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During the last Congress the
Federal "School Aid" Bill almost
passed. It was defeated by the controversy over using Federal funds
to build segregated schools. But few
in Congress appeared to be against
'Federal aid" for education. For
twenty-five years the shrewd promoters of "Federal aid" have spread
their propaganda that it means
"something for nothing." Of course,
any thinking person knows that all
money for taxes in the United
States is located within the borders
of the 48 States, and could also be
taxed by the State governments. *
We also know the Supreme Court
has ruled that what the F ederal
Government subsidizes, it has the
power to control.
A YEAR AGO the President of
the American Bar Association,
E. Smythe Gambrell, declar ed his
belief that "Federal Aid" to the
public schools would ultimately
bring the destruction of freedom to
this country - that it would be
nothing short of a national calamity
for the public schools to become dependent upon "Federal aid." The
President of the Conference of
Chief Justices of the States, Justice
William Duckworth, also expressed
his fear that the expansion of Federal powers in social and economic
fields through "grants- in - aid"
threaten our constitutional form of
government.
Roger A. Freeman, who was appointed to serve on two presidential
commissions to study the fiscal
capacities of the States to meet
their school needs, made this statement about the current "Federal
Aid to Schools" Bill which will come
up soon in the 85th Congress :
"WHAT WE ARE FACED WITH
is not a Federal School Construction
Aid program, but the first and fate-

THE FACT FINDER, January, 1957
ful step in the nationalization of
the public schools!"
In an address before the Civic
Federation of Chicago, Oct. 31,
1956, Mr. Freeman said, "The public
schools last year expended slightly
over $10 billion. A Federal Aid program of $250 to $400 million might
at best have boosted that total by
2%% to 4 %, which is less than
half the average annual increase
from State and local funds in recent years.
"IT IS APPARENT," he said,
"that the bills that Congress considered would have made very little
difference in overall school finance.
What, then, accounts for the excitement over the failure of the school
aid bill? It appears that the sponsors of the Kelley Bill had far more
in mind than a $400 million Federal
Aid program. That was to be only
a down-payment. The real purpose
was to get a foot-in-the-door, to get
the principle of Federal responsibility for the schools established, and
then prove in subsequent years that
the amounts were far too small.
Beardsley Ruml proposed that the
Federal Government contribute at
least $3 Yz billion a year to the
schools, and preferably more.
"That gives the subject a different aspect. It would be naive to assume that the Federal Government
would spend several billion dollars
a year for any purpose, and have
nothing to say on how the money
was to be spent ... Sooner or later
they would suggest-with the big
stick of non-compliance behind itthat schools conform to their ideas
of how they should be organized and
administered. This is what has happened to all other major Federal
grants - in - aid programs as the
amounts increased. History teaches
that political power inevitably follows the power over the purse."

ROGER FREEMAN DIRECTED
THE RESEARCH for the Education Committee of the President's
Commission on Inter-governmental
Relations, which made an exhaustive survey and then reported :
"We have not been able t o find
a State which is economically unable to support an adequate school
system ... Federal Aid is not necessary, either for current operating
expenses for public schools, or for
capital expenditures for new school
facilities."
MR. FREEMAN REPORTS:
"From 1900 to 1955 public school
enrollment doubled - but school
operating costs multiplied 43 times!
"School funds have increased faster than enrollment, faster than
prices and other public services!
"In 1900 schools funds equalled
1% % of national income- in 1955,
they equalled 4% !**
"A United Nations' World Survey
finds that the United States has
highest per capita expenditure for
education!
"The number of teachers has
risen faster in the U. S. than the
number of pupils - here's national
average: In 1900, there was one
teacher to 37 pupils; in 1955, there
was one teacher to 27 pupils!
"UNLESS A NATION- WIDE
MOVEMENT can be organized to
lay the true facts before the American public," Mr. Freeman warns,
"it appears that sooner or later
Federal School Aid will be enacted.
... Too few people realize the effect
which the entry of the national government into the educational system would have, not only upon our
schools, but upon the continued
existence of the Federal system.
"Our schools are the last great
bulwark of State and local auto-
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nomy. They should so remain. If the
schools fall to Federal influence,
they will set the pattern for more
and more powers to go to Washington until our States are left empty
shells and reminders of what was
once a great Federal union of sovereign States."
THIS WILL HAPPEN, unless
our people awaken now to the danger that threatens us. You can go
into action at once: (1) Write or
wire your Congressman and Senators to defeat this School "Aid" Bill
now. (2) Get literature and inform
your friends of the danger. Hold
meetings in your home or community center. Ask everyone to write
to their representatives in Washington to stop the "Federal School
Aid" Bill cold when it comes up
for passage!
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COMMENTS BY
WILLFORD I. KING
Economist for the Committee for
Constitutional Government

As Honorable Samuel B. Pettengill has so well pointed out, when
the taxpayer's money takes a trip
to Washington and back, it shrinks
sadly enroute.
And the further from home the
money is spent, the greater is the
waste. If the families in a school
district must pay directly for a new
school building, they will demand
that costs be minimized, for a burden of perhaps $1,000 per family
is not assumed lightly. But, if the
Federal Government bears the expense, who cares whether a millionor-two dollars is wasted or stolen
in connection with the building!
The extra cost to a taxpaying school
patron will not be more than a
penny!
The increased expense and the
demand for more school space and
added teachers is largely accounted
for by the following facts:
1. Schools have assumed largescale entertainment activities; and those are much more
expensive than is education.
2. Promotion of those who have
not mastered the work in the
elementary grades is flooding
the high schools with seat
warmers who are nuisances to
the teachers, learn little, and
cause endless trouble. They
ought to be doing useful work.
3. Similarly, the colleges are
taking in great numbers of ill-

prepared students who generate unnecessary expense and
who cannot handle college
work.
--0--

COMMENTS BY
HUMAN EVENTS, February 2
The President's $2 billion request
for a "comprehensive program of
Federal assistance" for school construction in the States has stirred
strong opposition in the Capital.
The PresKlent asked $1.3 billion in
grants and three-quarters of a billion in loans, to be disbursed over
the next four years in a "temporary
emergency situation, in which Federal assistance is appropriate."
Representative Ralph W. Gwinn,
Republican wheelhorse on the
House Committee on Education and
Labor (which will handle the proposal) stated that the funds asked
by the President will serve as a
"foot-in-the-door" for the advocates of Federal aid to schools.
If the proposed $1.3 billion were
distributed among America's 52,000 school districts, Gwinn told
HUMAN EVENTS, "it would purchase them, on the average, less
than one-sixth of a classroom a year
-about five seats apiece. Of course,
the proponents of Federal aid know
that doesn't represent much more
than ten per cent of the school construction going on now in the United
States- a mere bagatelle. The proponents are not interested in that.
They want the first proposal to succeed, because it will be a foot-in-the-

door achievement. Next year, and
the next, and the next, forever, they
will be after Federal aid for every
conceivable purpose."
(The Eisenhower proposal would
appropriate $325 million per year
-and $1.3 billion over four yearsto meet the "emergency" in school
construction needs. Since the national average cost of building a
"classroom" is $38,000 - as quoted
to HUMAN EVENTS by the U.S.
Office of Education - this money
would purchase an additional 8,550
classrooms per year. Yet classrooms
are already being built at the rate
of 60,000 per year.)
In the school year 1954-55, school
enrollment increased by 1.1 million,
calling for construction of 36,000
additional classrooms (at 30 pupils
per room). Actually, 60,000 classrooms were built. Almost identical
figures appeared in the school year
1955-56.
Finally, critics of the plan wonder if the Palace Guard claque that
is booming Federal aid has read a
report of one of the President's own
committees - "The Committee on
Federal Responsibility in the Field
of Education. In 1954, this committee stated:
" ... Federal aid is not necessary
either for current operating expenses for public schools or for capital expenditures for new school facilities. Local communities and States
are able to supply both in accordance with the will of their residents."
--0--

TO ALL EDITORS: Thanks for tear sheet showing how this was used.
TO THE PUBLIC: The viewpoint in the foregoing SPOTLIG HT was confirmed by Governor
Harold Willis Handley at his inauguration. He said : "The perennial attitude
of the Hoosier toward his fine public school system is typical. .. . No man is more ambitious for
the thorough education of his children than is the citizen of Indiana. But he insists that this education must be under local administration. He demands home rule. He will not tolerate nationalization
of his schools, for he knows that only community control can give him the sort of instruction and
textbooks that he wants. He wants no bureaucratic tampering with his most precious possessions his own children.
"Indiana is already spending more on its schools than is suggested by the President's program.
It wants no Federal aid. Indiana citizens know that whatever money comes from Washington must
be first taken from the States."
The Constitution places control of the public school system in the States. In agitating to break
down this state control and substitute centralized Federal control, the NEA, instead of upholding
and defending the Constitution, is actually using its propaganda power and funds to break down
a basic constitutional principle. For decades officers of NEA have sponsored socialistic viewpoints.
The present F ederal subsidy to education is the most damaging and unconstitutional step yet
promoted by the National Educational Association.
Distribute this SPOTLIGHT widt>ly to community leaders, heads of service clubs and men's
organizations. Your Washington representatives may be interested in having a copy with a letter
of comment from you. This SPOTLIGHT merits wide circulation and you render a public service
by helping to carry it to hundreds of thousands. Five copies free on request; more at 2c each.
Spotlight subscriptions (104 installments) : Single, $12; 2 to 8, $11 each ; 10 or more, $10 each.
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