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We will call about an appointment within a day or so or Pax can be contacted 
through the• Chair of the Steering Committee, Kathryn A. Bissell, home phone 
(30i) 652-2�63 or (6:00 P.M. to 6:30 A.M. Eastern Daylight Saving Time) or 

'work phone (202) 634-3290 or (301) 634-4140 (7:00 A.M. to 4:00_P.M., EDST). 

Respectfully yours, 

Kathryn A. Bissell 
Chair of the Ste.ering Committee 
for the Pax Corrvnunity 

. .
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JOHN D. HUSHON 

1050 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N. W. 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036-5339 

(2021 857·6290 

December 13, 1983 

Bishop John R. Keating 
Chancery Office of the Diocese of Arlington 
200 N. Glebe Road 
Arlington, Virginia 22203 

Dear Bishop Keating: 

Several weeks have passed since we last met and 
talked with you, and many decisions have been made by 
The Pax Community during that time. 

After our last contact and a PAX general meeting, 
members of the Community informed Fr. Hughes and St. 
Lukes that PAX could not continue to support the late 
Saturday evening liturgy at St. Lukes. We immediately 
commenced negotiations for a location at which to 
celebrate on Sunday morning. 

On the feast of Christ the King, PAX celebrated 
its first liturgy - a concelebrated liturgy of great 
joy - at the Franklin Sherman School in McLean. About 
220 attended that Mass, including many families which 
had found the Saturday evening liturgy impossible. 
Masses since then have been attended by about 150 
people, with some different families each week. 

we have made arrangements for the school location 
through at least November 1984. our celebrants are 
those whose names were previously given to you. We 
have arranged for musicians, vestments and the other 
necessary physical needs of the liturgy. we appear to 
be financially secure and are searching for outreach 
opportunities. 

PAX has tried to make it clear to its memb.ers 
(and to those outside PAX) that circumstances have 
forced us to celebrate our liturgies outside the 
parish, but we have not urged anyone to withdraw from 
the parishes in whichthey are registered. In fact, 
many members of PAX remain active in those parishes as 
lectors, committee members, communion distributors _and 
financial supporters. Many continue to hope for 
future reconciliation within an established parish. 
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Bishop John R. Keating 
December 13, 1983 
Page Two 

Meanwhile, and as she indicated to you on the 
telephone, Sr. Kevin Bissell is working with other 
members of the Community and certain experts from 
Catholic University on a presentation to you 
suggesting a formal status under Canon law for The Pax 
Community. 

We hope to be able to meet with you in a few 
months when that work is complete. In the meantime, 
we wish to take this opportunity to express our 
gratitude for your time, your understanding and your 
wishes for us as we pursue our community-building and 
liturgy planning. we look forward to further 
discussions and perhaps the opportunity to celebate a 
liturgy with you. 

cc: Fr. John Hughes 
The Pax Community 

Sincerely yours, 

John D. Hushon 
For the PAX Steering 

Committee 
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MEMORANDUM OF MEETING 

Attended by: Bishop Keating, K. Bissell, T. Campbell, 
J. Delker, J. Hushon

Friday, August 10, 1984, 11:30 a.m. - 1:30 p.m. 

The meeting commenced on a friendly and cordial note. 
The Bishop spoke of his recent visit to Rome and we remarked 
about the favorable publicity which had appeared in 
connection with his first anniversary as Bishop of Arlington. 
The Bishop had before him our petition and one page of 
typewritten notes (which later appeared to be commentary on 
Canon Law which we had cited in the petition). He also had a 
copy of the new Canon Law. 

J 
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When conversation turned to the petition, (BK e IS "op j{(-{rl:rrD 
complimented us on the preparation of the text and stated v 
that first he would like to turn to the law - and then we 
could discuss •matters of the heart.• He told us that he had 
once again spoken to Fr. Hughes. 

He then reviewed one by one the three non-parish 
affiliation options we had presented: 

1. Non-territorial (he used the word •personal•)
2. Quasi-parish
3. Non-parish

In his view, the overall structure of the new Canon Law 
utilizes the normal, territorial •community• of the parish as 
a building block of Christian life, cites an •end to 
experimentation• and emphasizes the •normalcy• of the Sunday 
morning parish Hass. The types of status which we had 
suggested were basically •aberrations• for specific purposes, 
for example: 

new mission-type groups which would become a parish in 
the future 

- temporary gatherings of Christians out of necessity
, (military base, colleges)

- •parishes• for special purposes such as communities of
clerics, etc.

We spoke about these examples and how PAX fit or did not fit. 
He told us that he was •not convinced" that PAX fit into one 
of these categories, although he admitted he could make such 
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ca f ifld.££19 of facL lf be wants tu. /rl.� al1:.o st-ate.!.. th-a-I:: he 
could find no basis in the law for the •pastor• to be other 
than a single priest. [Discussion then digressed into his 
first pastoral letter due this fall on the proper role of 
laity parish advisory boards in parish life.] He rejected 
the shared lay-priest responsibility concept of governance

suggested in the petition. 

BK then stated that even if he were convinced of our
Canon Law position, he was personally convinced of the 
desirability of the parish unit and was not willing to 
introduce this new concept to his diocese. He talked about

other groups like ours who might want to follow and the

pressing needs of refugee Catholics in the diocese for 
special consideration. 

We then talked about reaffiliation with St. Lukes and 
reviewed our experience. While emphasizing the •rights• of
the pastor repeatedly, BK did admit that many pastors were 
accommodating to their parishioners - even outside the 
strictures of Canon Law. He seemed to accept that present 
reaffiliation was not possible since he moved the discussion 
to present status by asking •since only a few of your members 
seem to require an official recognition and there is nothing 
wrong with what you do, why not keep on with what you are 

doing?• He then said, •1 expect that you will keep on doing
what you are doing after today.• 

Jean Delker then initiated a discussion of needs for the

sacraments. BK reviewed the Canon Law rights of all 
Catholics - practicing, attending, contributing or not - to
access to the sacram h r sents in t eir territo ial parishe . We
talked e s 
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. In summary, �K asked that we •be patient• since �timately �e b�lieves.the solution will entail reaffiliation
�ith .a.��rr�torial pa71�h. He repeatedly complimented us on ur

d
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tie c1@4r-ly ge1ve u li lf,e -J�£'t 6t[Ofi(j .J.mfU'et;f;�.cm fA;.;if 
although he would not sanction or authorize PAX officially, 
he hoped we would go on and suggested he would not try to 
stop us. He seemed not to accept the fact that PAX had a 
•problem• although he did seem to accept that there was a
strong animosity emanating from the pastor toward PAX.

We, in turn, committed not •to embarrass• him by 
claiming sanction. There was a clear understanding of our 
mutual positions and respect, a hope for the future. We 
promised to keep in touch and to search jointly with him for 
a resolution. 
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