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By Lee Strong

When‘the amnesty provisions of the Im-

migration and Control Act 0f:1986 went into

effect mMay, 1987, federal officials estimat--

ed that 3.5 million undocumented aliens were
qualifie ied- for legalization. ..
But by Ecbruary 6, 1988, only 970,000 peo-
h

ixghout the country had applned for

ofﬁce of the
1on Semces,

cted applicants.
for amnesty thus
ber remains as-

pllca

Buffalo, using aSS ;000 grarit from the Gover-
nor’s Task Force-oit. Immigration and Legali-
zation and $1. ooo from the:Volunteer. Lawyers
i unty, is:putting:up;a dozen

ing the;program iniwestern

hil 'vRochestet;the Westem New‘_ B
Yoii“lmmlgmhon Network;ssued agstatetgppté

the legahzauon provnslo

" same time, the group has'ifi S:OWN

forts to make people aware of the deadlme.
“There may be many peoplc who have not

come out;,” explained Greg- Zu;‘os iy issues

coordinator for one of the netmprksmember .

agencies, the diocesan Office of Socnal Minis-
try. “Now is the time for some people to find
out about the legalization process?

Network members said they believed mosty

undocumented aliens in the region are aware
~ of the amnesty program, but some have cho-
.sen not to apply. Among the major reasons
allens -avoid the program, network members
said, are that many potential apphcants fear
_ that applymg would: somehow mult in depor-

Aware of this reputation, INS has for the last
year workéd-with charch and community agen-
cies that senye as intermediaries, or “qualified

d.éntities” in the service’s parlance.

st six-months of operation, the

Burmg their;
two local. Qbﬁs — Cathohc Fanuly Center and

In a&dl on,qt.he application, proms mvolves
a great deal:of paperwork and documentation.”

Tobe ellgnble,— -aliens must be able to prove that

‘they entered this, country illegally before Janu-

ary 1, 1982 or thatrthey worked in agricultur-
al jobs at least 90:days between May 1, 1985,
and May 1, 1986. As proof of miqu, aliens

may use employment records, income tax- .

returns, rent receipts; schiool records; medical
records and post marked letters, as welk-as.af-
fidavits from neighbors friends, teachéfs, busi-
ness owners and church officials.

Producing these records is ‘a problem fot
many of the aliens, however, noted Sosthenes
Pierre-Philippe, legalization assistant at the
Catholic “Family Center. ‘Maiiy of the im-
migrants do not:have: such.records, and many

_of them have Worked in situations where no

Continued -on. Page 16
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cation
bars church
demolition

Diocese considers

responses t6 move

By Richard A. K:ley
Diocesan officials are still pondering what

action to take in response::to-landmark

preservationists’ latest attempt to save Holy
Redeemer Church from demolltlon.

Last week, William E. Kruse, 18 Delamain
Drive, Rochester, submittedan application
asking the City of ‘Rochester- to grant
landmark status to the 110-year-old church
at the corner of Hudson and -Clifford
avenues, in an effort to prevent the
Rochester diocese from obtaining a permit to
raze the edifice. While the application’is

under review, the diocese can- not demolish:
.. or make. any. other- changes=to: the-church;
without ihe~approvalﬁof~the~clty’s‘pwserva— -

tion board.

A former parishioner of the church, Kruse -

worked with the Landmark Society of

Western New York in preparing the applica-l.

tion, which he filed with. the city’s.zoning-
department. The city’s preservation board
will now review the application, and public
hearings on the matter will-begin on April 18.

The board will then have up to 21 days to

make its decision.
According to Stephen Kruk, a lawyer for
the diocese, a response to the application will

_not be made until after Easter. !

Although Kruk said that no decision has
been’made on what grounds the diocese will
use in making its argument to the preserva-
tion board, *I think it’s totally fair to say
that we will oppose this legislation.”’

Six members of the city’s preservation
board are landmark society members, and
three of the six are on the society’s board of
trustees. Although it is not unusual for the
board to include representatives of ‘the
landmark society, Kruk said the diocese may
try to show that the situation constitutes a
conflict of interest.

““Right now we’re researching a number of
avenues we might take,”’ said Kruk, an
attorney with the firm of Fix, Spindelman,
Turk, Himelein and Shukoff. ‘“We may take
(the application) on from the conflict-of-"
interest approach. We’re also looking to
research issues related to the-legality of the
city ordinance itself,’” he said.- -

“My research will be completed. at the end
of this week, and then I’ll report.my findings
and review them with the dlocese,” the

Fox
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