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The . parrsh council”
f.Rochester goes back
i neariy eight -years
_ block” for the- Drocesan

;Pastoral Qouncil was produted by -

-a few: parrshes in- late 1967 and |
" - éarly 1968.A survey.completed-in
. -Augyst 1{37,0 showed. that 65 of -

‘-the 192 parrshes ‘had organized

Today, there are 140.

{

”Because the Se¢ond Vatican
Council provided n
few scaftered p.
sentences orf parish| councils, the
process of developing a ‘councif

" depended very much on-what a.

. parish could Tearn about:it from .

: ‘other pamshes < theit successes

) according to a .
» . report pr‘epared by -the Office of
o Pastoral Mmrstry

more: than a
aragraphs and

. and " failiares,”

- Thrs of‘frce was set up. two years
~ ago partr,cularly tG . spur the
", developrnent of - councils.
prepared to.help.in formation and
" ‘training,; and to ‘advise- on ‘par-
ticular-problems.” Father Douglas

- Hoﬁ‘mar"r is director. -

The followmg outhne of parrsh
council- develéprmeht
; ,tracted from.a “history” |

in->advance "of the ; frrst DPC
C convocatron last mon“th ;

- . " The “original* 1970 coemt of
" parish councils. was taken b¥ the

Rochester Association of Catholic
- -Laymen and: the Southern Tier
.. Association of Catholics, at the,
Yo Arequest of . Bishop . Joseph L.
T . These  two. organizations
Yo ;r:ecommended “that diocesan-
o wrde gurde(rnes be adopted and
B -lay commission be
estabhshed to assist -in the for-
e matron of councrls

ln November of 1970, Fathers
e mpel and Davis. ‘were

T edb the-Priests’ Council

o to estabhsh -a “philesophy. by .
- whii by an. actual workmg steerrng

ln ,December 1970 thrs plalh~
ning "group récommended . that-
the -Priests : Council set -up a
.‘comcq}ttee of 15 to 20 persons
with miare” [a}«people thar
_combined total " of priests’ and-
Siste would be the respon-
lity -f this committee to draw :
v up a proposal- for the . DPC Thls

k. swould | assume:

ty,- also for par!sh councrl
' ._-:;development _

S Marcheof 1971 “the Rrrests
- * Councit accepted Father Charles
rMuU{gan sA plan~ "The Pc

o "that parrsh councr[s”

T akl,ng power
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- May,. Brshop Hogan hadwapproved’

the appointment of ‘a humber of
{aity, priests. and ‘sisters to be
-members -of* the PCFC

At the first; meetrng of the PCFC
on May 25, 1971, it was -stated
that the pari-sh councii in every
parish would serve as a foun-
-“dation. for the Pastoral Council
and- that.-parish coungils should
- be generated: regionally: to
preveht. any* isolationism. Sub-

charrﬁnen appornt’ed
‘During - May 197'1,'1 the

.Guidelines' subcommittee . drew .

up a preliminary draft of
guidelines for parish councils.”
The Education subcommittee
proposed a.prograrh for éstablish-,
ment of parish councils which -
called for expansion of the
committee to inglade regional
teams and: experts in ec-
clesiology, ;odrnalrsm and
education; an impact session for-
this  committeg; regional

" meetings for priests, sisters and
'Ialty, a laity education program

June of‘~1971 the

Regronalrzatron 1subcommlttee .

presented a report of data
regarding percentages of
- parishes, priests, ' families and "
parish - income. -Division of
dIOCeSE into regrons -was

recommended.. The . Education -

-~ subcommitteé called-for a year-of
renewal for the diocese. . The
Servrce subcommittee felt that it
was ‘necessary for councils to
request assrstance rather. than
- have it forced upon them. They
felt' their committee should await
further action unti parish council
guidelines were established.

I July of 1971| the Education

its. role’ to Tnclude the following:
development of a diocesan-wide .-
educational program on parish_
councils via news|media, pulpits, °
. schools, etc. The, basic themes of
- this prograim. - we're to . be The'

* Church, The: 'rsh The l_alty, The
Parish Councrl, and organization
of Pacish Councrl Steermg
Commrttees .

fn- August 1971 the PCFC“VOted
'rn favor of ‘a.’ year of renewal..

In September 1971 emphasrs
was placed on the establishment .-
of regiofial. committees -for parish’
*councils as a‘means of providing
a regional “spark [plug” for each:
,parrsh council commrttee {; o

‘ On Oct. “15—16 1971, the }PCF
sponsored a Semihag or- ‘Repewal
at Becket .Hall it Rochéster. in
.+ addition to. PCFC
,department ~heads. -1 an
representatrves fromi” 4l région s

members,’

of the -diocese | attended” this

semifar wh;ch was- -conducted by

‘Richard: - Dementr “program.
hie Council .

drrector of"t' e Ne atrona

=

]
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PENNSYLVANIA. —

Diocese with regioris delineated.

at the diocese would  Bishop, the% director of the Office

be drvrded into ten regions (5 - of Pastora

. metro, 5 non-metro) based on a responsrbl to the parish councils
geographrc | division by counties in the following ways: assessing -
in-the non-metro areas and a pie- and develdping training needs at

iviSion of Monroe parish apd regional levels,
the same timé the ; coordinating a central delivery of

Offrce of Regional Coordinator  services from the Pastoral Offices

ished and ten priast- “to. parish icouncils, design and

rs were appointed for coordlnatr n of a systematic

of one year. The  communication network to all

' Coordinators,

personal representatrves of the development and upkeep of more

their regions, were meanmgfl

to promote  reviewing .and revising parish

spensrbrhty between council guidélines and con-

hd to coordinate the stitutions. | Providing consulting

inistries of each region sefvices fopr specific problem

. (and) to areas in. parish council

the feadership ahd development. ) : .,
hat ic demanded by the

revitalization program ' At a PCFC ,meetrng in Sep—

“Dralogqe wrth the Brshop" was-
committees were established and - held. As part of the PCFC goal,
lay .the groundwork of
renéwal from which the Pastoral
Council will result, and to deal in
the issues of - the times”,

presented to the Bishop:

“1) That councrls be encouraged
in every parish- and guidelines be
provrded before the end of the-

Galled upon,

2) That an intensive orientation
. be conductedi for the pastoral
coordinators as to their role and
sio thev mrght gurde
‘those parishes wanting to start a

\councrl and to update exrstrng

of the drocese .

“3) That the [PCFC be ready to
service these parishes before the

end. of the year. of the PEFC con- the diocese to learn, offer ser-

tmued working with parishes to  vices, iden

1972, the Service sub- visiting e\{ry .paris coundil in
he work of - par,rsh/ practrcal qhestrons and relate the

T 4) That each parish prayerfully
embark ‘on an intensive analysis ¢

of its sprrrtual condrtron iand 197é;i Bishop Hogan

. Council: My . _In October of. 1973,; Father

. 5 That. proposed actron be . jn thelCourie'r-' Hoffman }reported that .parish . -

Coordrnator 1972, Father Daniel. good will, Slltalent and love coming

as appomted director to the

On November 19, 19771, Brshop ar of Renewal:

-Hogan. sent a letter to all priests

. _ in.which he requésted that all

‘subCommittee furthier explained " parishes ‘\begin .to  establish -

. coungils or update existing”ones
by Pentecost of 1972. .

the month of June, the
Ops met with the iclergy In- Jandary 1974, Father Hoff-
grotips regarding the man formed an Advrsory Board
>r-on the Mission'of the  on Parish Councils for the pur-
the Dioceése . of

_in December O
McCafferty sent the appro ed R
“Guidelines for Parish Councils”

to all-Diocesan priests.. The letter

indicated that the CGuidelines F ad

the expressed approval of Brs op

. vHogan. and

coordmators would be chose

¥ v

- 27, 1972, Fr. Daniel
prlests an- fnd for’ f:ouncrls and, rewriting

the formial beginning of

.the Year of Renewal to- be Sep- Parish: Councr!s

tember 9410, 1972

PCFC meeilng
1972 the - Reglonalt_ :
Coordma ors presented a. status:: .
repoit “on parish. council - and

regronal development

to reflect reglonal mt‘
ethnic. and " cultural gr
..Sisters’. Council,
'categones of the clergy
‘mittees .undér
. ‘coordinators’ were 1o’ be
“.action and service groups und e
_this new plan i

the l’eg'o(?\alv secretary Of thé PCFC.*

thereafter a tisearch poses
ee'was appomtedL for the +Dioce
| of - drafting a’ ;ob‘;v 20!
o for 'full—trme péfson
By January ot 1972 the P A
] :had held regronal meetmgs ith
* priests-"and  with the. larty ‘to.
plam ‘the . PCEC_ -aims”
‘purposes:’ A commyiftee had’ been
appoeinted . to write: a ‘position.
paper on the Mrsslon of . the with
he f-ef Wh" ‘h departme___”

Mihistry was to be =~ -

-as the parish cor%hcrls, coordinating the

I parish profiles,

tember 1¢ 73, . Father ‘Hoffman”
outlined. hrt goals which included

ify needs, respond to -

urgency ?f fotming a &parish,
Co'uncil ; ) :

councils in. -the Didgcese were at
- all stages of development. Much

urface. Principal ~dif- ¥
ficulties | were drrectronal :
orgaruzatronal and, splntual

pose  of designing; a _self- -
evaluatren tool - for parrsh
‘COUﬂCIlS’ developmenL of a
-training . progiam for - chairmen

he Dlocesan Curdelrnes for

. From Segtember 1973 through
Eebruary} 975, at the invitation of
r-.coungil chairperson,

f Pasgoral Mmrstryn

.
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