
Reverend John A. Genizer 

Biographical Information 
YEAR OF BIRTH: 1941 
YEAR OF DEATH: N/A 
ORDINATION: December 23, 1967 

Employment/Assignment History 
7/31/1968-5/21/1973 
5/22/1973-2/17/1975 

5/22/1973-2/17/1975 
2/17/1975-8/21/1980 

8/25/1980-4/29/1990 

6/11/1990-6/10/1991 
6/01/1991-2/07/1994 

6/10/1991-2/07/1994 
2/07/1994-1/17/2000 
1/17/2000-3/12/2007 

3/12/2007-7/07/2008 
7/07/2008-6/06/2011 
6/06/2011 -pre s ent 

Parochial Vicar, St. Paul, Butler, PA 
Special Assignment, Office of Religious Education, 
Diocese of Pittsburgh Pastoral Center 
Duquesne University-Graduate Studies 
Assistant Director, Adult Religious Education 
Diocese of Pittsburgh Pastoral Center 
Associate Spiritual Director, Mount St. Mary Seminary, 
Emmitsburg, MD 
Parochial Vicar, Holy Innocents, Pittsburgh, PA 
Assistant Chaplain Nursing Home, McGuire Memorial Home, 
New Brighton, PA 
Administrator, St. Cyril & Methodius, New Brighton, PA 
Pastor, St. Colman, Turtle Creek, PA 
Chaplain Military -US Navy, Archdiocese for Military Services, 
Washington, DC 
Administrator, St. Barbara, Bridgeville, PA 
Parochial Vicar, St. John the Baptist, Pittsburgh, PA 
Chaplain, Little Sisters of the Poor 

Summary 

In a document dated July 7, 1995 and initialed "R.F.G." (Father Robert F. Guay), it was 
noted that a telephone call had been received from Father William Lynn, Secretary for the Clergy 
of the Archdiocese of Philadelphia. It was reported that the son of a member of the Archdiocese 
had revealed that was fondled by Father John A. Genizer in 1980 when he was 13 -years -old. 
Lynn advised that the son's parents were very involved in the church and were reputable. He 
further stated that the parents did not want to make the information public. 

Guay sent a letter to the family dated August 7, 1995 wherein he explained that in order 
for the Diocese of Pittsburgh to conduct an investigation, a statement or written allegation was 
necessary so that they had something documented to review with the priest involved. 

In February, 2009, Geinzer wrote a letter to Bishop Zubik, asking for his endorsement to 
serve under the supervision of the Apostleship of the Holy See USA as a chaplain aboard a 
passenger cruise ship. In a confidential memorandum to the file dated March 24, 2009, the 
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Summary 
Diocese reported that Father Bonner met with Geinzer to discuss his recent request. It was noted 
that Genizer needed the endorsement of the Bishop and that the Bishop would have to sign a 
document stating that Genizer; "Enjoys a good reputation and has no problems of a moral 
nature." They then discussed the 1995 report of abuse. Genizer denied the allegation. 

It was subsequently determined that because of the sexual allegation listed in his 
confidential file, Genizer would not be endorsed by the Bishop to serve as chaplain. Genizer 
was assured, however, that the allegation would not affect his current standing in the Diocese 
because the Diocese deemed it to be an "inconclusive allegation." 

In a confidential memorandum dated May 28, 2014, a telephone call from a woman was 
documented wherein she complained about Genizer' s conduct around her son. She stated that 
three years ealier, she and her family went to the Little Sisters of the Poor to visit her parents. 
Her son was eight -years -old at that time. While they were there, Genizer took her children to 
get candy. When they returned, she noticed that Genizer was showing a little too much interest 
in her son's clothes and how her son looked. This made her son feel very uneasy. During their 
next visit, Genizer approached her son. He stated that "he looked so handsome" and touched 
the boy as he made this comment. She stated that her son broke into tears and told her that he 
did not want to talk to Genizer. The boy further stated, "I don't want him touching me." Finally, 
the woman revealed that on a more recent vistit to Little Sisters of the Poor, they attended mass. 
As they were leaving, Genizer approached another young boy who was approximately 13 years 
of age. She stated that Genizer began touching the boy and made comments about how he was 
dressed. The woman advised that she had just attended a "safe environment training" and 
thought that Genizer' s behavior towards young boys needed attention. 

Another memorandum in the file dated May 30, 2014 revealed that a discussion of the 
allegations with Genizer occurred. Father Eckman told Genizer that he had received a complaint 
through Father Rushofsky that Genizer was making the boy uncomfortable by patting him on 
the back for prolonged periods of time, making comments about his clothes and focusing on the 
child in unusual ways. He also explained that Genizer had been observed exhibiting this same 
type of behavior with other young boys, but never with any of the girls. Genizer responded that 
he was unaware of his behavior and how it made others feel. He advised that he would make 
extra effort not to touch any minors. 

After these specific allegations of unnatural interest in young boys were made and 
documented in his file, Diocesan officials continued to write and sign letters advising that 
Genizer was a priest in "good standing." Specifically in a May 19, 2016 document entitled; 
"Testimonial of the Diocese of Pittsburgh of Suitability for Priestly Ministry" that was signed 
and initialed by Eckman, it was stated that not only was Genizer a priest in good standing, In] o 
accusations of misconduct have ever been made against him, nor has he ever been involved in 
any incident, to my knowledge, which has led to potential or public scandal." The letter further 
stated; "To the best of my knowledge, he has never engaged in sexual behavior inconsistent with 
priestly celibacy, nor had he ever acted in an inappropriate manner with minors." 
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Reverend John A. Geinzer' s Response to Grand Jury Report No. 1 

In regard to the Grand Jury charge of child abuse ---which I abhor ---I cannot 
recall any action that could be considered or construed as such. This charge can only 
refer to conduct which has been misinterpreted and thus misunderstood. Secondly, 
in regard to my heartfelt greeting of children viewed as 'inappropriate, I have been 
counselled by a diocesan official in a "teachable moment," which became for me a 
good lesson about social boundaries. Since then, there have been no complaints. 
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