' !uxgus! 7, 2002
_ From, Rmk Mcﬁum SJ Somus Chicage
- .. Bc.b | =

' mappropnate beh:mor

.'3 1. Your rwoﬂe;ﬁt;ons of your own role back in 1995 and wh:ﬁmr thcprowncm!'s arimamno
' the time constifited a fornal canonical wammg to Dong” '

. this’ molher Wzs ve;yang:y about Don's re‘iauonshrp with hex 5o s‘cm, Und wanted bim to Hay awéy
b j-fﬁHowever, Fr. Daly also reminded Don that provinsial Fr. Schaeflér bad, in 1993, adimenisbed
" "Don privalely about braking the gaidelines in place since 199 prohﬂmmg Don: from !nweimg
o owithoemy young compamon a5 his assistanL. The letier summarized the kistory of Dor's dealings -

constituted such = w:mxmg.

To: Robet Geisinger, 5., Procurator of the Swrety‘ £ Frank Case SJ., Assts'l. ad, ?rov e

Jike ;ask Vour assistance i rcgard 10 he plans of ouF: provmctal, Fe: Richard Bauman' S
as 10 how ro: dizal with Fr. Donaid 3. MCGlim:, Siin hght of thie Jong st afcamplaxms

2f_Ym!r epmlon as io wheter a reccnt me.e.img oF tlae: pmvmcml “ﬁlh Fr. McGuu'e consmmed

smond canomr;a'l wammg,

with previous wajor superiors regarding. specnfic tncidents, and clavified the gutd&hnssmm ‘werc

" expested of Fr. MeGuit, 20 which Fr- Daly, in that meefing, etealed and made 0ore.
st i . s
'The Jetter states that Fr. Janes P. Gschwend, 8., was also presént at thal meating. I have 2 n,ole
" to mysetf; probably from a phone conversation § had wnh you, thal you were also prescmmms ll
‘at this meering 'of Fr. Daly with Don?

. }mwg-vcr, nowhere in the lefter of Feb, 17 does it spcmﬁcz!!y say that a canonical wamning had '/, o

been given, That is, the phrase “canonical warning™ is pot used in the letter iself, nor does the
letier sy that it was fprmal}y stated to Fr. McGuire on-Eeb. 9 that Fr. Daly's admonition

A question: A I nevestheless corredt Lo p:esu:ne that it was not nencssaa-y 10 pse the specific
phrase "can oniced warping” either during the oonferance of Feb. 9, nor in the ¢ ollow-up letter of
Fcb_ 177

- EXHIBIT 63

My requestc 1 you were indeed present for that meeting, and can confirm that Fr. Dily, as adling
provincial, gave Fr. McGuire a canonical waming, Fwould request a statement from you in
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“writing to that effect, unless you do not think 3t necessary, or kave some othef strong objection.

2. Fr. Boumann had 2 meeting, with Fr. MeGurire at the province office on f)acembcr, 15, 2000, a1
which I m_ld our provinee siorney, Mr. Timothy Toomey, were present and, at which thae Fr.
Bsvumann s2id he would be giving Don new puidclines, Since this imvolved Fx. Baumann

+ confronting Fr. MeGuire in front of hvo witnesses about 2 recent complaints involving faiture to

conform to previons gaidelines—once again taking gach of these young men with him on his
travels—which were a failure of his vow of obedience, does this fulfill the conditions for
constituting a second canonical warning? ’ .

" As you know, Don's history fs sxtensive and complicated. He has besn required to adhere o

provincial guldelines since |99 1. The main requiresnent has been that be not traxvel with anyone
under & cerlzin ape, which was at first stated to be 18, then later raized 1o 21, The most recent
form of the puidelines says that he rrust not pravel with or spead 2 night in the same room with
anyone under 30. | met alone with Don on Feb. 13, 2001, t give him these new guidelines from

. Fr. Baumarn,

The goal has been (o prevent him from ealisting young men as personal assistanls on his ravels -
fo give refreats, imder the geise of fostering their priestly votalions. These young men have béen,
a1 various timez, both minors and young adults. His mapproprisie behavior and puor judgment
have resulted in 6 complaints that bave come to us from parents of young men since 1991, They
allege variows forms of sexunlly inappropriate actions with thefr song, which, while pol beiug,

"allegations of genital contaet, have involved behavior such as having a young mean sleep in the

same room with him, baving o young man assist him In showering (at least to wash bis feet for

“ him), on one occasion buying underpants for a boy, taiking incessantly about sex with them and,

in at least ong case, showing him pomopraphy. Another constant theme in these comphaints is that
Don brings each young map unduly under his infloencs, and prevents him from keeping in
contect with his parents, sometipes for weeks or months atatime,

Following the provincial's Dec. 15, 2000, meeting with Fr. McGuire, Emet with Don o Javeary 3,
2001, 1o let bim relate to me In fbrther detait his own defonse of the 2 recent complaints. '
Following that, I met with Don on Feb,13, 2001, and presented him with the new guidetines the
provincial required of him. Don appeeded his signatore 1o those geidelines (see file attachment),

Don has, as far a5 we know, ¢bserved most of those guidelines. He stopped traveling with a
young assistant. He slopped haviag his young assistants comstantly in his Jesoit residence (where
they had acted 2s virtoal pérsonal valets for him). However, he has not fulfilied the requirement to
place himsel in the care of a designated psychiauist, and has not even made an jnitisl
appointment. Moreaver, 1 have a.recent, second-hard report that he may again be gaveling with a
yeung male companion.

One difficulty is that | have not kept Don well-monitored. Since giving him those guidelines, 1
have not spoken to him. The hope wes Lhat his local superior would keep an eye on him and has
done so, at least 1o the extent of reponting thet Don has ceased having these yourg men in the
residence. The provineial, of covrse, hes had his repular manifestation with him.

Fr. Baumani's present concerm about Don is h?ghlight?d ify s the retent media Eﬂc.nt‘lcn sbout
priestly misconduct, and what will fikely be stricter criteria for lettess of good standin. It does
not sezm possibleto allow Don {o conlinue in his so!:tap', l.tmc::am retreat ministry, 25 there is no
adequate way to supervise him regarding the curment guidelines in place for him.
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Fr. Bsumann, al the urging of his consubors, Intends to have a conference writh Fr. MéGuie
sometime in the pext sevesal weeks. His plan is move on these two maters:

1. He wants Don 1o have a pennanent Joca| community, and cease doing itinesapt retreal ministry.
This will ftkely involve having Don move to the mesidence here st Clark St

Z He-wants Don to duly do priestly ministry for which he has, in e2ch instanee, the explicit
permission of his Yocal superior or myself: and, this may well be onty within the boundaries of the

. Archuljoeest of Chicago.

A third possibility that may eventually be necessary, bit-which the provinial doesnol want o act- , :

on now, and for which your advice wonld be most welcome would be for the provincial 1o
remove Doo's priestly facoliies. However, the provincial wants 1o avoid having fo commimicate
with the Archdiocese, if possible. Moreover, we are waiting 10 soe wha procedures for dealing
with misconduct by religious priests may come out of the npeoming meeting of the Bishops

.committee with the Congregetion of Major Superiors of Wen. And, # the provinclal wert to serd
. Don to Colombiere, it seems very unlikely that be coutd obtain faculties. So, the provincial is

trying to prevent Don from enlirely losiog his priestly ministry, though he is going to tell Don
he's prepared (0 lake this (hivd slep i necessary.

A guestion: What aulBority deos a provincial have in regard to removing 2 man's priestly
faculties? I presume the way of doing this wonld invelve informing the Archdiosese of Chicago
that he is withdmwing the letter of good standing For Don, but that wowld lead to ws having 1o
report him, . ' '

A final question: The provincial intends to have me and our province aiomey present al his soon-
to-be-scheduled reeating with Don. Given the plan of steps 1-2 noted zbove, and with our
preseoce, and the fact that Don has not folfilled one of the current giidelines, does this folfil] the
criterda for a (third) canonical waniing? . -

“The provinciat is considering, this plan, as opposed 10 moving for Don's dismissal from the

Society, since Don can be guite belligerent and would Jikely want 1o bire canonical covnsel to
represent himself. In other words, it seems better 1o give him a new pssignment, than to institute a
process for dismissal. Moreover, while Don's behavior through the years shows his failure to ftve:
up 10 provinciel guidelines, it's hard 1o see the Iine of where thers ks outright disobedience, as
opposed fo the denial associated with his personality disorder. Manifestly, however, he has been
confronted by 4.provincials, and responded with repeated violations of those guidelines,

T renlize that August is the month when everyone in Rome heads for vacation, and } Imow you're
about fo do the same. 5o, 1 know youe may not be able to give = an immediate reply. At your
conveniencs, 1 ask for yoor advice, Thanks. ' .

I Christ,
Rick McGurn, 81,

Endiosed Attachmenls:

1. Feb. 17, 1995 Letler of Acting Provincial Fr. Daly 1o Pr. McGuire

. Deg. 15, 2000 & Feb. 13, 2001: Report of the Conferenoe of Fr. Provincial Bavmann with Fr.
McGuire, and Guidelines . .
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