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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

November 7, 1983 

Dear Private- School Administrator: 

I am writing to share with you the progress we are making toward enactment 
of a tuition tax credit bill. Tuition tax credit legislation is one of the highest 
priorities of my Administration, and we have been working hard to arrange a 
winning vote in the Senate and the House of Representatives. 

Senator Howard Baker, the Republican Majority Leader in the Senate, 
announced today that there will be a vote in the Senate on our tuition tax 
credit bill next week, the week of November 14, perhaps as early as Tuesday 
or Wednesday. 

Tuition tax credits are the best way to recognize the immense contribution 
made to American education by private schools and the parents who support 
them. For too long, those families choosing to educate their children in the 
private sector have paid heavy taxes for education without deriving any 
benefit. 

I know that you and the parents whose children attend your school are most 
interested in this proposed legislation. We agree that the primary authority 
over a child's education rests with his or her family. Parents have the right 
and duty to have their children educated in accordance with their own values. 
A tuition tax credit will greatly assist parents to exercise this right by giving 
more equitable Federal treatment to private as well as to public schools. 

We have drafted our tuition tax credit bill to avoid any increase in Federal 
control over schools. We have made sure that racially discriminatory schools 
will not benefit. These provisions carefully ensure that racially fair-minded 
schools will not be penalized or burdened with quotas and government 
supervision. 

As the leader of your school, you may wish to share this progress report with 
your students and their parents. 

You have my best wishes for a most successful school year. God bless you. 

Sincerely, 
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The Heritage Foundation• 513 C Street• N.E. •Washington , D.C. • 20002 • (202) 546-4400 

June 27, 1983 

TUITION TAX CREDITS: Rx 

FOR AMERICAN EDUCATION 

INTRODUCTION 

The American educational system is a shambles. This is the 
verdict of three independent panels of experts who recently re­
leased their findings. Test scores have plummeted over the past 
twenty years, and despite huge increases in spending on education 
and the creation of a new· federal department, 13 percent of the 
nation's 17 year-olds are considered functionally illiterate. 
Excellence in education has been difficult to achieve in great 
part because of the public school system's virtual monopoly of 
elementary and secondary education. This gives teachers and 
administrators little incentive to maintain quality. In higher 
education, however, healthy competition has turned many public 
universities into institutions that challenge the very best 
private schools. 

Private elementary and secondary education are accessible 
only to upper income groups and those families willing to make a 
tremendous financial sacrifice in the hope of buying a better 
education for their children. Since families with children in 
private schools also would have to pay state and local taxes to 
support public schools, many find the alternative of private 
schooling out of financial reach. To alleviate this unfair 
double burden, parents should receive some tax credit for the 
cost of educating their children. This tuition tax credit would 
enable average and low income Americans to choose the best schools 
for their children, whether public or private. 1 More important, 
perhaps, it would create the long-overdue pressure on the public 
schools that will force them to improve. 

1 For a detailed analysis, see E. G. West, The Economics of Education Tax 
Credits (Washington, D.C.: The Heritage Foundation, 1981). 

Note: Nothing written here is to be construed as necessarily reflecting the views of The Heritage Foundation or as an 
attempt to aid or hinder the passage of any bill before Congress. 
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BACKGROUND 

Strong lobbying by the public education bureaucracy-­
especially by the National Education Associa.tion (NEA)--so far 
has defeated proposals for tuition tax credits. But President 
Ronald Reagan supports the concept and new legislation is before 
Congress. Senate bill S.528, introduced by Robert Dole (R-Kansas), 
has cleared the Finance Committee; a similar bill before the 
House (H.R.1730) sponsored by Representative Willis Gradison 
(R-Ohio), however, faces hostile Democratic opposition in the 
Ways and Means Committee. The Administration supports both bills. 

Tuition tax credits are simple to administer. Parents who 
choose to place their children in non-public schools would receive 
a tax credit to offset partially the cost of tuition. Most pro­
posals, including· those before Congress, allow a credit of one-half 
of each child's tuition, up to a maximum of $300 per child. 

Tuition tax credits would give middle and lower-income parents 
financial help to choose the type of education most suitable for 
their children. High tuition costs for many private schools and 
escalating state and local school taxes deny many lower and middle 
income parents the opportunity to choose between public and private 
schools. The wealthy, by comparison, do not find cost a significant 
obstacle to giving their children quality private education. Tui­
tion tax credits, therefore, are not a boon to the rich or to 
"elite" private schools but to middle and lower income families. 
Of families with children in non-public schools, 62 percent have 
incomes below $25,000 a year. 2 

Under the proposed legislation, only families with incomes 
below $50,000 a year would be eligible for tuition tax credits. 
Since the credit would not rise with income, those in the lower 
income groups would benefit the most: $300 means more to a family 
with a yearly income of $10,000 than to a family making $50,000. 

Proponents plan to include provisions making tuition tax 
credits "refundable." This means that the credit would even 
benefit those with little or no income who are not required to 
pay taxes. Typically, a tax credit is of no use to such a family. 
It is suggested, however, that they should receive a check from 
the IRS for one-half of the tuition, up to $300 per child. This 
is fair and reasonable, for the aim of tuition tax credits is 
to give lower and middle income Americans a choice by reducing 
the enormous financial disincentive now imposed by choosing private 
education. 

Tuition tax credits introduce a vital factor sorely lacking 
in education--competition. Because public educators have a 

2 "Tuition Tax Credits: The Administration Proposal," Family Policy 
Insights (Washington, D.C . : Free Congress Foundation, August 4, 1982), 
p. 7. 
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monopoly position, they can combine higher wages with lower 
teaching standards than. teachers a11d administrators in private 
schools who must compete with other schools for students. Com­
petition in any profession tends to lower costs and improve quality. 
Education is no different. Introducing real competition between 
schools would benefit both private and public schools. It is be­
cause public universities always have had to compete with private 
schools for students that many state-run institutions rank with 
the best private colleges. Elementary and secondary schools would 
benefit from the same competition. 

The alternative to tax credits is to spend more money on 
public education while doing nothing to foster competition. This 
has not worked in the past and cannot be expected to work now. 
The cost of educating a child in a public school nearly tripled 
between 1970 and 1980, while bellweather indicators such as SAT 
scores steadily declined. Verbal scores declined from 460 to 423 
between the 1969-70 and 1979-80 school years, and math scores 
dropped from 488 to 467. 

OBJECTIONS TO CREDITS 

Mass Exodus: Opponents of tuition tax credits charge that 
credits would destroy public schools. They claim that the result 
would be a mass exodus of better students to private schools, 
leaving public educators to cope with slow learners and "problem" 
students. Yet, if overall quality of education improves because 
of the competition triggered by tax credits, academically sound 
public schools would have no problem keeping their students. 
Schools neglecting quality and standards, on the other hand, 
would have to improve radically or close. In any case, a 
disruptive mass migration from public to private schools seems 
highly unlikely. An NBC News/Associated Press survey of October 
1981 found that only 30 percent of adults with school-age children 
would be more likely to enroll their children in private schools 
if tuition tax credits were available. 

Unconstitutional: The First Amendment states "Congress shall 
make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting 
the free exercise thereof .... " Tuition tax credits do exactly that, 
complain the critics, since the majority of private schools are 
church-affiliated. Yet, tuition tax credits would not aid any 
institution, religious or otherwise, since the credit would bene­
fit the individuals who would be free to choose any private insti­
tution. After all, the charitable income tax deduction is not 
unconstitutional simply because donations are made to religious 
organizations. The credits do not favor any religion over 
another, and in no way serve to establish a state religion . 

. Discrimination: Critics charge that some private schools 
discriminate against minorities and could become indirect recipi­
ents of federal money through tuition tax credits. All evidence 
refutes this. The recent Supreme Court ruling on the Bob Jones 



4 

case means that schools which discriminate are likely to lose 
their tax-exempt status. Since the tax credit proposals would 
restrict credits to tuition for tax-exempt schools, ·institutions 
practicing discrimination would be excluded. Roman Catholic · 
schools, which educate two-thirds of all private schoolchildren, 
have substantial and growing minority enrollment, particularly in 
the inner cities. And a CBS News exit poll in 1978 found that 
black and Hispanic Americans favored tuition tax by a 72 and 84 
percent majority, respectively--outpacing white support. The 
minorities themselves apparently disagree with the critics of the 
proposals. Finally, the legislation before Congress explicitly 
bars using tuition tax credits at institutions that discriminate. 
In fact, of the Senate bill's 28 pages, 20 impose _safeguards 
against discrimination. 

Cost: Opponents argue that at a time of huge federal defi­
cits,1twould be unwise to spend federal money to help support 
private schools. This complaint ignores the fact that students 
in private schools save taxpayers over $12 billion by not being 
in public schools. There are over five million students enrolled 
in private schools across the country; their parents continue to 
pay state and local taxes for public schools even though their 
children do not attend them.· Since it now costs, on average, over 
$2500 to educate one child in the public school, the five million 
youngsters in private schools are saving the taxpayers over $12 
billion a year. Even if all five million children in private 
schools received the maximum $300 tax credit, the tax loss would 
only be $1.5 billion. And because families with incomes above 
$50,000 could not receive tuition tax credits, the loss to the 
Treasury would be even less. For each public school student that 
transfers to a private school, the "cost" to the Treasury is 
only $300 a year, at most, while the saving to the public school 
system could be many times that figure--money which could be spent 
on the remaining students. 

Re<]Ulation: A number of private schools are cool to the idea 
of tuition tax credits, fearing that a host of federal regulations 
would follow. Private schools have been largely left alone by the 
government, and naturally would like to stay that way. But since 
the tuition tax credits would be given to individuals, not insti~ 
tutions, the regulation of each private school should be left to 
the parents--other than for the rules applying to any tax-exempt 
institution. Obviously parents place their children in a private 
school for a reason, and would not allow their child to remain in 
a school that was not performing to their satisfaction. Neverthe­
less, any tuition tax credit legislation should contain provisions 
that would prevent unnecessary intervention in the affairs of the 
private, schools by federal agencies. 

CONCLUSION 

Many lower and middle class Americans have been shut out 
of the private education system because of its high direct cost 
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combined with the fact that they must still pay state and local 
school taxes for the public system. Tuition tax credits are an 
effective way of giving these citizens a real choice. While 
most parents undoubtedly would continue to choose to send their 
children to public schools, some would opt to place their children 
in private schools if costs were less prohibitive. 

Parents who are able to send their children to private schools 
after using the credits will directly benefit from them. Tuition 
tax credits would give middle and low income Americans and their 
children an opportunity denied them for much too long. The in­
direct benefits are even greater. The competition between public 
and private schools would mostly help to reintroduce quality and 
effective standards back into the public system. 

Robert J. Valero 
Senior Research Assistant 
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SMITH, Robert 
KALAGHER, Tara 
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HENZKE, Leonard 
BILLINGS, William 
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JONES, Mark 
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PURPOSE 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

TUITION TAX CREDIT COALITION MEETING 
Roosevelt Room 

3:30 p.m. 
Friday, July 30, 1982 

To convey to the leaders of private sector organizations leading the 
drive for tuition tax credit legislation our legislative strategy for 
same and discuss ways in which we can coordinate our . efforts. Additionally, 
our purpose is to convey to them that the Senior Members of the White 
House Staff share the President's commitment to enacting tuition tax 
credit legislation in this Congress. 

PARTICIPANTS 

Coalition 

Mr. Robert Baldwin 
Learn, Inc. 

Mr. Leonard DeFiore 
Archdiocese of Washington 

The Reverend Thomas Gallagher 
U.S. Catholic Conference 

Mr. John Murphy 
Knights of Columbus 

Sister Renee Oliver 
Citizens for Educational Freedom 

Monsignor Edward Spiers 
Knights of Columbus 

AGEi.-.JDA 

Mr. Robert Smith 
Council for American Private Educ. 

Mr. Paul Weyrich 
Committee for the Survival of a 

Free Congress 

Administration 

James A. Baker, III 
Edwin Harper 
Elizabeth H. Dole 
Ken Duberstein/Bob Thompson 
Jack Burgess . 

- • Morton 'Blackw-e-11 · __ :_ ,-. -- ---- --- -- ·-

1. Elizabeth Dole opens meeting by welcoming participants and 
explaining purpose. Introduces Administration participants. 

2. Mr. Baker discusses the legislative strategy and its rationale. 

3. Group discussion, Q's and A's. 

4. Meeting adjourns. (4:00-4:15) 

Rev. 7/30/82 a.m. 



THE W HI T E HOUS E 

WASHINGTON 

TUITION TAX CREDIT MEETING 
• · July 30, 1982 

Possible Q's and A's 

1. We were told by White House staff that the WH wanted this 
on the tax bill---yet Buck Chapoton and Secretary Regan 
said just the opposite in public· testimony. . Is this a 
sincere legislative priority or a throwaway to merely keep 
a campaign promise? 

--As I stated earlier (talking points), this is definitely 
a top priority of this Administration. 

2. We all know that -the best way to pass tuition tax creQits 
was to include it on the tax bill. If it's such a high 
priority, why didn't you push for its inclusion? 

--Again, we conveyed to the Finance Committee our interest 
in having this passed via the best route possible. 

3. What veh icle do you want to use to pass tuition tax credits 
this year? What is the White House strategy? 

--We can attach it to any revenue bill, and will work with 
Senator Dole to find the best means. But, I would very 
much also like to hear your suggestions. 

4. Will the President make key congressional phone calls in 
regard to tuition tax credits? 

--The President will certainly do wha:t he be-lieves is 
necessary:· to . have his 1·egi~lation · pas·sed. · Thi~f-u r(d6uotedly 
will include telephone calls to key individuals. 

5. Will the President give us a letter indicating his support 
of the strategy expressed here today? 

--I believe it would be more appropriate for a Presidential 
letter to key members of the House and Senate. If that's 
what you are suggesting, yes. 

, 
6. Will the President mention tuition tax credit in his speeches 

to underscore the importance to him? 

--Yes. He has done that and will continue to do so. As you 
probably know, _he will be addressing the Knights of Columbus 
on Tuesday in Hartford. You can expect that tuition tax 
credits will be among the things he talks about. . . 



7. Will White House Legislative Affairs be instructed to make 
this a high priority? 

--They are keenly aware of the priority we attach to this. 

8. Where does this rank on the White House legislative priority 
list? 

--To reiterate, it is a top priority. 

9. Why can't it be attached to the debt ceiling bill? 

--If - the Senate debt ceiling bill is the same as that of the 
House, it can't be done since the bill will not go back to 
the House. If the Senate dollar figure is different, the 
bill would have to go back to the House and the TTC added 
there. 

10. Do you want TTC legislation this year? 
. ,, ,' 

--Yes, if at all possible. 

11. Would you consider amending the bill, to ensure passage this 
year, so that there would be no revenue impact for FY '83, just 
to get the bill on the books? 

--Yes. 

- ·...: · - -- _:_ .. ____ -- --.-- -~ ._- --



JAMES A. BAKER, III TALKING POINTS 
Tuition Tax Credits Meeting 

July 30, 1982 

This Administration considers tuition tax credits to be 

one of its top . legislative priorities, and I will 

repeat it again here at the outset so there is no mis­

understanding. 

I know there has been some confusion regarding the treatment 

of this issue in the hearings held by the Senate Finance 

Committee and the House Ways and Means Committee. 

Our position was that we wanted the tuition tax credit bill 

added to the tax bill if the Finance Committee felt that was 

the best way to get the tuition tax credit legislation passed. 

In doing so, we re-affirmed that we consider TTC a priority. 

Since the House now has indicated it will accept the Senate 

version of the tax bill, the option of adding tuition tax 

credit legislation to a House revenue bill is not longer a 

viable one.-=. ·. ·_· ::_ ·---- -- -'"':'"-: -~ --· ·- -

We have, however, received an assurance from Sen. Dole that 

he will move this legislation to mark-up as quickly as possible 

and have the bill added to the best piece of legislation 

scheduled for a vote thereafter. 

At this time, we don't know what that vehicle wil1 be yet but 

we are committed to doing so. I would welcome your suggestions 

on this in our discussion this afternoon. 



Before I open this up to questions and answers, let me 

assure you again that we intend to move aggressively on . ' 

tuition tax credit legislation and we are counting on the 

active support of your coalition, and your organizations, 

to help us get this bill enacted. 

.. 

- ·,c: · - :~ ::.--~ -- .-·-· --: ---~ . --~ 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGT O N 

July 30, 1982 

MEMORANDUM FOR RICHARD DARMAN 

FROM: ELIZABETH H. DOLE 

SUBJECT: Tuition Tax Credits Legislative Strategy 

Attached are some talking points and possible Q's and A's we have 
prepared for Jim Bake~ for this afternoon's meeting with ie~ders 
of the Tuition Tax Credits coalitions. Bob Thompson has concurred 
in these and I ask your comments/concurrence as well to ensure 
that everyone is in agreement on our strategy and our position 
on the issue. 

Thank you. 

cc: Ed Harper 
Bob Thompson 

- ·, 
-~ ·_ :~ ·--- - ... -



Miss Julia Habel 
2829 Cameron Road 
Falls Church, VA 22042 

Dear Miss Habel: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

September 3, 1982 

Mrs. Dole has asked me to respond· to your letter of August 4 
regarding the President's proposed tuition tax credit legis­
lation. 

' I am afraid you have wrong information regarding the Presi-
dent's proposal. You suggest that tuition tax credits might 
subsidize bastions of racism. To the contrary, there are 
very tough provisions in the bill which would prevent tax 
credits for payments made to any racially discriminatory 
school. 

You also are concerned about the exercise of religion in 
public schools and you suggest that people might be forced 
into religious participation. The President~s proposed 
voluntary prayer amendment specifically prohibits any 
government agency from requiring any person to participate 
in prayer. 

The Supreme Court has already addressed this subject of 
"coercion" with respect to the recitation of the Pledge of 
Allegiance to the flag. The Court held that no one could be 
required to recite the Pledge in school but that setting 
aside a time for the Pledge was not infringing on the rights 
of those students who did not wish to participate. 

Enclosed are copies of White House Issue Updates on the 
subjects of tuition tax credits and prayer in schools. I 
hope this information will be of use to you. 

Enclosures . 

Sincerely, 1 · ~ 
l! JI) .. ) J ,,.. II~ r. ~cc/~; 

Morton C. Blackwell 
Special Assistant to the President 

for Public Liaison 



~~e Honorable Elizabeth Dol 
irector, Public Lia· e 

The White House ison 
Washington, D.C. 

My dear Mrs. Dole: 

I write as a R 

AUG 

2829 Cameron Road 
Pal ls Church V. . . 
August 4, 1982 irginia 22042 

although I do work for epublican and as a 
-~ a Senator on the private citizen 

nt ~ s Hill. ' 
tuition-tax credits. While attenunrg LOm.1.V:U U'a ~ • _ ·;. _ _ , .. I 
Institute of Education I did a contrastive analysis of · · - . , . . . 
Great Britain's requirement for · religious instruction :n 
public schools vs. our own tradition policy of separation of 
church and state. According to the Education Act of 1944 
there the schools were required to teach an Anglican version 
of Ch;istianity. I have n?thing against the ~nglic~n Church; 
however as history transpired, many of the d1ssent1ng congre­
gations' suffered-including the Methodists. The children of 
these dissenters were persecuted in school. 

Let me first of all establish that I do not hate 
Jerry Falwell; however, I do not agree with much of hi_s __ 
theology(I am a former seminarian as well); nor do I feel 
that his tactics(E.g. using Christian jargon to smear his 
enemies- real and imagined)are exactly Christ-like. The question 
I put to you is, would you want your children to be forced to 
express their faith as he seems to think is the only correct 
expression? I come from Lynchburg, Virginia where my father 
is a clergyman, and let me assure you that there is a tendency 
for Mr. Falwell to put down other Christian communions there. 
I am afraid that to "go" with this tuition-tax credit bit is 
to set an unhealthy and perhaps dangerous precedent in our 
nation. Our traditional approach of separation of Church and 

f State has protected us all-from coercive religion. Can you 
envision Christ forcing people to follow him-by laws? It 
seems to me he offered a gentle invitation -"Come follow Me." 
Also, can you not imagine a time when our nation has a 
"Christian" counterpart to the Shite Islamic explosion? To 
challenge the leaders of such a movement would cause one to 
be labelled "the Great Satan". If that should happen, we 
are headed towards facism - a facism which could make the 
Nazis look taJl).e. 

Also, the move towards "tuition-tax" credits 
is a comment, I feel, not necessarily on the lack of religion 

- ,--•r---:--..---
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in our public schools but on the quality of the education . it­
self. Many parents send their children to Catholic schools­
not merely becaus~ they are Christian but because they are 
better academically. As a former teacher I can attest to 
the need in our public schools for an upgrading of standards. 
I can also attest that I shared Christ there - not so much 
in overt rhetoric but in and through my person. Christ has 
said we shall be known by the fruit we bear. He said, "You 
are my witnesses", using a verb of bein~My father, who 
aesegregated a black school in the Lynchburg area has often 
told me, "Christ is more ~aught than taught". The older 
I become, I believe this. We teach . by who we are. 

I do not think the public schools are godless. 
Where else in our society are all children, all minorities, 

a( going to be given a fair shake? I have seen many Christian 
academies used as a bastion of racism-in the name of Christ. 
Are we going to sanction such? Believe me, the Republican 
Party will be blamed for this. Also, I remind you that 
God will have the last say. Righteousness, we are told, 
exalts a nation, and righteousness does no~ preclude JUSTICE. 

Please use your good name and your expertise to 
express this point of view to our President. 

Think again. We wil} reap what we sow. 

Most cordially, 

~ 
Julia Habel 

cc/Dr. Edward Bauman 
Americans United for Separation of Church and State 
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CITIZENS FOR EDUCATIONAL FREEDOM 

SUITE 854 WASHINGTON BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005 

15TH STREET & NEW YORK AVE., N.W. 
AREA CODE 202-638-6423 

July 14, 1982 

MEMORANDUM 

TO 

FROM 

RE 

MORTON BLACKWELL 

SISTER RENEE OLIVER 

SENATE FINANCE COMMITTEE - HEARINGS ON TUITION 
TAX CREDITS 

We wish the following people to testify in favor of 
Tuition Tax Credits 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4 . 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

gs 

Most Rev. James P. Lyke - Auxiliary Bishop of Cleveland. 

Prof. William Coats - Professor of Education, 
University of Michigan 

Mrs. Marilyn Lundy - President of Citizens for 
Educational Freedom 

Dr. Ronald Godwin - Moral Majority 
J-/lJrl/JfA'2__ f7 7 C:, 

Dr. Donald Howard~ Accele:f'a't:ed thristian Education 

Mr. Edward McAteer - Religious Roundtable 

Dr. Leonard Di Fiore - Superintendent of Schools, 
Diocese of Washington 

Mr. Philip Murren - Ball & Skelly, Attorneys at Law. 

Mrs. Jewell Mazique - Concerned black parent from 
Washington, D.C. 

Miss Patricia Eubanks - Student - New Brunswick, N.J. 

Mrs. Mary Ward - Mother of eleven, New Brunswick, N.J. 

CEF a non-sectarian, non-partisan national organization of citizens and supporting 
groups dedicated to parents' rights , liberty and justice for all in education . 
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THE. WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

TUITION TAX CREDIT UPDATE 

Leaders of a coalition formed to e-nsure enactment of 
President Reagan's Tuition Tax Credits legislation met 
with Chief of Staff Jim Baker in the Roosevelt Room of 
the White House on Friday, July 30, to discuss legislative 
aspects of the bill and the coordination of their efforts. 
The .meeting was chaired by Elizabeth Dole, Assistant to the 
President for Public Liaison, and included other members of 
the White House Senior staff. The Office of Public Liaison 
is charged with the primary responsibility of coordinating 
outside support for tuition tax credits, one of President 
Reagan's top priorities. 

As a result of the meeting, several steps have been, and 
will be, taken, in conjunction with the bill's key supporters 
in the House and Senate, to expedite Congressional consideration 
of the measure. These include: 

an early meeting between members of the coalition 
and Senate Finance Committee Chairman Robert Dole. 
That meeting was held on Monday, August 2 and re­
sulted in a promise from Senator Dol~ to have a 
mark up on the bill early in the week of August 9. 

a letter to be sent by the President to members of 
the House and Senate leadership to re-affirm the 
priority he attaches to tuition tax credits and 
ask for expeditious consideration of the bill. 

a meeting to be held with the President and key 
Congressional leaders whose support for the leg­
islation is considered essential. 

Both Coalition and Administration participants agreed that 
the meeting was most productive and promised to work together 
to see the bill enacted in this Congress. 

Members of the Tuition Tax Credit Coalition who participated 
in the meeting are: 

Mr. Robert Baldwin; Learn, Inc. 
Dr. Leonard DeFiore; Archdiocese of Washington 
The Reverend Thomas Gallagher; U.S. Catholic Conference 
Sister Renee Oliver; Citizens for Educational Freedom 
Monsignor Edward Spiers, Knights of Columbus 
Mr. Robert Smith; Council for American Private Education 
Mr. Paul Weyrich; Committee for the Survival of a Free Congress 

8/4/82 



'ID: CDLIN WALTERS 

FI0-1: LARRY WITHAM 

RE: RE\7mW OF "SEPARATIOO OF CHURaI AND STATE, BY ROBER!' CORD 

Having first read of this book in the Natxional Review last Fall, 

I contacted its publisher, Richard Natman, at his New York address Pl not 

far fran my New York residence - and obtained a copy of the book, along 

with his impressions on its content. '!!le first review I wrote on it was 

the first ever for the book, and served to errlorse it for its unique thesis 

and scholarship. I re-wrote that review to publish in the Washington Times 

for July 7. on May 17, our first day of publication, the lead op-ed page 

theme was church and state, and featured a colmin that used this book 

as its ma.in resource. 
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;, t'eq-ed positioq, that there.,be no encroach-· ' ' 
. By Larry Witham rnentbyCongressqnthein4ividualfreedom ., 

• "MSH1NGTON r1Me~ STAf:F · • •• of _conscj~nce in religious ~tters, and · • 
· . - . . that the estaplisl)ment· of religion h1 ~he 
~epar_atmn of Church and St~te::- ·. .. ' colonies be left to the.siate goyerriment to 

the Madison and Jefferson of 1785 and ·', 
• •1786 in Vir-ginia were -µnportant to the 
• U.S,·Supreme Court's que~t to understand 

QDdinterprettheFirstAmendmentof1791, ., . 
says Cord. Tht; fact that our fjrst three · 1 
president's ~tween them-issued at lea~t 
eight proclamations for a day of "pu~hc ,, 
~sgiving 411d prayer," th~t ctiaplams 
were instituted by the-Contmental and 

H1stor1cal Fact and Current Yictaon, 1 
_ • ecide. · · , ·· . - ,, -~. \: , ·, : ·, . : ' " . . 

•ifj :.. by Robert I,,. Cord, Lambreth Press, $.1:~.9~ · · More alive .today than ever: ~ ~debate ~ ,. 
.. i-: lA David _. was to G?1iath, •~~is -~k .' on what the authors Qf the Copstjtutiop t 

'!" ;First Congress; and that the federal Gov­
} erpment support~d reli~ious sects in.the 

establisflm~t pf ~d and rqoney gr~nts 
to educate and civilize the American 
Indians, seems to contradict an idea that 

-. theearlyframersoftheConstitution strictly 

:·, · , stands before today s prevailing vie~, ··' inten4ed in regard to religi~n 1 ma.m)y a ' 
sougbt-"a high · and impreganablf: wall 

··• b,etw~n church· and state: -:_ · · · · 
:r ... [. ~the..yallbetweenchurc~aµd sta~e.' .'.questi.on of history. By·usi~g o,(giiial'J 
l ··. • Ther~ 1s no_ gu~rantee t~at, lik~ I?avid, · - sources, Cord ~ttempted to show that the -.. · 
· · C;ord ~- t~e~1s w1~l pr~vail. But 1t is .the ,. separatiQn of cl;iur~n and state. d9Ctripe ·• 

·, Incorrect information presented through­
'. out years of scholarship and written court 

, firs_t s1gmf1cant h1stoncal c~ije~ge t~ the . 'has been miscmistrued'at_leastl since the 
:-_ nat10!1al cre~d of,. seculansm m r!f~nt · landmark Everson-~se in l~7 and l;ias_ 
· ·.years. · · · ·, · ' · · . . • .~. • ·. produced the ''broad in~rpretation'! ~ool 
,;- . Underneath Cord sse:holarsh1pi:umbles of thought associated ,with scholar!Leo 

H. • I f: C d · . decisions are taken to task by Cord. For IStOrlC3 act, Or , . in3tance, in the 1979 Congressional 
~rones shows that the ''\ Quarterlies Guide to the U.S. Suprt:me 
-:, t,-. · ., · · -- ~ · Court; the discussion on the "Estabhsh-· 

.•·· a feeling that on-a ~ery 1mportan~ Jourqey :: Pfeffer. ·, r • ;. • ;· ·, , , • · 1 • ; • • 

in the Jlistory of judicial attitudes toward .• •· InquotingthePfeffer-thesis11thatunder , , 
. ; ·. religion, we haye taken the wrong fork µt ,· · the Constit\ltion, governw.~nt_ma~ see~ to , 

the road. · Historical fact, Cord argl,les, , 1 ,·acpieveonlythe.secular~nds,~ndmdomg ; 
; . showsthattheFounding~atoersandear\y . so may employ pnly: secular·m~an_s,1' the ~ 
,i- Congress had no intention of. creating a · ~a6thor .goes on ,to ·-say ih.at · such--an , 

. F,unvlino Fathers and~ ' pientofReligion"goesont?~Y:"T~et~o · ·: ... ~.~' c~: : · : · had ' . ' men most responsible for ltS mclus1on .m 
eaf Y ~ngres.5 . . no .:, · the Bill of Rights construed the clause . 
iQteiltio• 0; of c••ea•'ing !ll . abso~utely. Thomas Jefferson ar:id_ ~ames 

:, • · · •• , • J • ""· • t ,,- ,. - Madison thought that the proh1b1t1on of 
. ~t:4\.ffl~_pdnient that . :C: establis~ent meant that_a_presidential 

· _First Amendm«:lnt ~t woul~ p~e~~ude ¥~- ;, ,~'ab~olutist ~-~sitio9 ~co!llelrl[uln~ral>l!'l •:' 
: eral Government aid to rehg1on wp~n 1t . .' .. wpen ·even a ·few exeept~ons t_1n:h1story ,. 
·,~was provideq on :~ non'.-disqilJlip~~fY:· • '1PPear. Cord.i~ suq,i,ise(J lbclfno ~Q~ has · 

basis. · ~ . '• ·,:,. ~, ·' <=·., ;-.· everretutedthis 1brqaitl v:iewbecausehe 
.· The Found_i_ng Fath~r•s c~~cern; . h!'l : 'has had no_ troµl:>l~tin-finding·n~,!llero,u~ 

, _ . asser_ts was to msure tqa~ no na9onal; reh- ·exceptions. 11., ' ·• ..,;, <t:,t~, ·> ,:g ' ... ,:; 
, •·· ~ion could be esta~li_s~~d, that ~o national·. ;1•~· The book: begins in~sear!!h ~f the ·rel!l 
· ~policy. put any rehg1on or sect mto ~ pre- JMa~ison and Jeffer&on: Appar,ently onlyi 

, / , , ·- l·· : •;• ,, l 1 
• I ·· ~ ' , ' ' • ·" , ... 4 ~.,, 

, . 
B Ralph Hollenbeck ' 

!. STALIN'S SECRET WAR~ , 

'· , · I 11 . vo,1 ...:1I · · procl~manon of' Thanksg1vmg D~y was ·:~~QJ<! P~.µ,-.e ~~':t~,~ .. , jµst as improper as a tax exemption for 

Go · · · · t • d to ' · i ~- _· · ctiurches!' History shows, however, that . , iVemmen ·a.J , ,.,},.,'[.~1~-•. :,Madison gave four such proclam~tions, '. 
'religion when it was ··; ,, --~~ Jefferson si~n_ed the Cohgrj!~sional 
. ,. • d~ .' ') • ·r .;.:a:.'.,' , ~ , Act-Qf,1~2 pro.v~_dmg ~ax e~emption for 
prpflH?-4 Oil 3 DO)l~•;"~-:: · _',cqqr~hes pi,~exapdria County. ,,.· , _ ,.- - ' 

· ·crimin~tory brii~is~ .. ·. ✓• _

1
" '! ,': •~tf t 1:}'! \ ;. · '.::/ 'l Continued on Page, 6C 

., 1-; } ~-rtt~~ ,·· , ~·~ .•~ .... ;\_ ~- · ~ ,.,4 ' '( ,·,,,IJ, 1, 
1 

• • ~ ~· 

.years· 1938 tq.i94S." He off~rs no fttJl:s~Je' ; ~pre_hen!>ible is the fact that, despite ques- . 
life of Stalin nor a history qf Soviet ~ nons ·about whether he was neurotic or 
involvement i11 World War II, ~ut rather a · '_ insane,_the opinion appears t(! be_that_he_ 

, study of.Stalin's actions during ptat period. ·. • was ne1th~r: ~oy Medvedey, an h1stori~n 

• -~ By Nikolai Tolstoy (Holt, Rinellart 
, .. •. · . . & ~i~stpn· $18.50). ·.: · .. ,1 • ., 

· " ... in all essenpals Soviet policy was Stalin's . < of the StallDlst purges and himself a Soviet · 
policy," Tolstoy points out' adding ~that dissident, "a_rgµes that despite patholo~- • 

'•_' ... $talin lived throughout this 'perioq in .. ical tendencies tha~ came to the force lIJ. 
·~eal fear oqnternal coll~pse of theSoyieL his later_years, 'Stalm ~as beyond doubt a 

. · regime." · ~.- · ' , --~-' , · ' /· · responsible m .. n and m ~ost cases was 
· \. ·Ai yet, the '. figures are not .in on the . . fully aware of wpat he was doing.' " . ' '· 
i excesses. of ·the nifo-.o( Mao Zedong iq . . There is so much of a new or hitherto · ' ' I trust no_ one;:• said Joseph· Sta_ljn, . , 

the _Soviet du;tator from Len}Jl's · . , 
· · death .i,p the mid-1920s until his Qwn, · 

"not even myself:• That bpef remark, made 
shortly bei re his death _in t953, sums up . 
in · essence the atmosphere of paranoic 
dis.trust that permeated the Soviet Upiqn 
atmost from its inception:·r. " • ·. 

-Nikolai Tolstoy, a descendant of the illus-
, .,..;:,___.,. 10+i: ,... .... _ . .. _.., ,. 0 , . ...,_; ___ .. 4-L - - L --

., Red China; but from the Tolstoy account . · ·glossed-over. nature in "Stalin's Secret · 
. o(-Stalin's reactions to his feai:s of his ow~ · War'' that ~t would take_ a far g~eat~r 
people it a1_>:pears, that the coarse, brutal ·· amount of space than this to review 1t. 
revolutiona y who dominated every fa<;eJ ·' The major thrust is that "Stalin's Secret 
of Soviet }ife Jpr 3() years wa.s perhap.s the ,. War" was against his own people and no · · ' 
cruele~t autQcraft · in history. Atlil~ _the · one has made the in<Jictment stronger or 

. }lun, Genghis.jl<han, Tumerlane, lva_n the '.° provided such damning evidence as had . . " 
.... ~ ....... l,,_,1,•.'· - ·- -1,.. ..,. _ _ ___ __ TT! I.- -- • - • - 1 ,- 1 - - ·• • •- -





THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

January 21, 1983 

MEMORANDUM FOR RED CAVANEY 

FROM: MORTON C. BLACKWELL 

SUBJECT: Tuition Tax Credits 

I think we should strongly support Ed Harper's proposal to get 
started now on a firm course of action for tuition tax credits. 

The tuition tax credits coalition has immense support at the 
grassroots. This is an issue which tends to unite diverse 
elements of our coalition. The coalition has me~ and 
considered these issues and supports the three changes in 
the Senate Finance Committee's product last year that are 
discussed in the memorandum from Bill Barr. 

If we fail to make the changes requested in the strongest terms 
by the coalition, tuition tax credits will come to naught and 
we will be rightly blamed. 

My only personal criticism is putting on any income limit for 
beneficiaries of tuition tax credits. The idea of a limit 
first came from within the Administration and was not requested 
by any member of the outside coalition. Although the income 
limit is not a good idea, I am willing to live with it to 
establish the principle of tuition tax credits. In fact, all 
the dollar amounts in the bill are less important than 
establishing the principle of tuition tax credits. Once we 
get it into law, like most Federal programs, it will be easier 
to expand it than to contract it. 

Let's go full bore on this. The way we pulled together a 
working group in the White House and coordinated with the 
outside coalition on tuition tax credits should ·be a model 
for how we deal with other issues of vital importance to 
elements of the President's winning coalition. 



... ., . , 

-

Red 
Jack 

• 

M CB:4"1r5'!11t: 

DOCUMENT NO. I IL./03 

OFFICE OF POLICY DEVELOPMENT . ' 
A 

STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: 1 /20/83 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY : OPEN -v!SAP 
-------- ---- -------

SUBJECT: _ __ Tu_i_t_i o_n_T_a_x_C_r_e_d1_· t_s ___________________ _ 

HARPER 

PORTER 

BARR 

ACTION FYI 

□ □ 
□ □ 
□ □ 

.• 

BLEDSOE □ 0 
BOGGS O 0 

CARLESON 

ACTION 

DRUG POLICY 0 
TURNER O 

□. LEONARD □ 

OFFICE OF POLICY INFORMATION 

HOPKINS □ 

PROPERTY REVIEW BOARD 0 
OTHER 

BRADLEY )KO 0□ 
DENEND □ □ Elizabeth Dole □ 

FAIRBANKS □ □ Ken Duberstei.n □ 

FERRARA O □ 0 

~YI 

□ 
□ 
□ 

GALE BACH O □ □ 0 
GARFINKEL O □ □ 0 

GUNN O O □ □ 
B. LEONARD O O □ 0 

LI □ □ □ □ 
MONTOYA □ □ □ □ I 
ROCK O O O O 

ROPER □ □ □ D I 
SMITH □ □ □ □ I 
UHLMANN O >:(.- 0 O i 

-::-:~A~ D~M~IN~ I-S-T-RA_T_I_O_N ____ □ ___ □ ____________ □ ____ □ ...... _j 
- · REMA RKS: 

· Please return this trackina 
Edwin L. Harper 



MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

January 19, 1983 

ROBERT CARLESON 

EDWIN L. HARPE~ 

Tuition Tax Credits 

Let's go ahead and prepare the legislation we'll set up this year 
based on the recommendations of our tuition tax credit support .­
coalition. 

Is there any reason that we should not proceed on this basis? A 
response from the addressee or any of the copy holders is 
welcome. 

Attachment 

cc: Elizabeth Dole 
Ken Duberstein 
Mike Uhlmann 
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FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE \VHITE HOUSE 

WASHI N GTON 

January 18, 1983 

EDWIN Z-. :EESE III 
EDWIN _::., . HARPER 

WI LLI.::,..--1 P. BARR 

Tuiti c n Tax Credit Legislation 

Attached is a copy of the tuition tax credit legislation as 
it emerged from t he Senate Finance Committee. · 

The tuition tax legislation we introduce this session can be 
essentially the same as the bill reported out by Senate Finance. 

There are, . however, at least three changes that we should 
make. None of them should be particularly controversial. 

0 

0 

Our original proposal ·1ast Congress started phasing out 
the cred it at $50,000, eliminating it entirely for 
taxpayers making more than $75,000. At the prompting of 
Senator Grassley, the Committee lowered the ceiling, 
phasing out the credit at $40,000, eliminating it 
entirel y at $50,000. The coalition would like us to 
introduce a bill this session that would be a little mor e 
generous to families in the $50,000 range. Specifically, 
they wou ld like us to go with a $40,000-$60,000 
phase-out. The Catholics, particularly, are concerned 
that ma::.y two-income farnil_ies in large Eastern cities 
would no t benefit from the legislation if the ceiling was 
set at $40,000-$50,000. I would recommend a 
$40,000-$60,000 pha se-out, as the Catholics and other 
coalition group s request. I think we can persuade 
Senat or Grassley to go with this. If pot, I am confident 
we have the votes to sustain our position. 

Opponents of tuition . tax credits in the Committee tacked 
on a provision that requires tuition payments be made to 
a school, attendance at which complies with state 
compul sary atte ndance laws (page 15). ·This provision is 
anathema to the Christian schools, who feel that it would 
encourag e public· school groups to use state laws (such a s 
in Nebr a ska) to harrass private religious schools. •This 
is a critical issue for the ·fundamentalists and they will 
not support the legislation with this . provision in it. I 
recomm end that the bill that we introduce this sessiori 
omit the compulsory attendance provision. 

; 
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The opponents of tuition tax cred its al so succeeded in 
putting a prov ision in the bill which p r ohibits private 
schools from discriminating against handicapped children 
(pages 15-16). While we were able to water this 
provision down scrnewhat, the Catholics are especially 
concerned about this provision because their schools do 
not have the facilities or the curriculum for handicapped 
children, and they are worried that they may be forced to 
incur the costs of providing for these special needs. 
The coalition would like us to water down these 
provisions a little bit more in the bill we introduce 
this session·. I recommend that the bill that we 
introduce this session contain a more lenient handicapped 
rights provision, as requeoted by tne coalition. 

Nobody is particularly happy with the Dole/Bradley Amendment 
that postpones tuition tax credits until the Bob Jones case is 
resolved (page 29). However, if we d e leted this provision, · it 
would rekindle the whole civil rights debate with Senator 
Bradley. Interestingly, the Catholic bishops group has indicated 
that it is going to try to get Senators Bradley and Moynihan to 
agree to delete this provision. I don't think they -will succeed. 

I would recommend that we include the Dole/Bradley Amendment 
in the bill this session, unless the bishops are successful in 
backing the-~~beral Democrats off of ·it over the next week or 
two. 

; 



NATIONAL/ INTERNATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 
MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. BOX 4097, WHITTIER, CA 90607 
STREET ADDRESS: 731 N. BEACH BL VD., LA HABRA, CA 90631 
(213) 694-4791 

July 30, 1982 

President Ronald Reagan 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

On behalf of the Association of Christian Schools International, 
I cordially invite you to speak at our 32nd annual Southern 
California Convention at the Anaheim Convention Center on 
October 21-22, 1982 and/or our Northern California Convention at 
the Sacramento Convention Center on October 7-8, 1982. The meet­
ing in Anaheim will be comprised of 6,000 Christian school teachers 
and principals - the largest Christian school convention in the 
world. Approximately 3,100 will be in attendance at the Sacramento 
Convention. We believe these would be good forums for you to speak 
to the Protestant Christian school community and share your views 
regarding the role of private education in America. This would 
also be a good opportunity to convince our Protestant constituency 
to support the Tuition Tax Credit Bill. 

Perhaps you will recall that you spoke for our group in April, 
1969 at the Anaheim Convention Center when you were Governor. 
Since that time, you have become President and our association 
has expanded to an international organization. We are now the 
largest association of Christian schools in the world. In that 
you have spoken at the Catholic School Conference in Chicago, 
we feel that it would be appropriate for you to balance that 
appearance by speaking at the largest Protestant school con­
ventions. 

We have the highest regard for you and look forward to your reply. 

Sincerely in Christ, 

ASSOCIATION OF CHRISTIAN SCHOOLS INTERNATIONAL 

Executive Director 

PAK: j a 

"That in all things He might have pre-eminence" Col. 1:18 

., 



_,, . 
Louisiana Federation 

CITIZENS FOR EDUCATIONAL FREEDOM 
P. O. Box 59244 • New Orleans, La. 70153-3244 • (504) 522-7469 

Mr. Jack Burgess 
Office of Public Liaison 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave. 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Jack: 

August 23, 1982 

Enclosed is an analysis which will appear in the Clarion Herald, archdio­
cesan newspaper, this week. It was done by Emile Comar, whom you met at 
the White Hosue briefing for editors on tuition tax credits. 

The "Bradley-Moynihan" amendments are more onerous than the 1978 rules 
and regulations which were proposed by the IRS. Not only are they oppres­
sive, but from a non-lawyer, appear to fly into the face of the entangle­
ment edict set down by the U.S. Supreme Court. 

It doesn't make too much sense to me that not one supporter of tuition 
tax credits requested the "Bradley-Moynihan" amendments,yet these two 
"strong advocates" to tuition tax credits are pushing their amendments 
which will most certainly kill the legislation. 

Hope you find the analysis interesting reading. 

With best wishes, I am 

KJD:js 

cc: Len DeFiore 

Sincerely, 
,/ 

-p~ 
Kirby J. Ducote 
Executive Director 

I 



Comar 
Analysis 

By Emile Comar 
Executive Editor 

If Sen. Bill Bradley of New Jersey is -- as he claims -- a supporter 

of tuition tax credits, he has a strange way of showing it. 

Bradley, the ex-basketball great turned Democratic senator, has 

offered a long series of amendments to the tuition tax credit plan of 

Repu~lican President Reagan. 

If the amendments were to be adopted, the Internal Revenue Service 

would take over control of Catholic and other nonpublic schools. 

As a result of Bradley's proposed amendments and the implications 

in them, the Senate Finance Committee called off a meeting Aug. 18 at 

which time the tuition tax credit plan -- according to our best count 

had a good chance of getting out of the committee to the Senate floor. 

All that's been changed, and the Finance Committee will be faced 

with a delay until after the Congressional Labor Day recess ends 

Sept. 8. After then, only four or five weeks remain before Congress 

quits for the Fall elections. 

Under the heading of "strengthening" the already tight anti­

discrimination language in the Republican administration bill call­

ing for tuition tax credits at the elementary and high school level, 

Bradley has, thus far, successfully sidetracked the plan. 

We know not whether Bradley is a naive freshman Senator or a 

Democratic loyalist who does not want Republicans to get credit for 

passing tuition tax credits. 
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What we do know is that the tax credit plan will fail -- and 

should fail -- if Bradley is successful on his 10 proposals. 

Among other things, Bradley would: . 

l. Give the IRS concurrent authority iwth the U.S. Attorney 

General to enforce the bill's prohibition against schools which hav~ 

a racially discriminatory policy. 

2. Authorize the secretary of the treasury to establish procedures 

for auditing schools in which students using tax credits are enrolled. 

3. Direct IRS to design and implement its audit procedures in 

order to maximize compliance with the legislation's anti-discriminatory 

provisions. 

ij. Direct that schools at which tuition-tax-credit. users are 

enrolled shall provide "proof of active and vigorous recruitment 
I 

programs to secure Black and other minority students; proof of. con­

tinued, m~aningful public advertisements stressing the school's open 

·admissions policies; proof of meaningful communication between the 

school and minority groups and leaders within the community; and any 

other similar evidence calculated to show that the doors of the private 

school and all facilities and programs therein are open to students -

of all races upon the state standard of admission." (Let the bureau­

crats get ahold of that.) 

There are six other provisions but the above four give you the 

idea -- that Bradley wants to do now with his amendments what IRS 

tried unsuccessfully to do on its own in 1978. 

At that time, in a move strongly opposed by the Education 

Committee of the Louisiana Catholic Conference, IRS attempted by 

administrative procedures to set racial quotas for Catholic and 

other nonpublic schools,no matter the religious affiliation of the 
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students, Further, the IRS regulations would have placed racial . quotas 

on teachers, no matter whether the teachers were of the same faith as 

the school in which he or she taught or whether that teacher was 

acceptable to the school. 

Then as now, the proposals to bind IRS to the day-to-day operatton 

of Catholic and other nonpublic schools is a slick method of eliminating 

pluralism in education by making "big brother" in Washington the monitor 

of all schools. 

Then as now, the proposals have nothing to do with anti-discrimination, 

for the Reagan proposal as written and as approved by many religious 

faiths -- including the United States Catholic Conference -- has strong 

anti-discrimination language. 

Sen. Bob Packwood, R-Ore., a strong liberal, told the Senate Finance 

Committee the bill's three-tiered anti-discrimination language is at 

least as st,rong as in other federal statutes.' 

Sen. Bradley must know that his proposals would render the tuition 

tax credit proposal unconstitutional on its face since it would involve 

the government in the everyday operation of Catholic schools in violation 

of the impermissible "entanglement provisions of previous U.S. Supreme 

Court rulings. 

The opposition groups to tuition tax credits and to the rights of 

parents to feely choose the value system under which children are to 

be taught ·will cheer Bradley, support his amendments, and sign the 

death knell of credits this session. 

The supporters of tuition tax credits must beware of disastrous 

amendments which come forth in the guise of "anti-discrimination" language. 

Catholic schools of the Archdiocese of New Orleans have nothing to 

hang their •heads about when it comes to admission or education policies. 
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More than half the Catholic elementary school population in New Orleans 

is Black. 

We don't need the IRS, Sen. Bradley, or a horde of Washington 

bureaucrats to tell us what's right. We were integrating schools 

two years before the Congress got around to adopting the civil rights 

act. 

.. 




