), tTl)' 

;" LrdlHdimtry lack of prudence in talking to the reporter and revealing personal struggles 
\\ nh (he \.:l\nllnil.ml:.~nl (0 celibacy, and his interpretation that I was challenging th~ [uv'.,'. 
:vpn,'scnl some big issues that need to be addressed, I am deeply contrite and very 
,,,,,hume\L Dnd aplllogizC' I()r the great hurt ~o you, my beloved community, my fello\,< 
prk~s(s, ~lnd scamlul to tht.~ c,ommunity at large. As I confront my issues, know I am being 
cared fi')r and helpt:d and I thank you for your great gift of prayer for me and fbr my 

!'Iea):(l! k.now my great wncem at this m'ornent is for you, the wonderful communil)' nfSl. 
i,d\'dlnl pur-ish nnd school, and for all we have planned and achieved together. 11 is my 
l;:f\'~nt wish <lnd prayt:r that you will continue to build with all. dedication and energ) till! 
~piriltml and physical vision that with prayer and discernment we have worked so hard 
t',If!(:lht:l'to c·ruf1. • 

I';.IHI\-', !hut in rt;:sponding to a reporter, I sought only to correct false accusations and 
I.:~agg.erati()ns, Over the yenrsunscrupulous reporters in search ofa sensational story 
iluVI: propagated uncha.llenged disingenuous and damaging accounts of an incident 2.) 
:> 1..:l.1r:{ ago, .Any discu.'i~inll ofpriestJy celibacy was purely philosophical, otT the rec.ord. 
,111d ncv~r an adrni:>sion of multiple sexual involvements. I waver between trying to gra .. "p 
how I \OVlIS that nui"vl;;, as an intelligent person, or had some wlconsciou5 irmer cry that 
Ill~L:d(;J re:-iolul;\I!1, \~:'ilh professional counseling, prayer and reflection, over the ne;..:l 
it.:w months in a safe place I hope to emerge as one molded hy God's graee into a gn~a1cr 
iikt:nl..'ss or Christ and know Hiswill tor me. 

l'k:ast: !')Uly the course w~~ have set, building Christian Stewardship in every way and ill 
:,:rthl'mcing t.hl~ multitude of rniJlistries, services, , prayer and fellowship opportunitit:s thaI 
I'1lHI-.(! St. Edward such a vibrant community. Above all, r pray that spirit eflove, 
hll,;pil.ulity and unity will continue to flourish. 

\ VI)ld all bi11.crness, I believe the Lord has tI plan that will be unveiled. This pres\.':l1l 
,lurkrll:ss cantwl he compared to the light that is to oome. 

I (]li"s ~'(ltl tl) lhe p()int of' tet1.rS. r look torward to seeing you sometime in the future, 

\~'\Ih till Illy love. 

!! .luhn 000072 

LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000112



DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

TO: 

FR: 

DT: 

RE: 

Redacted 
Redacted 

October 15, 2001 ' 

Clergy Changes 

MEMORANDUM 

Redacted 
Redacted 

Redacted 
Redacted 

Redacted Redacted 
Redacted Redacted 

Please make the following changes. effective immediately: ' 

Old Address 

Reverend John Lenihan 
St. Edwards Parish 

Reverend .••• 

Reverendl •••••••• 

Reverend •••• 
Our Lady of , Guadalupe Church 
La Habra 

New Address 

Marywood.Center 
c/o Reverend Kerry Beaulieu 

Leave of Absence 
Effec.tive •••••• 

Leave of Absence 
Effective ••••• 

S1. Anne Church 
Santa Ana. CA 9270 
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FROM- • 
Katherine K. Freberg, CAAt!:orney Bar No. 150252 
Law Offices of FREBERG & ASSOCIATES 
8001 Irvine Center Drive, Suite 1070 
Irvine, California 92618 
(949) 453-1111 

Attorneys for PlaintifL 
Redacted 

EC t 3 2001 
N SLATER. Clef)( of:ns Gaur. 

<l.~: 
BY E. GAMBOA 

SUPERIOR COURT OF TIlE STATE OF CALIFOfu'lIA J 
COUNTY OF ORANGE, CEl'HRAL mSTICE CENTER 

Redacted 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

THE ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ) 
ORANGE, a corporation sole,\THE ROMAN ) 
CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP bF LOS ) 
ANGELES, a corporation sole~FATHER ) 
JOHN LENIHAN,)and DOES 1 through 100, ) 
inclusive, ) 

Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

---------------------------------------) 

CASE NO. 
Redacted 

.-

COMPLAINT FOR: 
(1) CHILDHOOD SEXUAL ABUSE" 1") 
(2) ASSAULT \-0 
(3) BATTERY 
(4) INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF 

EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 
(5) FRAUD: CONCEALMENT OF 

FACTS 
(6) VIOLATION OF STATUTE­

ACCESSORY AFTER THE FACT 
(7) NEGLIGENT SUPERVISION/ 

RETENTI0 NIHIRING 
(8) NEGLIGENT INli'LICTION OF 

EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 
(9) VIOLATION OF STATUTE - PENAL 

CODE SECTION 11166 

JUDGE ROBERT D. MONARCH 
.~~. DEPT. C29 

..... ..-.... ~ ... 

Plaintiff, : Redacted , alleges: 

THE PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff: Redacted (,'Plaintiff") was previously a resident of 

County of Orange, State of California. Plaintiff is currently a resident of San Francisco County, 

California. 

- - , .~ . ,.:' : :....:... 

1 ••• _:.,,:, .' 
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• 
2. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendant The 

Roman Catholic Bishop of Orange (hereinafter the "Orange Diocese"), a corporation sole is, and at 

all times mentioned herein was, a religious corporation organized under the laws of the State of 

California, having its principal office in the City of Orange, its jurisdiction and control extending 

to and in the City of Orange and the City of Dana Point, County of Orange, State of California. 

3. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and all that basis alleges, that Defendant The 

Roman Catholic Archbishop of Los Angeles (hereinafter the "Los Angeles Diocese"), a 

corporation sale is, and at all times mentioned herein was, a religious corporation organized under 

the laws of the State of California, having its principal office in the City of Los Angeles, its 

jurisdiction and control extending to and in the City of Las Angeles, County of Los Angeles, State 

of Cali fa mia. Plaintiff is further infoImed and believes, and. on that basis alleges, that the Los 

Angeles Diocese had certain jurisdiction and control over other dioceses in Southern California, 

including the Orange Diocese. The Orange Diocese and Los Angeles Diocese are sometimes 

hereinafter referred to as the "Dioceses. II 

4. Defendant Father Jolm Lenihan ("Father Lenihan") was a Roman Catholic priest. 

Father Lenihan was an agent, employee, or servant of the Dioceses, and/or was under the 

jurisdiction and control of the Dioceses. Plaintiff is infoImed and believes, and on that basis 

alleges, that at some times, Father Lenihan was assigned as an associate pastor at St. Norbert 

Catholic Church (liSt. Norbert") located in the City of Orange, County of Orange, State of 

California. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that at some time later, 
. . 

Father Lenihan was assigned as a pastor at St. Boniface Church, located in the City of Anaheim, 

County of Orange, and as a pastor at St. Edward Roman Catholic Church (,'St. Edward") located in 

the City of Dana PoiIlt, County of Orange, State of California. 

5. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and aD that basis alleges, that St. Norbert, St. 

Boniface, and St. Edward were owned by and under the jurisdiction and control of the Orange 

Diocese, which was in tum, within the jurisdiction and control of the Los Angeles Diocese as to 

certain matters. 
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" 
6. Defendants Does 1 through 100; inclusive, are sued herein under fictitious 

names. Their true names and capacities, whether individual, corporate, associate, or otherwise, are 

unknown to Plaintiff. When their true names and capacities are ascertained, Plaintiffwill amend 

this complaint by inserting their true names and capacities herein. Plaintiff is infonned and 

believes, and on that basis alleges, that each of the fictitiously named Defendants is responsible in 

some manner for the occurrences herein alleged, and that Plaintiff's damages as herein alleged 

were proximately caused by those Defendants. The Doe Defendants, the Defendant Dioceses, and 

Defendant Lenihan are some times hereinafter referred to as the IIDefendants." 

7. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that at all times 

mentioned herein, Defendants, and each of them, were the agents, servants, employers, masters, 

servants, or co-conspirators of each of the remaining co-Defendants, and in doing the things 

hereinafter alleged were acting within the course and scope of such relationship and with the 

permission. approval, ratification, or consent of their co-Defendants. 

FACTS PERTAINING TO ALL CAUSES OF ACTION 

Father Lenihan's Molestations Of Plaintiff 

8. Plaintiffwas born on August 25, 1964. Plaintiffwas raised in the Roman 

Catholic Church. 

9. In about the spring of 1978, when Plaintiffwas.lJyears old, her family attended 

Holy Family Cathedral, located in the City of Orange, County of Orange. At that time, Plaintiff 

was in the eighth grade, and attended St. Jeanne De Lestonnac, a Roman Catholic school located 

21 . in the City of Tustin, County of Orange. 

19 

20 

22 10. During this time, Plaintiff often played the guitar with the nuns during the 

23 masses conducted at St. Jeanne De Lestonnac. The masses would often be conducted by priests 

24 from the neighboring parishes, including Father Lenilian. 

25 11. After one of the these masses, Father Lenihan approached Plamtiff. Father 

26 Lenihan told Plaintiff that he perfonned a weekly Sunday IDass at the church where he was the 

27 associate pastor, St. Norbert in the City of Orange. Father Lenihan told Plaintiff that his 5:15 p.m. 

28 mass was full of young people and youthful music, where electric guitars and sometimes even 
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FROM- H03 P 005 

drums were played. Father Lenihan arranged to have Plaintiff attend his masses and play her 

guitar at the masses. When Father Lenihan learned that Plaintiffs family attended another church, 

Holy Family in Santa Ana, he even offered to take Plaintiff home after his masses at St. Norbert. 

12. At Father Lenihan's suggestion, Plaintiff began to attend Fathe. Lenihan's 

masses at St. Norbert on Sundays. Plaintiff also joined Father Lenihan's bible srudies al St. 

Norbert on Mondays. Plaintiff also joined Father Lenihan's youth group for Wednesday meetings 

at St. Norbert, and played the guitar at the youth group meetings. Plaintiff also began to attend 

music practices at St. Norbert on Thursdays, and often time, Father Lenihan would drop by for the 

practices. 

13. Father Lenihan often drove Plaintiff to and from these masses, bible studies, 

youth group meetings, and music practices. At most times after the masses, Father Lenihan would 

take a small group of people, including Plaintiff, to dinner after mass, and would drive Plaintiff 

home after the masses and dinners. Father Lenihan oftentimes would also take a small group of 

people, including Plaintiff, to the movies on Saturday nights, and would drive Plaintiff home after 

the movies. 

14. Thereafter, when Plaintiff was a adolescent and a minor, and continuing through 

in or around 1982, when Plaintiff was around 18 years old., Father Leniha.T1 began to molest, and 

sexually, physically, and mentally abuse Plaintiff. The molestations and abuse by Father Lenihan 

of Plaintiff included., but was not limited to, sexual intercourse, groping and fondling of Plaintiffs 

breasts, groping and fondling of Plaintiff's genitals, oral copulation, forced oral copUlation on 

Father Lenihan, penetration of Plaintiff's genitals and anus with Father Lenihan's fingers, 

masturbation, explicit sexual conversations, and other lewd and lascivious acts. At the time that 

Father Lenihan began molesting and sexually abusing, Plaintiff was a virgin, and had not even 

kissed a boy. 

15. During the time that Father Lenihan was sexually abusing Plaintiff, Father 

Lenihan encouraged Plaintiff to try to become emancipated from her parents. 
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Father Lenihan's Arranging For Another Priest 
To Have Sexually Relations With Plaintiff 

16. During the time that Father Lenihan was molesting Plaintiff and during the time 

that Plaintiff was a minor, Father Lenihan told Plaintiff about a priest friend who Father Lenihan 

had gone to school with who had been removed from his church because of sexual misconduct. 

Plaintiff is infonned, and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the priest friend had been 

assigned to a position within the Los Angeles Diocese. Father Lenihan told Plaintiff that his friend 

was sad and needed friends to be close With. Father Lenihan told Plaintiff that his prios_t friend 

would buy Plaintiff dinner if Plaintiff kissed his priest friend. 

17. Thereafter, at a time in which Plaintiff was a minor, Father Lenihan arranged to 

have his priest friend meet with Plaintiff. Thereafter, at a time in which Plaintiff was a minor, 

Father Lenihan's priest friend did sexually, physically, and m~tally abuse Plaintiff, including 

exposing his genitals to Plaintiff, kissing, and other lewd and lascivious acts. 

The Dioceses Actual and Constructive Knowledee 
of the Molestations Of Plaintiff By Father Lenihan 

18. During the time period in which Father Lenihan began grooming Plaintiff as a 

victim, and during the time period that the molestations and abuses of Plaintiff occuhed, Plaintiff 

was under the care and supervision of the Dioceses as a minor student of the schools owned, 

18 maintained, and controlled by the Dioceses, and as a minor parishioner of the churches owned, 

19 maintained, and controlled by the ~ioceses. 

20 19. Plaintiff informed and provided actual notice to the Dioceses that Father 

21 Lenihan was molesting and sexually abusing her. Specifically, in or around 1982, Plaintiff met 

22 with the Catholic priest at the church where her parents attended, Holy Family. In that meeting, 

23 Plaintiff informed the Holy Family priest of the molestations and sexual abuse of her by Father 

24 Lenihan. When Plaintiff disclosed some details oftbe molestations and abuse to the Holy Family 

25 priest, the priest hugged Plaintiff, and rubbed his genital area against the Plaintiff's body. Plaintiff 

26 could feel that the priest had an erection. The priest also kissed the Plaintiff on the mouth. The 

27 priest then gave Plamtiffhis telephone number where he could be reached at the new parish where 

28 he was going to be reassigned_ Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that 
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the Holy Family priest failed to act on the information that Plaintiff had clisc1os~d to him reO'ardincr 
. 0 ~ 

the molestations. The Holy Family priest to whom Plaintiff disclosed the molestations and abuses 

is currently a Monsignor with the Orange Diocese. 

20. Shortly thereafter, Plaintiff again informed and provided actual nouce to the 

Dioceses that Father Lenihan was molesting and sexually abusing her. In or around 1982, Plai.miff 

met with another Catholic priest at Holy Family. In that meeting, Plaintiff informed that Holy 

Family priest of me molestations and sexual abuses of her by Father Lenihan. _A..fter a long silence, 

this Catholic priest began yelling at Plaintiff, "How long have you been telling this story? -'Nho 

else have you told these lies to? Who do you think you are telling these stories." That Catholic 

priest then dismissed the Plaintiff, and told her he did not want to see her in his church again. 

Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the Holy Family priest failed to 

act on the infonnation that Plainuffhad disclosed to him regarding the molestations. The Catholic 

priest to whom Plaintiff disclosed the molestations and abuses is also currently a Monsignor with 

the Orange Diocese. 

21. Plaintiffis further informed and believes, and on that basis alieges, that Father 

Lenihan's supervisor at St. Norbert was aware that Father Lenihan was sexually active, and that he 

may have known that Father Lenihan was molesting and abusing the Plaintiff. Spe.::i.fically, Father 

Lenihan told Plaintiff that the pastor at St. Norbert was aware that Father Lenihan was sexu~l1y 

active, and that the pastor at St. Norbert had told Farber Lenihan that it was necessary that he be 

II discreet." 

22. Plaintiff is further informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that at least 

one other employee of the Diocese knew or should have known of the molestations and sexual 

abuses by Father Lenihan of Plaintiff. Specifically, on numerous occasions, Father Lenihan 

molested Plaintiff in his office at St. Norbert, and an employee of the Diocese knew iliar Father 

Lenihan had Plaintiff in his office alone for long periods of tUne. 

23. Even after Plaintiff disclosed this information to the Dioceses, F ather Lenihan 

continued to molest and sexually abuse Plaintiff until in or around 1982. 
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Tbe Dioceses' Continnine Coverup Of the Molestations of PlaintitT. 
And Plaintifrs Continnin~ Knowledee oftbe Coverup and Damages 

24. Even though Plaintiff provided actual knowledge of the molestations to the 

Dioceses that Father Lenihan had molested and sexually abused her, and even though the Dioceses 

had actual and constructivelmowledge of the molestations and sexual abuses, the Dioceses 

covered up the molestations and abuses by Father Lenihan, continued to allow Father Lenihan to 

act as a Catholic priest within the Dioceses, continued to hold Father Lenihan out as a Catholic 

priest who could be trUsted with minor parishioners and minor students, continued to allow Father 

Lenihan to work with minor parishioners and minor students on a daily basis, and continued to 

move Father Lenihan around to different Catholic churches within the Dioceses. The Imowledge 

by the Plaintiff that the Dioceses failed to act on the infonnation that Father Lenihan had molested 

and abused her. continued to hold Father Lenihan out as a Catholic priest who could be trusted, 

failed to remove Father Lenihan from his positions within the Dioceses, and continued to allow 

Father Lenihan to work around Qther minors, caused Plaintiff great mental, emotional, spiritual, 

and physical pain and anguish . 

Father Lenihan's Continuine Coverup Of the Molestations Of Plaintiff 
By Another Priest And Plaintiff's COJ]tinuine 
Knowled~e of the Coverup and Damaees 

25. Furthermore, even though Father Lenihan had actual knowledge that his 

Catho~c priest friend had molested and abused Plaintiff, Father Lenihan covered up the 

molestation and abuse by his frienlL continued to hold that priest out as a Catholic priest who 

could be trusted with minor parishioners and minor students, continued to allow that priest to work 

with minor parishioners and minor smdents on a daily basis, and failed to report the molestation 

and ,abuse. The knowledge by the Plaintiff that Father Lenihan failed to act on the information 

that that his priest friend had molested and abused her, continued to hold his friend out as a 

Catholic priest who could be trusted, and continued to allow that priest to wor~ around other 

minors, caused Plaintiff great mental, emotional, spiritual; and physical pain and anguish. 
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• 
Father Lenihan's Molestations Of Another Minor, 

And The Dioceses' Actnal Knowledge Of Those Molestations 

26. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Father Lenihan 

molested another minor from on or around 1977 through on or around 1981, and that the Dioceses 

had actuallmowledge of these molestations both before the molestations and abuses of Plaintiff, 

and during the time that Plaintiffwas being molest.!d and abused by Father Lenihan. Specifically, 

Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that: 

A. From 1977 through 1981, Father Lenihan molested, and sexually abused 

Mary Grant, a minor parishioner who attended St. Norbert; that the molestations and sexual abuse 

by Father Lenihan of Mary Grant continued from the time shortly before Mary Grant turned 14 

years old, until the time that she was 18 years old; and that the molestations and sexual abuses 

included groping and fondling of PI aim iff's breasts, groping and fondling of Plaintiffs genitals, 

kissing, masturbation, explicit sexual conversations. and other lewd and lascivious acts. 

B. On September 1, 1978, Mary Grant's stepfather, Fred C. Clow, wrote 

a letter to Cardinal Timothy Manning of the Los Angeles Dioceses. In his letter, Mr.Clow notified 

Cardinal Manning that Father Lenihan had telephoned his stepdaughter and was writing his 

stepdaughter romantic letters which contained sexual innuendo. A true and correct copy of the 

letter is attached hereto as Exhibit A, and is incorporated by reference. 

C. On September 8, 1978, Reverend Monsignor Clement J. ConnOlly, 

Secretary to Cardinal Manning, wrote :Mr. Claw in response to his letter dated Septetmber 1, 1978. 

In his letter, Monsignor Connolly expressed his "deep appreciation" for the kindly manner in 

which :Mr. Claw expressed his distress and the "confidence which Mr. Clow indicated in leaving 

this matter to the Archdiocese of Los Angeles' decision." Monsignor Connolly further went on to 

say that he was referring the matter to the Orange Diocese. A true and correct copy of the letter is 

attached hereto as Exhibit B, and incorporated by this reference. 

D. On September 8, 1978, Reverend Monsignor Clement 1. Connolly wrote 

a letter to Chancellor Michael Driscoll oftbe Orange Dioceses, as follows: "Dear Mike: The 

attached correspondence is self-explanatory. Hope you are well. Personal regards. Clement." 
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Monsignor Connolly attached the letter written by Mary Grant's stepfather. A true and correct 

copy of the letter is anached hereto as Exhibit C, and is incorporated by tbis reference. 

E. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on tl:+at basis alleges, thar even 

though actual notice was given to the Dioceses in September of 1978 that Father Lenihan was 

molesting Mary Grant. a minor, Father Lenihan continued to molest and sexually abuse Mary 

Grant. Plaintiffis further infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that in 1979, Mary 

Grant's sister found Father Lenihan molesting Mary Grant, and that shortly thereafter, Mary 

Grant's sistc;:r telephoned the LosAngeles Diocese to inform the Diocese of the molestation, 

Plaintiff is informed and believes. and on that basis alleges, that even though actual notice was 

given to the Dioceses again in 1979 that Father Lenihan was molesting Mary Grant, a minor, 

F ather Lenihan continued to molest and sexually abuse Mary Grant until 1981. 

The Dioceses' CODtinuine Coverup Of the Molestations of Another Victim, 
And PlaiDtifi's Continuine Knowledee of the Coverup and Darnaees 

27. Even though infonnation had been disclosed to the Dioceses that Father Lenihan 

had had inappropriate sexual contact with Mary Grant, and that Father Lenihan.had molested and 

abused Mary Grant, the Dioceses covered up the molestations and abuses by Father Lenihan, 

continued to allow Father Lenihan to act as a Catholic priest within the Dioceses, continued to 

hold Father Lenihan out as a Catholic priest who could be trusted with minor parishioners and 

minor srudents, continued to allow Father 'Lenihan to work with minor parishioners and minor 

students on a daily basis, and continued to move Father Lenihan around to different Catholic 

churches within the Dioceses. 

28. Father Lenihan had disclosed to Plaintiff that the Dioceses were aware of his 

abuses of Mary Grant. The knowledge by the Plaintiff that the Dioceses failed to act on the 

information that Father Lenihan had molested and abused Mary Grant, continued to hold Father 

Lenihan out as a Catholic priest who could be trusted, failed to remove Father Lenihan from his 

positions within the Dioceses, and continued to allow Father Lenihan to work around other 

minors, caused Plaintiff great mental, emotional, spiritual, and physical pain and anguish. 
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29. Plaintiffis informed ano believes, and on that basis alleges, that it was not until 

SqJtember of2001 that the Dioceses removed Father Lenihan from his position as th(.~ pastor of St. 

Edward in Dana Point. Plaintiffis further informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the 

Dio.ceses removed Father Lenihan from that position in September 0[2001 because Father 

Lenihan disclosed to the press that he had had sexual affairs with foUr adult women. Plaintiff is 

unaware at this time as to whether the Dioceses have moved Father Lenihan to another location 

within the Dioceses or within another Catholic Diocese. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Childhood Sel.'1lal Abuse) 

(Against Defendant Father Lenihan and. Defendants Does 1 through 100, Inclusive) 

30. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and re-alleges all of the aUegations 

contained in paragraphs 1 through 29, as though flllly set fo,rth herein. 

31. During the time in which Plaintiff was a minor, Father Lenihan molested, and 

sexually, physically, and mentally abuse Plaintiff. The molestations and abuse by Father Lenihan 

ofPlaintiffipcluded, but was not limited to, sexual intercourse, groping and fondling of Plaintiffs 

breasts, groping and fondling of Plaintiff's genitals, oral copulation, forced oral copulation on 

Father Lenihan, penetration of Plaintiffs genitals and anus with Father Lenihan's fingers, 

masturbation, explicit sexual conversations, and other lewd and lascivious acts. 

32. Father Lenihan's above-described acts constitute conduct in violation of the 

i 
I 
i 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
California Penal Code. I 

. I 
As a proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, Plaintiff was I 33. 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all of which injuries have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical, and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future damages in an amount to be deterrn.ined at the 

time of trial. 
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34. Ali a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein - , 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from depression and frequent periodic episodes of 

anxiety) panic, fear, and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and 

on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some pennanent disability to her. By reason 

thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the time of 

trial. 

35. As a further proximare result of the acts of Father Lenihan desL'ribed herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, and 'Other physical 

ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in 

some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages 

in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

36. As a fwther proximate result ofllie acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and to incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged., in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

37. .As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff has been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue: to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

38. The above-described conduct of Father Lenihan was willful and outrageous, was 

committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, and was 

otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

F ather Lenihan has ~een guilty of fraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 
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• 
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Assault) 
(Against Defendant Father Lenihan and Defendants Does 1 through 100, Inclusive) 

39 . Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and re-alleges all of the allegations 

contained in paragraphs 1 through 38, as though fuUy set forth herein. 

40. At numerous times as described above, in the County of Orange, State of 

Cali-fornia, Father Lenihan, in asserting his position of authority and spiritual leader over Plaintiff. 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

and in his position of trust and confidence, approached Plaintiff in a physically threatening manner, I 

I 

and placed her in fear of physical and sexual battery. 

41. In doing the acts alleged above, Father Lenihan intended to cause and place, and i 
i 
i did cause and place, Plaintiifin apprehension of offensive contact with Plalntiffs person. 

42. 
i 

As a result of Father Lenihan's acts alleged above, Plaintiff, in fact, was placed in I 

great apprehension of offensive contact with Plaintiffs person. 

43. Plaintiff did not legally consent to Father Lenihan's acts alleged above. 

44. As a proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described. herein, Plaintiff was 

hUrt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all of which injuries have caused., and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical, and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time of trial. 

45. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from depression and frequent periodic episodes of 

anxiety, panic, fear, and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and 

on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent disability to her. By reason 

thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the time of 

trial. 
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46. As a further proximate result ofthe acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, and other physical 

ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in 

some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages 

in an amount to be determined at the time of trial . 

47. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff has been damaged in that she has been required., and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and to incur obligations far health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged., in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

48. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff has been affected in her ability taadvance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

49. 'The above-described conduct of Farher Lenihan was willful and outrageous, was 

-committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation, and psycho10gical, spiritual, and physical inju.ry and illness, and was 

athermse intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. AdditionaUy, in doing the acts as described herein, 

Father Lenihan has been guilty of fraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiffis therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Battery) 

(Against Defendant Father Lenihan and Defendants Does 1 through 100, Inclu!\ive) 

50. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and re-alleges all of the allegations 

contained in paragraphs 1 through 49, as though fully set forth herein. 

51. On the occasions alleged above, Father Lenihan, in asserting his position of 

authority and trust over Plaintiff, and by means of approaching Plaintiff in a physically threatening 

manner, and by the use of physical force, seized and took hold of Plaintiff, and caused Plaintiff to 

submit to Father Lenihan's moles~tions and sexuaUy, mental, and physical abuses. 
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52. 'In doing the acts alleged above, Father Lenihan acted with intent to, and did, . 

make contact with Plaintiff's person in an offensive and outrageous manner. 

53. Plaintiff did not legally consent to Father Lenihan's acts alleged above. 

54. As a proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, Plaintiff was 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all of which injuries have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical, and nervous pain and suffering, Plamtiffis informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be detennined at the 

time of trial. 

55. M a furtlier proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from depression and frequent periodic episodes of 

anxiety, panic, fear, and other fonns of emotional distress. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and 

on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some pennanent disability to her. By reason 

thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the time of 

trial. 

56. M a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, and other physical 

ailments. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in 

some pennanent disability to her. By reason mereofPlamtiffhas suffered past and furure damages 

in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

57. As a further proximate result afthe acts of Father Lenilian described herein, 

Plaintiff has been damaged in that she has been required, and win be required in the furore, to 

expend money and to incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries ~leged., in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

58. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herem, 

Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 
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1 59. The above-described conduct of Famer Lenihan was willful and outrageous was - , 

2 committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

3 mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, and was 

4 otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

5 Father Lenihan has been guilty of fraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

6 award of exemplary or punitive damages. 
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FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress) 

(Against All Defendants) 

60. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and re-alleges all of the allegations 

contained in paragraphs 1 through 59, as though fully set forth herein. 

61. Father Lenihan occupied a position of authority, respect, and trust over Plaintiff in 

that Father Lenihan was an adult, an ordained priest, and the priest of Plaintiff's church. The 

Dioceses likewise occupied a, position of authority, respect, and trust over Plaintiff in that they 

controlled and exercised jurisdiction over the churches and schools which Plaintiff attended. 

62. Plaintiff felt great trust, faith and confidence in the Defendants. 

63. Father Lenihan's above-described conduct was intentional and malicious and 

done for the purpose of causing Plaintiff to suffer humiliation, mental anguish, and emotional and 

physical distress. Father Lenihan's conduct in molesting and abusing Plaintiff, and in "offering" 

Plaintiff up to another Catholic priest to be molested and abused, continued during the time that 

Plaintiffwas a minor; and Father Lenihan's conduct in continuing to cover up, and failing to act 

upon, the molestations and abuses of Plaintiff by the other Catholic priest continues through today. 

64: Funhermore, the Dioceses' above-described conduct was intentional and 

malicious and done for the purpose of causing Plaintiff to suffer humiliation, mental anguish, and 

emotional and physical distress. The Dioceses' conduct in covering up the molestations and abuses 

by Father Lenihan, continuing to allow Father Lenihan to act as a Catholic priest within the 

Dioceses, continuing to hold Father Lenihan out as a Catholic priest who could be mIsted with 

minor parishioners and minor students, continuing to allow Father Lenihan to work with mirior 
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parishioners and minor students on a daily basis, and continuing to move Father Lenihan around to 

different Catholic churches within the Dioceses, continued through at least September 0[2001. 
i 

3 65. 
• I 

As a proXlmate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, Plaintiff was : 

4 
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hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all ofwblch injuries have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical, and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time of trial. 

66. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from depression and frequent periodic episodes of 

anxiety, panic, fear, and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is informed and believes. and 

on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent disability to her. By reason 

thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the time of 

trial. 

67. .As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, and other physical 

18 ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes. and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will resuh: in 

19 some permanentdisability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages 

20 in an amount to be detennined at the time of tria!. 

21 68. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

22 Plaintiffhas been damaged in that she has bee~ required, and will be required in the future, to 

23 expend money and to incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

24 of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

25 69. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

26 Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby bas lost wages, 

27 and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be.determined at the rime of tria!. 

28 
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• 
70. The above-described conduct of me Defendants was willful and outracreous was o , 

commined in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff scver~ emotion.f1l distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation., and psychological, spiritual, and pbysical injury and illness, and was 

otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

F ather Lenihan has been guilty of frau~ oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Fraud; Concealment of Facts) 

(Against All Defendants) 

71. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and re-alleges all of the allegations 

conlained in paragraphs 1 through 70, as though fully set forth herein. 

72. Beginning in or around 1978, and continuing until today, Defendants had actual 

and constructive mowledge that Father Lenihan had molested, and sexually, mentally, and 

physically abused Mary Grant and Plaintiff. Furthermore, Father Lenihan had actual and 

CODStructive knowledge that another Catholic priest had molested, and sexually, mentally, and 

physically abused Plaintiff 

73. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and on that basis alleges. that Defendants 

affinnatively represented to Plaintiff, Plaintiffs parents, other students and parishioners at churches 

and schools owned, maintained, and controlled by the Dioceses in which Father Lenihan worked, 

that F ather Lenihan was safe, and morally and spiritually beneficial to all minors, students, minor 

students, minor parishioners, and others under Father Lenihan's control, direction, and guidance. 

Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that when Defendants made these 

affirmative misrepresentations, Defendants suppressed the material facts that Father Lenihan bad on 

numerous occasions sexually, physically, and/or mentally abused Plaintiff and Mary Grant, and/or 

mew of or learned of conduct by Father Lenihan's which placed Defendants on notice that Father 

Lenihan was likely abusing other students and/or parishioners. 
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1 74. Plaintiffwas a minor parishioner 'at St. Norbert, and was under Father Lenihan's 

2 supervision and care during these times, creating a special fiduciary relationship or special care 

3 relationship with Defendants, and each of them. As. the responsible party andJor employer 

4 controlling Father Lenihan, and as the operators of a church where minors attended, Defendants 

5 were also in a special relationship with Plaintiff. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

75. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that before, during 

and after the time that Plaintiff was molested and abused by Father Lenihan, De:fendants had a d.uty 

to disclose to Plaintiff, and minors, students, minor students, parishioners, minor parishioners, I 

others under Father Lenihan's control., direction, and guidance, parents, and the authorities that ! 

Father Lenihan bad been and was continuing IO engage in sexually related conduct with minors, but I 
I 
i intentionally suppressed and concealed this information. The duty to disclose arose by the special., I 

trusting, confidential, and/or fiduciary relationship between Defendants and Plaintiff as alleged 

herein, pursuant to Tarasoffv. Regents OfUniv. of Cal., 17 Cal. 3d 425, 131 Cal. Rptr. 14,23 

(1'976) and LiMandri v. Judkins, 52 Cal. App. 4th 326,60 Cal. Rptr. 539,543 (1997); by reason of 

the Defendants' duty to report, as child care custodians, known or suspected incidences of sexual 

molestation or abuse ofmmors to a child protective agency, pursuant to California Penal Code 

section 11166, enacted in 1980; by reason of the facfthat Defendants made affIrmative 
i 
I 
I 

representations regarding Father Lenihan, but suppressed the material facts about the molestations, I 

pursuant to Randi W. v. Muroc Joint Unified School, 14 Cal. App. 4th 1066,929 F.2d 582,592 I 
I 

(1997); by reason of the Defendants' duty to report Father Lenihan's sexual crimes to the California i 
! 

Department of Education, pursuant to California Code of Regulations, title 5, art.7, § 701; by reason 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

of the fact that the Defendants had exclusive knowledge of the material facts alleged herein 

regarding Father Lenihan which were not known to Plaintiff and/or not assessable to Plaintiff, 

pursuant to LiMandri v. Judkins, 52 Cal. App. 4th 326,60 Cal. Rptr. 539,543 (1997); and by reason I 
of the fact that a special relationship, as employer/employee, existed between the Defendant ; 

I 

26 Dioceses and Father Lenihan wbich imposed a duty upon the Defendants Dioceses to control Father. 

27 . Lenihan's conduct, pursuant to Tarasoffv. Regents OfUniv. of Cal., 17 Cal. 3d 425, 131 Cal. Rptr. 

28 14,23 (1976). 
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76. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis aUeges, that said intentional 

and deliberate suppression and concealment of facts included, but was not limited 1:0: transferring 

Father Lenihan from position to position whenever too many complaints or reports surfaced 

regarding his molestations in anyone location; making no investigations; issuing no warnings; 

pennitting Father Lenihan routinely and often to be alone with minors; not having adopted a policy 

to prevent pennitting Father Lenihan routinely and often to be alone with minors; making no reports 

of any allegations of Father Lenihan's abuse and molestations; and assigning and continuing to 

assign Father Lenihan to duties which placed him in positioru; of authority and trust over minors in 

which Father Lenihan could easily be alone with such persons. 

77. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendants, and 

each of them, made no attempt to take any negative action against Father Lenihan. \ 

78. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on That basis alleges, tbat said suppressions 

and concealm~t of facts were likely to mislead Plaintiff, h.;r parents, parishioners, students, and 

others to believe that Defendants had no knowledge of any cbarges, pr that there were no other 

charges of sexual misconduct against Father Lenihan, that Defendants were directly superyising and 

preventing Fatha- Lenihan from contact with minors, students, or minor students, and thatthen= was 

no need for them to take further action. I 
Plaintiffis infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendants, and I 

each of them, knew at the time they suppressed and concealed the true facts regarding Father I 

79. 

Lenihan's sexual molestations, that said suppressions and concealment of fact were misleading. 

80. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendants, and 

each of them, suppressed and concealed the true facts witb. the intent to prevent Plaintiff, her 

parents, parishioners, and others, from learning that Father Lenihan had been and was continuing to 

molest minors, students, minor students, parishioners, minor parishioners, and others under Father 

Lenihan's control, direction, and guidance, with complete impunity; to induce people, including 

Plaintiff, her parents, other parishioners, benefactors, and donors to the Dioceses to participate and 

financially support, and to continue to participate in and financially support parishes, schools, 

camps and other Church money-making enterprises; to prevent further reports and outside 
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• 
investigations into Father Lenihan's and Defendants' conduct; to prevent discovery of Defendants' 

own fraudulent conduct; to avoid damage to the reputations of Defendants; to protect their power 

and status in the Church hierarchy; to avoid damage to the reputation of the Church; and to avoid 

the civil and criminal liability of Defendants and of Father Lenihan. 

81. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that at all times 

mentioned herein, Defendants, with knowledge of the tortuous nature of their 0\\11 and each others' 

conduct, knowingly and intentionally gave each other substantial assistance to perpetrate the fraud i 

and deceit alleged herein. 

82. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Plaintiff, her 

parents, students, benefactors, donors, parishioners, and others, were misled by Defendants' 

intentional suppressions and concealment of facts, and in reliance thereon, were induced to act or 

induced not to act exactly as intended by Defendants, and each of them, and specifically Plaintiff 

and her parents were induced to believe that there were no allegations of sexual abuse against Father 

Lenihan. Had Plaintiff, her parents, students, other parents, parishioners, and others, known the true 

facts and not been ignorant of the suppressions and concealment of facts and misrepresentations, 

they would have determined not to participate further or to further financially supporttbe Dioceses' 

activities alleged herein; would not have allowed their children to go to a church under the control 

of the Defendants and Father Lenihan; would have reported the matters to the proper authorities, to 

other parishioners, to parents of and to minor students so as to prevent future recurrences; would not 

have allowed children, including Plaintiff. to be alone with or have any relationship with Father 

Lenihan; would have undertaken their 0\\11 investigations which would have led to discovery of the 

true facts; and would have sought psychological cOWlseling for Plaintiff, and other ~olested minor 

students. 

83. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that as a direct and 

proximate result of the wrongful conduct of said Defendants, Plaintiffwas molested and sexually, 

physically, and mentally abused. by Father Lenihan, as alleged herein. 
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• 
84. FUrthermore, the Defendants' fraud, which continues through today, caused 

Plaintiff to experience recurrences of the severe mental distress, including fear, anger, shame, 

humiliation, helplessness, and guilt, that Plaintiff had experienced at the time Plaintiff was 

molested; and flUther caused Plaintiff to experience exueme and severe mental distress, manifesteD 

by the above feelings, that Plaintiff had been the victim of Defendants' fraud, that Plaintiff had not 

been able to help other minors being molested because "Gfthe fraud, and that Plaintiff had not been 

able because of the fraud to receive timely psychological counseling Plaintiff needed to deal \vith 

problems Plaintiff had suffered and continues to suffer as a result of the molestations. 

85. As a proximate result of the acts of the Dioceses described herein, Plaintiff was 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all of which injuries have caused, and continue to cause:, Plaintiff great mental. emotional, 

spiritual, physical, and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintifi'is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

ofllie injuries, Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be detennined at the 

time of trial. 

86. A::. a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from depression and frequent periodic episodes of 

anxiety, panic, fear, and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and 

on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent disability to her. By reason 

thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the time of 

triaL 

87. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein., 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, and other physical 

ailments. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in 

some permanent disability to her, By reason there 0 f Plaintiff has suffen:d past and fu'rure damages 

in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 
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88. M a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

Pl~tiffhas been damaged in that she has been required., and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and to incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief ; 
I 

of the injuries alleged. in an amount to be determined at the time oflrial. 

89. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employm.ent and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amo:mt to be determined at the time of trial. 

90. The above-described conduct of the Defendants was wi11fu1 and outrageous, was 

committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, and was 

otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

Father Lenihan has been guilty offraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiffis therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

91. 

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Violation of Statute - Accessory After the Fact) 

(Against All Defendants 

Plaintiffbereby incorporates by reference and re-alleges all of the allegations 

i· 

I 
! 
i 
I 

contained in paragraphs 1 through 90, as though fully set forth herein. I! 

92. At all times mentioned herein, the conduct of Father Lenihan constitutes a felony ! 

under this state's criminal statutes. Furthermore, the conduct of the other Catholic priest who 

molested Plaintiff constitutes a felony under this state's criminal statutes. 

93. Defendants, and each of them, had and continue to have, actual andior 

constructive knowledge that Father Lenihan engaged in felonious conduct toward minors, srudents, 

minor students, parishioners, minor parishioners, and others under Father Lenihan's control, 

direction, and guidance. Furthermore, Father Lenihan has and continues to have, actual andior 

Constructive knowledge that another Catholic priest engaged in felonious conduct toward Plaintiff 

who was a ellnor. 
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1 94. With knowledge of Father Lenihan's felonious acts, as alleged herein, 

2 Defendants, and each of them, unlawfully iropededjustice by harboring, concealing and aiding 

3 Father Lenihan by transfening him from position to position; suppressing and concealing the true 

4 facts; permitting Father Lenihan routinely and often to have minors, students, minor students, 

5 parishioners, minor parishioners, and others under Father Lenihan's control, direction, and 

6 guidance; keeping his criminal activities confidential; and harboring him within the protective cloak 

7 of the church. Father Lenihan thereafter continued to engage in his felonious acts with the 

8 lmowledge and aid of Defendants, -and each of them. Furthermore, with knowledge of the other 

9 Catholic priest's felonious acts, as alleged herein, Father Lenihan unlawfully impeded justice by 

10 harboring, concealing and aiding the other Catholic priest by suppressing and concealing the trUe 

facts; permitting the other Catholic priest routinely and often to have minors under the other 

Catholic priest's control, direction, and guidance; keeping the other Catholic priest's criminal 

activities confidential; and harboring the other Catholic priest within the protective cloakofthe 

church. 

95. At all times mentioned herein there was in effect California Penal Code, Section 

32 which prohibits knowingly providing aid to anyone who has commined a felony with the intent 

17. of allowing them to escape arrest, trial, conviction or punishment. 

18 96. Plaintiff was within the class of persons to be protected by Penal Code, Section 

19 32. 

20 97. Nevertheless, Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that 

21· Defendants, and each of them, engaged in the actions alleged herein by knowingly harboring, 

22 concealing and aiding Father Lenihan in such felonies with the intent that Father Lenihan would 

23 avoid or escape arrest, trial, conviction or punishment. Furthermore, Father Lenihan engaged in the 

24 actions alleged herein by knowingly harboring, concealing and aiding the other Catholic priest in 

25 such felonies with the intent that the other Catholic priest would avoid or escape arrest, trial, 

26 conviction or punishment. 

27 

28 
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98. 'Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendants and 

each of them, with knowledge of the tortuous nature of their own and each others' conduct, 

knowingly and intentionally gave each other substantial assistance to violate the s1.atute, 115 alleged 

herein. 

99. As a proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, Plaintiff was 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, aU ofwbich injuries have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical, and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that: the injuries will resUlt in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiff bas suffered past and future damages in an amotult to be detennined at the 

time of trial. 

100. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from depression and frequent periodic episodes of 

anxiety, panic, fear, and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and 

on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent disability to her. By reason 

thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be detennined at the time of 

trial. 

101.' Ai> a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, and other physical 

ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in 

some pennanent disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages 

in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 
I 

102. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, , 

Plaintiff has been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and to incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 
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103. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

104. The above-described conduct of the Defendants was willful and outrageous, was 

committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical inj~ry and illness, and was 

otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

Father Lenilian has been guilty offraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Negligent Supervision/Retention/Hiring) 

(Against Defendants Dioceses and Defendants Does 1 through 100, Inclusive) 

105. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and re-alleges all of the allegations 

contained in paragraphs 1 through 104, as though fully set forth herein. 

106. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis a11eg~s, that as a result of the ! 

affiliation Plaintiffhad with the church, with Father Lenihan. and with other church officials, a , . 
! 

special fiduciary relationship, ofh1.l1D.3Il and spiritual trust, with concomitant in loco parentis duties I 
(ie, providing a safe haven for Plaintiff, by providing for her physical and emotional care and safety) I 

. I 
existed between Plaintiff and the Dioceses. i 

107. As alleged ~ove, Plaintiffwas sexually molested by Father Lenihan, with the 

molestations constituting a breach of duty owed to Plaintiff by the Dioceses to supervise Father 

Lenihan, and to provide a safe haven for Plaintiff. 

108. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that at no time during 

the periods oftime alleged did the Defendants Dioceses have in place a system or procedure to 

supervise andlor monitor priests to insure that those priests did not molest or abuse minors in the 

Dioceses' care. 
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1 109. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that those individuals 

2 employed or governed by the Defendants Dioceses were aware, and understood how vulnerable 

3 children were to sexual abuse by priests. 

.4 110. At the times that the Plaintiff was molested, Defendants Dioceses were placed on 

5 actual and constructive notice that Father Lenihan had molested another minor student, Mary Grant. 

6 Furthermore, during the time that Father Lenihan was molesting the Plaintiff, the Dioceses were put 

7 on notice that Father Lenihan was molesting the Plaintiff and Mary Grant. Even so, the Dioceses 

8 continued to retain Father Lenihan, and continued to fail to supervise F~l.ther Lenihan, through 

9 today's date. 

10 

17 

111. As a proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, ~laintiff was 

hurt and injureq in her health. strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all ofwbich injuries have caus.ed, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, pbysical, and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to ber. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time oftriaI. 

112. As a further proximate result of the acts oftbe DefendanTS described herein, 

18 Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from depression and frequent periodic episodes of 

19 anxiety, panic, fear, and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and 

20 on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent disability to her. By reason 

21 thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the time of 

22 trial. 

23 113. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

24 Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headacbes, nausea, and other physical 

25 aihnents. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in 

26 some permanent disability to her. By reason tbereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages 

27 ~ an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

28 
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114. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

Plrumiffhas been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and to incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

115. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be deternllned at the time of trial. 

116. The above-described conduct of the Defendants was willful and outrageous, was 

committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguisb, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, arid was 

otherwise imended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein., 

Father Lenihan bas been guilty of fraud, oppression., or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Negligent Infliction of Emotional Distress) 

(Against Defendants Dioceses and Defendants Does 1 through 100, Inclusive) 

117. Plaintiffhereby incorporates by reference and re-alleges all of the allegations 

contained in paragraphs 1 through 116, as though fully set forth herein. 

118. Defendants Dioceses knew or should have mown that Father Lenihan had been 

and was continuing to engage in sexually related conduct with Plaintiff and Mary Grant. 

Defendants Djoceses had a duty to disclose to Plaintiff, and minors, students, minor students, 

parishioners, minor parishioners, others under Father Lenihan's control, direction, and guidance, 

parents, and the authorities that Father Lenihan had been and was continuing to engage in sexually 

related conduct with minors. The duty to disclose arose by the special, trusting, confidential, and/or 

fiduciary relationship between Defendants and Plaintiff as alleged herein, pursuant to Tarasoff v. 

Regents OfUniv. of Cal., 17 Cal. 3d 425, 131 Cal. Rptr. 14,23 (1976) and LiMandri v. Judkins, 52 

Cal. App. 4th 326, 60 Cal. Rptr. 539, 543 (1997); by reason of the Defendants' duty to report, as 

child care custodians, knoWn or suspected incidences of sexual molestation or abuse of minors to a 
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child protective agency, pursuant to California Penal Code section 11166, enacted in 1980; by 

reason of the fact that Defendants made affirmative representations regarding Father Lenihan as 

alleged above, but suppressed the material facts about the molestations, pursuant to Randi W. v. 

MUTOC Jojnt Unified School, 14 Cal. App. 4th 1066,929 P.2d 582, 592 (1997); by reason of the 

Defendants' duty to report Father Lenihan's sexual crimes to the California Department of 

Education, purslllUlt to Califomia Code of Regulations, title 5, art.7, § 701; by reason of the fact that 

the Defendants had exclusive knowledge of the material facts alleged herein regarding Father 

Lenihan which were not known to Plaintiff and/or not assessable to Plaintiff, pursuant to LiMandri i 

I v. Judkins, 52 Cal. App. 4th 326) 60 Cal. Rptr. 539,543 (1997); and by reason of the fact that a 

special relationship, as employer/employee, existed between the Defendant Dioceses and Father 

Lenihan which imposed a duty upon the Defendants Dioceses to control Father Lenihan's conduct., 

pursuantto Tarasoffv_ Regents OfUniv. of Cal.) 17 Cal. 3d 425, 131 Cal. Rptr. 14,23 (1976). 

119. Plaintiff felt great trust, faith and confidence in Defendants Dioceses, as her 

spiriru.alleaders and educators. 

120. Defendants Dioceses negligently failed to disclose, suppressed, and concealed 

this information regarding Father Lenihan, before Plaintiffwas molested by Father Lenihan, during 

the time that Plaintiff was molested by Father Lenihan, and after the time that Plaintiff was molested 

by Father Lenihan. 

121. Defendants Dioceses' hereinabove-described conduct caused Plaintiff to suffer 

humiliation, mental anguish, and emotional and physical distress. 

122. M a proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, Plaintiff was 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all ofwhlch injuries have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical, and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time of trial. 
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1 123. 'As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

2 Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from depression and frequent periodic episodes of 

3 anxiety, panic, fear, and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiffis infonned and believes, and 

4 on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent disability to her. By reason 

5 thereof Plaintiff bas suffered past and future damages in an amount to be deten::nined at the time of 

6 trial, 

7 ·124. As a further proximate result of the acts oftbe Defendants described herein, 

8 Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, and other physical 

9 ailments. Plaintiffis infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in 

10 some permanent disability to her. By reason thereofPlaintifIhas suffered past and future damages 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

in an amolUlt to be determined at the time of trial. 

125. As a further proximate resu.!,t of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been damaged. in that she has been required, and will be required in the fUture, to 

expend money and to incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time oftriaI. 

126, As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

17 Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby bas lost wages, 

18 and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be detennined at the time of lrial. 

19 127. The above-described conduct of the Defendants was willful and outrageous, was 

20 committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress; 

21 mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, and was 

22 otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

23 Father Lenihan has been guilty of fraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

24 award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Violation of Statute - Penal Code Section 11166) 
(Against All Defendants) 

128. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and re-alleges all of the allegations 

contained in para.graphs 1 through 127, as though fully set forth herein. 

129. Under the Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act, the Defendants, by and 

through their employees and agents, were "child care custodians" and were "clergy members" under 

a statutory duty to report known or suspected incidences. of sexual molestation or abuse of minors to 

a child protective agency, pursuant to California Penal Code section 11164. 

130. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the Defendants 

knew, or should have known in the exercise of reasonable diligence, that Defendant Lenihan had 

sexually molested, abused, or caused touching, battery, hann and other injuries to Plaintiff, a minor, 

and to other minors, giving rise to a duty to report such conduct under section 11166 of the 

California Penal Code. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Father 

Lenihan knew, or should have mown in the exercise of reasonable diligence, that his priest friend 

had sexually molested, abused, or caused touching, battery, harm and other injuries to Plaintiff, a 

minor, giving rise to a duty to report such conduct under section 11166 of the California Penal 

Code. 

131. Plaintiff is further infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the 

Defendants knew, or should have known in the exercise of reasonable diligence, that an undue risk 

to minors, such as Plaintiff. existed because the priests, even though they had been advised or 

otherwise knew or should have known of the wrongful acts of the priests, did not comply with these 

mandatory reporting requirements. 

132. By failing to report the continuing molestations known by the Defendants, and 

each of them, and by ignoring the fulfilhnent of the mandated compliance with the reporting 

requirements provided under California Penal Code section 11166, the Defendants created the risk 

and danger contemplated by the Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act, and as a result, 

unreasonably and wrongfully exposed Plaintiff and other minors to the molestation as alleged 

herein, thereby breaching Defendants' duty of care to Plaintiff. 
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• 
133. Plaintiff was· one of the class of persons for whose protection California Penal 

Code section 11166 was specifically adopted. to protect. 

134. Had the Defendants adequately performed their duties under section 11166 of the 

Califom.ia Penal Code, and reported the molestation of Plaintiff and other minors, the report would 

have resulted in the involvement of trained child sexual abuse case workers for the purposes of 

preventing harm and further hann to Plaintiff and other minors, and preventing and/or treating the 

injuries and damages suffered by Plaintiff as alleged herein. 

135. As a proximate result of the Defendants' failure to follow the mandatory reponing 

requirements of California Penal Code section 11166, and to report the acts of the priests, the 

Defendants wrongfully denied and restricted Plaintiff and other minors from the protection of child 

protection agencies which would have changed the then existing arrangements and conditions, 

which provided the access and opportunities for the molestation of Plaintiff. 

136. The physical. mental, and emotional damages and injuries resulting from the 

sexual molestation of Plaintiff by the priests alleged herein, were the types of occurrences and 

injuries the Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act was designed to prevent. 

137. The Defendants continue to violate these statutory sections because of their 

continued failure to report the abuse known to them. 

138. Ail a proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, Plaintiffwas 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all of which injuries have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical, and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is infolTIled and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time of trial. 

139. Ali a further proXimate result of the acts oIthe Defendants described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from depression and frequent periodic episodes of 

anxiety, panic, fear, md other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and 

on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent disability to her. By reason 
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1 mereofPlaintiffhas suffered past and furure damages in an amount to be detennined at the time of 

2 trial. 

3 140. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described her-ein, 

4 Plaintiff developed and continues 1:0 suffer from severe headaches, nausea, and other physical 

5 ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in 

6 some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages 

7 in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

8 141. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, 

9 Plaintiffhas been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

10 expend money and to incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

142. As a further proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described berein, 

Plaintiff has been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and wi1l continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

143. The above-described conduct of the Defendants was willful and outrageous, was 

committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, and was 

18 otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

19 Father Lenihan has been guilty of fraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

20 award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

21 

22 

23 follows: 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays judgment against Defendants, and each of them, as 

1. 

2. 

3. 

FOR ALL CAUSES OF ACTION 

F or past and future general damages in an amount to be determined at trial. 

F or pas! and future special damages in an amount to be determined at trial. 

F or past and furure lost earnings in an amount to be determined at trial. 
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1 4. For punitive or exemplary damages in an amount appropriate to punish or set an 

2 example of Defendants. 

3 

4' 

5 

6 

5. 

6. 

7. 

For costs of suit. 

For interest as allowed. by law. 

F or such other and further relief as the court may deem proper. 

7 DATE: December 12,2001 

8 

9 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

Ii 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 I 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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DIOCESE OF ORANGE 

December 21, 2001 

Reverend John Lenihan 
clo Southdown Institute 
1335 St John's Sideroad East 
Aurora, Ontario IAG 3G8 

Dear Father Lenihan, 

Gi yen recent allegations regarding Redacted 
you on Administrative Leave effective today. 

OFFICE OP11IE SEcRirAAY TO THE BISHOP/ 
DIIU!CTOR OP OJ!RGY 1'E1!SONNB. 
MAIlYWOOD CENTER 
P.O, Box 1419S 
2811 E. VILJ..A REAL DRIVE 
ORANCE, CAuPoRNIA 9:Z863-\595 
PHONE (714) 282-3000 
FAX (714) 28:Z·)0:Z9 
EMAD. fr .mmckieman@rcbo.org 

and a lawsuit pending, I place 

During this Administrative Leave, your monthly salary and all other benefits will 
continue to be paid by Saint Edward the Confessor Pari~h. 

This Administrative Leave will extend until further notice. 

Be assured of my prayers for you during this difficult time. If at any time you need me, 
please do not hesitate to call me. 

Fraternally yours in Christ, 

+r~tl1~ 
Most Reverend Tod D. Brown 
Bishop of Orange 

TDB:td 
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His Holiness, John Paul II 
Vatican City 
Europe 

Your Holiness: 

March 28, 2002 

.0eop1' 
Under the provisions of canon law, I humbly request a dispensation from the obligations 
connected with the priesthood, including priestly celibacy, and ask that I be returned to the lay 
state. 

My name is John Peter Lenihan. I was born in County Kerry, Ireland on M~h 5, 1946. I was 
baptized into the Roman Catholic Church on March 6, 1946 at Ballymacelligott Parish, County 
Kerry Ireland. 

I was committed to priesthood from a very early age and attended Salesian College, Pallaskenry, 
County Limerick, Ireland for high school at a boy's boarding school from 1958 at the age of 
twelve until 1963. I immediately entered All Hallows Seminary, Dublin, Ireland. I progressed 
through philosophy (no degree in those days) and theology and was ordained June IS, 1969 at the 
age of23. 

I immediately came to Los Angeles Archdiocese and was assigned as associate pastor at All 
Souls Church in Alhambra, California. I have been in parish work for all of my 33 years as a 
priest. I was removed as Pastor of St. Edward Parish, Dana Point, California on September 18, 
2001 and spend four months in residential treatment at Southdown, Toronto, Canada. 

I was totally celibate unti11978 when I became involved with a teenager and that was followed 
by a sexual relationship with another teen shortly afterward. Both have now come to light and 
resulted in lawsuits, one in 1991, the other in 2002. Subsequently I had a number of adult 
relationships. After counseling, spiritual direction and pressure from the diocese, media, and 
plaintiffs and in the hope of personal salvation and holiness I desire this dispensation. 

It is with deep regret that I present this petition to you. When ordained, I had fully intended a life 
of faithful service to Christ and the Church as a priest. However, I am now convinced it is vital 
for my spiritual welfare and for the good of the Church to submit this petition. I do so after 
careful deliberation. I have left the active priestly ministry, but maintain a deep love for Christ 
and a desire to actively practice my faith. I do not believe the granting of a dispensation would 
create ~ny new scandal. People are aware of my status and family and friends hive been most 
supportive and understanding of my decision. Therefore, I humbly and prayerfully entrust this 
petition to you, asking for a favorable decision. 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

~,t;. /. ~:?-
fohn Peter Lenihan 
P.O. Box 30012 #192 
Laguna Niguel, CA ·92677-6192 
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o I 0 C E SE OF 0 RAN G E 
OFFICE OF HUMAN RESOURCES 

MARYWOOD CENTER 
2811 E. VILLA REAL DRIVE 
P.O. BOX 141 9.5 
ORANGE. CA 92863-1595 
PHONE (714) 282-3024 
EMAIL: mscnlllOerle'il r :DP org 
FAX (714) 637-2988 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

Contact: Redacted Redacted 

Director of Human Resources 

DIOCESE O.F ORANGE AND ARCHDIOCESE OF LOS ANGelES 
SETTLE THE LENIHAN CASE FOR Sl.2 MILLION 

ThIs action seHles the only sexual abuse litigation currently pending against the 
Diocese of Orange. 

Orange, CA -APRIL 1, 2002 -- Today, the Roman Catholic Diocese of Orange 
announced the settlement of a sexual abuse action brought by Redacted 

Redacted 1 against Father 'John Lenihan, the Diocese of Orange and 
the Archdiocese of Los Angeles. This was the only pending sexual abuse 
litigation against the Diocese and a priest in Orange County. The Diocese of 
Orange and the Archdiocese of Los Angeles contributed to the settlement 
amount. A portion of the settlement funds will be contributed by insurance 
carriers, the balance from investment revenue. Contributions from the pastoral 
services appeal and other direct contributions were not used. 

Father John Lenihan, a former pastor, was removed from public ministrv last fall 
for other serious breaches of conduct, and shortly thereafter, Ms. I Redacted 

Redacted filed her action. Lenihan was asked by Tod Brown, Bishop of the Roman 
Catholic Diocese of Orange to seek lai~ization, the canonical process to return 
a priest to the lay state, after which he lacks the ability to exercise Sacred 
Orders. Lenihan has agreed to leave the priesthood. It is anticipated that the 
Vatican will grant Lenihan's petition for laicization. 

~ , 
.' According to Bishop Brown, "I am deeply sorry for the hurt caused by the 
actions of Father Lenihan, and extend my apology to Redacted I and all victims 
of sexual abuse by clergy. I ask that the good people of the Diocese of Orange 
remember all victims of abuse in their prayers of renewed hope during this Easter 
Season. The very painful reality of the injury caused by attacks on the innocent 
and vulnerable by a few priests have profoundly affected all. The Church 
should be a safe place. We are taking every feasible step to makes sure that 
clergy, religious and lay people who act in the name of the Catholic Church in 
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OFFICE OF CANONICAL SERVICES 
DIOCESE OF ORANGE 
2811 East Villa Real Drive 
Orange, Califomia 92867 

His Eminence, 
Jorge Arturo Card. Medina Estevez 

MAIUNG ADDRESS: 
Post Office Box 14195 

Orange. California 92863-1595 
(714) 282·)080 • Fax (714j?82.3087 

Congregation for Divine Worship and Discipline of the Sacraments 
Palazzo delle Congregazioni 
Piazza Pio XII, 10 
00120 Vatican City State 

Y Ollr Eminence: 

I would like to take the opportunity to thank you sincerely for your careful and speedy 
help in processing the recent Petition for Dispensation from the Obligations of Ordination 
of Jo1m Peter Lenihan. 

I also would like to officially notify your Congregation that the Rescript was 
communicated to and accepted by John Lenihan, as indicated by his signatu.r"e on the 
Rescript, included with this l~tter. The Rescript was, also communicated to the Ordinary 
of Domicile, Cardinal Mahony of Los Angeles in California. 

This Petition involved a most difficult situation, and your gracious help and consideration 
in bringing it to a quick resolution is much appreciated. 

I offer my prayerful thanks and best wishes to Your Eminence and all who work under 
your supervision in the Congregation. 

Since:z:ely yours in Christ, 

~.~ l r& + \ ~, 1> ' •. rsw--c--
Most Rev. Tod D. Brown 

, 

'Y~ f:'~ , I 0 .)....... '-., - I . 

Date I J 

Bishop of Orange in California 
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3339 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, N.W. 
'._~U WASHINGTON, C.C. 20008-3687 

APOSTOLIC NUNClATURE 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

.~~p~ No ... 14 . .6~9 .......... . 
This No. Should Be Prefixed to the An$wer .,_- ___ ::;:, U 

.' May 6,2002 
...... -.~-.--. -

Dear Father Cook: 

Thank you for your kind letter of May 3, 2002, and enclosures. 

Rest assured that the documentation for a Petition for Laicization for John Peter 
Lenihan will be duly forwarded to the Congregation for Divine Wo~ship ~~- ... __ .. 
-Discipline of the Sacraments as quickly as possible. 

With cordial regards and best wishes, I am . 

Rev.erend Douglas Cook 
JUdicial Vicar, .Instructor 
Office of Canonical Services 
Post Office Box 14195 
Orange, CA 92863-1595 

, 
Sincerely yours in Christ, 

+ boLtL",W 
Archbishop Gabriel Montalvo 

Apostolic Nuncio 
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JAMES P. McDONOUGH, Esq., SBN: 99066-
LAW OFFICES OF JAMES P. McDONOUGH 
31441 Santa Marga.rita Parkway, Suite A-367 
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92888 
(949) 589-4665 
Attorney for Plaintiff: 

Redacted 

SUPERlOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORN1A 

COUNTY Of ORANGE, CENTRAL mSTICE CENTER 

Redacted ) 
) 

Plaintit'( ) 

) 
vs. ) 

) 
THE ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ) 
ORANGE, a corporation sole, THE ROMAN) 
CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF LOS ) 
ANGELES, a corporation sole, FATHER ) 
JOHN LENIHAN, and DOES 1 through ) 

) 
) 

Defendants. ) 

--------------------------) 

Case No. ----
COMPLAINT FOR 
(1) BREACH OF FIDUCIARY 

DUTIES; 
(2) PROFESSIONAL NEGLIGENCE 

(Civil Code section 43.93 and 
Business & Professions Code 
6146, subd. (c)(3» 

(3) GENERAL NEGLIGENCE; 
(4) SEXUAL HARASSMENT 

(Civil Code section 51.9) 
(5) VIOLATION OF STATUTE 

(Health & Safety Code sections 
11150, 11153, 11154); 

(6) BATTERY; 
(7) CIVIL CONSPIRACY; 
(8) FRAUDULENT CONCEALMENT 

OF FACTS AND MISREPRE­
SENTATION OF I~ACTS; 

(9) INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF 
EMOTIONAL DISTRESS; 

(10) NEGLIGENT SUPERVISION, 
RETENTION, HIRING; 
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2 

3 

4 

(11) NEGLIGENT 
MISREPRESENTATION; 

(12) NEGLIGENT INFLICTION OF 
EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 

5 Plaintiff, Redacted , alleges: 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 1. Plaintiff, 

IHEPARTIES 

Redacted 
. ("Plaintiff") is at all times hereinafter a resident of 

11 the County of Orange, State of Caliiornia. 

12 

13 2. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendant THE 

14 ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE (hereinafter the "Orange Diocese"). is, and at all 

15 times mentioned, herein was, a religious corporation sole organized under the laws of the State of 

16 California, having its principal office in the City of Orange, its jurisdiction and control extending 

17 to and in the City of Orange, the City of Laguna Niguel, and the City of Dana Point, County of 

18 Orange, State of California. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

3. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendant THE 

ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF LOS ANGELES (hereinafter the "Los Angeles 

Diocese"), a corporation sole is, and at all times mentioned herein was, a religious corporation 

organized under the laws of the State of California, having its principal office in the City of Los 

Angeles, its jurisdiction and control extending to and in the City of Los Angeles, County of Los 

Angeles, State of Caliibrnia. Plaintiff is further infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, 

that the Los Angeles Diocese had certain jurisdiction and control over other dioceses in Southern 
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California, including the Orange Diocese. The Orange Diocese and Los Angeles Diocese are at 

all times hereinafter referred to as the "Dioceses." 

4. Defendant Father John Lenihan ("Father Lenihan") was a Roman Catholic priest. 

Father Lenihan was an agent, employee, or servant of the Dioceses, and/or was under the 

jurisdiction and control of the Dioceses. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis 

alleges, that at some times, Father Lenihan was assigned as an associate pastor at St. Norbert 

Catholic Church ("S1. Norbert") located in the City of Orange, County of Orange, State of ,. 

California. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that at some time later, 

Father Lenihan was assigned as a pastor at St. Boniface Church, located in the City of Anaheim, 

County of Orange, and as a pastor at St. Edward Roman Catholic Church ("St. Edward") located 

in the City of Dana Point, County of Orange, State of California. 

5. Plaintiff is infonned and believes. and on that basis alleges, that St. Norbert, S1. 

Boniface, and St. Edward were owned by and under the jurisdiction and control of the Orange 

Diocese, which was in turn, within the jurisdiction and control of the Orange Diocese, which was 

in turn, within the jurisdiction and control ofthe Los Angeles Diocese as to certain matters. 

6. Defendants Does 1 through 100, inclusive, are sued herein under fictitious names. 

Their true names and capacities, whether individual, corporate, associate, or otherwise, are 

unknown to Plaintiff. When their true names and capacities are ascertained. Plaintiffwill amend 

this Complaint by inserting their true names and capacities herein. Plaintiff is infonned and 

believes, and on that basis alleges, that each of the fictitiously named Defendants is responsible in 

some manner for the occurrences herein alleged, and that Plaintiff's damages are herein alleged 

were proximately caused by those Defendants. The Doe Defendants, the Defendant Dioceses, 

and Defendant Lenihan are some times hereinafter referred to as the "Defendants." 
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7. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and ,on that basis alleges, that at all times 

mentioned herein, Defendants, and each of them, were the agents, servants, employers, masters, 

servants, or co-conspirators of each of the remaining co-Defendants, and in doing the things 

hereinafter alleged were acting within the course and scope of such relationship and with the 

permission,'approval, ratification, or consent oftheir co-Defendants. 

FACTS PERTAINING TO ALL CAUSES OF At'IID.N 
, ' , 

Father Lenihan's Sexual Abuse Molestations and Illicit Conduct oC:Plaintiff 
i 

8. Plaintiff was raised in the Catholic faith and since her early childhood years and 

12 continuing through the current date, has actively practiced Catholicism and has regularly attended 

13 Church, and closely followed the Roman Catholic doctrines. Plaintiff acquired a deep respect and 

14 admiration for priests as Church leaders and counselors over the ye,\!s, and since her early years 

15 of childhood and continuing through the current date, she frequently sought help from and looked 

16 to priests for spiritual guidance, emotional counseling, and support and strength in dealing with a 

17 history of emotional problems and psychological disabilities occurring over her life. 

18 

19 9. In or about January of 1999, the Plaintiff moved to Orange County and she and her 

20 son attended St. Edward Catholic Church, located in the City of Dana Point, County of Orange. 

21 Plaintiff, attended St. Edward Ch1;lIch on a frequent basis over the course of 1999, and she spent 

22 many hours in prayer and contemplation at the Church, in an effort to develop inner strength and 

23 support to deal with her long history of depression and other psychological and emotional 

24 difficulties. The frequency and duration ofPlainti:ffs visits to the Chw:ch increased in the later 

25 part of 1999, as the Plaintiff felt her life was spinning out of control and she was unable to deal 

26 with her depression, emotions, anxiety and guilt. 

27 

28 
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10. On or about a particular day in January, 2000, the Plaintiff attended Mass at St. 

Edward Church, and following mass, remained several hours in the Church obsessing over her 

past life difficulties and seeking direction through prayer and contemplation as to how to deal with 

current problems arising from her battle against alcoholism, physical dependence, and facing 

family and relationship difficulties. At that time, Plaintiffwas experiencing extreme emotional 

distress and depression relating to her past history being raised in a dysfunctional family; entering 

a disastrous marriage, which resulted in physical abuse, and life-threatening situations and the 

eventual suicide of her husband; the subsequent raising of a handicapped son; physical incapacities 

and limitations from a life-threatening disease; and extensive history o'f alcohol abuse and 

treatment, which continually failed when the Plaintiff was presented with stressful sit'fations and 

emotional difficulties. 

11. Plaintiff, as a result of her long history of emotional difficulties and scarring and as a 

result then current COJ;lcerns regarding a destructive relationship and concerns about remaining 

sober, she presented herself to Father Lenihan as being an emotionally fragile, vulnerable, 

depressed and co-dependent person. On that particular day in January, 2000, Plaintiff was inside 

the Church and was approached by Father Lenihan who inquired whether he could be of any 

assistance to her. Plaintiff told Father Lenihan she was having difficulty coping with emotional 

problems and Father Lenihan told the Plaintiff that he could assist her and suggested that they 

return to his office to further discuss her problems. Plaintiff and Father Lenihan proceeded to his 

office and there they spoke for 45 minutes to one hour, during which time Plaintiff confided in 

Father Lenihan confidential details of her past dysfunctional family, life relationships, physical 

illnesses, alcohol and other emotional concerns and difficulties she had been experiencing over the 

course of her life. Plaintiff explained to Father Lenihan that she had been seeing therapists for 

alcohol-related problems, that now she was involved in a problematic relationship which was 

causing her extreme anxiety, distress, and other difficulties, and she had concerns about returning 

to her alcohol abuse, if she was unable to come to terms with her emotions and resolve her 
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1 
underlying difficulties. Plaintiff also related to Father Lenihan that she was unable to personally 

2 
·deal with her emotional difficulties and upset and that she would need counseling assistance in 

3 
dealing with these difficulties. Father Lenihan specifically advised the Plaintiff that he was 

4 
qualified and capable in assisting her in dealing with her emotional difficulties and as a priest in the 

5 
Catholic Church and counselor, he had helped counsel ot,her parishioners overc9me their personal 

6 •. ~ 
problems and resulting emotional difficulties, and her~sUred'her that he could help her overcome 
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her emotional problems and difficulties by counseling her. 

12. Plaintiff truly believed that she could place her trust, faith and confidence in Father 

Lenihan as a Catholic priest and counselor, because of her long history and deep respect for the 

Catholic Church and the priest's role as a leader ofthe Church and that the Catholic Church's and 

Dioceses' function in allowing a priest in his capacity to counsel parishioners on family and other 

psychologically-related problems. Plaintiff, in the past, sought counseling and assistance in 

overcoming emotional difficulties and other related family problems, from Catholic priests in other 

parishes and had in the past received the counseling needed. Plaintiff agreed to place h~r trust and 

confidences in Father Lenihan as a result ofhis assurances that he was qualified and capable of 

helping her overcome her difficulties as he had helped others in the past. Plaintiff, in reliance 

upon these representations and at the express .invitation of Father Lenihan, consented to aijQw 

Father Lenihan to counsel and treat her for her emotional difficultiel:\, aq.q thereon began a 

tWo-year therapeutic relationShip in which Plaintiff began expressing confidences and secrets of 

her life and innennost feelings to Father Lenihan. 

13. At Father Lenihan's suggestion, Plaintiff began meeting Father Lenihan for 

25 counseling sessions on the average 3-4 times per week and he began telephoning her at her house 

26 2-3 times a week over the next month. Father Lenihan also requested that the Plaintiff begin 

27 attending Father Lenihan's masses at St. Edward and Father Lenihan often called Plaintiff 

28 reminding her of the times his masses were to be conducted. Frequently, after the masses, Father 
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1 
Lenihan would engage Plaintiff in further discussions regarding her emotional difficulties and 

2 
problems. During these sessions, Plaintiff began feeling more comfortable and expressing more 

3 

4 
and more details of her tragic emotional history and Father Lenihan became more aware of her 

vulnerabilities and her co-dependent personality. 
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14. During the time that Father Lenihan was counseling Plaintiff, he became aware that 

she was involved in a relationship in which he diagnosed as being "destructive" and he undertook 

a course of persuading and encouraging the Plaintiff to dissolve the relationship, which Father 

Lenihan, justified as being "necessary for her emotional stability and well being." Plaintiff resisted 

Father Lenihan's persuasive advice, expressing on numerous occasions that due to her 

co-dependence on alcohol and people and anorexic problems, she would be unable to' deal with 

her feelings ofloss, stress and guilt involved in the break-up of her relationship, and that she 

feared the loss of her sobriety and physical well-being arising from the termination of the 

relationship. In response, Father Lenihan repeatedly assured the Plaintiff that it would \;le in her 

"best interest" to dissolve her relationship and that he would "always be available" to protect her 

and keep her alcohol free and emotionally and physically sound. Thereafter, Plaintiff, pursuant to 

Father Lenihan's repeated demands that her "relationship be dissolved by Easter," succumbed to 

his persuasion and ended the relationship as directed. 

15. In or about the Spring 0[2000, Father Lenihan upon learning that the Plaintiff 

followed his advice and ended her relationship, Father Lenihan initiated dally counseling sessions 

and/or telephone communications, and within a few weeks advised the Plaintiff that certain 

Church officials were "talking" about the frequency of their consultation, and Father Lenihan 

suggested that further meetings be conducted outside of the Church. At Father Len.i..qan's 

suggestion, they began counseling sessions at the local library and Plaintiff's house and Father 

Lenihan continued to have Plaintiff attend Father Leniban's masses at St. Edward Catholiq 

Church. During this time, Father Lenihan continued to encourage the Plaintiff to disclose her 
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innermost secrets to him, and Father Lenilian was becoming more aware of her vulnerabilities and 

weaknesses and allowed her to build a co-dependency on him. Thereafter, and continuing for the 

next 18 months, Father Lenihan began expressing feelings of love and affection for her and began 

further encouraging her to express similar feelings of love and affection and he cauSed her to build 

a dependency on him. 

16. Thereafter, commencing about June, 2000, and continuing through March, 2002, 

Father.Lenihan, through misrepresentations, deception and exploitation and breaches ofPlaintifi's 

confidence and trust, allowed and encouraged the Plaintiff to transfer her love and affection 

towards him and unfairly taking advantage of Plaintiff, and Father Lenihan began to molest and 

sexually, physically, and mentally abuse Plaintiff. These molestations and abuses by Father 

Lenihan included, but was not limited to, sexual intercourse, groping and fondling ofPlaintifi's 

breasts, groping and fondling of Plaintiff's genitals, oral copulation, oral copulation on Father 

Lenihan, penetration ofPlaintifi's genitals and anus, with Father Lenihan's fingers and tongue, 

masturbation, explicit sexual conversation and other lewd and lascivious acts. Furthermore, 

Father Lenihan, during the course of their Gounseling relationship, began and continued to use 

words of encouragement and praise to build her confidence, lavish her with gifts, dinners and 

trips, and inundate her with flowers, letters and cards, all in an' effort to encourage her to be 

co-dependent on him. Father Lenihan, as he gained more control over Plaintiff's emotions, and 

conduct, commencing on our about August, 2000, and continuing until March, 2002, began 

demanding that Plaintiff be available daily from 10:00 p.rn. until 11 :00 p.m., whereupon on a daily 

basis, Father Lenihan would telephone the Plaintiff from the Rectory and engage in explicit, 

sexual, pornographic conversations, where he would describe various sexual conduct of his OvVIl 

liking and command the Plaintiff masturbate and engage in other lewd acts while his pornographic 

conversation continued over the telephone. On numerous other occasions, when PlaiIltiffwas not 

at home, knowing that Plaintifflived with a minor child, and in total disregard of a 10 year old 
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child, Father Lenihan would leave detailed sexual conversation messages on Plaintiffs telephone 
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answering machine, whereby he would leave in detail messages ofhis sexual fantasies, desires and 

proclivities. 

17. As a approximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, Plaintiff 

began developing a strong bond with Father Lenihan and developed a co-dependency on him, and 

Plaintiff began experiencing serious bouts of guilt, insecurity, depression and nervousness as a 

result of her inability to handle the relationship and her other emotional difficulties and shortly 

after the counseling/sexual relationship and began in about June, 2000, began drinking heavily to 

help deal with her problems. Plaintiffbecame even more emotionally distraught when Father 

Lenihan began commanding that Plaintiff only confess her sins to him as required by the Catholic 

tradition. Plaintiffb~gan questioning her own belief and whether or not she was receiving "true 

absolution" as a result of confessions to Father Lenihan. These religious concerns further 

aggravated her anxiety, guilt, nervousness and depression, which over the course of their 

relationship, led Plaintiff to seek help from at least six (6) Roman Catholic priests, affiliated with 

the Dioceses. Plaintiff disclosed to these 6 priests, her counseling and sexual relationship with· 

Father Lenihan and the concerns and difficulties she was experiencing and none of the priests 

embarked on a course of action to stop Father Lenihan from his abusive sexual exploitation of 

Plaintiff, or to otfer support to the Plaintiff. 

18. Plaintiffis informed and believes that on or about late September, 2001, the 

Dioceses temporarily removed Father Lenihan from his position as pastor of St. Edward Church 

in Dana Point and sent him to South Down in Toronto, Canada for "rehabilitation." Plaintiffis 

informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that the Dioceses temporarily removed Father Le . 

from his position in September, 2001, and sent him for rehabilitation because Father Lenihan's 

disclosure to the press that he had sexual affairs with four adult women. 
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19. On or about mid-late September, 2001, Father Lenihan expressly stated to the 

Plaintiff that he was being sent to South Down for rehabilitation as a result of the Dioceses 

learning that he had admitted to having sexual relationships with adult women and minor children 

in the past. Plaintiff, by that time, had built a strong co-dependency on Father Lenihan and 
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expressed concerns about her emotional stability and well being, while Father Lenihan was away. 
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Father Lenihan indicated that he was concerned that his problem with the Dioceses would be 

enhanced and that his position as a priest jeopardized, if the Dioceses were to learn of the explicit 

details of their illicit counseling/sexual relationship with Plaintiff, and as a result, Father Lenihan, 

not skilled or licensed as a physician in California or any state or country, illegally obtained a 

month's supply of prescription drugs, including Prozac, Valiwn, and Xanax and directed and 

instructed the Plaintiff to take this medication while he was away. Thereafter, Plaintiff began 

consuming the drugs, as directed, and when the supply was consumed, approximately one month 

later, Father Lenihan instructed her to telephone a licensed physician/friend ofhis to request 

another prescription for Prozac, Valium and Xanax. Plaintiffwas becoming dependent on these 

drugs, and at Father Lenihan's request she contact the physician/friend, as instructed, and 

received another month supply. After the second month of medication was consumed, Father 

Lenihan again instructed Plaintiff to again contact his physician/friend for further refills; however, 

the physician expressed concerns that the Plaintiff may be becoming addicted and refused to fill 

that prescription. As a proximate result, Plaintiff built a co-dependency on the drugs and then 

Plaintiff began consuming large quantities of alcohol as a substitute in an effort to deal with her 

emotional pro blems. 

20. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges that the Dioceses and in 

particular, Bishop Tod Brown and Monsignor John Urell, and other high officials in the Dioceses 

had actual and constructive knowledge of the illicit conduct occurring between Plaintiff and 

Father Lenihan and failed to stop such conduct. Plaintiff further alleges that on or about May, 
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2001, a neighbor of Plaintiff notified a high official in the Dioceses ofthe conduct occurring 

between Father Lenihan and the Plaintiff, and according to Father Lenihan. he was summoned 

before Bishop Brown to discuss this situation. Furthermore, Plaintiff is informed and believes, 

that on or about August, 21, 2001, a neighbor of the Plaintiff forwarded a letter directly to Father 
5 

Redacted also addressed to Monsignor Urell further advising the Dioceses of the conduct 
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occurring between the Plaintiff and Father Lenihan. A true and correct copy of the letter is 

attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and is incorporated herein by reference. 

21. 

Father Lenihan Held Himself Out to the Public ProCesSional Community, 
California Courts, Dioceses and Explicitly to the Plaintiff as Being in the 
Practice And of Being Able to Practic.e Psychology and Family Counseling 

Plaintiffis infonned and believes, and on t.Qat basis alleges, that Father Lenihan's 

and the Dioceses' overt conduct and explicit representations made to various members of the 

parish, public, professional community, courts, judges, and Plaintiff, is sufficient establish that 

Father Lenihan was actively engaged in psychological, marital, family and child counseling. 

Plaintiffin consideration of the counseling services Plaintiff received by Father Lenihan, gave 

donations to the Church. Plaintiff is further informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that the 

representation and overt conduct by the Dioceses and Father Lenihan was sufficient to establish 

that Father Lenihan was counseling Plaintiff herein and holding himself out as being qualified and 

able to perform psychological, marital and family counseling and that he was experienced and 

capable of performing said services as set forth in Business & Professions Code sections 2901 (c), 

4980.10. Specifically, Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis, alleges, that Father 

Lenihan held himself out as engaging in the practice and held himself out as being able to practice 

psychology, marital and family counseling by performing the following conduct/actions and 

making the following assertions, statements and representations: 

A. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the 

Dioceses specifically allowed and authorized, Father Lenihan, as a duly ordained priest and pastor 
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at St. Edward Church, to meet with and discuss personal problems, and counsel parishioners and 

any other member of the public who had difficulties dealing with personal emotional problems 

involving marital/family relationships, psychological and other problems, and other difficulties 

presented by life. Plaintiff is unaware of, and specifi,caIly alleges that there were !lQ. policies, 

directives or guidelines obligated to be followed and set forth by the Dioceses, forbidding 

Catholic priests, and particularly Father Lenihan, from counseling and offering guidance and 

counseling to parishioners and other members of the public who needed help in dealing with 

emotional, psychological and family difficulties. Plaintiff is further informed and believes that thCi 

Dioceses did rurt have in effect at the time ofthe Plaintiffs counseling relationship with Father 

Lenihan, any policies, directives or guidelines directing priests, and specifically, Father Lenihan, to 

refer any parishioners and other persons counseled with serious emotional and psychological 

difficulties and concerns, to other professional practitioners, psychologists, psych:.otherapists, 

psychiatrists, or other healing practitioners for assistance. 

B. Father Lenihan approached the Plaintiff and upon learning that she was 

unable to personally deal with or otherwise resolve or cope with her emotions and depression and 

needed assistance to cope with her personal problems, Father Lenihan expressly offered to 

personally counsel her and assist her in dealing with her psychological difficulties and depression. 

C. Father Lenihan from the initial counseling session with the Plaintiff, on or 

about January, 2000, and continuing on numerous occasions thereafter until about March, 2002, 

continually and frequently represented to the Plaintiff that he was capable and could help her in 

dealing with her psychological and emotional difficulties as he had helped other females with 

similar problems. Father Lenihan continually ~sured Plaintiff that she could trust him, and over 

the course of their counseling relationship, continually encouraged her to confide further in him 

with the continual promise of al.yays providing her with the needed support, guidance and 

continued counseling to ensure her well being. 
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D. Plaintiff truly believed that Father Lenihan was authorized and capable to 

counsel her and that she believed that he would act in her best interest in helping her with her 

emotional and other psychological problems, because in the past she had sought help from priests 

and received assistance in dealing with her emotional problems and because Father Lenihan 

repeatedly assured her that he would help her overcome her emotional difficulties. Furthermore, 

Plaintiff, on many various occasions in the past, had sought treatment with a variety counselors, 

including psychologists dealing with general emotional problems and addictive disorders, and 

through Plaintiff's experiences, learned that the customary methodology used by counselors was 

to encourage her to express her feelings and confidences so that she could be properly treated. 

Similarly, Father Lenihan used the same methodology by encouraging her to express her 

innermost feelings and confidences, which led her to believe that she was being properly 

diagnosed, treated and counseled for her difficulties. 

E. On or about July, 2000, Father Lenihan, during a counseling session with 

Plaintiff expressed concerns about her alcohol abuse and the physical effect it had on her. He 

advised her to seek an examination from a physician and instructed her to request the physician to 

prescribe the drug Dilantin to assist her. Pursuant to his req~est, Plaintiff contl:l.9ted a physician 

who was recommended by Father Lenihan and she requested and secured the drug requeste~. 

Plaintiff in the past had been treated by psychologists that had recommended that she seek 

consultation with licensed physicians to obtain various drugs as part of her therapeutic treatment 

and as such, this led Plaintiff to further believe and trust that Father Lenihan was qualified and 

offering legitimate -counseling and therapeutic advise for her emotional difficulties. 

F. On or about September 19, 2000, approximately four (4) months after 

26 Father Lenihan transgressed the boundaries by exploiting the Plaintiff, in response to feelings of 

27 guilt, depression, anxiety, and other emotional difficulties, Plaintiffbegan consuming large 

28 amounts of alcohol and was arrested for driving under the influence of alcohol. Plaintiff plead 
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guilty, and sentencing hearing was set on or about February, 2001. Father Lenihan held himself 

out to the Orange County Superior Court Judge as being a qualified counselor and publicly 

represented to the Court and the Judge that he was providing counseling to the Plaintifffor her 

emotional difficulties. A true and correct copy of the initial letter to the Court da~ed January 29, 

2001, is attached hereto as Exhibit "B," and is incorporated by reference. In this letter, Father 

Lenihan stated to the Judge the following pertinent representations: 

"I have known Redacted:r Jr approximately one year, shortly after she moved to 

this area. She came to me as the pastor of St. Edward Church, Dana Point, located 

close to her apartment, for counseling. She was in a difficult and dubious 

relationship which subsequently ended causing her great grief. 

. Redact'has had a very difficult life. She grew up in a very dysfunctional family. 

She was subject to physical and mental cruelty, particularly by an estranged father, 

who terrified her (sic) and an older brother who belittled her. Her self worth was 

found through her athletic ability, as she excelled in baseball often in Division one 0 

the university level. Following school, her life entered another traumatic phase, 

with a disastrous marriage and the birth of a handicapped son. Her husband was 

physically abusive, threatened her life and her son, and eventually coII1It1itted suicide 

leaving a letter and legacy that bas affected RcdactJ this day. In light of all this, 

Rcdaclhas been an extraordinary survivor, yet understandably remains wOlIDded. In 

the course of helping her, I have directed her towards professional alcohol 

counseling and urged her to battle her propensity to anorexia. I learned of a 

particular difficult aspect of her drinking that if she suddenly stopped c4inlcing 

completely, she was liable to seizures. 
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... she is a daily Churchgoer, usually with her son, who enjoys the experience, and 

I see her three times a week. She bas also been dealing with severe underweight 

bordering on anorexia, but with constant encouragement and counseling, she has 

put on 10 pounds. 

I see no value in her incarceration and it would be detrimental to her ongoing 

progress. 

... Her psyche is still ~agile and could be destroyed by incarceration. She needs 

a:ffirma1..ve, encouragement and a plan. I recommend a strong out patient program. 

Components would include elements already in place: (1) counseling with Dr. 

Redacted a certified counselor she is already seeing, or (2) counseling with 

Redacted', a certified addictive and eating disorder counselor from Pacific Hills 

Treatment Center three times a week (3) support from St. Edward Church, and 

specifically from me, as pastor, (4) active interest contact with two support groups, 

W.F.S .... and an eating support group .... " 

G. As part of the sentencing in connection with the DUI, the court scheduled 

periodic reviews to ensure that the Plaintiffwas complying with the court order. On or about July 

7,2001, Father Lenihan directed a letter to Judge Lindley of the Orange County Superior Court, 

holding himself out as her counselor, and providing the Court with a status of the Plaintiff's 

condition. A true and correct copy of the letter dated July 7, 2001, from Father Lenihan is 

attached hereto and marked Exhibit "c" and incorporated herein by this reference. In this letter, 

Father Lenihan makes the following representations: . 

\e\\ 
" ... I have been counseling \\.e\\~C. .... 1 about a year, dealing with various issues, an 

in particular with her alcohol problem Whil~ lacking particular expertise in that 
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area, I have been trying to help her control the disease through spiritual strength 

and practical support. In recent months, she has been seeing me three times a week 

and she has a number of other counseling and support systems, including a 

psychologist who specializes in alcohol counseling. 

. c\\ 
~ . 

I am happy to report till. ~r:;6 nas now been sober for ahnost ten months, ever SUlce 

the incident resulting in her D.V.I. She is in very frail health, battling anorexia and 

a number of other issues and I want to petition your leniency to avoid the use of 

'Antibuse.' I believe she has already accomplished the objective involved and I 

offer my personal help, if appropriate .... " 

H. On or about October, 2001, Plaintiff was involved in an automobile 

infraction, and at that time, was operating the vehicle without the needed driver's license and was 

issued a citation for that offense. In anticipation of a hearing on that charge scheduled for on or 

about October 17, 2001, Father Lenihan directed a letter to the Court on Plaintiff's behalf and 

again represented to the court and held himself out as Plaintiff s counselor. A true and correct 

copy ofthe letter to the Court is attached hereto as Exhibit "D," and incorporated by this 

reference. Specifically, regarding Father Lenihan's counseling of the Plaintiff, he slated in that 

letter as follows: 

"I have been counseling Redacted or approximately 16 years 

(sic). The (sic) time she has been a member of the Church and sought help. Redact, 

was waging a heroine battle against alcohol. When I first met her, she 

was still drinking and was in a destructive relationship, but she has turned all that 

around. She has served her time for a D.V.I. even though it involved extraordinary 

extra hardship because of her developmentally-disabled boy ... She bas been sober 

completely for one year and two months in spite of great negative inducements. 
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She recently had a cancer operation, suffered from an eating disorder that has her 

dangerously underweight and has very few supports. 

If,; 

In spite of enormous pressurt>~~~thas been the heroine, remained sober and she is 

being counseled regularly by a psychologist with special alcohol qualifications and 

receives additional counseling. 

May I respectfully plead for special consideration and leniency from the court, and 

know that your trust in her will not be misplaced. Any punitive measures at this 

time would be catastrophic to her and her child, and I pray that you understand and 

concur ... " 

I. On or about October 11,2001, Father Lenihan was unable to personally 

appear at court in connection with Plaintiff's driving without a license sentencing and he prepared 

another letter directly to the Court, in which he held himself out as having been counseling the 

Plaintiff and requested the court for special consideration in connection with her driver's 

suspension. A true and correct copy of that letter dated October 11, 2001, directed to the court . 

attached hereto as Exhibit "E," and incorporated herein by this reference. Specifically, in that 

letter, Father Lenihan advised the Court as follows: 

"This is to certify that 
Redacted 

continues to show excellent progress 

in her battle against alcoholism She marked a year of sobriety on September 19th 

and continues to remain sober in difficult circumstances. 

Her prohibition from driving makes it difficult to care for herself and her son, Redactec 

and inhibits her ability to access helpful situations, such as Church, meetings and 

medicaL Personally, I am unable to continue to counsel and be available because 0 
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changed circumstances, and I am trying to be a listenillg and encouraging voice 

from a distance. 

I believe she should be congratulated and encouraged for tremendous personal 

growth under trying circumstances, and invite your special consideration of her 

driving permission. . ... 

J. Plaintiff is informed and believes that on numerous occasions, Father 

Lenihan held himself out as a qualified psychologist, and/or family coUnselor to other professional 

and licensed California psychologists in connection with his counseling relationship with the 

Plaintiff. Specifically, shortly after Plaintiff's arrest for driving under the influence of alcohol on 

or about September 19,2000, she was instructed to seek special counseling for her alcohol 

problem from a certified alcohol counselor. Plaintiffis informed and believes that on several 

occasions, Father Lenihan personally met with and had communication with the certified alcohol 

counselor in an effort to coordinate treatment efforts being undertaken with the Plaintiff. Plaintiff 

is further informed and believes that Father Lenihan advised Plaintiff's alcohol counselor and led 

him to believe that he was qualified and capable of offering counseling services to the Plaintiff and 

that he indeed was counseling Plaintiff for various ~otional and psychological issues. 

K. On or about November, 1998, prior to the Plaintiff coming under the 

control of and dependency on Father Lenihan, Plaintiff sought treatment for her alcohol problem 

at Pacific Hills Treatment Center, Inc. in the City of San Clemente, County of Orange. There she 

came under the care ofa pastor, a California licensed alcohol and addiction counselor, who from 

1998 and through the present time, continues to offer continuing counseling and support with the 

Plaintiff: and was particularly focused on her alcohol problems and her efforts to keep her sober. 

Father Lenihan, had several communications, with Plaintiff's counselor, and based on information 

provided by Father Lenihan and the Plaintiff: Plaintiff's counselor was led to believe that Father 
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Lenihan was actively engaging in counseling of the Plaintifffor her emotional difficulties. Further 

evidence of that belief, Plaintiff's other counselor also offered letters dated 10/1510 I and 11121101 

to the court concerning the driving without a license charge, and specifically referenced therein 

that he, together with Father Lenihan, were counseling the Plaintiff. A true and correct copy of 

the letter dated 10115101 is attached hereto as Exhibit "F,." and incorporated herein by this 

reference. A true and correct copy of the letter dated 11/21101 is attached hereto as Exhibit "G," 

and incorporated herein by this reference. 

1. On or about August~ 2001, the Plaintiff's neighbor had observed Father 

Lenihan coming in and out of Plaintiff's house on numerous occasions and "holding hands and 

kissing her" and confronted Father Lenihan with his observations. Father Lenihan admitted that 

he was constantly there because she was an alcoholic and he was counseling het. A true and 

correct copy of that letter confirming that conversation with the Plaintiff's neighbor, is attached 

hereto as Exln'bit ''n,'' and incorporatt(d herein by this reference. 

M. On or about September, 2001, Father Lenihan represented to the Plaintiff 

that he was being sent South Down for treatment as a result of the Dioceses discovering that he 

admitted to a newspaper reporter that he had had sex with adult women while he was serving as a 

Catholic priest. Father Lenihan was concerned that the Dioceses might learn of the sexual 

intimacy with the Plaintiff and he expressed concern that the Plaintiff might be unable to deal with 

his absence and she would likely disclose to the public and the Dioceses the sexual intimacies and 

abuses which occurred during their counseling relationship. Father Lenihan, illegally and in 

violation of Health & Safety Code sections 11150, 11153, 11154 obtained and secured a 

prescription from a physician/friend in the name of the Plaintiff and gave the prescription to the 

phannacyand obtained Prozac, Valium, and Xanax. Plaintiff was surprised and was directed and 

instructed by Father Lenihan to start taking the drug when he left to South Down. The drug 

prescription obtained by Father Lenihan was obtained without examination by the physician/friend 
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of Father Lenilian. Plaintiffis informed and believes that the fraudulent procurement of a 

prescription and prescnbing and directing the Plaintiff to take drugs ofProzac, Xanax and Valium 

without a prescription is a violation of numerous Codes, including the following: Business & 

Professions Code section 4071; Health & Safety Code sections 11150, 11153, 11154 and 11210. 

N. Plaintiff is informed and believes, that and on that basis alleges, that Father 

Lenihan personally advised members of the Dioceses that he was counseling the Plaintifffor 

various emotional and psychological issues and that she was in need of continued counseling. On 

or about May, 2001, Father Lenihan contacted the Plaintiff and specifically advised her that one of 

Plaintiff's neighbors had reported to the Dioceses that for an extended period oftiI?e that they 

had been observing Father Lenihan at Plaintiff's house at various times of the day and they were 

outraged by this conduct, which was perceived as sexual in nature. Father Lenihan informed the 

Plaintiff that he was to appear before Bishop Brown of the Orange County Diocese to address the 
14 

15 

16 

17 

18 
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20 
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25 

26 

complaints being made by Plaintiff's neighbors and Plaintiff was iriformed by Father Lenihan that 

he would indeed meet with Bishop Brown on or about May, 2001. After the meeting, Father 

Lenihan stated to the Plaintiff that during the course of the conversation with Bishop Brown, he 

specifically informed the Bishop that he had been counseling the PIaintifffor various psychological 

issues for a period of time, and he would need to continue to do so. Father Lenihan continued to 

counsel and treat the Plaintiff following the meeting with Bishop Brq~ and Plaintiff is informed 

and believes that no action was taken to specifically to stop the counseling sessions. 

22. 

The Dioceses' Actual and Constructed Knowledge of 
Father Lenihan's Counseling Relationship with the Plaintiff 

And Father Lenihan Overstepping the Boundaries and Taking 
Advantage ofa Vulnerable and Co-Dependent Plaintiff and 

Engaging In Exploitative Sexual Relatiqns With Plaintiff 

During the time period in which Father Lenihan commenced counseling the Plain . 

27 and began grooming her as a victim, commencing on or about January, 2000, and continuing 

28 through March, 2002, Plaintiffwas an emotionally vu1nerable and co-dependent and fragile 
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person and was under the care and control of Father Lenihan and that the Dioceses had prior and 

actual knowledge of Father Lenihan's propensities and qualities of sexual deviance and abuse 

towards vulnerable minor and adult females and allowed Father Lenihan to meet with and counsel 

the Plaintiff and others suffering from psychological and emotional disabilities, and owed to 

Plaintiff, as a potential victim, a duty to control and stop Father Lenihan from using undue 

influence and taking undue advantage of vulnerable females. Plaintiff is informed and believe's, 

and on that basis alleges, that actual notice was given to the Dioceses that Father Lenihan was 

sexually abusing and transgressing the boundary of counselors and clergy policy by sexually 

exploiting her for his own sexual gratification. Specifically, Plaintiff is informed and believes, and 

on that basis, alleges that the Dioceses had knowledge of the illicit counseling/sexual relationship 

with Plaintiff almost from the inception and refused and continued to refuse to stop such abusive 

conduct. 

23. Plaintiff is informed and provided actual notice to the Dioceses that Father Lenihan 

was counseling her for various psychological and emotional difficulties and was sexually abusing 

her. Specifically, in or around July, 2000, Plaintiff was experiencing periods of anger, guilt, 

nervousness, in addition to suffering from depression, and, in particular, was tormented by the 

fact that Father Lenihan had overstepped the boundaries of what began as counseling sessions for 

emotional and psychological difficulties into sexual exploitation and harassment. At that time, 

Plaintiff met with a Catholic priest at St. Edward Church and in that meeting disclosed her 

counseling/sexual relationship, her feelings and the intimacies that she had had with father 

Lenihan and expressed concern that she may be "talling in love" with Father Lenihan. The priest 

told her that she should "pray" to obtain strength and it was "her duty to avoid theit relationship 

and not to dress so provocative." Plaintiff is informed and believes and on that basis alleges that 

the priest consulted failed to act on the information that the Plaintiff had disclosed to him nor to 

attempt to stop Father Lenihan from further exploitation of the Plaintiff. 
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24. On or about September, 2000, Plaintiff's anxiety and emotional instability had 

increased significantly as a result of her sexual exploitation and after obtaining no help from the 

priest she confided in July, 2000, she went to the San Juan Mission Church, where she arranged 

for a conference with a priest in that parish. During the conference, Plaintiff again disclosed her 

counseling/sexual relationship with Father Lenihan and her emotional reaction and difficulties 

arising therefrom In response, the priest became angry at her and he commanded that she "stay 

away from him" and he abruptly cut the meeting short and instructed the Plaintiff to leave. 

Plaintiff is informed and believes and on that basis alleges that the priest consulted failed to act on 

the information that the Plaintiffhad disclosed to him regarding Father Lenihan's sexual 

exploitations nor to attempt to stop Father Lenihan from further sexual exploitation of Plaintiff. 

25. On or about August or September, 2000, Father Lenihan began exerting more 

control over the Plaintiffas she increased her co-dependence on him and as the amount of control 

increased, Father Lenihan began demanding that the Plaintiff engage in further exploitative and 

demanding conduct, including being available, from 10:00 to 11 :00 p.m., to accept his calls 

involving explicit sexual conversation and direction by him, and compelling her to engage in 

masturbation and other lewd acts while he inundated her with demeaning and sexual explicit 

fantasies. Father Lenihan also began demanding that she seek "confessional absolution" directly 

from him and during the confessional, he would engage in kissing, hand holding, and fondling. 

This conduct, caused Plaintiff additional feelings of anxiety, guilt, since she had formed a strong 

co-dependency on Father Lenihan and needed the continued support and treatment, yet this 

conduct was in opposition to her sense of morality, common decency and religious conviction. 

On August and September 2000, she sought help from a priest at St. Timothy Church, within the 

control ofthe Dioceses, hoping to gain answers and help from a priest not close to Father 

Lenihan. Over the course of the next 12-14 months, she met with this same priest on five (5) 

occasions and at times he attempted to offer emotional support. The continued advice from this 

priest was for her to seek help by "prayer" and "leave it in God's hands." Plaintiffis informed an 
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believes, and on that basis alleges, that the St. Timothy Church priest, to whom Plaintiff disclosed 

a sexual exploitation occurring by Father Lenihan failed to act on that information. 

26. On or about May, 2001, Plaintiffis infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, 

that a neighbor ofthe Plaintiff, who was a devout Catholic and active parishioner in St. Edward 

Catholic Church, telephoned the D.R.E. in the Dioceses and specifically advised her that he had 

observed Father Lenihan on numerous occasions with Plaintiff for 2-3 hours and on many 

occasions, he had personally observed Father Lenihan holding hands with Plaintiff and kissing her 

in his neighborhood. Plaintiffis infonned and believes the D.R.E. response to the neighbor was 

'"that's the way he is and the Dioceses has known it for years." Thereafter, on or about August 

21,2001, the same neighbor sent an email letter addressed to Father Redac. and also addressed 

to Msgr. John Ureal advising them about Father Lenihan's illicit conduct with Plaintiff. A true 

and correct copy of the letter is attached hereto as Exlnbit "A" and incorporated herein by this 

reference. Specifically, the letter stated and notified the Dioceses in the following pertinent part: 

" ... it comes as a shock to me ... I encountered Father John ... visiting my 

m~ther's next door neighbor, a single woman. The visits are at least three times 

weekly, on Monday, Wednesday and Friday. 

They begin at approximately 1 :00 P.M. and last 2-3 hours. On some occasions, 

his car is there after 10:00 p.m On other occasions, he picks her up and is gone for 

hours. On more than one occasion, Father John ~ been observed on the trail next 

to her house holding the hands and kissing this individual.. I have personally 

witnessed this behavior. . . we have known about this going on since 

mid-March ... 
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27. 

Early in May I brought this matter up to the D .RE. in the Dioceses. She said to 

me, 'Aaron, that's the way he is, and the Dioceses has known it for years.' I then 

decided to consult him personally as to why he is leaving a woman's house. I told 

him that there are neighbors who have seen him on the trails and when he was 

coming to the person's house three times a week. He told me he was there 

counseling because she was an alcoholic. When I said Father John, they have seen 

you on the trails with her, he said 'I'd better be more careful.' ... 

If you are interested in the indiscretions taking place at .... with a woman named 

" Redacted' 

On or about May, 2001, Plaintiffis informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that 

the Dioceses received actual notice of the misconduct occurring from Father Lenihan. Father 
I 

Lenihan informed the Plaintiff that he had received notice that Bishop Brown wished to see him in 

connection with a report that was received by a neighbor complaining about the Father Lenihan 

having sexual indiscretions with the Plaintiff and during his counseling relationship. Father 

Lenihan advised the Plaintiff that he was afraid ofthe upcoming meeting and following the 

meeting with Bishop Brown, Father Lenihan told the Plaintiff that he initially denied any 

allegations concerning sexual promiscuity with the Plaintiff, but then Father Lenihan admitted to 

having counseled Plaintifffor her emotional difficulties and that he held Plaintiff's "hand and 

kissed her on occasions." Father Lenihan told the Plaintiff that Bishop Brown initially told him 

that he should not continue to see the Plaintiff, and then Father Lenihan advised Bishop Brown 

that he would continue to counsel the Plaintiff and she was in need ofhis counseling. Plaintiff is 

informed and believes that Father Lenihan was not prohibited from seeing the Plaintiff after that 

meeting. 
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28. On or about July, 2001, Plaintiff was becoming extremely more dependent and 

mentally and emotionally disturbed as a result of all of the events that were transpiring and out of 

desperation, she contacted another Catholic priest at another parish in Orange County and within 

the jurisdiction of the Dioceses (St. Timothy Church) and disclosed her emotional dependency on 

Father John and the sexu.a1lcounseling relationship that had evolved. The priest after li~tening to 

her, stated that "Father Lenihan should have known better" and he requested that she pray for 

strength to deal with the situation,· and stated that "I'll pray for you." Plaintiffis informed and 

believes that the priest to whom Plaintiff told this information failed to take any action to stop the 

conduct from continuing. 

29. On or about late September, 2001, Plaintiffis informed and believes and thereon 

alleges that the Dioceses decided to send Father Lenihan to South Down facility for treatment. 

Father Lenihan advised the Plaintiff that the Dioceses decision to send him to South Down was as 

a result to him admitting in a newspaper to having sex with four adult women. Father Lenihan 

expressed to Plaintiff that he was concerned about the Plaintiffs mental condition while he was 

gone, and in addition to securing illegal drugs ofProzac, Xanax and Valium, Father Lenihan 

stated to Plaintiff that ifshe needed someone to talk to, she could contact a priest that was then 

and is now affiliated with St. Edward Church, who will assist her in dealing with her emotional 

problems. Shortly after Father Lenihan for South Down, Plaintifffeit the need to speak with 

someone about her problems, and as instructed by Father Lenihan, Plaintiff contacted the 

designated priest at St. Edward Catholic Church. Plaintiff was extremely distraught and 

depressed and in her meeting with that priest, explained how Father Lenihan started counseling 

her and used her confidences and inner secrets to cause her to build a co-dependency on rum, and 

she felt abandoned and abused now that Father Lenihan was transferred to South Down. Plaintiff 

related to the priest that over the ensuing 1-1/2 years, Father Lenihan inundated her with gifts, . 

flowers, love letters, and cards, and frequently took her to dinner and various motels throughout 

Orange and San Diego Counties as he continued to counsel her. She showed the priest various 
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1 
photographs of her and Father Lenihan and told him of nude photographs in which Father Lenilian 

2 
and she had taken of each other, and Plaintiff also played for him portions of numerous messages 

3 
containing explicit pornographic, sexual conversations left on her message machine by Father 

4. 

5 
Lenihan. Plaintiff also told the priest that Father Lenihan continued to call her from South Down 

and sends tlowers and cards. The priest was surprised and shocked by the information and in 
6 

particular, after hearing some of the telephone messages, and observing the photographs, that 
7 

priest assured Plaintiff that he would help her overcome her difficulties. He suggested that she 
8 

find a spiritual director and another counselor. The Plaintiffis informed and believes that the 
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Catholic priest to whom she disclosed this information failed to take any further action. 

30. By January, 2002, Plaintiff felt abandoned and abused and had built up Ii 

dependency and addiction to the narcotic prescriptions provided by Father Lenihan, inclUding 

Prozac, Valium and Xanax, and being unable to obtain those harcotics and with Fath¢r Lenihan 

expressing reservations about their continued counseling/sexual relationship, Plaintiff\Jegan 

abusing alcohol. Out of desperation in about mid-January, 2002, the Dioceses had arranged for a . 

visiting pastor to temporarily serve in the St. Edward Catholic parish, and in a final effort to 

obtain help, Plaintiff scheduled a meeting with this visiting priest. The Plaintiff disclosed details 

and intricacies of her counseling/sexual relationship with Father Lenihan and in particular, her 

dependency on Father Lenihan and drugs and alcohol, and the priest responded in anger and 

demanded that she leave his office. 

31. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that the visiting priest with 

whom she disclosed the information failed to act on that information. Plaintiff is informed and 

believes that none of the priests Plaintiff consulted herein stopped Father Lenihan from his 

sexually conduct. 
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32. 

The Dioceses' Continuing Cover-up 
of the Sexual Abuse of Plain tiff 

Even though Plaintiff's neighbors orally and in writing provided the Dioceses with 

actual notice and Father Lenihan specifically told Bishop Brown that he "kissed and held 

Plaintiffs hand" while in a counseling relationship and Plaintiff provided actual knowledge of the 

sexual exploitations to the Dioceses that Father Lenihan had sexually abused her, and even though 

the Dioceses had actual and constructive knowledge of the counseling/sexual relationship with 

Plaintiff, her vulnerabilities and co-dependency and sexual abuses, the Dioceses covered up and 

ignored the abuses by Father Lenihan, continued to allow Father Lenihan to act as a Catholic 

10 . priest within the Dioceses, continued to hold Father Lenihan out as a Catholic priest who could be 

11 trusted with parishioners and others, continued to allow Father Lenihan to counsel and work with 

12 parishioners and others and counsel them for emotional difficulties on a daily basis. While at 

13 South Down, Father Lenihan was allowed to continue to call Plaintiff on a daily basis (four times 

14 a day at precisely the same time) and continue to leave lewd and pornographic messages on her 

15 answering machine. The knowledge by the Plaintiff that the Dioceses failed to act on the 

16 information that Father Lenihan had molested and sexually abused her, continued to hold Father 

17 Lenihan out as a Catholic priest who could be trusted, failed to remove Father Lenil1ill:1 from his 

18 positions within the Dioceses, failed to stop Father Lenihan from contacting Plaintiff, and 

19 continued to allow Father Lenihan to work around and counsel Plaintiff and ot)J.ers, baused 

20 Plaintiff great mental, emotional, spiritual and physical pain and anguish. 
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33. 

Father Lenihan's Propensities and Qualities to Sexually 
Deviance and Misuse of Vulnerable Minor and Adult Females. the Dioceses' 

Actual Notice and Knowledge of Those Propensities and Qther Victims 

Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that prior to and during 

the time that Father Lenihan sexually exploited Plaintiff for his own sexual gratification, the 

Dioceses had actual knowledge that Father Lenihan had the propensity and qualities to sexually 

misuse and sexually exploit vulnerable and fragile females and that by allowing him to remain in a 
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position where he could contmue to take advantage of and contmue to breach the trust and 

confidences of vulnerable females, that he was likely to continue and cause physical harm and 

damages to those vulnerable individuals, including the Plaintiff with whom he came in contact 

with in a counseling relationship. Specifically, the Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that the Dioceses for many years prior to Plaintiff s sexual abuse knew that Father 

Lenihan had molested and sexually abused two minor females, and notwithstandmg that 

knowledge allowed Father Lenihan to remain as a priest and where he was likely to encounter and 

to counsel emotionally vulnerable and dependent females and that he was unfit and incapable of 

handling the «transference phenomena" commonly occurring during his counseling sessions with 

emotionally disturbed females. 

34. Plamtiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges that Father Lenihan 

molested vulnerable minor females from on or around 1977 through on or around 1981, and that 

the Dioceses had actual knowledge of these molestations both before the molestations and sexual 

abuses of Plaintiff, and durillg the time that Plaintiff was being molested and sexually abused and 

taken unfair advantage of by Father Lenihan. Specifically, Plaintiff is informed and believes, and 

on that basis alleges, that: 

A. From 1977 through 1981, Father Lenihan molested, and sexually abused 

Redacted, a minor parishioner who attended St. Norbert; that the molestations and sexual abuse 

by Father Lenihan oL Redactft continued from the time shortly before J Redact\t turned 14 

years old, lUltil the time that she was 18 years old; and that the molestations and sexual abu~es 

included groping and fondling of Plaintiffs breasts, groping ~d fondJlng ofPlaip.tiffs genitals, 

kissmg, masturbation, explicit sexual conversations, and other lewd and lascivious acts. 

B. On September 1, 1978, : Redact : step-father, Redacted" wrote a 

letter to Cardinal Timothy Manning of the Los Angeles Dioceses. In his letter, MI{f(ll/<1 . ",otified 
Ct(ll/ 
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Cardinal Manning that Father Lenihan had telephoned his stepdaughter and was writing his 

step-daughter romantic letters which contained sexual innuendo. A true and correct copy ofthe 

letter is attached hereto as Exhibit "H" and incorporated herein by reference. 

C. On September 8, 1978, Reverend Monsignor Clement 1. Connolly, 

Secretary to Cardinal Manning, wrote Redact\.' in response to his letter dated September 1, 

1978. In his letter, Monsignor Connolly expressed his "deep appreciation" for the kindly manner 

in which Redactv expressed his distress and the "confidence which _l!.~d~.~~ indicated in leaving 

this matter to the Archdiocese of Los Angeles' decision." Monsignor Connolly further went on to 

say he was referring the matter to the Orange Diocese. A true and coqect copy of the letter is 

attached hereto as Exhibit "I," and incorporated herein by this reference. 

D. On September 8, 1978, Reverend Monsignor Clement 1. Connolly wrote a 

letter to Chancellor Michael Driscoll of the Orange Dioceses, as follows: "Dear Mike: The 

attached correspondence is self-explanatory. Hope you are well. Personal regards. Clement." 

Monsignor Connolly attached the letter written by "Redactedt's step-father. A true and correct 

copy of the letter is attached hereto as Exhibit "1," and is incorporated herein by this reference. 

E. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that even 

though actual notice was given to the Dioceses in September of 1978, that Father Lenihan was 

molesting Redacted, a vulnerable minor female, Father Lenihan continued to molest and 

sexually abuse Redactedtt. Plaintiff is further informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, 

that in 1979, lRedactedt's sister found Father Lenihan molesting Redactedtt, and that shortly 

thereafter, Redacted :'s sister telephoned the Los Angeles Diocese to inform the Diocese ofthe 

molestation. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that even tho\lgh actual 

notice was given to the Dioceses again in 1979, that Father Lenihan was molesting" Redacted' a 

minor, Father Lenihan continued to molest and sexually abuse Redacted t unti11981. 

COMPLAINT 
29 000242 

LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000180



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

35. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and alleges thereon, that prior to the time that 

Father Lenihan began sexually abusing and exploiting the Plaintiff, the Dioceses became aware 

that Father Lenihan from in or around 1978 and continuing through about 1982, took advantage 

and molested another vulnerable minor female, by the name of Redacted 

Specifically, Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges that: 

A. Redacted "r1 informed and provided actual notice to the 

Dioceses that Father Lenilian was molesting and sexually abusing her. Specifically, in or around 

1982, Redacted . met with the Catholic priest at the Church where her parents 

attended, Holy Family. In that meeting, Redacted infonned the Holy Family priest 

ofthe molestations and sexual abuse of her by Father Lenihan. 

B. Shortly thereafter, Redacted '. again infonnedand provided 

actual notice to the Dioceses that Father Lenihan was molesting and sexually abusing her. In or 

around 1982, Redacted met with another Catholic priest at Holy Family, and again 

advised this priest of the molestations and sexual abuses of her by Father Lenihan. After a long 

silence, this Catholic priest began yelling a1 Redacted "How long have you been 

telling this story? "Who else have you told these lies to? Who do you think you are telling these 

stories" and dismissed her. 

C. Plaintiff is further infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that 

Father Lenihan's supervisor at St. Norbert was aware that Father Lenihan was sexually active, 

24 and that he may have known that Father Lenihan was molesting and abusing Redacted 

2E Specifically, Father Lenihan told Redacted Ulat the pastor at St. Norbert 

26 was aware that Father Lenihan was sexually active, and that the pastor at St. Norbert had told 

27 F~ther Lenihan that it was necessary that he be discreet." 

28 
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D. Even after Plaintiff disclosed this information to the Dioceses, Father 

Lenihan continued to molest and sexually abuse Redacted 
1 UIftil in or about 1982. 

The Dioceses' Continuing Cover-up of the Sexual Abuse 
and Exploitation of the Plaintiff and Other Victims and th.e 

Refusal of the Dioceses to Stop the Injury to the Plaintiff 

36. Even though information had been disclosed to the Dioceses that Father Lenihan 

had had inappropriate sexual contact with: Redacte~ _ld Redacted - and that 

Father Lenihan had molested and sexually abused Redacted and- Redacted - - I the 

Dioceses covered up the molestations and abuses by Father Lenihan, continued to allow Father 

Lenihan to act as a Catholic priest within the Dioceses, continued to hold Father Lenihan out as a 

Catholic priest who could be trusted with vulnerable minor and adult female parishioners and 

students on a daily basis, continue to allow Father Lenihan to counsel vulnerable minor and adult 

parishioners and others with psychological and emotional problems and continued to move Father 

Lenihan around to different Catholic Churches within the Dioceses. 

37. Father Lenihan had disclosed to Plaintiff that the Dioceses were aware of his 

abuses of Redactef Redacted 1 and Plaintiff and his elicit sexual deviation, abuse 

and misconduct. The knowledge by the Plaintiff that the Dioceses failed to act on the information 

that Father Lenihan had molested and abused Redacted- Redacted md Plaintiff 

continued to hold Father Lenihan out as a Catholic priest who could be trusted, failed to remove 

Father Lenihan from his positions within the Dioceses, and continued to allow Father Lenihan to 

work around other vulnerable female persons in need of counseling, caused Plaintiff great mental, 

emotional, spiritual, and physical pain and anguish. 

38. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges that it was not until 

September of2001 that the Dioceses removed Father Lenihan from his p.osition as the pastor of 

St. Edward in Dana Point. Plaintiff is further informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, tha 
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the Dioceses removed Father Lenihan from that position in September of2001 and sent him to 

South Down because Father Lenihan disclosed to the press that he had had sexual affairs with 

four adult women and continued to allow Father Lenihan to telephone Plaintiff, to counsel her and 

to engage her in explicit sexual conversations and l~ave obscene messages. 

39. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Breach of Fiduciary Duties) 

(As Against All Defendants) 

Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and realleges aU of the allegations 

contained in paragraphs 1-38, as though fully set forth herein. 

40. Father Lenihan occupied a superior position of authority, respect and trust over 

the Plaintiff, in that, he was an ordained priest, the priest of Plaintiff's Church, a counselor to 

Plaintiff's emotional problems, and his expressed agreement and assertion to deal with Plaintiff's 

problems and as a result of voluntarily asserting himself to act as her counselor, a relationship of 

trust and confidence developed between Plaintiff and Father Lenihan. As a fiduciary and 

counselor in Plaintiff's well being, Father Lenihan had an affirmative duty to act in Plaintiff's best 

interests and to refrain from any conduct which has the foreseeability or unreasonable risk of 

causing Plaintiff any mental or emotional harm. Father Lenihan had a further duty not to 

wrongfully breach of exploit Plaintiff's trust and confidences placed in him during their counseling 

and not use any infonnation obtained to an unfair advantage to t4e Plaintiff. 

41. Father Lenihan breached his fiduciary duty by acquiring information betraying 

25 Plaintiff's tru"st and confidences gained during his counseling relationship, using that infonnation 

26 to Plaintiff's detriment and for Father Lenihan's own selfish gain. Specifically, Plaintiff alleges 

27 that Father Lenihan breached his fiduciary duties to Plaintiff in the following respects: 

28 

COMPLAINT 
32 000245 

LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000183



1 

2 

3 

A Holding himself out to the Plaintiff as being a capable and qualified 

counselor, who would act in her best interest and use the confidences and information obtained to 

help her cope with her emotional feelings and distress. Father Lenihan knew Plaintiff would rely 
4 

on his representations and used the information obtained from her for his sexual gratification. 
5 

6 
B. Inviting the Plaintiff and offering to serve to counsel her in connection with 

7 
her emotional difficulties and actually counseling her knowing that Plaintiff would rely and place 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 
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22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

trust in him and act in her best interests, when Father Lenihan knew that he was not qualified to 

handle the Plaintiff's problems that he might cause further psychic injury and damages to the 

Plaintiff. 

c. Offering and agreeing to counsel the Plaintifffpr her emotional difficulties, 

knowing that she would rely on his representation that he was capable of \lssisting her to cope 

with her psychological problems and knowing that he had propensities, qualities and underlying 

hidden desire to abuse and sexually exploit vulnerable females and in particular, the Plaintiff. 

D. Concealing from the Plaintiff'that he could not be trusted in looking out tor 

the best interest of the Plaintiff, and that Father Lenihan had previously taken unfair advantage of 

and molested minor females who were equally vulnerable as the Plaintiff. . 

E. Invading Plaintiff's privacy and utilizing confidential and secret and 

intimate details in Plaintiff's life, to cause her to grow a strong dependency on him so Father 

Lenihan could control her and disclose confidences to third parties. 

F. Making negligent and intentional misrepresentations to the Plaintiff and 

27 specifically expressing desires oflove and affection for her, knowing that the Plaintiffwas 

28 extremely vulnerable and likely to build a dependency on him. 
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G. Encouraging the Plaintiff to express her inner feelings and deep emotions 

so that he could gain influence and control over her and force her to accept his perverted desires. 

H. Misrepresenting and intentionally and negligently representing to Plaintiff 

that Father Lenilian was qualified and capable of diagnosing and treating her psychological 

condition., knowing that Plaintiff would rely on his representations, Father Lenihan further 

breached his fiduciary duties owing to Plaintiffby depriving her from opportunities to seek 

appropriate medical treatment and cure for her disabilities. 

1. Ho lding himself out as being duly qualified and capable to treat the Plaintiff 

and thereafter supplying her with prescription medication knowing that he was not qualified nor 

legally authorized to prescribe and issue drugs, such as Prozac, Valillill and Xanax, which are 

potentially harmful to Plaintiff who is an emotionally fragile and co-dependent person. 

J. The sexual conduct occurred between Father Lenihan and the Plaintiff 

during a time when Plaintiff, as a patient, was receiving psychological counseling witll. Father 

Lenihan and although consent was against her better judgment, and moral principles, it "\Nas able 

to be subverted by Father Lenilian by abusing her trust and confidence placed in pim during the 

course of the relationship in which she was seeking guidance and counseling from him as a 

Church leader and counselor. 

42. As a proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan descnbed herein, Plaintiffwas 

24 hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

25 person, all of which injures have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

26 spiritual, physical and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

27 basis alleges that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

28 
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of the injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future damages in an amount to be-determined at the 

time 0 ftrial. 

43. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from loss of religious faith, depression and frequent 

periodic episodes of anxiety, panic, fear, guilt and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is 

informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent 

disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to . 

be determined at the time of trial. 

44. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, anorexia, and other 

physical ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will 

result in some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof, Plaintiffha') suffered past and future 

damages in an amount to be determined at the time oftrial. 

45. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

46. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan descn"bed herein, 

Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

47. The above-descnbed conduct of Father Lenihan was willful and outrageous, was 

28 committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emoti<lnal distress, 
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mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, and was 
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otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

Father Lenihan has been guilty offraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

48. 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Professional Negligence) 

(As Against All Defendants) 

Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and realleges all of the allegations 

contained in paragraphs 1 through 47, as though fully set for herein. 

49. Father Lenihan occupied a superior position of authority, respect and trust over 

the Plaintiff in that he was an ordained priest, the priest of Plaintiff's Church, a counselor to 

Plaintiffs emotional problems, and his expressed agreement and assertion to deal With Plaintiff's 

problems and as a result ofvoluntarily asserting himself to act as her counselor, a relationship of 

trust and confidence developed between Plaintiff and Father Lenihan. As a fiduciary and 

counselor in Plaintiff's well being, Father Lenihan had an affirmative duty to act in Plaintiff's best 

interests and to refrain from any conduct which has the foreseeability or unreasonable risk of 

causing Plaintiff any mental or emotional harm. Father Lenihan had a further duty not to 

wrongfully breach of exploit Plaintiff's trust and confidences placed in him during their counseling 

and not use any information obtained to an unfair advantage to the Plaintiff. 

50. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and alleges thereon, that Defendants, Father 

25 Lenihan and Does 1-100, held themselves out to the general public, Church parishioners, 

26 professional and licensed psychoiogists, and healthcare physicians in the conununity, Courts ofth 

27 State of California, the Dioceses and to the Plaintiff as being experienoed, capable psychologist, 

28 andlor family counselors and they were, in fact, offering counseling services to the Plaintiff to hel 
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her emotional and psychological disabilities pursuant to Business & Professions Code sections 

2901(c), 4980.10 and as such are required to possess the degree of skill, ability and expertise, 

knowledge, qualificatioD.s and learning of similar practitioners in the community. 

51. Commencing on or about January, 2000 and continuing until March, 2002, 

Plaintiff sought professional treatment, assessment and counseling of her mental and emotional 

condition from Father Lenihan. Father Lenihan specifically held himself out as a capable, 

experienced and qualified counselor being able to provide professional counseling. Plaintiff was 

led to believe, by Father Lenihan, that she would receive appropriate treatment as is necessary 

relative to Plaintiff s then existing mental condition, health and well being, including, but not 

limited to, counseling relating to relationship problems, sobriety, and past history of emotional 

and psychological disabilities resulting in problems she was continuing to experience. 

52. Father Lenihan expressly volunteered and agreed to perform therapeutic services 

and pursuant to his role as a counselor, Father Lenihan undertook such employment and did agree 

to render and provide such counseling services and otherwise do all things necessary and proper 

for Plaintiff s general health and well being and to thereafter issue a course of care and treatment 

customarily provided in the community. In consideration of Father Lenihan's counseling services, 

Plaintiff made donations to the Church. 

53. Father Lenihan and Does 1-100 breached his duty of due care and grossly, 

negligently failed to possess and exercise that degree of skill and ordinary care possessed and 

exercised by physicians, surgeons, hospitals, psychotherapists, marriage counselors, nurses, 

dentists, pastors, nurses, attendants, technicians, paramedics, counselors, assistants, and the like 

engaged in the profession in the same or similar locale as Defendants, and each of them, by 

controlling, encouraging, fostering Plaintiff to participate in sexual conduct during the course of 

psychotherapy, making Plaintiff an emotional and dependent person. In committing these acts, 
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Father Lenilian and Does 1-100, violated Civil Code sections 43.93 and 51.9, which prohibits 

Father Lenihan and Does 1-100, and persons of a like profession from engaging in "sexual 
3 

4 
contact" which included, but was not limited to sexual intercourse, groping and fond-ling of 

Plaintiff's breasts, groping and fondling of Plaintiff's genitals, oral copulqtion, forced oral 
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copulation on Father Lenihan, penetration of Plaintiff's genitals and anus with Father Lenihan's 

fingers and tongue, masturbation, explicit sexUal conversation and other lewd and lascivious acts. 

54. Such sexual contact occurred between the Father Lenihan and Plaintiff during the 

time when Plaintiff, as a patient, was receiving counseling with Father Lenihan and consent was 

against her better judgment, but was able to be subverted by Father Lenihan by abusing her trust 

and confidence placed in him during the course of the relationship in which she was seeking 

guidance and counseling from him as a Church leader and counselor. 

55. Father Lenihan and Does 1-100 further negligently breached their duty of due care 

owing to the Plaintiff and ordinarily possessed and exercised by other professionals in the same or 

similar localities as Defendants, by knowingly deceiving the Plaintiff and failing to advise her of 

the truth that Father Lenihan was not qualified to properly handle, diagnose and treat her 

problems and that he was unable and unqualified, unskilled in dealing with the transference 

phenomena and his sole intention was to exploit Plaintiff sexually for his own satisfaction. 

56. Father Lenihan and Does 1-100 further negligently breached their duty of due care 

owing to the Plaintiff and ordinarily possessed and exercised by other professionals in the same 0 

similar localities as Defendants, by failing to properly diagnose and develop an appropriate course 

oftreatment for Plaintiff's emotional and mental condition. 

57. As a proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, Plaintiffwas 

28 hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 
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person, all of which injures have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time of trial. 

58 . As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan desclibed herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from loss of religious faith, depression and freq\lent 

periodic episodes of anxiety, panic, fear, guilt and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is 

informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent 

disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to 

be determined at the time of trial. 

59. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, anorexia, and other 

physical ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will 

result in some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future 

damages in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

60. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff has been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

61. As a further proximate result ofthe acts of Father Lenihan descnbed herein, 

27 Plaintiff has been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

28 and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 
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62. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

(General Negligence) 

(As Against All Defendants) 

Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and realleges all of the allegations 

contained in paragraphs 1 through 61, as though fully set for herein. 

63. Father Lenihan occupied a superior position of authority, respect and trust over 

the Plaintiff, in that, he was an ordained priest, the priest of Plaintiff's Church, a cOWlSelor to 

Plaintiff's emotional problems, and his expressed agreement and assertion to deal with Plaintiff's 

problems and as a result of voluntarily asserting himself to act as her cOWlSelor, a relationship of 

trust and confidence developed between Plaintiff and Father Lenihan. As a fiduciary and 

cOWlSelor in Plaintiff's well being, Father Lenihan had an affinnative duty to act in Plaintiff's best 

interests and to refrain from any conduct which has the foreseeability or unreasonable risk of 

causing Plaintiff any mental or emotional harm. Father Lenihan had a further duty not to 

wrongfully breach of exploit Plaintiff's trust and confidences placed in him during their counseling 

and not use any information obtained to an unfair advantage to the Plaintiff. 

64. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and alleges thereon, that Defendants, Father 

Lenihan and Does 1-100, held themselves out to the general public, Church parishioners, 

profe$sional and licensed psychologists, and healthcare physicians in the community, Courts of the 

State of California, the Dioceses and the Plaintiff as being experienced, capable psychologist, 

and/or family counselors and they were, in fact, offering counseling services to the Ptaintiffto hel 

her emotional and psychological disabilities pursuant to Business & professions Code sections 

~90 I (c), 4980.10 and as such are required to possess tne-aegree of skill, ability and expertise, 

knowledge and qualifications oflearning of similar practitioners in the community. 
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65. Commencing on or about January, 2000 and continuing until March, 2002, 

Plaintiff sought professional treatment, assessment and counseling of her mental and emotional 

condition from Father Lenihan. Father Lenilian specifically held himself out as a capable, 

experienced and qualified counselor being able to provide professional counseling. Plaintiff was 

led to believe, by Father Lenihan, that she would receive appropriate treatment as is necessary 

relative to Plaintiff's then existing mental condition, health and well being, includirlg, but not 

limited to, counseling relating to relationship problems, sobriety, and past history of emotional 

and psychological difficulties, resulting in problems she was continuing to experience. 

66. Father Lenihan expressly volunteered and agreed to perform therapeutic services 

and pursuant to his role as a counselor, Father Lenihan undertook such employment and did agree 

to render and provide such counseling services and otherwise do all things necessary and proper 

for Plaintiff's general health and well being and to thereafter issue a course of care and treatment 

customarily provided in the community. In consideration of Father Lenilian's counseling services, 

Plaintiff made donations to the Church. 

67. Father Lenihan and Does 1-100 breached his duty of due care and grossly, 

negligently failed to possess and exercise that degree of skill and ordinary care possessed and 

exercised by physicians, surgeons, hospitals, psychotherapists, marriage counselors, nurses, 

dentists, pastors, nurses, attendants, technicians, paramedics, counselors, assistants, and the like 

engaged in the possession in the same or similar locale as Defendants, and each of them, by 

controlling, encouraging, fostering Plaintiff to participate in sexual conduct during the course of 

psychotherapy, making Plaintiff an emotional and dependent person. In committing these acts, 

Father Lenihan and Does 1-100, violated Civil Code sections 43.93 and 51.9, which prohibits 

Father Lenihan and Does 1-100, and persons ofa like profession from engaging in "sexual 

contact" which included, but was not limited to sexual intercourse, groping and fondling of 

28 Plaintiff's breasts, groping and fondling of Plaintiff's genitals, oral copulation, . oral 
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copUlation on Father Lenihan, penetration of Plaintiff's genitals and anus with Father Lenihan's 

fingers and tongue, masturbation, explicit sexual conversation and other lewd and lascivious acts. 

68. Such sexual contact occurred between the Father Lenihan and Plaintiff during the 

time when Plaintiff, as a patient, was receiving counseling with Father Lenihan and consent was 

against her better judgment, but was able to be subverted by Father Lenihan by abusing her trust 

and confidence placed in him during the course of the relationship in which she was seeking 

guidance and counseling from him as a Church leader and counselor. 

69. Plaintiff was an emotionally, co-dependent person when she came under the care 

and control of Father Lenihan, who acquired confidential and discreet information from the 

Plaintiffby betraying the trust and confidence placed in him and used the information obtained to 

foster a co-dependency on J;Um. As a result of Plaintiff's emotional state, she developed a strong 

bond and co-dependency on Father Lenihan and was unable to emotionally cope with her feelings 

and to stop Father Lenihan from molesting and sexually abusing her or otherwise terminating her 

counseling relationship. 

70. Father Lenihan and Does 1-100 further negligently breached their duty of due care 

owing to the Plaintiff and ordinarily possessed and exercised by other professionals in the same or 

similar localities as Defendants, by knowingly deceiving the Plaintiff and failing to advise her of 

the truth that Father Lenihan was not qualified to properly handle her problems and that he was 

unable and unqualified and unskilled in dealing with the transference phenomena and his sole 

intention was to exploit Plaintiff sexually for his own satisfaction. 

71. Father Lenihan and Does 1-100 further negligently breached their duty of due care 

27 owing to the Plaintiff and ordinarily possessed and exercised by other professionals in the same 0 

28 
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similar localities as Defendants, by failing to properly diagnose and develop an appropriate course 

of treatment for Plaintiff's emotional and mental condition. 

72. Father Lenihan and Does 1-100 further negligently breached their duty of due care 

owing to the Plaintiff and ordinarily possessed and exercised by other professionals in the_same or 

similar localities as Defendants, by concealing from the Plaintiff that Father Lenihan was not duly 

licensed or qualified to prescnbe and use certain drugs, such as Prozac, Valiurn, and Xanax. to 

treat patients he was counseling and by illegally providing Plaintiff with said drugs. 

73. As a proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, Plaintiffwas 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all of which injures have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritua~ physical and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

ofthe injuries, Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time of trial. 

74. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from loss of religious faith, depression and frequent 

periodic episodes of anxiety, panic, fear, guilt and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is 

informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent 

disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to 

be determined at the tinle of trial. 

75. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

27 Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, ano.rexia, and other 

28 physical ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries vvill 
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result in some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future 
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damages in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

76. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff has been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 
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expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of triaL 

77. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff has been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time oftrial. 

78. 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Sexual Harassment, Civil Code section 51.9) 

(Against Father Lenihan and Does 1-100, Inclusive) 

Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference all ofthe allegations of paragraphs 1-77, 

as though fully set forth herein. 

79. Father Lenihan occupied a superior position of authority, respect and trust over 

the Plaintiff in that he was an ordained priest, the priest of Plaintiff's Church, a counselor to 

Plaintiff·s emotional problems, and his expressed agreement and assertion to deal with Plaintiffs 

problems and as a result of voluntarily asserting himself to act as her counselor, a relationship of 

trust and confidence developed between Plaintiff and Father Lenihan. As a fiduciary and 

counselor in Plaintiffs well being, Father Lenihan had an affirmative duty to act in Plaintiff's best 

interests and to refrain from any conduct which has the foreseeability or unreasonable risk of 

causing Plaintiff any mental or emotional harm. Father Lenihan had a further duty not to 
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wrongfully breach of exploit Plaintiffs trust and confidences placed in him during their counseling 

and not use any information obtained to an unfair advantage to the Plaintiff. 

80. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and alleges thereon, that Defendants, Father 

Lenihan and Does 1-100, held themselves out to the general public, Church parishioners, 

professional and licensed psychologists, and healthcare physicians in the community, Courts- of the 

State of California, the Dioceses and the Plaintiff as being experienced, capable psychologist, 

and/or family counselors and they were, in fact, offering counseling services to the Plaintiff to help 

her emotional and psychological disabilities pursuant to Business & Professions Code sections 

2901 ( c), 4980.10 and as such are required to possess the degree of skill, ability and expertise, 

knowledge and qualifications oflearning of similar practitioners in the community. 

81. Commencing on or about January, 2000 and continuing until March, 2002, 

Plaintiff sought professional treatment, assessment and counseling of her mental and emotional 

condition from Father Lenihan. Father Lenihan specifically held himself out as a capable, 

experienced and qualified counselor being able to provide professional counseling. Plaintiff was 

led to believe, by Father Lenihan, that she would receive appropriate treatment as is necessary 

relative to Plaintiffs then existing mental condition, health and well being, including, but not 

limited to, counseling relating to relationship problems, sobriety, and past history of emotional 

and psychological disabilities resulting in problems she was continuing to experience. 

82. Father Lenihan expressly volunteered and agreed to perfonn therapeutic services 

24 and pursuant to his role as a counselor, Father Lenihan undertook such employment and did agree 

25 to render and provide such counseling services and otherwise do all things necessary and proper 

26 for Plaintiffs general health and well being and to thereafter issue a course of care and treatment 

27 customarily provided in the community. 

28 
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83. Father Lenihan and Does 1-100 breached his duty of due care and grossly, 

negligently failed to possess and exercise that degree of skill and ordinary care possessed and 

exercised by physicians, surgeons, hospitals, psychotherapists, marriage cOWlSelors, nurses, 

dentists, pastors, nurses, attendants, technicians, paramedics, counselors, assistants, and the like 

engaged in the possession in the same or similar locale as Defendants, and each ofthem, by 

controlling, encouraging, fostering Plaintiff to participate in sexual conduct during the course of 

psychotherapy, making Plaintiff an emotional and dependent person. In committing these acts, 

Father Lenihan and Does 1-100, violated Civil Code sections 43.93 and 51.9, which prohibits 

Father Lenihan and Does 1-100, and persons of a like profession from engaging in "sexual 

contact" which included, but was not limited to sexual intercourse, groping and fondling of 

Plaintiff's breasts, groping and fondling of Plaintiff's genitals, oral copulation, oral copulation on 

Father Lenihan, penetration of Plaintiffs genitals and anus with Father Lenihan's fingers and 

tongue, masturbation, explicit sexual conversation and other lewd and lascivious acts. 

84. Such sexual contact occurred between the Father Lenihan and Plaintiff during the 

time when Plaintiff, as a patient, was receiving counseling with Father Lenihan and consent was 

against her better judgment, but was able to be subverted by Father Lenihan by abusing her trust 

and confidence placed in him during the course of the relationship in which she was seeking 

guidance and counseling from him as a Church leader and counselor. Plaintiff was unable to stop 

the sexual abuse because of her co-dependency on Father Lenihan. 

85. As a proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, Plaintiff was 

24 hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

25 person, all of which injures have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

26 spiritual, physical and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

27 basis alleges that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

28 
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of the injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time oftrial. 

86. As a further proximate result ofthe acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from loss of religious faith, depression and frequent 

periodic episodes of anxiety, panic, fear, guilt and other fonTIS of emotional distress. Plaintiff is 

informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent 

disab~ty to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amolUlt to 

be detennined at the time of trial. 

87. As a further proximate result ofthe acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, anorexia, and other 

physical aihnents. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that tlie injuries will 

result in some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof, Plaintiffhas suffered pa<;t and future 

damages in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

88. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff has been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

89. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

24 Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

25 and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be detennined at the time of trial. 

26 

27 

28 
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90. 

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Violation of Statute - Health & Safety 
Code sections 11150, 11153, and 11154) 

(Against Father Lenihan and Does I-toO) 

Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and reallegesall ofthe allegations 

contained in paragraphs 1 through 89, as though fully set for herein. 

91. Father Lenihan occupied a superior position of authority, respect and trust over 

the Plaintiff, in that, he was an ordained priest, the priest of Plaintiff's Church, a counselor to 

Plaintiff's emotional problems, and his expressed agreement and assertion to deal with Plaintiff's 

problems and as a result of voluntarily asserting himself to act as her counselor, a relationship of 

trust and confidence developed between Plaintiff and Father Lenihan. As a fiduciary and 

counselor in Plaintiff's well being, Father Lenihan had an affinnative duty to act in Plaintiff's best 

interests and to refrain from any conduct which has the foreseeability or unreasonable risk of 

causing Plaintiff any mental or emotional harm. Father Lenihan had a further duty not to 

wrongfully breach of exploit Plaintiff's trust and confidences placed in him during their counseling 

and not use any information obtained to an unfair advantage to the Plaintiff. 

92. Section 11150 of the Health & Safety Code prohibits all personS other than a 

"physician, dentist, podiatrist, ... " from writing or issuing a prescription. Health & Safety Code 

section 11153(a) provides, in pertinent part, as follows: "A prescription for a controlled 

substance shall only be issued for a legitimate medical purpose by an individual practitioner acting 

in the usual course ofhis or her professional practice ... except as authorized by this provision, 

the following are not legitimate prescriptions: (1) an order purporting to be a prescription, which 

is issued not in the usual course of professional treatment or in legitimate and authorized research' 

" 
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93. Section 11154 of the Health & Safety Code provides as follows: "(a) Except in 

the regular practice ofhis or her profession, no person shall knowingly prescribe, administer, 

dispense, or furnish a controlled substance to or for any person or animal, which is not under his 

or her treatment for a pathology or condition other than addiction to a controlled substance, 

except as provided in this division. (b) No person shall knowingly solicit, direct, entice, aid, or 

encourage a practitioner authorized to write a prescription to unlawfully prescribe, administer, 

dispense or furnish a controlled substance." 

94. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Father Lenihan, on 

or about September, 2001, became concerned about the Plaintiff's co-dependency on him and that 

the Plaintiff might reveal to the Dioceses the sexual abuses and molestation which had been 

occurring during their counseling relationship. Father Lenihan, not a skilled, experienced, or a 

licensed physician, contacted a physician/friend and illegally obtained a prescription for Prozac, 

Valium, and Xanax, and upon securing the prescription, purchased those drugs and directed and 

instructed the Plaintiff to take this medication while he was away. Thereafter, Plaintiffpegan 

consuming her drugs, as directed, and when the supply was consumed, approximately one month 

later, Father Lenihan instructed her to telephone the licensed physician/friend to request another 

prescription for Prozac, Valium, and Xanax. Thereafter, after the second month of medication 

was consummated, Father Lenihan again instructed Plaintiff to contact his licensed 

physician/friend for further refills. Plaintiff is further informed and believes that Father Lenihan 

knew, or should have known, in the exercise of reasonable diligence, that by providing 

prescription medication ofProzac, Xanax and Valium, was a violation of Health & Safety Code 

sections 11150, 11153, and 11154. 

95. Plaintiff is further informed and believes, and on that bas~ alleges, that Father 

27 Lenihan knew, or should have known in the exercise of reasonable diligence, that by illegally 

28 
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prescnbing and instructing the Plaintiff to take the prescription drugs ofProzac, Valium, and 

Xanax, he was creating an unreasonable risk ofharm to the Plaintiff. 

96. Plaintiff is informed and believes that Plaintiff was one of the class·ofpersons for 

whom Health & Safety Code sections 11150, 11153, and 11154 was adopted to protect. 

97. Had Father Lenihan adequately performed his duties as a counselor and not 

provided illegally obtained medication to the Plaintiff, Plaintiff would not have suffered from 

injuries and damages as herein alleged. 

98. As a proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, Plaintiffwas 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

persoll, all of which injures have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time oftrial. 

99. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan·described herein, 

21. Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from loss of religious faith, depression and frequent 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

periodic episodes of anxiety, panic, fear, guilt and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is 

informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent 

disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to 

be detennined at the time oftrial. 

27 100. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan d~scribed herein, 

28 Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, anorexia, and othe! 
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physical aihnents. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will 

result in some pennanent disability to her. By reason thereof, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future 

damages in an amount to be detennined at the time of triaL 

101. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be detennined at the time oftrial. 

102. As a further proximate result ofthe acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be detennined at the time of trial. 

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Battery) 

(Against Father Lenihan and Does 1-100) 

103. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference all of the allegations of paragraphs 

1-102, as though fully set forth herein. 

104. Father Lenihan occupied a superior position of authority, respect and trust over 

the Planltiff, ill that, he was an ordained priest, the priest of Plaintiff's Church, a counselor to 

Plaintiff's emotional problems, and his expressed agreement and assertion to deal with Plaintiff's 

problems and as a result ofvoluntarily asserting himself to act as her counselor, a relationship of 

trust and confidence developed between Plaintiff and Father Lenihan.. As a fiduciary and 

counselor ill Plaintiff's well being, Father Lenihan had an affirmative duty to act in Plaintiffs best 

interests and to refrain from any conduct which has the foreseeability or unreasonable risk of 

causing Plaintiff any mental or emotional harm. Father Lenihan had a further duty not to 
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\Vfongfully breach of exploit Plaintiff s trust and confidences placed in him during their counseling 

and not use any information obtained to an unfair advantage to the Plaintiff. 

105. On or about September, 200 1, during the course of cQunseling the Plaintiff for her 

emotional difficulties, Father Lenihan illegally obtained a prescription, supplied, provided and 

directed Plaintiff to take Prozac, Valium and Xanax, all drugs which are legally restricted. Father 

Lenihan provided these drugs in violation of Health & Safety Code sections 11150, 11153, and 

11154. 

106. In doing these acts, Father Lenihan acted with the intent to, and did injure the 

Plaintiffs person in an offensive and outrageous manner. 

107. Plaintiff did not legally consent to Father Lenihan's act of giving her medication 

and that she was extremely emotional and co-dependent on Father Lenihan as her counselor and 

followed his advice. 

108. As a proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, Plaintiff was 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all of which injures have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time of trial. 

109. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan descnbed herein, 

27 Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from loss of religious faith, depression and frequent 

28 periodic episodes of anxiety, panic, fear, guilt and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is 
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informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the -injuries will result in some permanent 

disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past -and future damages in an amount to 

be determined at the time of trial. 

110. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, llIlorexia, and other 

physical ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will 

result in some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof, Plaintiffhas suffered past and fUture 

damages in an amount to be determined at the time of tria!. 

111. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

ofthe injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

112. k a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time of tria!. 

113. The above-described conduct of Father Lenihan was willful and outrageous, was 

committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, and was 

otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

25 - Father Lenihan has been guilty offraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

26 award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

27 

28 
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SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Civil Conspiracy) 

(As Against Father Lellihan and Does 1-100, Inclusive) 

114. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and realleges all the allegations contained 

in paragraphs 1-113, as though fully set forth herein. 

115. Father Lenihan occupied a superior position of authority, respect and trust-over 

the Plaintiff, in that, he was an ordained priest, the priest of Plaintiff's Church, a counselor to 

Plaintiff's emotional problems, and his expressed agreement and assertion to deal with Plaintiff's 

problems and as a result of voluntarily asserting his conduct to act as her counselor, a relationship 

of trust and confidence developed between Plaintiff and Father Lenihan. Ar. a fiducil:J.IT and 

counselor in P1aiJ;J.tiff's well being, Father Lenihan had an affirmative duty to act in Plaintiff's best 

interests and to refrain from any conduct which has the foreseeability or unreasonable risk of 

causing Plaintiff any mental or emotional harm. Father Lenihan mid a further duty not to 

wrongfully breach of exploit ·Plaintiff's trust and confidences placed in him during their counseling 

and not use any infonnation obtained to an unfair advantage to the Plaintiff. 

116. On or about September 1, 2001, Father Lenihan in his capacity as a counselor for 

the Plaintiff, illegally prescribed and obtained a prescription for Prozac, Xanax and Valium and 

after obtaining the fraudulent prescriptions, purchased the medications for the Plaintiff, and 

directed her to take those narcotics. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges 

thereon, that Father Lenihan contacted a duly licensed physician/friend, Does 1-5, in order to 

secure a prescription for Prozac, Xanax and Valium to give to the Plaintiff. Plaintiff is informed 

and believes that Father Lenihan and Does 1-5 knowingly and willfully conspired themselves to 

avoid the laws of the State of California, and allow Father Lenihan to acquire a prescription and 

to obtain the illegal drugs to be given to Plaintiff. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and thereon 

alleges, that the illegal drugs were paid for by Father Lenihan and his co-conspirator and to be 
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given to Plaintiff in an effort to prevent her from losing further emotional control and disclosing to 

the Dioceses and the public the sexual abuse and exploitation resulting from Father Lenihan's 

misconduct and exploitations as a counselor and Roman Catholic priest. 

117. As a proximate result of the acts ofFatherLenihan described herein, Plaintiff was 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all of which injures have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believe;s, and on that 

basis alleges that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time of trial. 

118. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from loss of religious faith, depression and frequent 

periodic episodes of anxiety, panic, fear, guilt and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is 

informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent 

disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to 

be determined at the time oftrial. 

119. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father LeniluUl described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, anorexia, and other 

physical ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will 

result in some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future 

damages in an amount to be determined at the time oftrial. 

120. As a further proximate result ofthe acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

28 Plaintiffhas been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 
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expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of triaL 

121. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenlhan descnbed herein, 

Plaintiff has been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

122. The above-described conduct of Father Lenihan was willful and outrageous, was 

committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, and was 

otherwise intended to. cause injury to Plaintiff Additianally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

Father Lenihan has been guilty of fraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Fraud: Concealment of Facts and Misrepresentatians) 

(As Against All Defendants) 

123. Plaintiff hereby incarparates by reference and realleges all the allegations contained 

in paragraphs 1-122, as though fully set forth herein. 

124. Beginning in or around 1978, and continuing until today, Defendants had aqtual 

and constructive knowledge that Father Lenihan had molested, and sexually, mentally, and 

physically abusec Redacted Redacted and :plaintiff. 

125. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and on that basis allege!), that Defendants 

27 affinnatively represented to Plaintiff, and parishioners at Churches and schools owned, 

28 maintained, and cantrolled by the Dioceses in which Father Lenihan worked, that Father Lenihan 
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was safe, and morally and spiritually beneficial and he was capable of performing his duties to all 

parishioners, and others under Father Lenihan's controL direction, counseling and guidance. 

Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that when Defendants made these 

affirmative misrepresentations, Defendants suppressed the material facts that Father Lenihan had 

on numerous occasions sexually, physically, and/or mentally abused Plaintiff, Redacted 

Redacted , and/or knew of or learned of conduct by Father Lenihan which placed 

Defendants on notice that Father Lenihan had certain deviant proclivities, propensities and 

qualities to sexually abuse vulnerable females and was likely to continue abusing other vulnerable 

minor and adult females and/or parishioners while counseling them. 

126. Plaintiffwas a parishioner at St. Edward, and was under Father Lenihan's 

psychological counseling and care during these times, creating a special fiduciary relationship or 

special care relationship with Defendants, and each of them. As the responsible party and/or 

employer controlling Father Lenihan, with actual knowledge of Father Lenihan's prior sexual 

misconduct, and as the operators of a Church where vulnerable females attended and were 

allowed to be counseled by Father Lenihan, Defendants Dioceses were also in a special 

relationship with Plaintiff. 

127. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that before, during and 

after the time that Plaintiff was molested, sexually exploited, and abused by Father Lenihan, 

Defendants had a duty to disclose to Plaintiff, parishioners, and others under Father Lenihan's 

controL direction, counseling and guidance, that Father Lenihan bad been and was continuing to 

engage in sexually related conduct with vulnerable and dependent females, but intentionally 

suppressed and concealed this information. The duty to disclose arose by the special trusting, 

confidentiaL and/or fiduciary relationship between Defendants and Plaintiff as alleged herein, 

pursuant to Tarasoffy. Regents Of Uniy. of Cal., 17 Cal.3d 425, 131 Ca1.Rptr. 14, 23 (1976) and 

LiMandri y. Judkins, 52 Cal.App.4th 326,60 Cal.Rptr. 539,543 (1997); ijeligts y. Schuman 
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(1986) 52 Cal.AppAth 337; by reason of the fact that Defendants made affirmative 

representations regarding Father Lenihan, but suppressed the material facts about the 

molestations, of other victims, pursuant to Randj W. y. Muroc Joint Unified School, 14 Ca1.4th 

1066,929 P.2d ,582,592 (1997); by reason ofthe fact that Defendants-had exclusive knowledge 

of the material facts alleged herein regarding Father Lenihan which were not known to Plaintiff 

and/or not assessable to Plaintiff, pursuant to LiMandri y. Judkins, 52 Cal.AppAth 326, 6(J 

Cal.Rptr. 539, 543 (1997); Heligts v. Schuman (1986) 52 Cal.App..4th 337, and by reason ofthe 

fact that a special relationship, as employer/employee, existed between the Defendant Dioceses 

and Father Lenihan which imposed a duty upon the Defendant Dioceses to control Father 

Lenihan's conduct, pursuant to Iarasoffv. Regents OfUniv. of Cal., 17 Ca1.3d 425, 131 

Cal.Rptr. 14,23 (1976). 

128. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that said intentional and 

deliberate suppression and concealment of facts included, but was not limited to: transferring 

Father Lenihan from position to position whenever too many complaints or reports surfaced 

regarding his molestations in anyone location; making no investigation; issuing no warnings; 

permitting Father Lenihan routinely and often to be alone with and counsel minors and other 

vulnerably and emotionally dependent females; not having adopted a policy to prevent permitting 

Father Lenihan routinely to be alone with and counsel minors, and other emotionally vulnerable 

females, making no reports of any allegations of Father Lenihan's abuse and molestations to 

minors in their care; and assigning and continuing to assign Father Lenihan to duties which placed 

him in positions of authority and trust over minors, and emotionally dependent females in which 

Father Lenihan could easily be alone with and sexually exploit such persons during counseling 

sessions. 
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129. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendants, a.pd 

each ofthem. made no attempt to take any negative action ag. Father Lenihan nor to-monitor 

or ensure he was properly performing his duties. 

130. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that said 

representations, suppressions and concealment offacts were likely to misleaa Plaintiff, 

parishioners, students, and others to believe that Defendants had no knowledge of any charges, or 

that there were no other charges of sexual misconduct against Father Lenihan, and that 

Defendants were directly supervising and preventing Father Lenihan from contact with 

pariShioners, students, or counselees and that there was no need for them to take further action to 

protect themselves. 

131. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendants, and 

each of them, knew at the time they represented, suppressed and concealed the true facts 

regarding Father Lenihan's sexual molestations, that said representations, suppressions and 

concealment offact were misleading. 

132. Plaintiff is in:(ormed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendants, and 

each of them, represented, suppressed and concealed the true facts with the intent to prevent 

Plaintiff, parishioners, counselees, and others, from learning that Father Lenihan had been and was 

continuing to m9lest minors, parishioners, counselees, vulnerable adults females, and others under 

Father Lenihan's control, direction, counseling and guidance, with complete impunity; to induce 

people, including Plaintiff, counselees, other parishioners, benefactors, and donors to the Diocese 

to participate and financially, support, and to continue to participate in and financially support 

parishes, schools, camps and' other Church money-making enterprises; to prevent further reports 

and outside investigations into Father Lenihan's and Defendants' conduct; to prevent discovery 0 

Defendants' own fraudulent conduct; to avoid damage to the reputations of Defendants; to 
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protect their power and status in the Church hierarchy; to avoid damage to the reputation of the 

Church; and to avoid the civil and criminal liability of Defendants and of Father Lenihan. 

133. Plaintiff is infonnedand believes, "and on that basis alleges, that at all times 

mentioned herein, Defendants, with knowledge of the tortuous nature of their owtt and each 

others' conduct, knowingly and intentionally gave each other substantial assistance to perpetrate 

the fraud and deceit alleged herein. 

134. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Plaintiff, 

counselees, students, benefactors, donors, parishioners, and others, were misled by Defendants' 

intentional representations, suppressions and concealment of facts, and in reliance thereon, were 

induced to act or induced not to act exactly as intended by Defendants, and each offuem, and 

specifically Plaintiff was induced to believe that there were no allegations of sexual abuse against 

Father Lenihan. Had Plaintiff, counselees, students, parishioners, and others, known the true facts 

and not been ignorant of the representations, suppressions and conceabnent offacts and 

17" misrepresentations, they would have decided not to participate further in counseling with Father 

18 
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27 

Lenihan or to "further financially support the Dioceses' activities alleged herein; would not have 

allowed themselves to be counseled and under the control ofthe Defendants and Father Lenihan; 

would have reported the matters to the proper authorities, to other parishioners, to patents of and 

to minor students so as to prevent future recurrences; would not have allowed counselees, 

including Plaintiff, to be alone with or have any counseling relationship with Father Lenihan; 

would have undertaken their own investigations which would have led to discovery of the true 

facts; and would have sought psychological counseling for Plaintiff from legitimate medical 

practitioners. 

135. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that as a direct and 

28 proximate result of the wrongful conduct of said Defendants, Plaintiffwas molested and sexually, 
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physically, and mentally abused by Father Lenihan, while being counseled for emotional and 

psychological difficulties, as alleged herein. 

136. Furthermore, the Defendants' fraud, which continues through today, caused 

Plaintitfto experience recurrences of the severe mental distress, including fear, anger, shame, 

humiliation, helplessness, and guilt, that Plaintiff had experienced at the time Plaintiff was 

molested and abused; and further caused Plaintiff to experience extreme and severe mental 

distress, manifested by the above feelings, that Plaintiffhad been the victim of Defendants' fraud, 

that Plaintiff had not been able to help herself because of the fraud, and that Plaintiffhad not been 

able because of the fraud to receive timely psychological counseling Plaintiff needed to deal with 

problems Plaintiffhad suffered and continues to suffer as a result of the molestations. 

137. As a proximate result of the acts of Father Leriihan described herein, Plaintitfwas 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all of which ~jures have caused, and continue to cause, Plairitiff great IItental, emotional, 

spirituaL physical and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future .damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time of trial. 

138. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from loss of religious faith, depression and frequent 

periodic episodes of anxiety, panic, fear, guilt and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is 

informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent 

disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to 

be determined at the time of trial. 
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139. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, anorexia, and other 

physical ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will 

result in some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof, Plaintiff has suffered past and future 

damages in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

140. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff has been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

141. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be detennined at the tin1e of trial. 

142. The above-described conduct of Father Lenihan was willful ahd outrage,ou~, was 

committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, a:qd physical injury ant! illness, and was 

otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described l:ierein, 

Father Lenihan has been guilty offraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Negligent: Concealment of Facts and Misrepresentations) 

(As Against All Defendants) 

143. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and realleges all the allegations containe 

in paragraphs 1-142, as though fully set forth herein. 
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144. Beginning in or around 1978, and continuing until today, Defendants had actual 

and constructive knowledge that Father Lenilian had molested, and sexually, mentally, and 

physically abused Redacted Redacted !TId Plaintiff. 

145. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendants 

negligently and carelessly represented and failed to disclose to Plaintiff, and parishioners at 

Churches and schools owned, maintained, and controlled by the Dioceses in which Father Lenihan 

worked, that Father Lenilian was safe, and morally and spiritually beneficial and capable of 

performing his duties to all parishioners, and others under Father Lenihan's control, direction, 

counseling and guidance. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that when 

Defendants made these affirmative misrepresentations, Defendants suppressed the material facts 

that Father Lenihan had on numerous occasions sexually, physically, and/or mentally abused 

Plaintiff, Redacted . and Redacted t, and/or knew of or learned of conduct by Father 

Lenihan which placed Defendants on notice that Father Lenihan had certain deviant proclivities, 

propensities and qualities and he was likely to sexually abuse vulnerable females and/or other 

parishioners. 

146. Plaintiff was a parishioner at St. Edward, and was under Father Lenihan's 

psychological counseling and care during these times, creating a special fiduciary relationship or 

special care relationship with Defendants, and each of them. As the responsible party and/or 

employer controlling Father Lenihan, with actual knowledge of Father Lenihan's prior sexual 

misconduct, and as the operators of a Church where vunerable females attended, Defendants 

Dioceses were also in a special relationship with Plaintiff. 

147. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that before, during and 

after the time that Plaintiff was molested, sexually exploited, and abused by Father Lenihan, 
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Defendants had a duty to disclose to Plaintiff, students, parishioners, counselees and others under 

Father Lenihan's control, direction, counseling and guidance, Father Lenihan had been and was 

continuing to engage in sexually related conduct with vulnerable and co-dependent females, but 

negligently and carelessly concealed this information. The duty to disclose arose by the special 

trusting, confidential, and/or fiduciary relationship between Defendants and Plaintiff as alleged 

herein, pursuant to Tarasoffy. Regents OfUniy. of Cal., 17 CaL3d 425, 131 Cal.Rptr. 14,23 

(1976) and LiMandri y. Judkins, 52 Cal.App.4th 326,60 CaLRptr. 539, 543 (1997);-by reason of 

the fact that Defendants made careless and negligent representations regarding Father Lenihan, 

but suppressed the material facts about the molestations, of other victims, pursuant to Randj W. y. 

Muroc Joint Unified School, 14 Ca1.4th 1066, 929 P.2d 582, 592 (1997); by reason of the fact 

that Defendants had exclusive knowledge of the material facts alleged herein regarding Father 

Lenihan which were not known to Plaintiff and/or not assessable to Plaintiff, pursuant to 

LiMandri y. Judkins, 52 Cal.App.4th 326, 60 Cal.Rptr. 539, 543 (1997); and by reason of the fact 

that a special relationship, as employer/employee, exi<;ted between the Defendant Dioceses and 

Father Lenihan which imposed a duty upon the Defendant Dioceses to control Father Lenihan's 

conduct, pursuant to Tarasoffy. Regents OfUniv. of Cal., 17 Ca1.3d 425, 131 Cal.Rptr. 14, 23 

(1976). 

148. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges, that said negligent and 

careless representations, suppression and concealment offacts included, but was not limited to: 

transferring Father Lenihan from position to position whenever too many complaints or reports 

surfaced regarding his molestations in anyone location; making no investigation; issuing no 

warnings; pennitting Father Lenihan routinely and often to be alone with minors, counselees and 

other vulnerably and emotionally dependent females; making no reports of any allegations of 

Father Lenihan's abuse and molestations to minors in their care; and assigning and continuing to 

assign Father Lenihan to duties which placed him in positions of authority and trust over minors, 

COMPLAINT 
64 

000277 
LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000215



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

and emotionally dependent females in which Father Lenihan could easily be alone with such 

persons during counseling sessions. 

149. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the representation 

made by the Defendants, and each ofthern, were, in fact, false. The true facts were that Father 

Lenihan had a history of molesting and sexually abusing vulnerable females, and that his 

propensities and qualities to abuse females made him a danger to vulnerable .females, who came 

under his control and counseling sessions. Defendants, and each ofthern, made these 

representations with no grounds believing them true, and in reliance thereon, the Plaintiff allowed 

Father Lenihan to continue counseling her. 

150. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that said 

representations, suppressions and conceahnent of facts were likely to mislead Plaintiff, 

parishioners, students, and others to believe that Defendants had no knowledge of any charges, or 

that there were no other charges of sexual misconduct against Father Lenihan, and that 

Defendants were directly supervising and preventing Father Lenihan from illicit contact with 

parishioners, students, or counseling and that there was no need for them to take further action. 

151. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendants, and 

each of them, knew or should have known at the time they represented, suppressed and concealed 

the true facts regarding Father Lenihan's sexual molestations and sexual abuse, that said 

representations, suppressions and conceahnent of facts were misleading. 

152. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendants, and 

26 each ofthern, represented, suppressed and concealed the true facts with the intent to prevent 

27 Plaintiff, parishioners, counselees, and others, from learning that Father Lenihan had been and w 

28 continuing to molest minors, parishioners, counselees, vulnerable adults females, and others 
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under Father Lenihan' s contro~ direction, counseling and guidance; to induce people, including 

Plaintiff, counselees, other parishioners, benefactors, and donors to the Dioceses to participate 

and financially support, and to continue to participate in and financially support parishes, schools, 

camps and other Church money-making enterprises; to prevent further reports and outside 

investigations into Father Lenihan's and Defendants' conduct was to prevent discovery of 

Defendants' oWn fraudulent conduct; to avoid damage to the reputations of Defendants; to 

protect their power and status in the Church hierarchy; to avoid damage to theteputation ofthe 

Church; and to avoid the civil and criminal liability of Defendants and of Father Lenihan. 

153. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Plaintiff, 

counselees, students, bepefactors, donors, parishioners, and others, were misled by Defendants' 

representations, suppre~sions and concealment of facts, and in reliance thereon, were induced to 

act or induced not to Bft exactly as intended by Defendants, an~ each of them, and specifically 

Plaintiffwas induced t~ believe that there were no allegations of sexual abuse against Father 

Lenihan. Had P1aIDtiff, counselees, students, parishioners, and others, known the true facts and 

not been ignorant oft¥ suppressions and conceahnent offacts and misrepresentations, t~ey 

would have decided nQt to participate further or to further ~cially support the Dioceses' 

activities alleged here~; would not have allowed themselves to be counseled and Wlder the 
, 

control ofthe Defend~ts and Father Lenihan; would have reported the matters to the proper 

authorities, to other parishioners, to parents of and to minor students so as to prevent future 

recurrences; would not have allowed counselees, including Plaintiff, to be alone with or have any 

counseling relationship with Father Lenihan; would have undertaken their own investigations 

which would have led to discovery of the true facts; and would have sought psychological 

counseling for Plaintiff from legitimate medical practitioners. 
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154. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that as a direct and 

proximate result of the wrongful conduct of said Defendants, Plaintiff was molested and sexually, 

physically, and mentally abused by Father Lenihan, as alleged herein. 

155. Furthermore, the Defendants' negligent fraud, which continues through today, 

caused Plaintiff to experience recurrences of the severe mental distress, including fear, anger, 

shame, humiliation, helplessness, and guilt, that Plaintiff had experienced at the time Plaintiff was 

molested and abused; and further caused Plaintiff to experience extreme and severe mental 

distress, manifested by the above feelings, that Plaintiffhad been the victim of Defendants' fraud, 

that Plaintiff had not been able to help herself because of the fraud, and that Plaintiff bad not been 

able because of the fraud to receive timely psychological counseling Plaintiff needed to deal with 

problems Plaintiff had suffered and continues to suffer as a result of the molestationS. 

156. As a proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, Plaintiff was 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all of which injures have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result 

of the injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the 

time 0 f trial. 

157. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from loss of religious faith, depression and frequent 

periodic episodes of anxiety, panic, fear, guilt and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is 

informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent 

disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to 

be determined at the time of trial. 
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158. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, anorexia, and other 

physical ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis. alleges, that the injuries will 

result in some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future 

damages in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

159. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan-described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

ofthe injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time oftrial. 

160. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenilian described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time oftrial. 

161. The above-described conduct of Father Lenihan was willful and outrageous, was 

committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, and was 

otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

Father Lenihan has been guilty of fraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress) 

(As Against All Defendants) 

162. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and realness all the allegations contained 

in paragraphs 1-161, as though fully set forth herein. 
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163. Father Lenihan occupied a position of authority, respect, and trust over Plaintiff in 

that Father Lenihan was an adult, an ordained priest, and the priest of Plaintiff's Church and 
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4 
counselor of her emotional pro-blems. The Dioceses likewise occupied a position of authority, 

respect, and trust over Plaintiff in that they controlled and exercised jurisdiction over the 
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6 
Churches which Plaintiff attended and controlled the activities and duties of Father Lenihan. 

7 . 164. Plaintiff felt great trust, faith and confidence in the Defendants. 
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165. Father Lenihan's above-described conduct was intentional and-maliciQus and done 

for the purpose of causing PlaintitIto suffer hwniliation, mental anguish, and emotional and 

physical distress which continues through today. 

12 166. Furthermore, the Dioceses' above-described conduct was intentional and malicious 
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and done for the purpose of causing Plaintiff to suffer humiliation, mental anguish, and emotional 

and physical distress. The Dioceses' conduct in covering up the molestations and abuses by 

Father Lenihan, continuing to allow Father Lenihan to act as a Catholic priest within the Dioceses, 

continuing to hold Father Lenihan out as a Catholic priest who could be trusted with oounselee's 

and continuing to allow Father Lenihan to work with counselees on a daily basis, and c;ontinuing 

to move Father Lenihan around to different Catholic Churches within the Dioceses, continued 

through at least September of2001. 

167. As a proximate result of the acts of Defendants herein, Plaintiffwas hurt and 

injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to her nervous system and person, all 

of which injuries have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, spiritual, 

physical nervous pain and sufiering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, 

that the injuries will result in continuiJ.\g and permanent disability to her. As a result of the 
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injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future" damages in an amount to be determined at the time 

of tria!. 

168. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from loss of religious faith, depression and frequent 
6 

periodic episodes of anxiety, panic, fear, guilt and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is 
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informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuties will result"in some permanent 

disability to her. By reason thereof Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to 

be determined at the time of trial. 

169. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea, anorexia, and other 

physical ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will 

result in some permanent disability to her. By reason thereof, Plaintiff has suffered past and future 

damages in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

170. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff has been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

171. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff has been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

172. The above-descnbed conduct of Father Lenihan was willful and outrageous, was 

28 committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 
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mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, and was 

otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

Father Lenihan has been guilty offraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTI-ON 

(Negligent Infliction of Emotional Distress) 

(As Against All Defendants) 

173. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and reall~g~s all the allegations contained 

in paragraphs 1-172, as though fully set forth herein. 

12 174. Defendants Dioceses knew or should have known that Father Lenihan had been and 
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was continuing to engage in sexually related conduct with Plaintiff, Redacted l, and 

Redacted '. Defendants Dioceses had a duty to disclose to Plaintiff, students, parishioners, 

counselees, and others under Father Lenihan's control, direction, counseling and guidance, 

parents and the authorities that Father Lenihan had been and was continuing to engage in sexually 

related conduct with minors. The duty to disclose arose by the special trusting, confidentiaL 

and/or fiduciary relationship between Defendants and Plaintiff as alleged herein, pursuant to 

Tarasoffy. Regents OfUniy, of Cal., 17 Cal.3d 425, 131 Cal.Rptr. 14,23 (1976) and LiMandri y. 

Judkins, 52 Cal.AppAth 326,60 Cal.Rptr. 539, 543 (1997); by reason of the fact that Defendants 

made affirmative representations regarding Father Lenihan as alleged above, but suppryssed the 

material facts about the molestations, pursuant to Randi W. y. Muroc Joint Unified SchoQl, 14 

Cal.App.4th 1066, 929 P.23d 582, 592 (1997); by reason of the fact that the Defendants had 

exclusive knowledge of the material facts alleged herein regarding Father Lenihan which there 

were known to Plaintiff and/or not assessable tQ Plaintiff, pursuant to LiMandiri y, Judkins, 52 

Cal.App.4th 326 (1977); and by reason of the fact that a special relationship, as 

employer/employee, existed between the Defendant Dioceses and Father Lenihan, which imposed 
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a duty upon the Defendants Dioceses to control Father Lenihan's conduct, pursuant to Iarasoffv. 

Regents OfUniv. of Cal., 17 Cal.3d 425,131 Cal.Rptr. 14,23 (1976). 

175. Plaintiff felt great trust, faith and confidence in Father Lenihan and Defendants 

Dioceses, as her spiritual leaders and counselors. 

176. Defendants Dioceses negligently failed to disclose, misrepresented, suppressed, and 

concealed this information regarding Father Lenihan, before Plaintiffwas moleskd and sexuaJly 

abused by Father Lenihan, during the time that Plaintiff was molested by Father Lenihan, and after 

the time that Plaintiff was molested by Father Lenilian. 

177. Defendants Dioceses' hereinabove-described conduct caused Plaintiff to suffer 

humiliation, mental anguish, and emotional and physical distress, which continues through today. 

178. As a proximate result ofthe acts of the Defendants described herein, Plaintiff was 

hurt and injured in her health, strength and activity,sustained injury to her nervous system and 

person, all of which injuries have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great mental, emotional, 

spiritual, physical nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis 

alleges, that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disability to her. As a result ofthe 

injuries, Plaintiff has suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined at the time 

of trial. 

179. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from loss of religious faith, depression arid frequent 

periodic episodes of anxiety, panic, fear, guilt and other forms of emotional distress. Plaintiff is 

informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will result in some permanent 
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be determined at the time of trial. 

180. As a further proximate result ofthe acts of Father Lenihan descnbed herein, 

Plaintiff developed and continues to suffer from severe headaches, nausea; anorexia, and other 
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physical ailments. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that the injuries will 
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result in some pennanent disability to her. By reason thereof, Plaintiff has suffered past and future 
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damages in an amount to be determined at the time oftrial. 
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181. As a further proximate result ofthe acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

of the injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

182. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiffha been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time oftrial. 

183. The above-described conduct of Father Lenihan was willful and outrageous, was 

committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physical injury and illness, and was 

otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as descnbed herein, 

Father Lenihan has been guilty offraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiffis therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 
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TWELFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(N egligent SupervisionlRetentionlHiring) 

(As Defendant Dioceses and Defendant Does 1-100) 

184. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference and realleges all the allegations contained 

in paragraphs 1-183, as though fully set forth herein. 
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185. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on tlmt basis- alleges, that' as a result of the 

affiliation of Plaintiff with the Church, and the otherChurcJi officials, and after ha:ving allowed 

Plaintiff to enter into a fiduciary and counseling relationship with Father Lenihan, and consultation 

with other Church priests, a special fiduciary relationship of human ~d !Spiritual trust, ~d 

healing/practitioner patient relationship exists. Said special fiduciary relationship between 

Plaintiff and Defendant Dioceses exists because of the actual knowledge obtained by the Dioceses 
! 

concerning Father Lenihan's deviant sexual propensities and proclivities around vulnerable 

co-dependent females, and notwithstanding that knowledge, the Dioceses allowed, authorized and 

sanctioned Father Lenihan to come in contact with the public and otp.er vulnerable females who 

were likely to, and did indeed, place their confidence and trust 'in Father Lenihan as a counselor 

and priest. 

186. As alleged above, Plaintiff was sexually harassed, Plaintiff an emotionally 

vulnerable and dependent person, was sexually molested, abused and exploited by Father Lenihan 

and said conduct constitutes a breach of duty owed to the Plaintiff by the Dioceses to properly 

supervise, hire and control Father Lenihan and to provide a safe haven for Plaintiff and other 

vulnerable counselees. Defendant Dioceses had the right to supervise, hire or fire, monitor and 

control Father Lenihan. 

187. Defendants Dioceses knew or should have known that Father Lenihan had been and 

was continuing to engage in sexually related conduct with Plaintiff, 
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limited to: that at no time during the periods of time alleged herein did Defendants Dioceses have 

in place a system or procedure to supervise andlor monitor priests, and in particular, Father 

Lenihan, to ensure that these priests did not continue to molest and abuse cQunselees and others, 

especially after having an affirmative knowledge-that Father Lenihan had a history and propensity 

to take advantage of vulnerable minor and adult females uficler his direction and control; knowing 

of, and failing to remove or otherwise stop priests and in particular, Father Lenihan, from 

molesting and sexually abusing the Plaintiff after having knowledge that he was sexually abusing 

and exploiting the Plaintiff's vulnerabilities and building a co-dependency on him; transferring 

Father Lenihan from position to position whenever too many complaints or reports surfaced 

regarding molestation in anyone location and covering up the information and transfers while 

issuing misleading statements concerning Father Lenihan's integrity to serve as a priest and 

counselor; making no investigation into allegations made involving sexual molestation and abuse 

of the Plaintiff; issuing no warnings concerning Father Lenihan's propensities and routinely 

15. allowing Father Lenihan to counsel vulnerable minor and adult females; not establishing follow-up 
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psychological counseling after being placed on notice that Father Lenihan had previously 

molested, and sexually abused vulnerable females; not having adopted a policy prohibiting Father 

Lenihan from routinely counseling minors and other emotionally dependent and vulnerable 

females. 

191. Plaintiff is infonned and believes, and on that basis alleges that the Defendants 

Dioceses further breached their duty to properly supervise, retain and hire Father Lenihan when, 

after having explicit knowledge of Father Lenihan's past indiscretions and molestatipn of 

vulnerable minor females, he was authorized and assigned to duties in parishes, which put him in 

position where he was in frequent contact with the public and people who are likely to place their 

trust and confidence in Father Lenihan and that he was likely to cOrr}e in contact with and engage 

in counseling sessions with vulnerable minor and adult females. As a result, Defendants Dioceses 

knew, or should have known, that by allowing Father Lenihan to be put in a position to counsel 
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vulnerable and co-dependent females, he was likely to take unfair advantage and would be unable 

to handle a transference phenomena, which frequently occurs in such counseling relationships with 

emotionally dependent persons. Notwithstanding this knowledge, and the likelihood and danger, 

the Defendant Dioceses failed to make any efforts to warn potential victims of Father Lenihan's 

propensities and underlying qualities and sexual desires and in fact, created a misconception 

concerning the qualifications and integrity of Father Lenihan. 

192. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, the Defendant Dioceses 

further breached their duties of due cause, by allowing Father Lenihan to be transferred, after 

having knowledge that he had molested minor females, in violation of directive from the U.S. 

Conference of Catholic Bishops in 1993, which forbade treatment and/or reassignment of priests 

who molest minors. 

193. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendant 

Dioceses further breached its duty of due care by violating a 1998 Directive and Policy issued by 

Defendant, The Roman Catholic Archbishop of Los Angeles, which mandated Defendant, The 

Roman Catholic Bishop of the Orange County Diocese to report all cases in which a priest 

molested a minor to the legal authorities. 

194. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that Defendant 

Dioceses further breached its duty of due care owing to the PlaintITI: by allowing Father Le:nfuan 

to molest and sexually abuse the Plaintiffby taking advantage of her vulnerability durin~ a 

counseling session after having explicit knowledge thereof and knowing that Father LeI1ihan's 

conduct was in violation of a directive and policy of Defendant, The Roman Catholi~ Bishop of 

Orange County Diocese, and Dioceses known as "Respecting the Boundaries." Plaintiffis 

informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that said policy expressly forbidding sexual 

relationships with vulnerable adults and others, was adopted and in force and effect during certain 
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time periods in which Father Lenihan was molesting and sexually abusing the Plaintiff and after 

the Dioceses had actual knowledge of said molestations. A true and correct copy of said policy 

entitled "Respecting the Boundaries," is marked EyJubit "K." Said policy states, in pertinent part, 

as follows: 

" ... Sexual misconduct by clergy, Church personnel, Church leaders, and 

volunteers, is contrary to Christian morals, doctrine, and Canon law. It 

is never acceptable. We recognize that sexual miscenduct may have 

devastating consequences for victims and their families ... 

Sexualized conduct or sexualized behavior by a person in a ministerial 

or pastor role directed at a parishioner, employee, student, spiritual 

directee, counseling client, or anyone who has sought the Church ministry. 

... Q. What if the victim does not stop the sexual contact when it began 

or what if the victim initiated it? 

A. . It is a common dynamic in ministry for some to feel attracted 

to those in Church leadership positions, or to feel flattered by his or her 

attention. This never excuses any form of sexual misconduct. Clergy 

or other Church leaders who engage in any form of sexual misconduct are 

violating the ministerial relationship, misusing their authority and power, 

and are taking advantage of the vulnerability ofthose who are seeking 

spiritual guidance. 

Because of the respect and even reverence with which many people view 

the Church's ministries, there is always an imbalance of power and hence, 

a vulnerability inherent in the ministerial relationship. By definition, 
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therefore, there is an absence of meaningful consent to any activity, 

even if the person is an adult. Because of the .imbalance of power, 

conduct inappropriate to the ministeriaLrelationship is never okay. 

It is always the responsib-ility of the Church leader to maintain the 

appropriate emotional an.d sexual "boundaries of those they serve 

and those with whom they work .•. 

Q: How will the Diocese of Orange .handle sexual misconduct 

claims against a member of the clergy, (i.e., Bishops, priests, or 

deacons)? 

A: When a member of the clergy is accused, a special committee 

will be convened by the Vicar General, and with the Assistant Ministry 

Coordinator, will respond promptly to the Complaint. In dealing with the 

Complaint, the members ofthe Committee will: 

Make every effort to act in a way that protects people from 

being harmed, including relieving an accused priest or 

deacon from ministerial duties when warranted by 

substantial facts andlor risk of harm; 

Comply with applicable civil reporting mandates 

governing sexual abuse; 

Offer victims and their family assistance in obtaining 

psychological counseling and spiritual direction ... " 
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195. Plaintiffis informed and believes, and on that basis alleges that those individuals 

employed or governed by the Defendant Dioceses were aware,and understood how vulnerable , 

emotionally disturbed female minors and vulnerable adult fem.ales were to abuse by priests, and in 

particular, by Father Lenihan. 

196. At all times that the Plaintiff was being molested and sexually abused by Father 

Lenihan, Defendants Dioceses were placed on actual and constructive notice that Father Lenihan 

had molested minor students in the past and knew or should have known that the Defendant had 

the propensities and qualities to similarly molest and -sexually exploit emotionally vulnerable and 

co-dependent adult females, such as the Plaintiff. Furthermore, during the time that Father 

Lenihan was molesting and sexually abusing the Plaintiff, these Dioceses were put on actual and 

constructive notice that Father Lenihan was molesting and sexually abusing the Plaintiff. 

Notwithstanding this information, the Defendant Dioceses continued to retain Father Lenihan and 

continued to fail to supervise and continued to allow Father Lenihan to continue with his sexual 

perverse ways. 

197. As a proximate result of the acts of the Defendants described herein, Plaintiffwas 

hurt and injured in her health, strength, and activity, sustained injury to nervous system, and 

person, all of which injuries have caused, and continue to cause, Plaintiff great menta~ emotional, 

spiritu~ physical and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that 

basis alleges, that the injuries will result in continuing and permanent disabilities to her. As a 

result of the injuries, Plaintiffhas suffered past and future damages in an amount to be determined 

at the time oftrial. 

198. As a further proximate result of the acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

27 Plaintiffhas been damaged in that she has been required, and will be required in the future, to 

28 
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expend money and incur obligations for health care providers required in the treatment and relief 

ofthe injuries alleged, in an amount to be determined at the time of trial. 

199. As a further proximate result oIthe acts of Father Lenihan described herein, 

Plaintiffhas been affected in her ability to advance in her employment and thereby has lost wages, 

and will continue to lose wages, to her damage in an amount to be determined at the time oftrial. 

200. The above-described conduct of Father Lenihan was willful and outrageous, was 

committed in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff severe emotional distress, 

mental anguish, humiliation, and psychological, spiritual, and physic~Ll. injury and illness, and was 

otherwise intended to cause injury to Plaintiff. Additionally, in doing the acts as described herein, 

Father Lenihan has been guilty of fraud, oppression, or malice. Plaintiff is therefore entitled to an 

award of exemplary or punitive damages. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for jUdgment against Defendwits, and each of them, as 

follows: 

FOR ALL CAUSES OF ACTION 

1. For past and future general damages in an amount to be determined at trial; 

2. For past and future special damages in an amount to be determined at trial. 

3. For past and future lost earnings in an amount to be determined at trial; 

4. For punitive and exemplary damages in an amount appropriate to punish or set an 

28 example of the Defendants; 
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5. For costs of the suit. 

6. For attorneys' fees . 

7. For interest as allowed by the law. 

8. For such other and further relief as the court may deem proper. 

DATED: May.8.:, 2002 LAW OFFICES OF JAMES P. McDONOUGH 

By: L,o 221~$~tf 
J~esF:McDonough /' 

Attorney for Plaintiff, 
Redacted 
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~ 

Redacted Hierarchy Name 

From: Redacted 

Sent: 

To: 

Wednesday, August 22,200110:15 AM 

Redacted 

Subject: (no subjec~) 

. Aug 21,Cl 

D F Redacted 
ear r. 

In reading the very disappointing article today in the Qrange County Register 
regarding Msgr. Harris, I was very interested in the pa·r-agraph referring to 
Fr. John Lenihan and his indisc~etions. It cam'e as no shock to me, due to 
the fact every time I come to Laguna Niguel tu visit my Mother I encounter 
Fr. John. He is visiting my mother's next door neighbor, a single women. 
The visit's are at least three times weekly on Monday, Wednesday and Friday. 

They begin at approximately 1:00pm and last about two to three hours. On 
some occasions his car is there after 10:00pm. On other occasions he picks 
her up and is gone for hours. On more then one occasion Fr. John has been 
observed on a trail next to the house holding Iiands and ki.ssing this 
individual. I personally have witnessed this b~havior. ' 
There are other neighbors who happen to be his parishioners that have also 
witnessed his routine of visiting this women. We have known about this going 
on since mid march. It could have been going On longer, but we were not 
aware of it. It has caused great stress to my Mother and other neighbor's 
who hold the priesthood in high esteem. 
Early in May I brought the subject up to a I).R.E. in the dioceses. She said 
to me II Aaron, that's the way he is, and the dioceses has known it for 
year' 5. 11 I then decided to confront him "o:rsdncilly as he W(I.S ~eaving th.:! 
women's house. I told him that there where neighbors who had seen him on 

the 
trails and knew he was coming to the person' s ~ouse three times q week. He 
told me he was there counseling her because she was an alcoholic. When I 
said Fr. JO'hn they have seen you on the tr'ail's with her, he sQid "I better 
be more carefuLII He thanked me for making him aware of this. I was so 
shocked by his response I wasn't sure what to do. As you and I both know, 
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counseling is not done in the home and r.ot three times a week for three hours 
a session. It also does not included physical contact. 
I have great love for the Church and have been an active member my whole 
life. I do feel that this type of hehavior needs to be stopped. The Bishop, 
Vicar General and the Vicar for Priest must call these priest to reprimand. 
I am the first to call for an optional celibate priesthood, as we know that 
is not the rule in the western Church. When Fr. John was ordained he knew 
the vows and the rules of the Church. 
I pray that you will take action immed1ately tb put a stop to his flamboyant 
disregard for the vow of chastity. The Church must stand up and put a stop to 
all indiscretion I s in the priesthood. the Church has been si-Ient to long. 
If you are interested the indiscretion IS tak(place at Redacted 

Laguna Niguel with a women named Redacted 

Thank you for your time and r. thank you. in advance for your swift action on ' 
this matter. 

In His name, 
J Redacted 
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fM1 St. Edward Catholic Church 
33926 Calle La Primavera + Dana Point CA 92629-2018 + 949/496-1307 + FAX 949/496-1557 

January 29, 2001 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I have known Red.tted for approximately one year, shortly after she moved to 
this area. She came to me, as the pastor of st. Edward Church, Dana Point, located close 
to her apartment, for counseling. She was in a difficult and dubious relationship, which 
subsequently ended causing her great grief. I had no inkling for quite a while that she 
had a problem with alcohol. I never saw her incapable of functioning normally and, in 
particular, unable to give total attention and care to her Reduted He is a very 
exceptional child in many ways. He suffers from ali:ute aaentlon deficit disorder and 
hyperactivity, is physically and emotionally under developed, yet also capable of great 
love, devotion and insights. He is not able to feed himself for lack of finger dexterity, yet 
has a strong throwing ann, .he can keep himself amused for a long time yet explode into 
deviant behavior, is not yet fully potty trained, yet can sing. and dance with great rhythm. 
His center of his world is his mother and he majntams a tenuous relationship with his 
school, which has him in a special education program. 

Redatted [las had a very difficult life. She grew up in a very dysfunctional family. 
She was subject to physical and mental cruelty particularly by an estranged father who 
terrified he and an older brother who belittled her. Her self worth was found through her 
athletic ability as she excelled in basketball up to the division one university level. 
Following school her life entered another traumatic phase with a di~astrous marriage and 
the birth of a handicapped son. Her husband was physically abusive, threatened the life 
of her son and herself, and eventually committed suicide leaving a letter and a legacy that 
has effected y.t\\~~~~I\O this day. In the light ·of all this, Redacted as been an extraordinary 
survivor, yet understandably remains wounded. In the course of helping her, 1 have 
directed her towards professional alcohol counseling and urged her to battle her 
propensity to anorexia. I learned of a particularly difficult aspect of her drinking, that if 
she suddenly stopped drinking completely she was liable to seizures. 

The pivotal definitive change occurred with her arrest on suspicion of driving 
under the influence. Knowing she could have a seizure, which in fact occurred the next 
day, yet detennined, she resolved to stop drinking completely. She has not had a drink 
since that day and now has over four months of continuous sobriety. She has returned to 
professional counseling even with the financial strain involved. She is a daily 
churchgoer, usually with ·~e4~c.te~ .vho enjoys the experience, and I see her reguiarly three 
times a week. She has also been dealing with severe underweight bordering on anorexia 
but with constant encouragement and counseling she has put on over 10 pounds. 
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... 

I see no value in incarceration and believe it :would be extremely detrimental to 
her ongoing progress. I firmly believe ieda~~dS abs6lutely sincere and determined and 
has embarked on a new life of complete sobriety. Her psyche is still fragile and could be 
destroyed by incarceration. She needs affirmation, encouragement and a plan. I 
recommend a strong outpatient program. Compone~s would include elements already in 
place (l) Counseling with Dr. Redacted . - a c~rtified alcohol counselor she is 
already seeing and/or (2) Counseling with Redactld ) B-Certified addictive and eating 
disorder counselor from Pacific Hills treatment center three times a week, (3) Support 
from St. Edward Church, f,Uld specifically from me-as pastor (4) active internet contact 
with two support groups, W.F.S.(Women for Sobriety), and an eating support group 
(Remember it Hurts). 

Thanking you for your consideration of this letter, and begging your clemency on 
her behalf, 

Yours Sincerely, 
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To GJ( () W1 it .yV\ C( (. Co f\ CJ<.Y'I1; 

1 h V ;.r C{ I rtltl'f/"./ I' ~/Of II rio ((0/"/ -"f 
r tra;-r/: It f ~Jr Redacted • sf, e. c orrf/rl t1.if 

to sfay .f'ai~r; o.l\cl w.~rl(· /, eV' -rWcJ re.c. ()Ve"'7 
t rd 'I rei <VI,/', ]: a. 1M p/.(. tVl-tI 1'0 fI tt 0 yo t it a-t ii11r, ... 
Redact:d ~ ()J' re c eNt!.y . C ~(e. h.rc<W C7 f1.e. 'f €.a(/' .r:~ . 

<9 d 5' 0 b ,.. t' e.f;. C J~ f. I ~ 1- 0 0 I.) . JA1.r. Redacted 

C. ollj-It1 ~() to Co 1AJ1;J Lv '~th M e ~r bof{, A~r" 
C{ ( C u 1.< a A cf _ ea.!I",? du ordJt.r /Frt{£,r. J'A iL IF q/;-o 
c: ell\. tr'n () (,'1 w I~ ~R.v klo WI P..n Fo r .)0 b ('i~fr 

5' CAfl'0 r t yN 'f Cl./> cI IS .J /0 flJXf" (I':( tt yo 1.<11./ . , 
W 0 M a/i f t1 'fh L :11('0 f rCf.W1 ~ S'h t. 1./ aVo ("C'1f ft.r1fA.I,,,/ 

1-0 Co V. /l AI with C{ Ico/..o I C (i "" ./l FI,icw Red •• ted 

attc1 Faf0-v- jotY1 L~Y1'(~C(n, .' 

r {' y v ~ "'~(I. e.. c< /I '( 

I rfl 'L ft, (. Ott tc<c/ .v4 fL '" t 
c re.~ c.( t (1Lf C; ) Redacted (' 

cr () if1?cn~ (J /.f. an... I'~{( 
I ((C;/lc. fl; fir t~/~ 

J(!1 (" ~ lid /J 
Redacted 

Redacted 

C.,II far further information or " (/"('(' confirll'nlia( a$~c.~~/TlC/11 /I(}(}-NCJ-,.\Hl''i{ 
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Redacted 

reJoined Mlnisler 

:>c 

Telephone: 949-369-2915 -' LS 
Pager: 949'512-3114 , INC:, 

I\sseSsmenl: 800·NO·I\BUSE. 

"1- "'venida Monlerey , SLlile 1\: San C1emenle ' CA ' g;Wn 
- I , www.pachllls.com ., • a y 

" v V""""'" • I 

I J - 2/-o( 
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, fl. 

, .: . 

Cardinal' Tirilothy Manning 
1531 West 9th Street 
Los An~elesJ California 90015 

Your Eminence: 

Redacted 

Redacted 

September 1, 1978 

This is in ree;ard to a Father John Lanahan who is assiened to 
St. Norbert Parish in or near Anaheim, and my step-daughter 
1 Redacted ~, a~e 15" who has lived for the past t\,-IO vears: 
'.'/ith hp.r st-ep-nother, ;)t R dacted I'~ 
, "92.:.!07. e , ,-dl3.nelrn, u 

Redl\c:t~d has been living in California by choice I but asked' to 
spend this summer with my wife (her natural mother) and I. 
She has re c e,i ved several ,let te rs from a Fath er John whom she 
identified as her church 'counselor. t!;y wife al~o accepted a 
telephone call from hir:: ::\r,~ let hi~: tnlk to jtal\~\~. I 'became 
sl.s:')iclOU5 and read his lec.t.ers I:Ihich were romantic and contaii12r. 

. sexual innuendo. I questianGe i<ary very intensely and she admi t­
ted having int-imate physical relations with him but denied sex­
ualintercourse. I irr.r..ediatelytelephoned Lanahan who knew exactly 
who I was. He readily admitted having a romantic attachment to 

Redacted', having physical knowledge of her, but denied intercourse 
or self-exposure to ~er. 

I have intor!i1ej Ked~ct~d S sc.e!1-nother thatiel'aC!e~ will not be return­
ing to L05 Angeles. Father Lanahan wrote a letter to me which I 
threw away, I have promised ieda~t~d tl':.at no one will be told of this 
affair outside of this ir:unediate family. I cannot rer.:ain silent 
about this 32 year old priest who may need more help than the 
t~ens he is ussi~ned to counsel. 

I propose to leave this mat-ter entirely in your han~s, Sir. It 
is repu8nant to me and since I am not of your faith, my an~er is 
high. You may respond or not, as you desire. 

Sincerely, 
<. Redacted 

Redacted 
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Redacted 

ARCHDIOCESE OF LOS ANGELES 
1 53 I wE S T N IN TH S T R E E T 

LOS ANGELES. CALIFORNIA 90015 

388·8101 

Sep tember 8, 1978· 

Dear Mr. Redacted 

Please accept this response to your letter of 
September 1st to Cordinal Manning. 

We appreciate deeply the kindly manner in 
which you have expressed your distress and the confidence which you 
indicate in leaving this m~tter to our decision. 

. Since Father Lenihan is in the Diocese of 
Orange, 10m referring this matter to the bishop'S office there. 

v 

cc: Fr. Driscoll/' 

Wi'th kind reg~rds, I am 

S inc ere ly yours, 

Reverend Monsignor Clement J. Connolly 
Secretory to the Cardinal 
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THE CHANCERY OFfIC! 
1511 W .. t Ninth St, .. t 

LOS ANGEL!S. CAlifORNIA ~15 

September 8, 1978 

Dear Mike: 

The attached correspondence is self-explonatory. 

Hope you ere well. 

Personol regards, 
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RESPECTING 
THE 

B·OUNDARIES 

Keeping 
Ministerial 

Relationships 
Healthy and Holy 

Diocese of Orange 
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"Jesus spoke to them again, saying 'I am the light of the world. Whoever 
follows me wHI ... have the light of life,''' {John 8:1~} 

Dear Brothers ar:ld Sisters in Christ 

God gifted humans with--gender and sexuality, making us male and 
female and.saw that this was good. The Bible teaches that any good gift 
from God can become twisted or corrupted and may cause injury and 
offend human-dignity. 

Together we are called to minister to all of God's people and show 
special tenderness and care for those who are vulnerable. We as the 
Church strive to create worship, educational and work environment 
where all persons treat each other with dignity, charity and respect. 

Sexual misconduct by clergy, church personnel, church leaders and 
volunteers is contrary to Christian morals, doctrine and canon law. It is 
never acceptable. We recognize that sexual misconduct may have 
devastating consequences for the victims and their families, for the 
Church community, and for the transgressor. While this subject is troubling 
and distasteful to all of us, basic information about sexual misconduct in 
the ministerial setting s needed in order tb protect the vulnerable and 
assure the integrity of ministerial relationships. 

The Diocese makes this pamphlet available to its parents, teachers, lay 
and ordained parish ministers, and parishioners at large as part of its effort 
to ensure the integrity of its ministries. It also endeavors to explain how 
issues of sexual misconduct are addressed within our Church and to give 
information on where to seek assistance and how to respond most 
effectively in situ.ations where sexual misco'nduct has occurred. With the 
wisdom that comes from the Spirit, let us work together to respect 
ministerial boundaries and keep ministerial relationships healthy and holy. 

Yours in Christ, 

Most Reverend Tod D. Brown 
Bishop of Orange 
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Defining'the Problem: 
Sexual Misconduct in the Ministerial RelatioliShip 

Q. What constitutes a "ministerial relationshIp"? 

A. This is aretationship in which a person is receiving pastoral care from a 
church leader. 

Whenever a person begins a relationship with any person in is or her 
capacity as a church official or 'leader. a ministerial relationship is created. 
This applies to: ' ' 

• Clergy (bishops. priests. deacons); 
• Members of religious communities (priests. brothers. sisters); 
• lay ministers. lay pastoral associates. youth ministers and liturgical 

ministers; 
• Spiritual directors and pastoral counselors; 
• School personnel; 
• Seminary faculty. staff and administrdtors; and 
• ReligiOUS education teachers. church camp counselors and choir 

directors. . 

The Nature of Sexual Misconduct 

Sexual misconduct is a general term that includes sexual harassment. 
sexual exploitation and sexual abuse. 

More specifically: 

Q. What is sexual misconduct in the ministerial relationshIp? 

A. Sexualized contact or sexualized behavior by a person in a ministerial 
or pastor role directed at a parishioner, employe'e. student., spiritual 
directee. counseling client, or anyone who has sought the Church's 
ministry. 

Q. What is sexual harassment? 

A. Sexual harassment is unwanted sexualized conduct or language 
between co-workers in the church setting. Although difficult to define 
precisely. sexual harassment may include but is not limited to the 
following: 
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• Making unsolicited sexual advances and propositions; 
• Using sexually degrading words to describe an individual or an 

individual'sbody; 
• Telling inappropriate or sexually related jokes; 
• Retaliating against the co-work.er whb refuses sexual advances; 

and 
• Offeringiavors or-employment benefits, such as promotions, 

favorable performance evaluations, favorably assigned duties or 
shifts, recommendationsund the like in exchang~ for sexual favors. 

• Mak~ng unsolicited sexual advances ond propositions; 
• Using sexually degrading woros to describe an individual or an 

individual's body; 
• Telling inappropriate or sexually related jokes; 
• Retaliating against the co-worker who refuses sexual advances; 

and 
• Offering favors or employment benefits, such as promotions, 

favorable performance evaluations, favorably assigned duties or 
shifts, recommendations and the like in exchange for sexual favors. 

Q. What;s sexual exploitation? 

A. Sexual exploitation is the sexual contact between a church leader and 
a person who is receiving pastoral care from the church leader. 

Q. What;s sexual abuse? 

A. Sexual abuse is sexual contact between a church leader and a minor 
or a "vulnerable adult" as defined by law. 

Either sexual explOitation or sexual abuse can include physical contact 
from the church leader such as: 

• Sexual touch or other intrusive touching (i.e. tickling wrestling, or 
other physical contact) that causes uneasiness or discomfort in the 
one touched. 

• An inappropriate gift (such as lingerie). 
• A prolonged hug when a brief hug is customary behavior. 
• Kissing on the lips when a kiss on the cheek would be appropriate. 
• Showing sexually suggestive objects or pomographY. 
• Sexual intercourse, anal or oral sex.' 

Sexual exploitation or sexual abuse can also includE? verbal behavior 
such as: ' 
• Innuendo or sexual talk; 
• Sexual comments; 
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• Tales of sexual exploits. experiences or conflicts; and 
• Making sexual proposals. 

Q. What if the victim old not stop the sexual confact when it began or 
what if fhe victim initiated it? 

A. It is a common dynamic in ministry for some to feel attracted to those 
in church leadership positions, or to feel fldttered by his or her attention. 
This never.-excuses any form of sexual misconduct. Clergy or other church 
leaders who engage in any form of sexual misconduct are Violating the 
ministerial relationship, misusing their authority and power. and are taking 
advantage of the vulnera5ilify -of those who are seeking spiritual 
guidance. 

Because of the respect and even reverence with which many people 
view the Church's ministers, there is 'always an imbalance of power and 
hence a vulnerabirrty inherent in the ministerial relationship. 8y definition, 
therefore, there is an absence of meaningful consent fd any activity. eyen 
if the person is an aduR. Because of this Imbalance of power. cbndud 
inappropriate to the ministerial relationship Is never okay. It Is alwqys the 
responsibility of the Church leader to maintain the appropriate ~motional 
and sexual boundaries of those they serve and those with .whom they 
~ 

Q. What is the impact of ministerial sexual misconduct on Its victIms? 

A. Victims of ministerial sexual misconduct frequently feel deep shame or 
self- condemnation. They may fear not being believed or fear being 
blamed by Church officials or members. Many times they desire to 
protect the abuser or the Church from scandal. or may not even realize 
that the way they were treated was abusive. Sadly, victims can 
experience a crisis of faith and even leave the Church altogether. 

Response to Complaints of Sexual Misconduct 

Q. How are complaints or allegations of sexual misconduct handled In 
the Diocese of Orange? 

A. The Diocese of Orange treats all, coni plaints of sexual misconduct 
seriously and deals with, such allegations in a prompt. thorough and 
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confidential manner with compassion and consideration for all those 
involved. 
• A -complaint against a Diocesan priesf or deacon, religious personnel 

assigned in the Diocese of Orange, Catholic school personnel, or other 
Diocesan employee-may be initiated by a telephone call to (714) 282-
3000; or in writing directed to the Vicar General (in the case of clergy 
and religiQ-us personnel)-or to the Director of Human Resources (in the 
case of lay personnel or volunteers). The address is: 

2811 E. Villa Real Drive, 
Orange, Califbrnia 92863 

• A complaint against a Diocesan priest or deacon, religious personnel 
assigned in the Diocese of Orange, Catholic school personnel. or other 
Diocesan employee mayuJs-o be-initiatedby calling 1-800-364-3064. 

• All complaints will initially be referred to the Diocese of Orange 
Assistance Ministry Coordinator who will respond to the complainant 
and assist the complainant in directing the complaint to the proper 
authority. 

• Complaints against religious personnel assigned in the Diocese of 
Orange will normally be referred to the respective religious order 
superiors or provincial generals. 

• Complaints against parish employees or volunteers may be directed to 
the pastor or parochial vicar of the parish in question or directly to the 
Director of Human Resources for the Diocese of Orange. 

Q. How will the Diocese of Orange handle sexuar misconduct claims 
against a member of the clergy (i.e. bishop3. priests or deacons)? 

A. When a member of the clergy is accused, a specidl committeE~ will be 
convened by the Vicar General. and with the Assistance Ministry 
Coordinator, will resp'ond promptly to the complaint. In dealing with the 
complaint. the members of the committee wi,lI: ' 
• Make every effort to act in a way that protects people from being 

harmed, including relieving an accused priest or cleacon from 
ministerial duties when warranted by substantiated facts and/or risk of 
harm; 

• Comply with applicable civil reporting mandates goveming sexual 
abuse; 

• Offer victims and their families assistance in obtaining psychological 
counsefing and spiritual direction; and 

• Deal as openly as possible with members of the parish community 
while respecting the privacy of the individuals involved and in 
accordance with Church law goveming such situations. 
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Pr:eventing Sexual Misconduct 

Q. What;s being done to prevent sexual ml$conduct in the Church? 

A. Every effort is madeJo assure that all persons ministering in the Diocese 
of Orange are aware of and win abide by the policies prohibiting sexual 
misconduct and of the procedures for dealing with incidents of sexual 
misconduct. 

School personnel are screened for their abifify to work safely with children. 
are provided information to help recognize and deal with issues of child 
sexual abuse. and are offered guidance and instruction on appropriate 
professional conduct with students. 

All seminarians and candidates for the diaconate receive extensive 
evaluation and psychological assessment before entering formation. 
A fter ordination. priests and deacons receive ongoing training on 
maintaining the integrity of the ministerial relationship. 

Every person has the right to be respected and treated with the dignity 
befitting a child of God. Every person is owed respect of appropriate 
boundaries. Every person has the right to challenge offensive and 
inappropriate behavior and comments. It is the responsibmty of everyone 
to protect the safety of children. families. women and men, and to 
promote healing of injury with justice and mercy toward all. 

"The light shines in the darkness and the darkness has not overcome it." 
(John 1:5) 

Diocese of Orange 
2811 E. Villa Real 

Orange. Califorriia 92863 
(714) 282-3000 

Complaint Toll Free Line 
, -800-364-3064 
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C:ON(ilU~(ir\TI() DI~ C:UI.TLI DIVINO ET l)ISCIPI.INA SACR .. H.IENTORllt\1 

Prot. N. 899/02/5 

D.nus ]OANNES PETRUS LENIHAN, presbyter Dioecesis Arausicanae in California, 
humiliter petit dispensationem a sacra coelibam et ab omnibus oneribus sacrae Ordinationi 
conexis. 

SS,mus D. N. IOANNES PAULUS, Papa fi, 

die 2B maii 2002 

habita relatione de casu a Congregatione pro Cultu Divino et Disciplina 5acramentorum, 
predbus annuit iuxta sequentes rationes: . 

1. Dispensationis Rescriptum, a competenti Ordinaria oratori quamprimum notifi. 
candum ad normam n. 2: ( 

a) Effeetum sortitur a 1I1Ollle11to l1otijicationis; 

b) Amplecrtur inseparabiliter dispensationem· a ,sacro coelibatu et simuI amissionem status 
cleTjeaIis. Numquam oratori jas est duo iila elementa seiungere, seu prius accipeTe et allerum 
rec:usaTe; 

.e) Si vero orator est religiosus, Reseriptum coneedit etiam disprnsationem a TJatis; 

d) ldemque insuper secum/ert, quatenus opus sit, absolutionem a censuris. 

2. Natificatio dispensation is or~tori fieri potest vel personaliter vel ab ipso Ordinario 
eiusve delegate aut per ecclesiasticum actuarium vel per "epist~las perscriptas· (raccoman­
data, certificada, enreeistTee. regi~tered, p.insc:hre\ben). Ort:l!nariu~ !mur.:\ '!xe~Flar 
restituer-e debet .rite ab eratore subsignatum ad fidem receptionis Rescripti dispensationis ac 
simul acceptationis.eiu-sdem praeceptorum. . " 

3. Notitia concession is dispensationis adnotetur in Iibris baptiZatorum paroeciae ora-
toris. 

4. Quod attinet ad celebrationem canonici matrlmonii, applicandae sunt normae 
quae in Codice luris Cancmici statuuntur. Ordinarius vero curet ut res caute peragantur sine 
pompa vel exteriore ilpparatu. 

5. Auctoritas ecclesiastica, cui pertinet Rescriptum oratori rite notificare, hunc enixe 
hortetur, ut vitam Populi Dei, ratiene congruendi cum nova eius vivendi conditione, 
participet, aedificatiol)em praestet et ita probum Ecc1esiae fiIium se exhibeal Simul autem 
eidem nota faciat ea quae sequuntur: 000100 

. a) Presbyter dispensatus eo ipso amittit iura statui clericali propria, dignitates et 
afficia eccLesiastica; ceteris obligatiollibus cum statu clericali cone.·ds non amplius adstringitur; 

LA_2013_11_21_Lenihan_000264



-,::,.,1, • _'f~. ,-, 

P "'~~~,~~'~ , 
, ":,:" !-:t 

,', ,,-of' 

b) exdusus manct ab r:xercitio sacri liiinisterii. iis excxptis "de quibus in can!!. 976 ct .f'. 

986 § 2 ac propterea nequit IlOmiliam llabere, nee potest officiu17i gcrerc dirc.!ct~vum in ambitu pasto-
rali IICve mUllcrc admiuistratoris paroec.ialis fungi; 

c) item Hullum I1IUJ1US absolverc potest in Seminariis ct in Institutis aequiparatis. hr 
aliis Institutis studiorum gradus superioris. quocumque modo dcpe7ldcntibus ab Audoritatc ecclesia- . 
stiea, IllUllerc dircctivo fungi 1JeqlLit; . 

d) in Institutis studiorum gradus superioris ab Auctoritatc cccIcsiastiCll dc­
PC71dC71tibus HCate, llulfam.,/isdplillam I'roprie tlicologkam vel cum ipsa inti",c crmexam traderc po-
~t . 

c) ill /Ilstitutis· autem studiorum gradus inftirioris dcpc1Itfc71tibu~ ab Auc:toritatc 
cedcsiastica I1IIt1WI"C dircc:tivo t1Ci ofJic:.io dor..-cndi disciplillam propric tJrcoiogiazm fullgi ncquit. 
Eadem [cgc tenetur presbyter dispcusatus in tradcllda Rcligionc i1l Institutis ciusdem gelleris 11011 

·r depc71dl!l1tibu5 ab Aui:toritatc ccdcsiastica; 

j) pcr sc presbyter a saccrdotalicoclibatu disprmsatus C!t a fortiori /JIatrilllol;~·o. 
iunctus, abessc debet a lods in quibus dlls antcccdC71S conditio nota est Ilce ubiquc fungi palest 
sel'vitio Lcctoris ct Acolytlli aut distributionis cudlflristicaC! commuuionis. i 

I 
6. Ordinarius dioecesis domicilii vel commorationis oraloris, pro suo pruLlcnlii 

iudicio et propria onerata conscientia, audiUs qUibus interestet circumstanliis bene perpen-\. 
sis, dispensare potest ab aliquibus immo ab omnibus c'lausuUs Rescripti quae supra sub ~. 
mteris e, f, apponuntur. 

7. Pro regula habeatur ut hae dispensationes nonnisi trans acto aUquo Lemporis 
spatia a notificatione amissionis statUs dericalis elargiantur ae scripto consignentur. 

8. Oenique oratori aliq,tiou opus pietalis vel caritatis imponatur. 

9. Tempore autem opportuno Ordinarius.competens breviter ad Congregationem de 
peracta notificalione referat, et si qua tandem fidelium admiratio adsit, prudenti expli-
caUone provideat. . 

Contrariis quibtlscl:1mque mini me obstantibus. 

aUvnis, die ZS rnaii 2002-

~ . y( 'grcu.d.. A...ec-a'~ C 
., : .. . ") 

Georgius A. Carel. Medilla I;:stevez 
Praefectus ." 

.': 

:~.~~~~IC:~I~.: ilS~,~:V~~~:. ~~~u.u~ ~~ 
:<! r\;:~· ;!~ ..•• ~_ ....•••. :.:::.1 ...• : .. :.:- . ..J- Fr;;cl;~~; Pius Tamburrino 

. ~ ~. .. /' Archiep. a Secretis 
\.~~. V'"",,""-h, 

./. i --
-+\:tt,~ 

Subsignatio Ordinarii 
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PETER M. CALLAHAN, ESQ. (SBN 44937) 
CALLAHAN, McCUNE & WILLIS LLP 

2 III Fashion Lane 
Tustin, California 92780-3397 

4 

3 Tel (714) 730-5700 
Fax (714) 730-1642 

5 Attorneys for Defendant 

6 

7 

8 

THE ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF ORANGE - CENTRAL JUSTICE CENTER 

Redacted ) 
) 

Plaintiff, 
~ 

vs. 

1 
THE ROMAN CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ) 
ORANGE, a corporation sole, THE ) 
ROMAN CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOP OF ) 
LOS ANGELES, a corporation sole, ) 
FATI·IER JOHN LENIHAN, and DOES 1 ) 
through 100, ) 

~ 
Defendants. ) 

-----) 

Case No.: Redacted 

UNLIMITED 
JUDGE: STEVEN PERK 
DEPARTMENT: C27 
COMPLAINT DATE: 8114/02 

RELEASE OF ALL CLAIMS 

DISCOVERY CUT OFF: NONE 
MOTION CUT OFF: NONE 
MSC DATE: NONE 
TRIAL DATE: NONE 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 The undersigned plaintiff Redacted t, hereinafter called "Claimant" 

22 has brought a claim for damages arising out of events that occUlTed on or about the dates set 

23 forth in the complaint filed in this action, which is incorporated herein by reference, alleging 

24 various damages. 

25 An agreement has been reached between the claimant and the various defendants 

26 and their insurance companies which have issued policies to those defendants that might 

27 provide benefits in that situation. 

28 
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The tenns of that agreement are as follows: The claimant, over the age of 18 

2 years, has agreed, for the sole consideration of Fbur Huridred Thousand Dollars 

3 . $400,000.00, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, does hereby and on behalf of his 

4 heirs, successors and assigns, release, acquit and forever discharge THE ROMAN 

5 CATHOLIC BISHOP OF ORANGE, a Corporation Sole, THE ROMAN CATHOLIC 

6 ARCHBISHOP OF LOS ANGELES, a Corporation Sole, its attorneys, their or its agents, 

7 servants, employees and all other persons, EXCEPT DEFENDANT JOHN LENIHAN, 

8 firms, associations or partnerships from any and all claims, actions, causes of actions, 

9 demands, damages, costs, cost of service, expense and compensation whatsoever which the 

10 undersigned claimant now has or which may hereinafter accrue on account of or in any 

11 way growing out of any and all known and unknown, foreseen and unforeseen bodily and 

12 personal injuries and property damages and the consequences thereof or to result from the 

13 accident, casualty or event described in the complaint herein. 

14 It is understood and agreed that this settlement is the compromise of a doubtful 

15 and disputed claim, and that the payment made is not to be construed as an admission of 

16 liability on the part of the party or parties hereby released, and that said releasees deny 

17 'liability therefor and intend merely to avoid litigation and buy their peace. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

It is further understood that all rights under Section 1542 of the Civil Code of 

Califomia and any similar law of any state or territory of the United States are hereby 

expressly waived. Said section reads as follows: 

"1542. Certain claims not effected by general release. A general release does 

not extend to claims which the creditor does not know or suspect to exist in 

his favor at the time of executing the release, which if known by him must 

have materially affected his settlement with the debtor. 11 

The undersigned hereby declare(s) and represent(s) that the injuries sustained are or 

may be pennanent and progressive and that recovery therefrom is unceliain and indefinite 

and in making this Release it is understood and agreed, that the undersigned rely(ies) 

wholly upon the undersigned's judgment, belief and knowledge of the nature, extent, affect 
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1 and duration of said injuries and liability therefor and is made without reliance upon any 

2 statement or representation of the party or parties hereby released or their representatives or 

3 by any physician or surgeon by them employed. 

4 The undersigned further declare(s) and represent(s) that no promise, inducement or 

5 agreement not herein expressed has been made to the undersigned, and that this Release 

6 contains the entire agreement between the parties hereto, and that the tenns of this Release 

7 . are contractual and not a mere recital. The undersigned and his/her attorneys further 
I 

8 declare(s) and represent(s) that all outstanding bills and liens from any source including but 

9 not limited to govemmentai entities have/has or will be satistied, and both the undersigned 

10 and hislher attorneys agree to defend and indemnify the defendants, their insurance 

11 company and lav''Yers, in the event that any lien claims are made against any such 

12 indemnitees, 

13 It is intended by the parties to this agreement that the above settlement is a final 

14 disposition and payment for any type of loss arising out of the aforementioned incident 

15 induding, but not limited to, property damage, personal injury and/or related death, mental 

16 distress, living expenses, loss of consortium, loss of services, loss of earnings, medical or 

17 legal bills or any other possible benefit accrued or which might accrue under the ten11S of 

18 the complaint or which might be payable under an insurance policy. In return for the 

19 payment. specified above, the claimant agrees to this release and further agrees to release 

20 and discharge the defendants, their attorneys, and their insurance company and any person 

21 entitled to coverage under that insurance policy for any type of loss, lien or claim 

22 whatsoever, including but not limited to any cause of action for violation of any statute, or 

23 arising in t91i or contract, and the claimant further agrees that the responsibility for bills, 

24. liens or encumbrances of any type whatsoever arising out of any damage to the claimant or 

25 the claimant's property now lies with that claimant and not with the settling defendants or 

26 their insurance company. 

27 For your protection, California law requires the following to appear on this fonn: 

28 
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1 "It is unlawful to (a) present Or cause: to be presented any false or fraudulent 

2 claim for the payment of a loss under a contract of insurance and (b) prepare, 

3 make or subscribe any \.yriting with the intent to present or use the same, and 

4 to allow it to be presented or used in support of any such c:.laim. Every person 

5 who violates any provision of this section is punishable by imprisonment in 

6 the state prison not exceed,ing three years or by fIne not exceeding $ t,OOO or 

7 by both," 

8 ATTENTION: READ CAREFULLY BEFORE SIGNING AND CONSULT \VIlli 

9 COUNSEL SINCE YOUR SIGNATURE GIVES UP LEGAL RIGHTS. 

10 The parties, individually and by and through their counsel, stipulate for settlerpent of 

11 the case as set forth above, and agree pursuant to CCP Section 664.6 that the court, upon 

12 motion, shall enter judgment pursuant to the terms of this settlement. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

I have read the foregoing Release of All Claims and agree to its tenns. 
Dated this ! ?.r f day of August, iOP2 

Redacted 

~ " or 

Redacted 

My name is James p, McDonough and I am the attorney of record for the claimant. 

20 I have read the foregoing Release of All Claims. I have explained the tenns of this 

21 document to my client, and my client and I agree to the tenns expressed therein. 

22 Dated this 2. 9 ,hi, day of August, 2002. 

23 

24 

25 

26 tom2004\corr\release 

27 

28 
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