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974 FEDERAL AID TO SCHOOLS

The Federal Government has often made long-term low-interest rafe foans,
But it has slways done so in order finanetally to aid and assist the benefictary
of the loan and to encourage some specific enterprise. It s axactly this govern-
mental ald and assistance which the first amendment forbids where the bene-

fletary is & church,
The reality that Government loans to churches and church schools constitute

Government ald is recognized in the laws and constitutions of many of the
States. T'ypleal 1s the mandate of the New York constitution {art, 11 see. 4)
that: “Neither the State nor any subdivision thereof shall use its property
or credit or any publle money, or authorize or permit either to be used, dirveetly
or indirectly, in aid or mainténance, other than for examination or Inspection,
of any schaol or institutlon of learning wholly or in part under the control or
direction of any religious denomination, or in which any denomilhationnl tenet

or doctrine is taught * ¥ *” ‘
A leading case showing that a loan of governmentul funds coustitutes gov-

ernmental assistance s the recent case of Levitt and Sons, Inc. v. Division
Against Disorimination (81 N.J, B14, 158 Atl. 2d 177, appeal dismissed 80 Sup.
Ct, 1257}, In that case the Supreme Court of New Jersey, in a unanimous de-
olsion, held that a statute which prohibited diserimination In housing accom-
modations which are “publicly assisted” was appiicable to a building financed
by means of n Federal Houslng Authority loan. The grant of Government

gredit, the court held, constitutes agsistance.

In regpect to the proposal for long-term loans to parochial gchooly particulariy
appropriate iy the remark of tho U.8. Supreme Court in Cooper v, Aaron (368
U.8. 1, 17), The Constitatlon, the Court said, may not be “millifled openly and
directly,” ‘“tior nullified indirectly * * * through evasive schemes * % * whether

:attempted ingeniously or ingenunously.”
CONOLUBION

The demand that Federal funds be granted to parochial schools represents the
most serlous assault upon the wall of separation of church and state in the
history of our Nation. If it gucceeds, It may well mark the beginning of the end
.of our public school system, It most certainly would mark the beginning of the
end of the American principle of religlous liberty and the separation of church
and state as we have known it in our country. I am certain this committee will

1not allow it to succeed.
Mr. TrOMPSON, .Our next witness is Rabbi Morris Sherer of New
York City. Rabbi, do you have a prepared statement ?

 STATEMENT OF RABBI MORRIS SHERER, PHILADELYHIA, PA.

Rabbi Surrer. Yes, I do.

Mr. TrompsoN. You may proceed as you wish,

Rabbi Suerer, It is vather brief, I may say. I believe that copies
were distributed.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, my name is Morris Sherer. I have
the privilege to represent Agudath Israel of America, & national or-
gonization of orthodox Jews with local membership chapters in com-
munities throughout every part of the United States.

Our organization was founded 89 years ago, and our nrembership
includes thousands of rabbis and communal leaders, amongst them the
foremost Jewish scholars and religious authorities in this country.

We strongly favor Federal aid to parochial schools. ‘We deplore
that an incorrect image has been foisted upon the American public of
the Jewish position on this issue, and that, as & result, & false impres-
sion has risen of the Jewish posture toward religious education.

Mr. TrompsoN. I take it you are referring to the remarks of the
provious witness on behalf of the American Jewish Congress?

")
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Rabbi Suerer, To the testimony of the previous witness and to the
various statements that have appeared in the press, from various
leaders of secular Jewish groups and reform clergymen,

When we refer to false 1mpressions about the general Jewish atti-
tude toward maximum religious education in parochial schools in
particular T take, for example, some references and insinuations made
n suclh n!magazme as Life magazine and this relationship pains us
very deeply.

lassiéuFJudaism has, from the very inception of the Jewish people,
placed religious education in sharp foeus as the centrality of life jt-
self. This awareness ahout the primary role of religious education
is s fundamens al principle in tradional Jewish law.

Thus, for example, the Talmud forbids one to reside in 2 community
which lacks educational facilities for the children,

In order to place the primacy of education to the Jew in its proper

erspective, one need but leaf through the history of our people, which
18 one lonyg glorious recor! of enormous personal sacrifice by parents,
in order to provide a maxinmum religious education for their oigspring.

Our history books are replete with thousands of examples of the
Jew’s readiness to sacrific of his very self in ovder to provide a tra-

-ditional eduecation for his children. Under the most trying cireum-
stances, in eras when the Jews were the victim of pogrom, pillage,
and_ persecution, he allowed no obstecle to stand in the path of
educating the young.

In our own times, even in Nazi ghettos, underground methods were
devised whereby the knowledge of their faith could be transmitted to
the few surviving children. .

I mention these facts in order to clear up the misconception which is
prevalent amongst the American public, stemming from statemenits by
certain secularist Jewish leaders and reform clergy. In our own
beloved country, American citizens of the orthodox Jewish faith have
built a network of 261 elementary and secondary parachial schools,
under extremely difficult financial circumstances,

These Jewish parochial schools, known as Yeshivos, exist in 91
communities in 26 States.

Their annual maintenance budget is approximately $10 million each
year, and their building and plant expansion programs are estimated
at $10 million per annum,

Because these Jewish parochial schools labor under the pall of
constant finaneial crises, they cannot afford a prorer public relations
program, so that the public should be aware of their huge conttibu-
tion to American soclety, as well as the important role that their
graduates play in the broad spectrum of the sciences, professions, and
government.

It is our view that to deny these taxpaying American citizens of
the orthodox Jewish faith the benefit of their taxes in order to hel
defray the large expense of maintaining the Jewish parochial schoo

_system for their children—and I refer, may T add, to the secular

programs of the parochial schools, we are not asking for funds for
the religious programs of the garochlal schools—is # diserimination
which is not in accordance with basic American ideals. - ’

The Jewish parent who sends his child to & parochial school has to

make many sacrifices to meet the cost of educating his children, very
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often at the price of denying ‘hitngelE ‘bid his family somhe of their
owh vital needs, o T e e

These parents shotild not be uﬁd,uliy_ 'haiized'fof."gg@cﬁiéin' the
eXeroise of their free thoids, iplicit it the Afetican Way of life, to
éducate their children ih ateordaties with their religious cotiseisnce,”
~ * 'The Jewish all-day schools, laboring undet the heavy brimit of hige
budgets for the seculdr ag well as the religious programs they conduet,
are suffering from severe financial hardships that impair their opera-
tion ind resfrict their expansion:. ‘ ool ]

This is_indeed unfdrtunats, becatiss in vur pliralistic American
st;cl'ety,- religious edluehtioh is an ditegral patt 6f our entive eduicational

afit. o

We; ‘therefore, respedtfully téquest thut Fedoral uid to parochial
schools be included in any Government progratit of chool suppurt.
- Thour view, this bears no telationship to the £pw:-im'sii:d-e; of separation
of ¢hurch and state, as this type of goverhmient support Which we are
asking tfor the seenlar programs, I repeat, of the Iéb,ro-chial schools,
will merely return to the taxpaysr the full beniefit of his taxes to which
he is justly entitled, without compelling him to etidurs o systetn of
double taxhtion, ‘

This so-talled wall of sepatation s nut as ith regnable a4 gofma thiin-
tain, as withess the 1058 National Defense Xiduéation Act, which in
1960 alone granted approximately $1,700,000 to reﬁ%ibu‘s and private
gch?]ols for improving science, mathematics, and foreign langunge

acilities, - , '

May I add, Mt, Chairman, that the metnorandum distributed yes-
terday to Cong]'ress by the administration’s attornsys agiainst Federal
* aid to prochial schools, which appeared ih this morning’s hewspapers,
in our opinion, conversély tends to prdve that there is nio claarcut
black dnd White thinking oh this issie of constitutionali dy _

The briéf i8 so full 6f loopholes ant draws so ang hazy distinétions
bétween legil and il‘le%'al‘ aid, that it actually serves to add weight
to our contention tha 'dia-har%' a?epoﬁition to Federal aid to the
secular prograiis of pardchisl schools igfilled with inconsistengids,
~ 'We respectfully recommend that this situation be rerdédied thiough
& practical thethod, whether ih the fovsti of tax deditdtioh to parents for
thetr tuition, 16hg téfm lodtié to sehidols, or dirgét wubsidied to thé
secular programs of the parachial schools, ' ' -t+ - "

Geetitleinen, we felt' it recésedty to preésent this view to you ‘this
morning, so-thiit ' thaking & judgmetit, you will be awave of the view
of the board tiiasses of Ambritan cltivens dudicatéd to orthodox Jdn-
i8m, who ate those miost %;tmllg* ¢ohdertied, thiough parsonal coti-
mitment, to the issues of Fedord] aid to pa¥ochial schools. ' Thank

o, , _ . oo
YNy, Tromrsok. T thanlk yoti very #iueh, RABH. T have, jus a
tfuestion oy two. : e e e e e

It is 6bvious, nutWithstandihg thé brief which Way prepared il
gent to SenhtQr Morse and thokie of us ofy thikdideé yesterday, that there
remains dh drgument with véspeet to the W invelved,: = - 7 -
T8 your position’ ond 6f dskitig that laans; for Hhsthide, be thkluded
in the ({)resent bill; ot would Yoir'be as'batisfiet] th Have the MAtter don
siderﬁ, inseyara% légib}ﬁbié ; e :-: L a-!;-‘-: ..‘.f;":'.‘:j .| RIS :- .

e
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_Rahbi Susper, While. we take.wo. position 28,10 the: bili, .itself, be
cnuse that is in the province of legislatops, which wa.are not, we foel:
however, that any bill, whioh would grant Kederel aid: to. childten;
should in all justice inclyde these childyan .who alsd go throulgh the
studies of secular subjects, but whose parents give them several hours
more teachingaday, . . .. .. .o oo i

So that as a matter of justice we feel that any Federal aid should
, in%ud arochial sp‘_lirqglla, d: o 1 Eh - h

‘Mr. Tromeson, With regard to myself, I have examinad with reas

sonable care, although {Qixavo not studied it ns carefully as I am
going to, the brief which-was sent up yesterday.. I do not, however,
eel that parochis) schools: should be-iioluded. atwii-in o bilk calling
for aid to publiceducation. , 7 . Co S S

I think that the. two things are quite different. I will
with you the discriminatje ,j.p,qk whether ifaxists, or not. It dn
on one’s point of viewy1 think, although persd

to the idea., e g

I think that if thia thing ig
inflammatory; as e all know

Ieglé‘sia,tion. '

For, if it has rperit, it can §tn
something else,

Again, my vig
cation ball,

wis introduced
bill by Senater
stand is that it w be r-46rm, 1Q; st
for parochial schopls in a bill désigned verygareful

onaiit ,

thing possible if it 1§ constitutiona} to the.ex f :

the device being the'yse of the ] e of the fivst amendment to tie
Constitution and saylmg—I am pAraphrasing, }and not’ precisely,4in
elfect that there shall ke loans in accofdince” with the title 46 the

extent that they do not promote the establishment of a reli
The legislation, as I understand it, is dgm%ned to maka-possi
test before the Supreme Court of.the United States-ofi the su
‘Now, we can all read cases an them-wd ong lawyer w :
?ust as good ag the next one might have a different conclusion on the
‘hasis of what his view of those cages 18, C
We have to take into considergtion, slso, the fact that the Sg@reme
Court’is made wp of human beings who interpret things in ditferent
ways .on different occasions. L o
Mr, Booley said sometimes they follow the election returns, -
T think that if such legislation ig designed that the advocates in
the form of loans to parachial soheols wauld do yery well to abandon
the insistence, not only that they tell us that they want something,
hut the method by. which, and you are not included among these, the
method by which it sholl he dope. . .- - e
" Beosuse, when they do that, they sze undertaking resily to tell us
. how to do our job, They are telling s committes compaged of 31
members and, incidentally, you now maby of us have %;n through
_thig for & numbar of years We hava & huge. record this yesr and -
" we are going to have thousands of pages moxe to review, M ost, of
“-us have sat here during the entiré time and have listened.carefully,
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We might well decide to try this business as part of the public bill;
the committe may decide it. -

If there is a majority on the committee it might be done, The
committee might decide otherwise, however, and decide to take the
matter up as & separate measure,

My view would be to consider it, but to consider it as a separate
mensure.

"1 do not necessarily sympathize with the insistence that it be part

of a public school bill. Your position—I dam very glad that you make
4t known this morning, because I think it is unfair to create the

“impression that any one group, ethnic or religious group, or even
racial, is unanimous in its_thinking on this subiect,

I happen to be a Catholic. I know that my bill indicates that
more people of my faith oppose the higher hierarchy on this than
support them,  Their letters are mostly with respect to the inclusion
in a public bill.

A great many have written and said, “Let us consider this, but
consider it separately.” Fifteen percent of the Nation’s youngsters
g0 to parochial schools of various denominations. Tighty-five per-
cent do not.

T think if it is unfair to diseriminate against the 15 percent, as is
claimed; then it would be even more unfair percentagewise at least,
to diseriminate against the 85 percent.

I am one who believes that the inclusion of this proposition in the
pu‘bl‘lic bill would defeat. it and, therefore, the 100 percent would get
nothing.

But T think we have a superb chance if we keep them separate of
doing something for the 85 percent. and then considering the 15 per-
cent and I think there is a good chance that that would succeed be-
cause if there is enough support to keep & loan title in the major bill,
then it follows that there must be enough support to pass that on its

. own,

The tactics, T think, should be determined and the judgments with
respect to the bill should be left to the Members of the House of
Re{)resenta;tives. oL

appreciate your indication that you would be willing to leave that
to our judgment.

Rabbi Stnrer. Yes,

May I say in closing, sir, that although we would prefer that
any bill for Federal aid to children not exclude parochial school
children because we would consider it an injustice——

Mr. Tirompson. By exclusion, are you referring to the means by
which the allocation is made? »

Rabbi Sturer. T am not referring to the means, but even the gen-
eral exclusion of aid to parochinl school children we would consider
an injustice,

Nevertheless, although we would prefer there being some reserva-
- tions, some aid rhade for the parochial school children, we would not
assumo to dictate to Congress the methods and the means of providing
this aid to the parochial schools,

In our statement this morni‘nf we wanted to Eresent to you our
view that in all fairness the secular programis of the parochial school
system should be subsidized. :

v
.

o
-
L i
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Mr. Taomreson. Thankyou,sir, very much.

Mr. Garland?

Mr, Garranp, No questions,

Mr. TaomrsoN, My, Quie?

Myr. Quie, No questions.

Mr. TrompesoN, Our colleague, Mr. Edmondson, of Oklahoms, is

here,

STATEMENT OF HON. ED EDMONDSON, A REPRESENTATIVE IN
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

Mr. Epmonpson. I would like to state for the record that I whole-
heartedly support the legislation before the committee, which Has the
endorsement of the President of the United States,

I have recently caused a survey to be rade of the school districts
in the conﬁressional district which I represent. -

I find that there is a very real need for this program, both in terms
of construction and in terms of aid to teachers’ salaries.

I think there is also %eneml agreement among the school people
in that area that there has never been an instance in any Federal

rogram in education in which there has been any control of any
¢rind that would be something to be concerned about in legislation
of this kind.

I would like permission, if I could, to file a statement in support
of the points which I have just made.

My, TuomrsoN. By unanimous consent, you have that right.

I might say, Mr. Edmondson, that I think you will not mind my
referring to a conversntion that we had regarding this elsewhere
in which you did express your support but expressed the hope that,
for the benefit of some of the impacted areas in your State, we con-
lsi,dpr raising the amounts of moneys as provided in the original legis-
ation.

Mr. omonnson. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate your making note
of that, There ig serious concern in several of the distriets of Okla-
homa, and also in areas where there is a large percentage of Indian
population, about the impact of this legislation if it should phase
out our Public Law 815 and 874 programs.

I certainly apprecinte your mentioning that. I appreciate your
concorn with it at the time we discussed it.

Mr. Tromrson, Thank you very much.

My, Ensoxpson. Thank you, Mr, Chairman,

(The following was submitted for the record:)

RurpLEMBNTAL STATEMENT OF HON., HARLAN HAGEN, A REPRESENTATIVE IN
Covoress FroM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

With respect to my basle statement on H.R, 4970, I would like to invite
the committes’s attention to the problems of two school distylets within my
congresslonal distriet in relation to such legisiation, .

The first of thege is the China Lake Illemenitary School Distriet which is
most certalnly urilqie, This distriet came into being with the provislon of
bulldings by the Navy in order to serve the chilldren of elvillan and milttary
personnel employed and ilving on the naval ordnavce test statlon. According
to my information the students at the various elementary schools operated by
this digtrlet totnl approximately 2,228 In the A eategory and 8'in the 13 category,
with no other pupils. The digtrict has ho renl property tax base and is In a
positlon to talse only npproximately 31,000 in loecal taxes whidl: fare derived
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PUBLIC SCHOOIL ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1061 1203

Hovae oF REPRESBRTATIVES,

Qrrior oF THE MAJORITY LEADER,
Washingion, D.C,, Maroh 20, 1061,

Hon, WAYNE MoORsE, :

1.8, Senate,

Washington, D.O.
DeAk WAYNE: Thig morning Rabbi Morris SBherer, executive vice president

of Agndath Israel of Ameriea, testifled before the Committee on Educntion and
Labor in the House In favor of I'ederal ald to private achools,

I shall appreclate it very much If you will make Rabbi Sherer's testimony a
part of the Senate hearings of your committee on this subject,

With kind regards, I am

Sincerely,
Jounm,

STArEMENT HY Raunr Monkuis SHERER, EXECUTIVE VIOE PRESIDENT OF AGUDATH
I8RARL OF AMERIOA

Mr, Chalrman and gentlemen, I have tho privilege to represent Agudath
Isrne)l of Amerien, n nationnl organization of orthodox Jews with local member.
ship chapters in communities throughout every part of the United States,
Our organization was founded 36 years ago, and our membership fncludes
thousands of rabbls and communal lerders, nmongst themn the foremost Jewlsh
scholats and religtous authorlties in this country,

We strongly favor Federal ald to parschinl schools. We deplore that an in-
correct image has been foisted upon the American publie of the Jewlsh position
on this isane, and that, s o result, a falze Impression hns arigsen of the Jewlsh
posture toward religious education,

Classleal Judalsm has, from the very incoptionh of the Jewish people, placed
religious education in sharp foeus ns the centrality of life itself. This aware-
ness ghout the primary role of religlous edueation s & fundamental principle
in traditionnl Jewish law, Thus, for example, the Tnlmud forbids one to reside
In n community which lacks edueational facllities for the children,

In order to place the primacy of education to the Jew in its proper perspective,
otie need but leaf through the history of our people, which 1s one long glorions
record of enormonus personal saerifice by parents, in order to provide o maximum
religious eduncention for thelir offspring. Our history books are replete with
thousands of examples of the Jew's readiness to sacrifice of his very self in order
to provide a tradltional education for his children, Under the most trying
circumstances, in eras when the Jew was the victlim of pogrom, plllage, and
persecution, he allowed no vbsindle to stand in the pnth of educating the young,
In vur own times, even In Nanzl ghettos, underground methods were devised
vs;l;:;(xl-eby the knowledge of thelr falth cotld be transmitted to the few surviving
children.

T mention these fretd in order to clear up the misconception which s prevalent
amongst the Ameriean publle, stemming from statements by certatn seculariat
Jewish leaders and reform clergy. In our own beloved country, American
citizens of the orthodox Jewish faith have bullt a network of 2551 elementary and
secondary parochinl schools, under extretnely difffcult financtal efrcumstances.
These Jewish parochinl schools, known as Yeshivos, exist in 91 communities
in 20 States. ‘Thelr annual malntenance budget is approximately $10 million
each year, and thelr bullding and plant expansion programsg are estimated at
210 mitljon per annmum. Because these Jewish parochial schools labor under the
pall of constant finanelal ecrlses, they cannot afford a proper publie relations
program so*that the public should be aware of thelr huge contribution to
Amerlean soclety, as well as the importrat role that their graduates play in the
hrond spectrum of the sclences, professtons, and government, .

It {8 our view that to deny these taxpaying American citizens of the orthodox
Jewish faith the benefit of their tnxes In order to help defray the large expense
of maintaining the Jewlish parochial school system for thelr chiidren, is a
diserimination which is not in anccordance with basic Ameriean ideals, The
Jewish parent who sends his child to a parochinl school has to make many
snerifices to meet the cost of educating his children, very often at the price of
denying for himself and his family some of thelr own vital needs. These parents
should not be unduly penalized for practicing the exercise of their free cholce,
implicit in the American way of life, to educate their children in accordance
with their religious consclence, ‘
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The Jewish all-dny schools, lnboring under the heavy brunt of huge budgoets
for the seculnr ns well ag the religlous programs they conduet, are soffering
from fnanelal hardships that tmpaly thete operution and vesteiet thedr expan-
ston,  Mhis 18 Indeed anfortunnte, heeguse fn ote pinealistte Ameriean goelety,
retigious edueatlon §g an ntegeal part of our entlre educationnl plant,

We, thorefore, respeetfully rogquest that Foderal afd to parocehlat schools he
fneluded In any Government program of school gupport,  tnoour view fhis
benrs no reletionship to the prinetple of “separntion of church and stinte,” as
this type of Government support will moerely return to the tuxpayer the full
beneftt. of his taxes to which ho Ia Justly entltled, without compelling him to
endure n systom of double taxation,  This so-ealled wall of separation Is not as
mpregunble ar some mnlntiin, oy whiness the 10558 Natlonnl Defense Fduention
Act, whiel In 160 alone geanted approxtmately $1,700,000 to religlous nd
private schools for improving selence, mathomatios, and forelgh lnnguage faelll-
tles.  And, may I add, the memorandum dlsteibnted yesterday to Congross by
the gdministeation's attorneys agninst Federal ald to parochtul schools, con-
vorsely tonds to nrove that there 18 no clear-cut, Mack-nnd-white thinking on this
lssne of constitadonallty,  The brief 4 xo full of loopholes, wnd drrws g0 manpy
hnzy distlneHons between legnl and Riegnl add, that it netunlly serves to sdd
wolght to onr contetitlon that dichawd opposition te Federal ald to the seentar
programs of parochinl sehools s filled with inconsistencloes,

Wo respectfully recommend that this situation be vemedied through n practienl
imethaoid, whether in the form of tax deductlon to parvents for thelr tultion, fong-
torm lopns to sehools, or direet subsidies to the seewlar programs of the purachinl
schools,

Goentlemen, we folt it tecessary to present this view to you this mordng, so
that 0 mnking a Judgment, you will he aware of the view of the brond masses
of American cltizens doedleated to orttodox Judelsm, who nre those most vitally
mlnco:'netl. through personni commitient, to the igsne of Fedornl ald to parochinl
gehools,

THE ASHEMBLY,
Stare or NEwW YORK,
Albany, March 28, 1961,
Hon, WAYNE Monsg,
Chatrman, Senate Bducalion Subcommitiee,
Senate Ofice Building, Wasghington, D.C,

DeAnr Sir: As n member of the Democratie Party, may I respectfully protest
any program of Federal atd to eduentlon that wounld pennlize a multttude of
Amerlen's children beenuse their parents choose to exerclse thelr constitutional
right {0 odueate them in necordntice with thelr hellefs,

Being aware of your forthright legiglation, I know you will deltberate on my
sentiments and those of countless others.

May I extend my personal good wishes for your continued health and suceess,

Sincerely,
"AMmEEN . RYAN,
Aggemblyman, Brone County,

THE AMERICAN JEwisl COMMITIEE,
New Yorlk, N.Y., Mareh 22, 1941,
Hon, WAYNE MOnRSE,
Senate Office Bullding,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR BeNaTor Morsg: The enclosed statement on Federal ald to elementary
andl secondary schoolg was filed on behalf of the Ameriean Jewish Commlttee
today. ‘We would welcome any commen{s you may have,

With warm personal regards,

Sincerely yours,
Turovonr: LESKEE,
Director, Legal Division.
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STATEMENT OF RABBI MoOkRi8 SHERES, EXECUTIVE VICE D’RESIDENT OF AGUDATH
ISRAEL OF AMERICA, TO THE HOUSE SUBCOMMITTEE ON EDUCATION, JUNE §, 1961

1 appreciate this opportunity to present to you the views of the orthodox Jews
represented by Agudath Isreal of America, whose natlonal membership includes
thousands of the spiritual and lay leaders of orthodox Judaism in every part
of the United States,

At the outset, we want to express our appreciation to Congressman Cleveland
Balley, chairman of the subcommlittee, for his wisdom and broad vision {n pro-
posing biil HLR. 0774 to extend the Natfonal Defense Education Act. The pro-
visions of this act are immensely important £o our country, to help develop a
citizenry capable of coping with the challenge which our free world faces today.
Congressman Balley is therefore performing an outstanding public gervice with
his bill, whose impact will be felt for many years to come.

Specifically, we want to go on record in favor of the amendment to this bill,
proposed by Congressman Roman Pucingkl, of Illinois—H.R. 7378—to expand the
benefits of the Natlonal Defense Education Act to authorize grants and broaden
the scope and length of loans provided for by the act, and the proposal of Con-
gressman Herbert Zelenko, of New York—H.R. 8439—to provide grants to pri-
vate schools in the areas of science, mathematics, and forelgn languages.

What we have for consideration here {8 not a religious issue, as [g the untor-
tunate misconception born of trrelevant controversy. It Is purely an education-
al 1ssue which goes to the very roots of our American democarcy.

Our Founding Fathers never intended for our children to be reared in a mono-
lithle educational straitjacket. Our educational plant Is a mosale, with the
free play of the many-faceted cultures of our people blending into the moulding
of an informed, dedicated, and loyal citizenry. In this pluralistic concept les
the beauty, the greatness, and the distinctiveness of our democracy.

Since the proposed legislation spells out the areas of Federal support to specific
secular subjects, and clearly does not ald any religious fnstruction, it should
Bel"tel to remove these bills from the framework of the problems of church-state
relations.

In the broad spectrnm of educatlonal institutions thnt make Ameriea, the
Jowish all-day schools play n vital vole. The number of these schools, known
ag yerhivos, have almost quadrupled in the last 15 years. Todny, 251 Jewlsh
parochial elementary and secondary schools, located In 91 communities in 26
States, are Instllling In their students a profound understanding of {ndividunal
purpose and national purpose, coupled with a deep sense of dedlcation and
s;'trl\'lee—cmnponents that are invaluable to the development of n well-rounded
citizen,

The graduntes of the Jewish day schools are making {mportant contributions
to the public welfare and to the growth of our country in the sclences, profes-
slong, Government, and industry, They play n constructive role in the battle
for human dignity and for spiritual values in which our free world s engaged.

Although the rapld growth of these day schoolrs in the last decade Is indicative
of the determination of an ever-increasing number of Jewish citizens to provide
an intensive religlonsly oriented education for their children, they have not
been able to keep pace with the skyrocketing costs involved. The burden of
constantly climbing budgets has serlously hampered their scholastlec program,
which in turn impedes the progress of our entire Amerlean educational system.

The proposed leglsiation is, therefore, most timely and constitutes o vital step
in the right direction toward helping solve n major educational problem and
rectifying an injustice which the private schools suffer today.

These bills will be of Invaluable assistance to achieve the maximum potential
capacity not only of the private schools, but of onr entire natlonal educational
effort, thus bhenefiting our country at the most critical juncture in our history.

We felt it necessary to present this statement to this subcommittee, because
A fallaclous image has been created to the Amerlean publie of the Jewlsh posi-
tion on this Issue, The prevalling view of the vast majority of Orthodox Jewish
cltizens of our land, who alone are most Intlmately concerned with the entire
rroblem of the Jewish day school movement, strongly favors enactment of the
proposed Federal-ald legislatton being considered by this commlittee.
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