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. By Richiard A Knley .
Dlocesdn officials are expressing little
‘surprise ‘dver the city preservation board’s
8-0 vote ehirly Tuesday morning, April 19, to
deslgnate i-loly Redeemer Church as a city

me six: hours after the
h

est, we dldll’t expect fo. ~

. preservatnon board ... it’s not

‘too discouraging,” said Father John M.

Mulhgan' diocesan director of urban

s SIS - really going to be ip to the

planmng commlsslon, they’s Te gomg to call
this one.”

Father: Mulhgan was alludmg to _the fact

.~ that several preservation board memibers are.

also members of the Landinark Soclety of

Mulhgan said Tuesday morhing. “] felt-that ~

at least some of the (board). members
understood what we said.””:
In listing the reasons for their decision on

Holy Redeemer, preservation board mem- .

bers cited the building’s aesthetic value and
its value as a memonal ‘to the German
lmm:grants who founded it. Holy Redéemer
Church is the fifth-oldest German church in
Rochester.

Several board. members were also im-
pressed’ with ‘thé church’s onion domes and
said the limestone detailing .around its

windows — a very rare characteristic of
churches in New ¥ork state — should also be
strong[y considered.

During_the five-hour pubhc hearing pre-

ceding ‘the vote, more than 200 people
overflowed the City Council chambers to

- heartestimony for and against the- landmark
designation.

The tension-filled hearing was further

strained by discussion of a verbal proposal
the landmark society had made to Father
Mulhgan on

ay, April 15, offering to
‘‘assume owqetshxp” of the Holy Redeemer

complex.

Accordmg t

rFathorJohnM Mulligan (right :: : '
mmaﬂmmnlmmldondav.m‘
the Iandmarksocnetysboard of trustees, the

society offered to take from the parish all
financial responsibility. for the .Holy Re-
deemer buildings and .property. Crego said
that, even if the church were -eventually
razed, the:organization’s offer would spare
the parish.approximately. $70,000 in demoli-
tion costs. .

At the besmmng of ‘the public hearing,
Crego turned toward the crowd .and told

- W

- of the United States
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During lus testimony, Father Mulligan
downplayed this proposal, saying that the
landmark- society ‘had not offered to com-

“pensate the parish- for forfeiting the pro-

perty. ) )
“I’'m hearing offers to. take something we

- own off our hands. I don’t look at that as a

big favor,” Father Mulligan said, in response
to this and other usage proposals.

- The priest also denied landmark society
allegatlons that the parish and diocese are
unfamiliar with and inexperienced in market-
ing its old buildings. Father Mulligan said
that the diocese and parish had spent more

- than four: years searching for developers,

wich the assistance of independent engineers

June in Collegevxlle, Minn. The-
writing the report is headed. *by" Cardinal
Joseph L. Bernardin of Chicago. -
The committee was formed in -1985 to
evaluate changes in U.S. nuclear policy-since
the bishops issued their 1983 pastoral letter,
““The Challenge of Peace,”” which said that
any moral acceptance of nuclear deterrence
had to be “strictly conditioned’’ by the
morality of the policies and strategies un-

. derlyinga nation’s deterrence posture.

Somé bishops who calied for the new
evaluation had argued that U.S. policies no
longer met the pastoral letter’s conditions for
a morally acceptable nuclw deterrence.

preunt their position regarding Holy Redeemer Church

and several city agencies. .

‘“In no way have we been passive,
absentee custodians of the H
parcel,” the priest said. The.c
used-in 1985 before the Jparish::

St: Francis Xavier, - '

In other testimony before the:preserv:
board and planmng commission, ne;
people spoke in support of Kruse's reqnest
for landmark status. for the church. Among
the presentanons was an

by Paul Malo, 'a tenured profeésor .at
Syracuse Umversnty.
‘“Visual prominence and dlstmcnve style
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Both superpowers, it says, ‘“are deploying
weapons which, in both number and kmd
run contrary to the conditions’’ the UsS.
bishops set out in their 1983 peace pastoralv as
prerequisites for a morally acceptable
‘nuclear-deterrence policy. -

The committee’s report urges significant
reductions in the strategic weapons of both
countries, saying that existing arsenals
exceed the reéquirements of mond-stnke
deterrence.

It particularly-challenges the level of U.S.
and Soviet defense spending, saying that
defense expenditures .are in “‘direct -and

unyielding .competition” with “social .pro- .

grams for the poor:and-needy. The amount

" both countries spénd on defense constitutes

“a debnhtatmg drain. .on - their - domestic
Contilledoll'ages
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