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; $often sprinkl hb‘efally ithfsuchset@s - hamor: =
X :Holy. Father,” “ﬂ!e Blessed Mother,” and ~ Despitiilegions ‘of faithful readers, -even . Fther
yisterium:”” who.doi’t concede gray areas:of Ciuddy dou ‘abilityto influence-diocesan officials.
lity. or dbclrmal auﬂ)onty;;«who list among.  “‘I-think they’ve-got.a mindset; they’ve made up ‘their
CardinialJoséph Ratzinger and Bishop  minds:t Iy’s: just-a mossback,” he said. ‘“The

~ way ﬂnng&are now, the- oonservanves just don’t have a
’ look-m.” .

Rochwter s reputauon for liberalism is relauvely res
cent, ‘emeiging only during the tenures of its last two
bishiops, Matthew H. Clark and Joseph L. Hogan. Yet it .

éade:snn thexrpahshes. " is Archibish Fulton J.'Sheen, whose top priority was
dox voices) are heard, andl - implémenting - the directives of the Second Vatican
paid to them,”” said Father  Council; who is‘credited with estabhshmg the pace of
‘."_'St.b Anthony s Parish, reform in'thié diocese. <“This has resulted in Rochester’s
v bemgknownasaprogmswedmeesebecauseofth«b
-pace; of the rencwal,”. explained Auxiliary “Bishop
“Denmisy :ﬁi’ckey diocesan vicar general.
. Vatican 1l mot -only transformed-the liturgy, but the
whole vision ‘of the church from an orderly, hierar-
chically dominited institiition to one that emphasized ac-
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A I R S 1 B Y ¢ )

agreetodescnbethe

e e S

- tive participation by the whole *‘peaple of God,” and

brought the church into the midst of modern society. -

.As-has every other general council in the church’s
history, Vatican I.also produced the tumult that con-
tinues to divide elements of the church more than 20
years later. Bishop Hickey credits ope Paul VI for
largely avoiding a major schism, mgihewk of
Peter afloat as he adroitly introduced one
another. " _

In the Diocese of-Rochester, Bishop mckeyp‘bmwd

t, *it should not be surprising that the
engendered after Vatican I ‘should have in somem-
stancee overﬁowedanto what soine might term excesses:

ing . although it is possible -
some still need attention,” Blshopliickey added.,

Those who continue o -chiallenge the diocese about
such.“‘excesses”* have- oﬁenbeenshereotyi)ed as elderly
people unable to aeeept ,auennn*s hmrgxcal changes,

and almost ,

d:scxplme of the umversal clmtcb is kept; 7 explmned
Domiinic Aquila, 3 member of Catholics United for the
Faith and parishioner at Our Lady of Victory Church in
Rochester. **At the other extreme are people wanting to”
make the:church into something ]

Between the two extremes, Aqmla said, is a “vast
mxddle(gronp)thathllgoanywhereﬂ:eyreled The

g moforﬂ:odoxy;ustdoesn’tmattermmostpenple i

And even those who do focus-on orthodoxy frequently
disagree with each otlier. Some focus their attention on
such liturgical ‘‘abuses’ as female altar servers and
general absolution; others are most concerned about the
local church’s treatment of such social/moral issues as
abortion and sexual morality. Still others confront what
mnghtbetemdpohncallssues, such as U.S. policy in
Central America, the hierarchical handlmg of dissenting

" views or, locally, school reorganization.

While their-concerns differ, eonsemlﬁve Catholics
tend to direct their complaints toward the same target —
|Continued on page 20
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