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Bishop Sheen, in a recent column he writes for daily
newspapers, described a hazard clergymen face these days
—a  technological “fallout’’ which nails them to administra-
tive " desks rather than leaving them free to be with their

" people. ' . . o s

Pastors so often seem to be trapped in an “‘edifice com-
lex”’ — building one parish strutture after another and then
aving to repeat the circle-in-renovating the oldest huilding

as soon as the latest one is completed.

Most every pastor wishes he could somehow break out
of this trealimill existence and be quite simply what he had
as a youth dreamed of being — a priest with his people, to
console them in their sorrows, to bless them in their joys,
to instruet their children, to guide them in serving the world
hut_not becoming captivated by it.

One parish that has astterfffzted_j,g do _something in this

P

In Commitment

An intent audience hears about new “no buildings” parish.

One way members fulfill this commitment is through
FISH, a code name for _a dial phone number staffed around

3

the clock by volunteers -who try to meet any emergency —
a despondent person who'’s on the brink of suicide, a mother
who has to go to work but can't find a baby-sitter, a man
who'’s drunk and ashamed to go home, somebody who's

direction is the one year old Community of John XXIII in

“Oklahoma City — a parish without buildings or boundaries.

Organized last May, the parish is still in an experimen-
tal condition but the enthusiasm of its members is certainly
. significant of its possibilities for the future.

Mrs. Herbert Giles of Oklahoma City, a member of the
John XXIII Community, was in Rochester last week and
described her mew type parish to several groups of lay peo-
ple. She isthe former Jane Doane of St. Michael’s parish,
Newark.

lonely.

~ The “Community” meets every Sunday for three hours -

— one hour for study, one hour for worship and one hour
of a social get-together. Parishioners decide where the meet-
ing will take place — at first they met in each others’ homes
but now they’re meeting in a school hall or a theatre or
wherever it's most convenient.. . .

Theiir “pastor’” is free most of the week to attend to
other responsibilities in his diocese but is on call for.any

ideology” represented there — and they've been accused of
“sheep stealing” the more active members of traditional style

“parishes. ‘““This complint has some validity,” a Community

statement admits, “but it should be strongly pointed out

- that this new.Commuunity is very important.for the growth. . .

and advancement of the whole diocese.”” This is a point that _
still needs to.be satisfictorily resolved.
%

Father William F. Nerin, pastor of the John XXIII
Community, and to a great extent its inspiration and moti-
vating force, readily admits that they may all soon grow
weary of being wanderers and “hanker for a stable struc-
ture” but “that’s our tisk at the moment,” he says, “to find
out what works and what does not work in view of our
stated objectives and personnel involved.”

The Community has a membership of just under 75 but
about 50 prospects attend quite regularly. At present they
have set 75 as the limit and every time they build up close
to double that numbertheyl divide and form another “Com-

- munity.” :

The Vatican Council stated, “The parish exists solely
for the good of souls.”

These days when some souls are no longer satisfied by
the routines and oftenimpersonal arrangements required by
present parish structures;*expe_rlments-hkefhe—John~X%IH
Community deserve our attention and our encouragement.
They may not have the solution for all parish problems, but
then our present parishes don’'t have all those solutions

either. \

The Lord said in Hisrheavenly kingdom there are many
mansions. It's good to see that even on earth that kingdom

- Business

" now has room enough for many different types of dwellings
for the People of God. T :

individual needs of Community members.

MRS. HERBERT GILES

————Community membership requires a ‘‘commitment” for
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Friday, May 5, 1967

Schools at

_ (By Reldgious News Service)

The American principle of
churchstate separation is sim-
ply enouggh stated in abstract
terrns: the power and financial
resources of government should
not be used for the benefit of
any religlous group.

Expressed in such terms, the
principle -xeceives nearly unani-
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.. _The offertory rit¢ of the Mass concludes with the
priests reminder that' all present share In offer-
ing the sacrifice soon to be accomplished —
Brethren, pray that my sacrifice and yours mmay
be acceptable to God the Father almighty. In re
ply we say, May the Lord reccive the sacrifice
from your hands to the praise and glory of His
name, for our welfare and that of all His.holy

Church. ' .
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- all shades of religious belief and.

unbelief. One step’ further, in
any direction, leads to contro-

Versy.

A mjor focal point of such
controversy, now as im the past,
Is the question of ald to religl
ous scthools. In its year-end re
port on litigation. issued at the
end of 1986. the American Jew-
ish Congress cited 32 current
lawsulls on churchstate and re-
liglous freedom issues. Half of
them were related to gowern-
ment ald  for church.-rekated

v .-

",“..““::f..;;ﬁ';;-géhdo’lb?,f. e e e e
~ School bus transmortation of

children accounted fox, 8 of the

77 TCongiiE's 18 school cases, Foluf -
others were related to the in-

clusion o€ religious schools in
the heneFits of the Eleméntary
and Serorzdarv Education Act of
1085. The other four dealt with
the 1ise of publicly owned text-
boaks by students in religfous
schools. This nroportion reflects
the natiomwide activitv of varl-
ous orgamnizations carrying the
bannner of churchstate separs-
tion.

On the national level, two
other agencles freauently {oin-
the Amewican Jewich Congress
in stiterraents or litieatiom re.
lated to the srhool aid {ssue: the
Amsericare Civil Tiherties Union
and Amewicans United for Sen-
aration of Church and State. In
a given community. a particu-
lar case often enrolls the suo-
poxt of other orzanizations.
churches and sometimes a local
councll of churches. groups of
public school teachers and/or
parents.

A chief advocate of 'aid to
charch-related schools” Is  Citi-

i 7 He—added—that-"3 leaky roof

non-sectarian organization
whose membership and leader-
ship are predominantiv but not
exclusively Roman Catholic.

Having by far the largest sys-
term of raon-public education In
the courtry, the Roman Catho-
lle Chureh, th rough various
agencles and spokesmen, s
usually the organfzation most
closely imvolved in this area of
charci-state controversy,

Inre cent years, Catholics

have welcomed growing support
from agencies representing Or-
thodox Fews, whose increasing

Archbishop of New York:

involvement apparéhntly reflects

two factors: A- steady growth in

the number of Hebrew Day
Schools, . which are generally
conducted under Orthodox aus-
picesand.
appealed for various forms of
government aid and a concern
with what Orthodox spokesmern
have sometimes called a “one-
sided” .or “secularistic’ image
of Judaism conveyed by the ac-

arrs-of- —- —tivities-—of—the . American _Jew-

ocal P

have sometimes . __

ish Congress.

\

Next to Catholics, the Amer-
ican religious body with the
largest number of day schools is
the Lutheran Church-Missouri
Synod, whose 1400 schools have
some 160,000 students. Other re”
ligious bodies with smaller
though significant numbers of
fulltime schools are the Epis-
copalians, the Amish, the Ad-
ventists and the Greek Ortho-
dox. These churches have not
become involved in aid to edu-

cation controversies, though a
few Missouri Synod Lutherans,
‘hrave been active- as.individuals

in Citizens for Educational Free-
dom, . -

According to the CEF and
many Catholic spokesmen, the
point at Issue in current school
ald controversles Is not ald to
religion but aid to individual
students who study under re-
Hgious auspices. This theory,
usually called the “child-bene-
£it” theory, has been attacked
by some organizations and in-
dividuals as an attempt to cir-
cumvent the constitutional sep-
aration of church and state, but
it has received substantial recog-

- fftion " of late i both legista— - -

tive and courtroom actions.

A recent denunciation of the
““child-benefit” theory was given
by Methodist Bishop Richard C.
Raines of Indianapolis in an ad-
dress to the Women's Division
of the American Jewish Con-

gress.

“The child-benefit claim seems
to me but a subterfuge which
excuses us for doing indirectly
what law forbids us to do di-
rectly,” he said.

of a parochial school can be
fixed at public expense to bene-
fit the children, teachers can
be hired, buildings built as well
as children bussed under the
child-benefit umbrella.”

This contradicts a statement
on the subject that many Cath-
olics accept as representative of
their views. It was give in 1949
by Francls Cardinal Spellman,

“We do not ask nor can we
expect public funds to pay for
the construction or repair of
parochial buildings or for the

»

:

support of teachers or other

maintenance costs. - - -

“There are, however, other in-
cidental expenses involved in
education, expenses for such

purposes as the transportation”

to and from school, the purchase
of non-religious textbooks, and
the provision of health aids.”

.. These-. specifics outline aec-

carately:“the main points on’

— —which ~Extholic —educators —and———— P, ey e emlad be

spokesmen have insisted. They
also indicate the areas in which
Catholic schools seem to be
nearing success.

The transportation of non-
public school students at public
expense isTnow taken for grant

. ed in many parts4f the U.S. and

its federal constitutionality as-
sared by Supreme Court de-
cisions. It is still firmly oppos-
ed by various agencies wherever
state vonstitutions offer a pos
sible basis for court action, but
whenever a school~bus case.ar-

- rivés in court the fact indicates -

thxat bus transportation has been
effectively accepted by a com-

nmounity; -through -its -public of- -

ficlals and often through ref-
erendum. The most recent such

- referendum, in Wisconsin, show

ed approval by 58 per cent of
the voters. .In a state whose
population is only about one-
third Catholic, this indicated
substantial non - Catholi¢ ap-
proval.

The latest court decision, also
in favor, was given in Pennsyl-
vania in January. Justice Mi-
chael A. Musmanno, in his ma-
jority opinion, said that the_pui-
pose of the law was to nrovide
for the ‘*“health, welfare and
safety of the children.”

Two other issues are general-
ly considered more controver-
sial than that of bussing and
their status has mnot yet had
nearly as much legislative or
judicial discussion.

The loaning of publicly-own-
ed texthooks to students in re-
tigltousty affiliated schools Is
under court consideration In
several states. Im New York,
afier Tower coufts have wuled

on both sides of the Issue, R 1§

headed for a final decision in
the State Supreme Court,

The first decision, given by
Justice T. Paul Kane in August,
1956, held that suchloan of pub-
Ficly-owned textbooks is uncon-
stitutional. He was reversed

- unanimously by an Appellate

panel of five judges in January,
1957. The grounds of the re-
versal were, technically, that

- the plaintiffs had no standing _ _

to sue but the judges also ex-
pressed the opinion that the
loan of textbooks to students
did not violate the constitution.
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Laity Control Trend Seen at Catholic Colleges

The American Civil Liberties

. Union is appealing the decision

and may take the case to the
U.S. Supreme Court.

On the federal level, an issue

By GARY MacEOIN

On pdper there is an immense differ-
ence between the decision of the Loretto
nuns to turn Webster College over to a
board of lay trustees -and the proposal of
the Indiana province of the Congregation
of Holy Cross to make laymen equal
sharers in the power, responsibility and
control of the University of Notre Dame
and the University of Portland (Oregon).

The praciical effects, nevertheless, are
not likely to be very different, and the
decision of the Jesuitowned St. Louls
University to transfer property and cori-
trol to a lay-dominated board indicates
_ that wé sre Imvolved in a wide ranging
trend. ’ ’

The Webster plan as published envis-
ages a total divorce from the Loretta
congregation, ‘placing the College in a
situation comiparable to that of Harvard
or Columbia, which today retain only
vestigial traces of earlier Church relation-
ships. .

The Notre Dame plan provides that
half of the twelve members of the con-
trolling body will be Holy Cross priests,
and that -“the—essential character of the
university as a Catholic institution of
higher learning shall in no way be al-
tereqd” except by a two-third vote. The
9 Portland plan incorporates a deed-in-trust

providing for return .of control to Ho?'

t

._", ' I’l N bl s

Cross if at any time the College ceases
to have ‘“an integral academic and pas-
toral program of Catholic thhought and
culture.”

Whatever the legal technicalities, how-
ever, the process once initiated seerms to
me irreversible as those which have oc-
curred at Haxrvard and Columbia It may
well be that in this respect ouxr Protesstant
brothers read the signs of the times long
before we recognized them.

What some of these signs are has now
been underlined by Holy Cross propo-
nents of the change, Their fist point
is the Vatican Council’s call to religious

orders to disengage themiselves from the”

administralion of property and wealth,
when this is ‘possible without dsmage to
the 'apostolic works of the Church, and
the broader chillenge of the Councll to
the religious orders to put the interests
of the people of, Gad, whom they profess
to serve, before those of their own insti-
tutions,

This fits irx perfectly with the Cowncil's
stress on the equality of status amd re-
sponsibility of the laity in the institutional
life of the Church.

e . ~ et P

The proporents also stress the ecoraomic
motivations of various kinds, The mount-
ing cost of operation is becoming am im-
possible burden for a religious congrega-
tion, and in practice the widening of the

» . hnd @‘ ' ' B \
\ N . N ~.
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_exeicised darbitrarily and harmfully.

responsibility for financing demands a
parallel sharing of the decision-making
processes. The University of Ottawa and
other Catholic colleges in Canada long
ago recognized that fact and have made
or ate makimg the appropriate changes.

" Our resistance here--to-giving- publicaid. _

to Church - affiliated institutions adds
weight to the argur_nent.

One should not, however, make eco-

nomics autormatically the villain. It may
rather be the angel telling us to do what
we should have done for better reasons.
It :played that part In the al;olltion of
slavery. ’

[

The™ official statements have played
down what I think must be recognized as
a furthrer vital factor. Academic freedom
can no longer be avoided as an lssue.
Tension Is mounting between the needs
of intellectual research and the limitations
traditionally imposed by Catholic institu-
tions. The question_is not whether these
restrictions are objectively right or wrong.
It is that they are extrinsic to a process
which permits only intrinsic limitations.
In addition, the Catholic should have the
humility to recognize that they were often

When administrators and faculty were

mostly members of a religious otder, the ,
;%::tion was technically controllable and

the intransigent easily silenced. In Notre

Dame, and generally, 90 per cent are

‘\ﬁ_

today laymen. We have recently had a
distressing open clash in one big Catholic
university. Notre Dame deserves congrat-
ulation for anticipating and heading off a
similar scandal.

Recognition of the autonomy of educa-

sure to reach the Supreme¢Court—"~

eventually is that of ‘“special
services” for deprived school
children under the 1956 Elermen-
tary and Secondary Education
Aect. The law was so written
that. if state officials wished to

oint in Church-State Debate

oint In

Article XI, Section 3 of the

“Neither the state nor any
subdivision thereof shall use
its property or credit or any
-public—money, or _authorize or.
permit either to be used, di-
rectly or indirectly, in aild ox
maintenance, other than for ex-
amination or inspection. or any
school or institution of leaming
wholly or in part under the di-
rection of any religious denomi-

channeled to students in paro-
chial schools. The originl con-
cept of the law envisioned the
_use of the non-public school
chiefly as an agency fhrourh
which the government could
bring specialived “theripeutic,
remedial or welfare servites™ to
the needy child.

Some critics of the program's
church-state aspect have oppos-

. ed the use of religious apenicies

for.this purpose. Qthers merely_

. question whether_a given. pro.
gram actuallv falls within -the |

accepted .“child-benefit” guaide-
lines of the law.

Tedevdl ¢courts 1) NeW York—

City and Davton. Ohia and sfate
courts in New York and Pem-
sylvania' have had cases intro-
dured dealing with this w and
the issue may rearh the US.
Supreme Court in 1968. Serwices
provided for non-pubHe stucdents
in their own schools under this
act include remedial reading
and mathematics cour ses,
speech theraov and euidance
counseling. These students are
aleo eligible for “enrichment”
courses in music. art and other
subiects, but such coures are
held after regular schoo hours
and on public school premises.

All of the issues invilved In
government ald {0 edication
are about to come fo a head for
New Yorkers in their state's
constitutional convention. Re-
ligious leaders generxdly he-
leve that the most Emportant
issue hefore the comvention is

natlon, or in which any denomi-
national tenet is taught, but the
legislature may provide for the
transportation of children to
and from any school or institu-
tion of learning.”

This amendment was passed
in 1894. The final clause on
transportation was added in
1938.

Opinion on what to do with
the amendment is deeply and

- - —widely—divided--At one- end of-
....._ti.'e.,_
wish to keep it unchanged and =

spectrum: many agencies

at least one wants to remove
the permission for busing.
Citizens for Edliicationial Free-
dom and a large number of
Catholics wish to repeal the en-
ire amendment and wuse the
irst amendment: to the U.S,
Constitution as the guldeline

on church-state relations. In be- -

tween. the shades of opinion
are endless. .

‘According to CEF. however,
when it comes to a final vote,
the amendment. will be _remowv-
ed or drastically changed. After
polling the 186 delegates to the
convention, the organivation an-
nounced that 102 wish to alter
or repeal it and only two have
taken a firm stand in favor of
the present wording.

Whatever is the outcome of
the convention and of various
court cases pending, goverm-
ment aid to religious schools is
sure to remain a hotly disput
ed topic into the foresceable
future.
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God's World

Like Walking
On Egg-Shells

By DENNIS J. GEANEY, 0.S.A.

One of the things Iam not
supposed to do in this column
is scandalize the readers I must
not propose anything that may
weaken their faith. Our Tord
has uttered a harsh condemna-
tion for such people. However,
we can become so obsessed with
the fear of scandalizing the least
of our brethren that wur the-
ology becomes paralyzed.

1f it becomes fixed in such a
rigid mold that it cannit grow,
Christianity will become irrele-
vant to the learned. The Catho-

+ lic student dealing with ,a the-
ology that does not <ipe with

tion Tust “quickly focus -attentiomom-an- —— —the—issues-he. faces in the aca-

other institution which has developed in
the Church under strict tutelage, the
press. Ave Maria, a weekly magaZine pub-
lished by the Congregation of Holy Cross
at Notre Dame, has used the university
issue to formulate the problem. It broke
the story of the projéct to reformi the
university. It did so in a framework of
full objectivity, thereby helping the cre-
ation of a sound public opinion. It did
this in spite of, not because of its institu-

tional conitrol. At the plessure of the:
institution, those responsible c¢ould be -

censured or replaced. That was the risk
they took, knowing that such retribution
is still far from uncommon in the Catho-
lic press.

The fact that crisis is showing in educa-
tion earli®er than in the press perhaps
reflects the historic concern of the Amer-
ican Church for education and the con-
sequent greater evolution of o educa-

simply cannot function without public
opinion, and this need i{§ forcing the
issue of press autonomy. It will -soon
move to the center of the stage.

demic world will either reject
it out of hand, or carryit along
like folklore baggage which
must not be let to interfere
with his addressing himself to
the issues of his real 1life.

It is like walking on egg-shells
to avoid shocking the rigid
while one is trying to make
sense to the inquiring stident of
Christianity. . .

This is the risk Pope John

took in calling the Coumell X
must take the risk myself and

. see people shaken and cry that

their faith is being takem from
them. The alternative is a de-
cadent Church. (

{ | \
I also imowl that pewple who-

cry “loss of faith” may simply

. . be going through.a necessary
o otitomal systent. But the conciliar Church— —<drisis—that-liberates_them _from

a childish view of their fith
that brings them, to a new Chris-
tian maturity. Like a prent or

" a teacher or any other author-

ity figure, 1 must absordb the

1

hostilities of the people 1
threaten by being a front run-
ner.

For those whom there is a
crisis of faith in seeing doctrl:
nal change or development, it
might be well to see Catholic
doctrine, not as something that
is set in a fixed mold for all
time, but as something that was
glven to us in seed form in the _
scriptures and which has s twen-
ty century history of historical
development. This is what the
Council Fathers had to face in
the early sessions. Was Catholic
do'e trine like a-geometry
theorem that is neat and needs
no re-formulation at any time
or is there a core that each gen-
sgration and each culture ex-
plores and understands in its
own historical setting?

One perceptive Coungil e
porter, after the secofid séssion,
observed that the Council Fath-
ers should not be divided imto
liberal and progressives as re-

porters were quick to do, but -

into' those who saw Christian
doctrine as historically condi-
tioned and those who saw it a8
a set or fixed propositions, With
each session the yoting showed
that the historical approsch in-
creased by the hundreds umntil
the final session, the non&l:l&

torical or static view wasa vety /

small minority. ‘
If it took hundreds of hishaps

four_years of debate-to-gratp.- - §.

the issue, should we be imupa-
tient with priests and lally who
did not engage in four years of
theological dialogue!

to the public until 5 p.m.

Begun in 1904, the school h:
long been known in Rochest:
for the competent training
gave its students in busine
and commerciil subjects ar

" procedures.

The school this year h
grown from a three-year cour

-of study to a fully accredit

four-year high school.

Pres ent enroliment is 2
young women. Sister M. Be
nardine of the School Sisters

Two Parishe:
To Vote on
Merger Plan

Parishioners of St. Cecili
Church and St. Peter and -Pau
Church. Elmira, will ballot St
day to decide whether or r
to merge’ their parish scho
in what could be a pilot -roje
for the Diocese.

According to a proposal ma
by the pastors and school pr
cipals of the two parishes, fi
through fourth grade pup
would attend St. Cecili
school; fifth through ecigh
grade pupils would attend
Peoter_and Paul's school. T
would eliminate doubled grac
in the present separate arran,
ment. Pupils would be bus

T 7 7from one area to the other

need be.

Mensignor Philip McGhan
pastor of St. Peter and Pat
Church and Sister M. Jonatt
is principal there. Father
Leo McMannus is pastor at
Cecilia’s and Sister M. Seraph
is principal.

- New, St. Josepli8 ™
. ish structures. W
%) which mark enira
' hopes to have chu



