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A Tribute t o the l a t e Chief Rabbi Dr. Abraham S, Kravetz 

I t i s impossible to report on Jewish Education in Winnipeg 

without paying t r i b u t e t o the great ro le played by the l a t e 

Chief Rabbi. 

The advancement of Jewish Education was h i s overriding 

aim in l i f e . He dreamed of creat ing in Winnipeg a Hebrew, 

r e l i g i o u s , and scholar ly centre to replace at l e a s t one of 

those destroyed in Europe. He played a v i t a l role in the 

creat ion of the Talmud Torah day school program and of the 

Herzl ia Academy and strove for the establishment of a u n i v e r s i t y -

l e v e l Maimonides College to be a f f i l i a t e d with the Univers i ty 

of Manitoba. No one who met him could f a i l to be impressed 

by h i s v i s i o n and respect h i s s i n c e r i t y . 
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ESTABLISHMENT OF SURVEY COMMITTEE 

On November 24, 1959, the Board of Directors of the 

Jewish Welfare Fund approved a recommendation of i t s Executive 

Committee that "the Welfare Fund undertake a Survey of a l l 

Jewish Education programs and needs in t h e City of Winnipeg, 

re ta in ing such out s ide expert advice and guidance as may be 

deemed necessary". 

The Jewish Community of Winnipeg l a s t reviewed i t s t o t a l 

program of Jewish Education in January of 1944, when a Survey 

of Jewish Education in Winnipeg was conducted on behalf of 

the Welfare Fund by Dr. I srae l Chipkin of the American Associat ion 

f o r Jewish Education. 

Since the Survey, two Synagogue schools ( the Shaarey Zedek 

and the Rosh Pina) and the Herzlia Academy have been e s tab l i shed , 

and the Shaarey Zedek School and Herzl ia have merged. The new 

schools have an enrolment of c l o s e t o 1100 chi ldren, (compared 

with a r e g i s t r a t i o n of some 1100 students in the Talmud Torah 

and Peretz Folk School); the r e g i s t r a t i o n in the afternoon school 

c l a s s e s of the Talmud Torah and Peretz School has decreased 

s t e a d i l y and the day school enrolment increased year by year 

to the point where day school enrolment now represents s l i g h t l y 

more than 60% of the t o t a l r e g i s t r a t i o n ; the schools have moved 

in to a t t r a c t i v e new bui ld ings in the new areas of Jewish population 

concentration; considerably more money i s being spent on Jewish 
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Education and the Talmud Torah has developed a day school program 

f o r grades e i g h t , n ine , ten and e l even , financed by pr ivate funds. 

In January of 1960, Mr. S. B. Nitikman, a past president of 

the Welfare Fund, was appointed Chairman of the Survey Committee. 

Professor R. C. Bel lan , of the Economics Department of the 

Univers i ty of Manitoba, and Mr. R. J. Matas, a past chairman of 

the Winnipeg School Board and past chairman of the Urban Trustees 

Assoc iat ion of Manitoba, agreed to act on the Survey Committee. 

Mr. Harry Walsh, Q.C., President of the Jewish Welfare Fund 

in 1960, acted on the Committee in an e x - o f f i c i o capac i ty . 
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CHAPTER I - SCOPE AND METHOD OF THE SURVEY 

Early in i t s de l ibera t ions the Committee decided that i t mast 

l i m i t i t s s tud ies and for that purpose s e t up the fo l lowing points 

a s a b a s i s of d i scuss ion with those primarily in teres ted in Jewish 

Education: 

(1) How e f f e c t i v e are the programs of the schools and what are they 

achieving? 

(2) I s the apparent trend of a decrease in afternoon school c l a s s e s 

and an increase in day school c l a s s e s a des irable one? 

(3) I s the extens ion of day schools t o the junior high school and 

senior high school l e v e l s des irable? 

(4) What s teps should be taken t o ensure an adequate supply of f u l l y 

q u a l i f i e d teachers? 

(5) Should s teps be taken to provide a continuous evaluat ion of our 

programs of Jewish Education (a "Bureau of Jewish Education")? 

(6) What are the r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of parents for the f inancing of 

the Jewish Education of t h e i r chi ldren? 

(7) What i s the Jewish Community's r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r f inancing Jewish 

Education and what i s the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the Welfare Fund? 

(8) Should the Jewish Community accept any f i n a n c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 

f o r the Congregational schools? 

This does not al low for more than inc identa l a t t en t ion to such 

quest ions as adult education, informal education and other a c t i v i t i e s 

which have a bearing on Jewish Education programs. 
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The Committee had the authority to h ire t echnica l a s s i s t a n c e . On 

c a r e f u l r e f l e c t i o n , i t was decided that s tud ie s of a profess iona l 

nature bearing on such quest ions as curriculum and Teacher q u a l i f i c a t i o n s 

could be delayed f o r l a t e r community ac t ion i f and when required. For 

the purpose of the present sutvey, we confined ourse lves t o the more 

general approach t o the quest ions out l ined and to ascer ta in ing the 

fac tua l information a v a i l a b l e . Later in the proceedings, i t was decided 

t o ascer ta in the a t t i t u d e of the community at l arge . The Att i tude Po l l 

and i t s r e s u l t s are part of the report and w i l l be commented on l a t e r . 

The Committee considered that a de ta i l ed study of p r a c t i c e s in other 

c i t i e s was not warranted. 

We f e l t that the 1959 study "Jewish Education in the United States" , 

by Dr. Alexander Dushkin and Uriah Z. Engleman, gave us a reasonable view 

of the s i t u a t i o n in that country and information was a l s o obtained from 

Toronto and Montreal. The Chipkin report and the "Socia l , Recreational , 

and Education Survey of the Jewish Community of Winnipeg (1945)" by 

Louis Kraft , Executive Director of the National Jewish Welfare Board of 

New York, were made ava i lab le t o the Committee along with other information, 

a l l of which was exceedingly he lpfu l • 
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CHAPTER I I - DEFINITIONS 

The purpose of Jewish Education as d i f f e r e n t i a t e d from education 

gene ra l l y , i s t o i n s t i l l i n the ind iv idua l those a t t i t u d e s and f e e l i n g s 

which w i l l r e s u l t in h i s acceptance of h i s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s as a Jew 

and h i s r e a l i z a t i o n of the values inherent i n Jewish l i f e and thought• 

Jewish Education must provide an apprec ia t ion of the Jewish he r i t age 

of r e l i g i o n , h i s t o r y and l i t e r a t u r e • I t must aim to i n t e g r a t e the 

ind iv idua l i n to Jewish i n s t i t u t i o n a l and communal l i f e • This must be 

i n keeping with Jewish l i f e as Canadians. I t i s to be remembered t h a t 

these ob jec t ives a re not exclusive t o Jewish Education and are shared by 

o ther Jewish i n s t i t u t i o n s and organiza t ions and most of a l l by the 

Jewish home and family l i f e . The d e f i n i t i o n i s a broad one and t h e aims 

of our educat ional i n s t i t u t i o n s (as expressed to us and contained in 

f u l l l a t e r in t h i s r e p o r t ) f a l l wi th in t h i s framework but d i f f e r widely 

i n t h e i r app l i ca t ion and i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . I t i s i n t e r e s t i n g t h a t , on 

c lose a n a l y s i s , the s t a t ed aims of the schools a re not f a r apar t and would 

seem t o be drawing c lose r t oge the r . This w i l l be discussed f u r t h e r in 

another con tex t . 

To c l a r i f y the terms we have used t o descr ibe the schools, we 

adopted the fol lowing d e f i n i t i o n s : 

(a ) Day Schools Schools which conduct Jewish s tudies and regular 

Public School s t u d i e s . Children a t tending day schools do not 

a t tend publ ic schools . 
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(b) Afternoon Schools Schools which meet a f t e r Publ ic School 

hours fo r t h r ee or more days a week• 

(c ) Congregational Schools Schools conducted by congregat ions, 

mainly f o r the ch i ld ren of t h e i r members, though they may 

accept some chi ldren of non-members• These schools a re 

administered by a School Board represen t ing the Congregational 

membership• 

(d ) Sunday Schools Pr imar i ly Rel ig ious Schools a t tached t o a 

congregation• Classes a re conducted f o r one or two hours on 

Sundays• 

(e ) Conmunity-Programmed Schools This term i s suggested t o 

descr ibe a Jewish school system pat terned a f t e r t he pub l i c 

schools• The system would be administered by a broadly based 

School Board drawn from the var ious organiza t ions and congregations 

within the conmunity• While due allowance would be made f o r the 

curriculum pre fe rences of d i f f e r e n t groups, one u l t ima te goal of 

the system would be a reasonable uni formi ty of i n s t r u c t i o n • 

Throughout t h i s r e p o r t , t he word 11Jewish״ i s used i n i t s broadest 

sense , but *Yiddish* and *,Hebrew* a r e used only a s the names • f 

languages• Thus *Yiddish education* means i n s t r u c t i o n i n or about 

the Yiddish Language* 

13 -



CHAPTER I I I — History of the Jewish Schools i n Winnipeg 

Talmud Torah 

The f i r s t organized Jewish Education program on record in Winnipeg 

was e s t ab l i shed i n 1891 by the Shaarey Zedek Synagogue• In 1902, the 

King Edward School, sponsored j o i n t l y by the Z ion i s t Society and the 

Shaarey Zedek Synagogue was e s t a b l i s h e d . In 1905 a Zionis t group 

which wanted more emphasis on spoken Hebrew and more progress ive 

educat ional methods, e s t ab l i shed a branch school a t Charles and Dufferin* 

By 1907 the bu i ld ing was no longer able t o accommodate the demand 

f o r Hebrew educat ion and plans f o r a new bui lding were i n i t i a t e d • The 

Z ion i s t group decided to t u rn the program over t o a community body and 

under the l eade r sh ip of the l a t e Chief Rabbi Kahanovitch the Winnipeg 

Talmud Torah was es t ab l i shed• The bui ld ing t o house the new Talmud 

Torah was cons t ruc ted at Charles and Flora in 1912• 

In 1913, a branch of the school was e s t ab l i shed in the Adath 

Yeshurun Synagogue on McGregor S t r ee t and in 1919 c lasses were opened 

in the Shaarey Zedek Synagogue on Dagmar Avenue• In 1922 the Talmud 

Torah const ructed a branch a t the corner of Magnus and Jindrews* I t i s 

repor ted tha t by 1925 the Talmud Torah enrolment was 800 - 400 in the 

main Branch, 350 in the Magnus Avenue branch and 50 in the Dagmar 

branch• A Branch was opened in the Jewish Orphanage Building in 1940 

and continued u n t i l the present bui ld ing was e rec ted at Matheson and 

Powers i n 1952• The Magnus Avenue and Flora Avenue bui ld ings were 

sold i n 1952. 
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A f t e r severa l unsuccess fu l a t tempts , a Day School program with a small 

enrolment was e s t ab l i shed in 1944 and grew year by year to i t s present 

s i z e • 

Pere tz-Folk School 

In May 1914 a group of "Radical N a t i o n a l i s t s " founded the "Yiddishe 

Radieale Shule" i n a bu i ld ing on McKenzie S t r e e t • There was one teacher 

and seventeen p u p i l s . In 1915 the name was changed t o t he " I . L . Pere tz 

School". By 1918 enrolment had grown t o one hundred. 

In 1918, a group of "Arbei ter Ring" l e a d e r s , f e e l i n g t h a t the 

school did not s t r e s s s o c i a l i s t i d e a l s s u f f i c i e n t l y , withdrew and 

founded the "Liberty Temple School". This school in t u r n , i n 19339 

s p l i t i n to l e f t and r i g h t wing groups. The l e f t wing took over the 

L ibe r ty Temple School which eventua l ly became the present Sholem 

Aleichem School• The r i g h t wing group opened an "Arbei ter Ring" 

school on Manitoba Avenue which r e j o i n e d the Pere tz School f i v e years 

l a t e r . 

In 1931, a Labour Zionis t group i n the Pere tz School, des i r ing 

more emphasis on Zionism and spoken Hebrew, withdrew and e s t ab l i shed 

t he "Folk School" on S t . Johns Avenue. In 1945 the Folk School 

r e jo ined the Peretz School, the merged organiza t ion being known as the 

"Peretz-Folk School". The emphasis on Hebrew, which had been introduced 

e a r l i e r , was increased in the combined school . At the present t ime, 

near ly as much time i s spent on Hebrew as on Yiddish. 
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Almost from the beginning, the school operated a Kindergarten and a 

day school . By 1930 i t was operating a grade s i x day school . In 1934, 

there were 60 chi ldren enrol led in the kindergarten, 109 in the day 

school , 241 in the elementary afternoon c l a s s e s and 44 in the junior 

high school (a f ternoon) . In 1942 a grade 7 c l a s s was added in the 

day school . 

The Peretz School was located at Aberdeen and S a l t e r from 1922 

t o 1955 and branches were operated f o r short periods on Main S t r e e t , 

S t , Johns Avenue and on Matheson Avenue, In 1950 the present main 

branch was constructed at Aikins and Poison, and the Aberdeen Branch 

was so ld . In 1957 a branch was opened in Garden City , West Kildonan, 

Shaarey Zedek Re l ig ious School 

The school had i t s beginnings in small , informal Sunday morning 

Bible c l a s s e s f o r teen agers , i n s t i t u t e d in 1915, Gradually, as the 

enrollment grew, i t became necessary to e n l i s t volunteer teachers , and 

by 1927 the "Sunday School" was funct ioning on a "Considerable Scale" 

("70th Anniversary Brochure" of the Synagogue) with a "Regulated 

Curriculum". 

In 1937, a s enrollment increased s t i l l further , the school had 

developed a formal structure and had begun to pay i t s t e a c h e r s . 

Confirmation ceremonies for graduates of the Sunday School were 

developed at t h i s t ime. 
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In 1949, when the new Synagogue bu i ld ing i n South Winnipeg was 

completed, a "Three Day-A-Week" a f t e rnoon school program was e s t a b l i s h e d . 

Shor t ly a f t e rwards , at tendance a t t he a f t e rnoon school program became 

a condi t ion f o r at tendance a t t he Sunday school, and subsequently, the 

Sunday school was d iscont inued . 

In 1956, a school bu i ld ing separa te from the synagogue was 

const ructed a t Lanark and Grant . 

In September of 1959 the school i n i t i a t e d a day school program, 

which i s now operat ing c l a s se s i n grades one to six* 

Rosh Pina Religious School 

As soon as the synagogue was e s t a b l i s h e d (1952) a two af ternoon 

a week and Sunday morning Jewish Education program was e s t ab l i shed 

toge the r with a nursery school and k indergar ten . Reg i s t r a t i on has 

remained f a i r l y s t ab le a t some 200 c h i l d r e n . 

In t he f a l l of 1962 a Grade One 4ay school with a r e g i s t r a t i o n 

of f i f t e e n ch i ldren was e s t a b l i s h e d . A Grade Two day school was 

added in September of 1963. 

Herz l ia Academy 

The Hers l i a Academy was e s t ab l i shed i n 1954 as a r e s u l t of t he 

merger of t h e , ,River Heights School f o r Jewish Children" (a secu la r 

school organized by a group of Pere tz School -or ien ta ted parents and 

opera t ing i n Public School f a c i l i t i e s f o r two yea r s ) and an orthodox 
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Hebrew-orientated group l ed by t h e l a t e Rabbi Kraveta• In the f a l l of 

1955 i t announced plans to conduct a c a p i t a l campaign to r a i s e funds 

f o r the e rec t ion of a school bui lding• 

The Welfare Fund, because i t f e l t t he community could not a f f o r d 

t o take on any a d d i t i o n a l commitments f o r Jewish Education, i n s t r u c t e d 

i t s (immunity Planning Committee t o explore t he p o s s i b i l i t i e s of 

working out an i n t e g r a t e d program of Jewish Education in South Winnipeg 

and a s e r i e s of meetings was held between r ep re sen t a t i ve s of the 

Herz l ia Academy and t he Shaarey Zedek Synagogue• The Herzl ia people 

ind ica t ed t h a t they wanted a more orthodox approach and a more in tens ive 

program than was ava i l ab le in the Shaarey Zedek Synagogue School• They 

did not f e e l t h a t the p lan , worked out by the Welfare Fund with 

r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of the Shaarey Zedek Synagogue, p a r t i c u l a r l y with 

regard t o con t ro l of t h e school f s program, would meet t h e i r needs and 

t h e Herz l ia group proceeded with i t s campaign• 

In February 1957 the Herzl ia Academy appl ied informal ly to the 

Welfare Fund f o r an a l l o c a t i o n f o r the support of t he school• Because 

the Welfare Fund ind ica ted t h a t the Board would probably not be prepared 

t o provide a subsidy a t t h i s t ime, t h e app l i ca t ion was withdrawn• I t 

was renewed in the f a l l of 1957 by the Talmud Torah, who ind ica ted tha t 

i t had taken over the opera t ion of the educat ional program, and t h a t the 

school was now a Branch of the Talmud Torah• At the suggestion of the 

Welfare Fund, nego t i a t ions were opened between the Shaarey Zedek and 

the Talmud Torah t o have the Shaarey Zedek buy the Herzl ia Building and 
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t o have the Talmud Torah and Shaarey Zedek operate the educat ional 

program j o i n t l y . By Ju ly of 1959 the nego t i a t i ons broke down over 

t he question of the Talmud Torah*s cont ro l of the program — the re 

was agreement in a l l o ther a r e a s . The Talmud Torah !s app l i ca t ion 

t o the Welfare Fund was renewed and in November 1959 the Board of 

the Welfare Fund approved an a l l o c a t i o n to t he South End Branch of 

t he Talmud Torah f o r a one year t r i a l pe r iod . At the end of the 

t r i a l per iod, the school was accepted as a f u l l member agency. 

In September 1963 the Herzl ia Academy and t h e Shaarey Zedek 

Rel ig ious School merged t o form the Ramah Hebrew School. 

The Welfare Fund i s cu r r en t ly carrying on nego t ia t ions with 

t he Ramah School on the quest ion of f inanc ing and i s taking the 

pos i t ion t h a t i t does not have the means to provide suppor t . The 

nego t ia t ions w i l l probably continue f o r some time and a t the time 

of the wr i t ing of the repor t no add i t i ona l informat ion i s a v a i l a b l e . 

Maimonides College 

Maimonides College was e s t ab l i shed in 1951 as an i n s t i t u t i o n 

f o r higher l e a rn ing . Most of i t s s tudents have been graduates of 

the Talmud Torah. 
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l b has provided a l i m i t e d amount of t eacher t r a i n i n g and many of 

i t s graduates have taught pa r t time in the Talmud Torah while a t tending 

t h e Univers i ty of Manitoba• A few have remained in the teaching 

p r o f e s s i o n . A number have gone on t o f u r t h e r t r a i n i n g in the Theological 

Seminaries. 

Maimonides has enabled chi ldren who completed t h e i r course of 

study a t l o c a l Jewish Schools t o continue t h e i r educat ion . I t i s an 

af te rnoon school, has an ungraded curriculum and courses are o f f e r e d 

a f t e r school hours a t severa l l o c a t i o n s . 

We received no s t a t i s t i c s but 1963 r e g i s t r a t i o n f i g u r e s a re repor ted 

a t 75 s tudents r e g i s t e r e d f o r a v a r i e t y of courses . We a re informed 

t h a t Maimonides College graduated i t s f i r s t c l a s s in 1953 and s ince 

then has graduated a t o t a l of 67 s tuden t s . Since the Joseph Wolinsky 

Col leg ia te (a day school) was e s t ab l i shed , t he r e g i s t r a t i o n i n 

Maimonides College has decreased. Talmud Torah graduates who wish t o 

continue t h e i r Jewish Education have genera l ly p re fe r r ed to enro l in 

t he Co l l eg ia te , r a t h e r than Maimonides. 

Maimonides College has been supported by a p r i v a t e Foundation 

and a community f u n d - r a i s i n g d inner . I t now provides some f i n a n c i a l 

a s s i s t a n c e to the Department of Judaic Studies a t t h e Universi ty of 

Manitoba, 

The College has had g ran t s from t h e Keren Hatarbut and from the 

Canadian Jewish Congress towords i t s Teacher Training Program. 
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The matter of the ex tens ion of Maimonides Co l l ege t o the Campus 

of the Univers i ty of Manitoba was s tudied by a s p e c i a l j o i n t committee 

of the Welfare Fund and the Canadian Jewish Congress and i s not d e a l t 

with by the Survey Committee. (The Jo in t Committee recommended that 

the program of the Judaic Department should be expanded)• 

Joseph Wolinskv C o l l e g i a t e 

Joseph Wolinsky C o l l e g i a t e was e s t a b l i s h e d in 1958 a s a Day School 

t o provide i n s t r u c t i o n in grades e i g h t , n ine , ten and e l e v e n . The 

1963 enrollment f i g u r e s show the f o l l o w i n g r e g i s t r a t i o n : 

Grade e i g h t - 25 c h i l d r e n 

Grade nine - 27 ch i ldren 

Grade t en - 12 c h i l d r e n 

Grade e l even - 13 ch i ldren 

Tota l 77 c h i l d r e n 

In l i n e with Jewish Welfare Fund p o l i c y , the Joseph Wolinsky 

C o l l e g i a t e does not r e c e i v e any Welfare Fund support. The Survey 

Committee does not have any information on how the c o l l e g i a t e i s 

f inanced. 

Sholem Aleichem School 

S tud ie s and s t a t i s t i c s in t h i s report do not inc lude the 

program of the Sholem Aleichem School s ince the Board of t h e Jewish 

Welfare Fund i n 1953 terminated the a f f i l i a t i o n o f the school with 

the Welfare Fund because , in the opinion of the Board, t h e o b j e c t i v e s 

o f the school were not i n consonance with the bas ic aim o f Jewish 

E ducat ion*?- Jewish survival* 
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CHAPTER IV — Alms and Object ives of t he Schools 

The fol lowing a re s tatements i ssued by the schools , regarding 

t he bas ic purposes of t h e i r i n s t i t u t i o n s • 

Talmud Torah 

In the spring of I960, in a b r i e f submitted t o the Survey Committee, 

t h e Talmud Torah def ined i t s ob jec t ives as fo l lows: 

MThe goal of the Talmud Torah i s t o keep unbroken the golden chain 

of our anc ien t Jewish t r a d i t i o n ; t o keep a l i v e i n the hea r t s and mind 

of our young people the i d e a l s and a s p i r a t i o n s of Judaism, imbue our 

youth with a p o s i t i v e a t t i t u d e t o Jewish va lues , aid make them f e e l 

j u s t l y proud of t h e i r noble o r i g in and he r i t age • We be l ieve t h a t t h i s 

can be achieved by providing our s tudents with a thorough education in 

the h i s t o r y of our people (a h i s t o r y which t e l l s the s to ry of our 

unre len t ing s t rugg le f o r a b e t t e r and f i n e r world); providing them with 

a thorough background of the Hebrew language, and giving them a f i n e 

grounding in Ghumash and Tanach• Jewish h i s t o r y , language and Bible have 

been and w i l l continue t o Ije the t h r e e v i t a l foundation s tones of a 

sound Hebrew education•11 

"Our aim, however, i s not so l e ly confined t o tu rn ing out s tudents 

well״*versed i n Jewish l o r e . c r ea t ing the proper atmosphere and 

environment wi th in the wal l s of our school, i t i s our hope t h a t our 

s tuden t s w i l l leave t h a t school with a s p i r i t of devot ion-dedicated 

t o Gr-d, t o our people and t o the higher and nobler goals i n l i f e® 
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I t i s with t h i s hope cons tan t ly be fore our minds t h a t we approach and 

teach the r e l i g i o u s p recep t s and p r a c t i c e s of our f o r e f a t h e r s with 

t h e i r t r a d i t i o n of worship and prayer •" 

" I t i s a l so f o r t h i s reason t h a t , i n conjunct ion wi th the Hebrew 

program i n the day schools , we provide our s tudents with an Engl ish 

curriculum l a i d down by the Manitoba Department of Education and 

supervised by an Inspec tor of Education• This program meets and ojSen 

surpasses the s tandards requi red by the Department• Our s tudents 

spend the e n t i r e day with u s , exposed t o o u r . i d e a l s and challenged by 

our ambitions• I t i s an enr iching experience f o r them and they a re 

quick t o take up the challenge•11 

Pere tz Folk School 

In a b r i e f submitted i n Apr i l , I960, the school described i t s e l f 

a s a "Jewish National Secular School" and s t a t ed t h a t i t s ob j ec t ives 

and i t s program could be descr ibed as fo l lows: 

"From the very beginning, the motto of the Winnipeg Pere tz School 

has been 1The Jewish Child f o r the Jewish People1 and the educat ional 

program of the school has been ca r r i ed on in the l i g h t of t h i s i d e a l 

f o r the e n t i r e f o r t y - s i x years of i t s existence•1 ' 

11To reach t h i s o b j e c t i v e , the school has se t up a program of two 

yea r s of Kindergarten, seven years of Elementary School, t h r ee years of 

Junior High School and two years of High School, which include the 

fol lowing studies$ 
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Language and L i t e r a t u r e 

Language and L i t e r a t u r e 

i n Yiddish t r a n s l a t i o n and i n the 
o r i g i n a l Hebrew 

from Abraham t o the presen t t ime, ad jus t ed 

t o the l e v e l of development and i n t e l l i g e n c e 

of the ch i ld ren• 

occupies an important r o l e i n the school 

program• The most important f a c t s regarding 

the growth and development of I s r a e l are 

t augh t , and a love f o r I s r a e l i s implanted 

i n the chi ldren* 

a r i c h r e p e r t o i r e of var ious genres of 

Jewish songs in Yiddish and Hebrew 

the ch i ldren are taught t o read the  SiddurM״

and t o understand the most important prayers* 

This inc ludes , as w e l l , the p repara t ion f o r 

Bar Mitzvah of boys whose paren ts des i re i t * 

The School, from i t s incept ion , has been 

concerned with the on-going Jewish world• 

The chi ldren need t o know not only the Jewish 

pas t but a l s o Jewish l i f e and Jewish problems 

today i n a l l p a r t s of the world* 

Yiddish*• 

Hebrew-

Bib le -

Jewish His tory-

I s r a e l -

Jewish Songs-

Prayer-

The Present-Day 
World-
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(9) Jewish Holidays״ A l l Jewish Holidays a r e ce lebra ted• The 

ch i ld ren f i r s t l e a r n , through var ious 

p r o j e c t s , t h e i r n a t i o n a l s i gn i f i c ance and 

the customs assoc ia t ed with them• 

(10) Canada- the ch i ldren are prepared, through d i scuss ion 

i n c l a s s , f o r l i f e i n Can&da~~to understand 

and love t h e i r country, Canada, and t o 

apprec ia te the p r i v i l e g e s Jews enjoy here , 

toge ther with a l l o ther e thn ic groups of our 

f r e e , democratic land. ' 1 

Shaarey Zedek Rel ig ious School 

The Shaarey Zedek Rel ig ious School, i n i t s submission i n March, 

I960, ind ica ted t h a t i t s curriculum i s constructed i n accordance with 

the fol lowing goals ! 

(1) To develop and enhance the ch i ld*s s p i r i t u a l and e t h i c a l 

s e n s i t i v i t y , so t h a t i n a c t and a t t i t u d e he may be governed by 

the r e l i g i o u s , e t h i c a l and c u l t u r a l t r a d i t i o n s of Judaism• 

(2) To equip the ch i ld with knowledge of the Hebrew language, which 

i s indispensable t o a f u l l apprec ia t ion of the s p i r i t and content 

of the Jewish he r i t age and i t s renaissance i n modern I s r a e l • 

(3) To impart a knowledge of Jewish h i s t o r y , l i t e r a t u r e and c u l t u r e , 

necessary f o r r i c h , meaningful and i n t e l l i g e n t Jewish l i v i n g and 

f o r an understanding of the con t r ibu t ion of the Jew and of Judaism 

t o world c i v i l i z a t i o n • 
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To develop i n the chi ld the a b i l i t y and the des i r e t o p r a c t i c e 

the t r a d i t i o n a l Jewish observances i n the synagogue and the home• 

To provide f o r the c h i l d , during h i s school ca ree r , a wide range 

of group a c t i v i t i e s and observances, through which he may 

experience the s a t i s f a c t i o n and the i n s p i r a t i o n of Jewish l i v i n g • 

To i n s t i l l i n the ch i ld the des i r e t o continue h i s s t ud i e s 

beyond the elementary school l e v e l , and to encourage the graduates 

of the secondary schools t o pursue t h e i r s tud ie s i n higher schools 

of Jewish l e a r n i n g , i n order t o prepare f o r pos i t i ons of l eadersh ip 

i n Jewish l i f e • 

To develop i n the chi ld an i n t e r e s t and a des i r e t o p a r t i c i p a t e 

i n l o c a l , n a t i o n a l and world Jewish a f f a i r s and t o con t r ibu te 

toward the f u l f i l l m e n t of the prophet ic v i s ion of a j u s t soc ie ty 

and a un i t ed mankind• 

To give the ch i ld an awareness of the e s s e n t i a l harmony between 

the i d e a l s and t r a d i t i o n s of Canadian democracy and the i d e a l s 

and t r a d i t i o n s of Judaism, t o the end t h a t he may be happi ly 

ad jus ted as a Jew, a c i t i z e n and an he i r t o the grea t Canadian and 

Jewish t r a d i t i o n s • 
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Rosh Pina Re l ig ious School 

The ^osh Pina Re l ig ious School p resen ted i t s ,1Primary Objectives1 1 

a s f o l l o w s : * 

In order t h a t our ch i ld ren may capture t he r e l i g i o u s warmth, 

r e spons iveness , i d e a l s , l o y a l t i e s and enthusiasms of and toward 

Jewish l i f e ; and i n order t h a t they may acqu i r e a knowledge of Jewish 

r e l i g i o u s t r u t h s which can be s e t a t work i n t he d a i l y l i f e of t he 

c h i l d : and in order t h a t he may ga ther the power and w i l l t o use t h e 

r e l i g i o u s knowledge and ehthusiasm suppl ied by Jewish Educat ion , our 

school curr iculum i s based on the fo l lowing : 

(1 ) To develop and enhance the c h i l d ! s s p i r i t u a l and e t h i c a l 

s e n s i t i v i t y • 

(2) To impart a knowledge of Jewish h i s t o r y , l i t e r a t u r e and c u l t u r e 

necessary f o r i n t e l l i g e n t Jewish l i v i n g and f o r an unders tanding 

of the Jewish h e r i t a g e (The Bib le , p r a y e r s , language of the peop l e ) , 

and of i t s r ena i s sance i n modern I s r a e l • 

(4) To develop i n t he ch i l d the a b i l i t y and the d e s i r e t o p a r t i c i p a t e 

f u l l y i n t r a d i t i o n a l Jewish observances and p r a c t i c e s i n t he 

Synagogue and i n the home, through emphasis on p r o f i c i e n c y i n t he 

*Both the Shaarey Zedek and Rosh Pina p r e s e n t a t i o n s a r e based on a p o l i c y 

s ta tement of the United Synagogue Commission on Jewish Education• 
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reading and understanding of the prayers of the Siddur , a t tendance 

a t Junior Congregation and p a r t i c i p a t i o n in school f e s t i v a l 

c e l b b r a t i o n s . 

To i n s t i l l i n the ch i ld the des i r e to continue h i s s tud ie s 

beyond the d.ementary school l e v e l , and a f t e r Bar Mitzvah age, 

(For t h i s purpose a Junior High School of two years beyond 

graduat ion has been added and has proven s u c c e s s f u l . ) 

To help the ch i ld accept h i s Jewishness i n a wholesome way so 

t h a t he f ace s the f a c t of h i s Jewishness squarely and with 

d ign i ty • 

To give the ch i ld an awareness of the e s s e n t i a l harmony between 

the i d e a l s and t r a d i t i o n s of Judaism, t o the end t h a t he may be 

happily ad jus t ed t o h i s environment a s a Jew and c i t i z e n • 

To develop in the chi ld an i n t e r e s t in p a r t i c i p a t i n g in l o c a l , 

n a t i o n a l , and world Jewish a f f a i r s , with a t t e n t i o n given t o the 

government and a f f a i r s of the S t a t e of I s r a e l • 
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CHAPTER V — Resul t s of In terv iews 

The Committee he ld meetings with the schools , The Canadian Jewish 

Congress (Western Div i s ion) , and t h e Jewish Welfare Fund, a t which t he 

fo l lowing pos i t ions were ou t l i ned : 

Talmud Torah 

The Talmud Torah ind ica t ed t h a t i t f e e l s t h a t i t s prime concern 

i s to provide an i n t e n s i v e Jewish Education ( r e l i g i o u s i n d o c t r i n a t i o n 

i s secondary). The af te rnoon schools have f a i l e d t o achieve t h i s ob j ec t i ve 

t h e day schools a re completely succes s fu l i n both t h e Ehglish and Hebrew 

departments• I t i s t h e hope of the Talmud Torah t h a t t h i s type of 

education w i l l extend s t e a d i l y i n t o higher and higher l e v e l s of Jewish 

l e a r n i n g . I t be l ieves t h a t i t i s t he r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the community 

t o f inance such a program f o r a l l ch i ldren whose paren ts are not ab le 

t o a f f o r d the cos t . I t doubts whether a communal Jewish Education 

11Supervisory Body" (a Bureau of Jewish Education) could he lp to improve, 

our programs of Jewish Education• 

Pere tz Folk School 

Representa t ives of the Pere tz Folk School Education Committee 

ind ica t ed t h a t , i n t h e i r opinion, t he school i s doing an e f f e c t i v e job . 

They be l ieve t h a t t he a f te rnoon school and day •chool each has an important 

func t ion • Some paren ts do not want or cannot make use of day school 

programs, a id t h e i r need f o r a Jewish Education program f o r t h e i r ch i ld ren 

must be met. While t h e r e has been a s l i g h t decrease i n a f t e rnoon School 
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c l a s s e s , t h i s has not come about because of encouragement by the 

School. 

They be l i eve t h a t the day school program i s more e f f e c t i v e because 

i t provides more teaching t ime; because the ch i ldren do not a r r i ve f o r 

c l a s s e s t i r e d (as they do in t he af ternoon schoo l ) ; t h e r e are fewer 

drop-outs and absences during the year and t h e r e t e n t i o n i s much 

b e t t e r (seven years compared with an average of t h r e e years in t he 

Afternoon School), 

In the matter of a c e n t r a l "Supervisory Body" f o r Jewish Education, 

they i nd i ca t ed t h a t they were prepared t o cooperate, but reserved the 

r i g h t t o p ro tec t t h e i r autonomy a t a l l t imes . 

Shaarey Zedek Synagogue 

The members of the Shaarey Zedek Committee expressed t he opinion 

t h a t Winnipeg i s ready f o r a "United Community School". They bel ieved 

t h a t , s ince 75$ to 80% of the subjec t mat ter taught i s t he same in a l l 

schools , and only the teaching of customs and ceremonials i s d i f f e r e n t , 

i t should not be d i f f i c u l t t o se t up a common core curriculum with some 

e l e c t i v e s u b j e c t s . They ind ica ted t h a t t h e Shaarey Zedek would be 

prepared t o accept a standard curriculum and t o accept supervision from 

a Bureau of Jewish Education. 

In the mat ter of day school educa t ion , they ind ica t ed t h a t t h e 

Shaarey Zedek wants in t ens ive education f o r i t s ch i ld ren but i t must 

provide t he program t h a t i t s people are prepared to accept , and i t 
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cannot be too f a r ahead of i t s community — a t t he present t ime, the 

vas t ma jo r i ty of pa ren t s want to send t h e i r ch i ld ren t o the Public 

Schools. They bel ieved t h a t day schools should continue to Grade Six , 

but not beyond t h i s , because t h i s i s t h e n a t u r a l t r a n s f e r point to 

Jun ior High School. Beyond Grade Six , i n t h e i r opinion, the Public 

Schopl curriculum load i s too heavy t o be c a r r i e d on a ha l f - t ime 

b a s i s . The chi ldren w i l l , by t h i s t ime, have developed a keen i n t e r e s t 

i n Jewish Education and w i l l continue t h e i r s t u d i e s i n the af te rnoon 

school c lasses* 

Rosh Pina Synagogue 

The members of the Rosh Pina Committee explained t h a t the 

Synagogue*s program of Jewish Education i s designed t o meet the 

requirements of parents who are a t t r a c t e d t o Congregational schools• 

They want Jewish Education f o r t h e i r ch i ld ren , but i n s i s t t h a t t he 

ch i ldren must have time t o devote t o o the r a c t i v i t i e s which w i l l 

develop other areas of t h e i r p e r s o n a l i t i e s — throughout North America, 

t he maximum these parents appear to be ready t o accept i s t h r ee sess ions 

per week. With even t h i s l imi t ed time a v a i l a b l e , paren ts who encourage 

t h e i r c h i l d r e n ' s education help them to achieve much more than the 

average. The day school can undoubtedly t ransmi t much more knowledge, 

but a grea t deal can be learned i n the t h r e e - s e s s i o n s - p e r week program• 

They ou t l ined the bas ic purposes of t h e i r school as fo l lows: The 

bas ic purpose of the school i s t o br ing the ch i ld c lose t o the Synagogue 

and t o prepare him to p a r t i c i p a t e in i t f u l l y — to know the p rayers , 
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with some understanding ( to enhance Jewish i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ) , ho l iday 

observance and knowledge of Jewish h i s t o r y . There i s a gradual 

i n f u s i o n of Hebrew and over t he years the b r i g h t e r s tudents acqui re a 

f a i r l y considerable f luency i n Hebrew. 

Emphasis i s being placed on a t t r a c t i n g the ch i ld ren a t an e a r l y 

age ( s i x ) and keeping them a t school beyond the Bar Mitzvah y e a r s . 

Graduates of the School with two add i t iona l years of i n s t r u c t i o n 

i n t h e Junior High School, are able t o en t e r Maimonides College and 

are placed i n c l a s ses with some of t he graduates of the day schools• 

Rabbi Shnairson bel ieved t h a t a "Bureau of Jewish Education11 

would be a very h e l p f u l "resources cent re" f o r the schools . As the 

schools used i t , they would develop a s t rong l o y a l t y t o i t . 

Tui t ion Fees — chi ldren of non-members a re asked t o pay higher 

t u i t i o n f e e s than chi ldren of members. Provision i s made, however, 

f o r a reduct ion in f e e s when parents are not able to meet the f u l l 

assessment. 

lake the Talmud Torah, the Peretz School and the Shaarey Zedek 

Synagogue School, t he Rosh Pina r ep re sen t a t i ve f e l t t ha t parents 

should meet as much of the c o s t of the education of t h e i r ch i ldren 

as pos s ib l e . 

They suggested t h a t , s ince the Talmud Torah appears to f e e l t h a t 

af ternoon c lasses a re i n e f f e c t i v e , cons idera t ion should be given t o 
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t r a n s f e r r i n g the opera t ion of the Talmud Torah af te rnoon school 

t o the Rosh Pina. . 

They bel ieved t h a t the quest ion of e s t a b l i s h i n g a "Comminity 

School" could not even be contemplated u n t i l a vigorous Bureau 

of Jewish Education had been e s t ab l i shed . 

Rabbi Shnairson ind ica ted t h a t t he Rosh Pina curriculum 

i s based on the curriculum se t up by the n a t i o n a l body of the 

Conservative Synagogue movement — as i s t he case with most o ther 

Conservative Synagogues, t h i s curriculum i s adapted t o l o c a l 

condi t ions and needs. 

Western Divis ion, Canadian Jewish Congress 

The Committee explored with the Congress r ep re sen t a t i ve s 

(S. M. Cherniack, N. Selchen, H. Frank and M. Cantor) Congress 

a c t i v i t y i n the a reas of teacher recrui tment and c e r t i f i c a t i o n , 

and the establishment of na t iona l c u r r i c u l a s tandards . 

The Congress r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s repor ted t h a t Congress has , 

f o r many years , been concerned with the establishment of na t i ona l 

c u r r i c u l a standards and has given cons idera t ion to the appointment 

of a National Director of Jewish Education. Because of budgetary 

l i m i t a t i o n s and d i f f e r e n c e s of opinion with n a t i o n a l ideo log ica l 

groups in Jewish Education ( e .g . the Keren Hatarbuth) , t h i s has 

not as yet been p o s s i b l e . 
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Mr• Selchen suggested t h a t t he problem of na t iona l ciurriculum 

s tandards i s a very complex one, because t h e var ious ideo log ica l 

groups are very j ea lous of t h e i r autonomies and are not anxious t o 

f i n d common ground. He wondered i f there would be any bene f i t i n 

working out bas i c cu r r i cu l a s tandards , s ince , t o a r r i v e a t a common 

curriculum, i t would be necessary to agree on c e r t a i n minima and the 

s tandards would, accordingly, tend to a minimum• 

Mr. Frank ind ica t ed t h a t condi t ions a re very d i f f e r e n t in the 

var ious communities and, c e r t a i n l y i n the smaller communities, such 

s tandards would not be a t a l l app l icab le• 

The Congress r ep re sen t a t i ve s f e l t t h a t i t was impossible a t 

present t o attempt t o se t teacher s tandards , because t h e r e i s such 

a shortage of teaching personnel — e s p e c i a l l y in the smaller communities• 

Attempts are being made to develop teacher t r a i n i n g programs (with Congress 

support ) i n the National Teachers Seminary, the Toronto "Midrash L'morim'1 

and Winnipeg's Maimonides College. These t r a i n i n g programs have not 

a t t r a c t e d a s u f f i c i e n t number of app l i can t s and they have d i f f i c u l t i e s 

because of the uneven Jewish educat ional backgrounds of the s tuden t s . 

Jewish Welfare Fund 

The Committee met with the O f f i c e r s of the Jewish Welfare Fund 

and received a statement of the Welfare Fund's pol icy in the area of 

Jewish Education• 
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Admissions Pol icy 

The Welfare Fund O f f i c e r s repor ted t h a t t h e r e a re s tandards 

regarding minimal s ize of schools , minimal s i z e of c l a s s e s , 

t u i t i o n fee payments, un i formi ty of s a l a r i e s and " s u b s t a n t i a l 

community suppor t" , before any school i s accepted i n to t he 

Welfare Fund• Among other t h ings the school must have been i n 

operat ion f o r a t l e a s t t h r e e yea r s . 

The o f f i c e r s ind ica ted t h a t , under community p ressures , 

p o l i c i e s are sometimes v a r i e d . 

Secondary School Education 

No formal p o s i t i o n has been t aken , but the Welfare Fund has 

never supported any day school c l a s se s beyond Grade Seven. 

Although t h e r e i s some f e e l i n g t h a t secondary education i s 

important , the f i n a n c i a l load t h a t Welfare Fund has been car ry ing 

f o r Jewish Education has made i t impossible f o r i t t o become 

involved in f inanc ing secondary school educat ion. 

Limits of Welfare Fund Respons ib i l i ty f o r Day Schools 

The Welfare Fund O f f i c e r s ind ica t ed t h a t the Welfare Fund 

cons tan t ly exe r t s pressure t o hold down c o s t ; but no ou t s ide 

l i m i t has been s e t . The f e e l i n g was expressed t h a t eventua l ly 

some such l i m i t s w i l l have t o be e s t a b l i s h e d , r e l a t e d t o the 

community^ wi l l ingness t o provide funds . 
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(d) A Bureau of Jewish Education 

There i s a l im i t ed Coordinating Program (Coordinating Committee 

f o r Jewish Education, sponsored j o i n t l y by the Welfare Fund and 

Jewish Congress). 

Some doubt was expressed about the p o s s i b i l i t y of coordinat ing 

schools operated by independent ideo logica l groups. 
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CHAPTER VI - Survey of Community A t t i t u d e s 

As p a r t of i t s Survey, the Committee determined t o a s c e r t a i n the 

a t t i t u d e of the Jewish community a s a whole toward i t s p r e s e n t l y 

e x i s t i n g i n s t i t u t i o n s f o r Jewish Educat ion. A ques t ionna i re was devised, 

through which i nd iv idua l s were i n v i t e d t o express t h e i r views• Copies 

of the ques t ionnai re were d i s t r i b u t e d by mai l t o every known Jewish 

household i n the Greater Winnipeg a rea ; a corps of vo lun teers then 

ca l l ed upon people i n t h e i r homes t o obta in t h e i r r e p l i e s • A total" 

of s l i g h t l y more than one thousand r e p l i e s was c o l l e c t e d , r ep resen t ing 

about twenty-f ive per cent of the est imated number of Jewish households 

i n Greater Winnipeg• Repl ies were t abu la t ed sepa ra te ly f o r persons 

whose chi ldren were now a t tend ing Jewish schools , f o r younger a d u l t s 

who expected t h a t t h e i r ch i ld ren would a t t e n d , and f o r older people 

who did not have ch i ldren of school or pre-school age• 

The ques t ionnai re posed the fol lowing queries* 

(1) Why the ind iv idua l favored one or o ther of the ex i s t i ng Jewish 

Schools• 

(2) Whether the (a) day school or (b) a f te rnoon school branch was 

p r e f e r r ed and why• 

(3) In what r e spec t the p r e f e r r ed school was considered t o be most 

meaningful* 

(4) In what r e spec t the p re fe r r ed school was considered t o be l e a s t 

meaningful• 

(5) How many days per week i t was thought a ch i ld should a t t end 

Jewish school• 
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(6) Whether Jewish education ought t o end a t Grade 7 or Grade 11• 

(7) Whether the cos t of day school education was warranted by the 

r e s u l t s * 

The ques t ionnai re was so arranged t h a t r e p l i e s could be r e a d i l y 

aggregated and presented in s t a t i s t i c a l form, showing what percentage 

of the respondents held any p a r t i c u l a r po in t of view* An Appendix of 

t h i s r e p o r t shows the a c t u a l f i g u r e s ; they can be summarized as fo l lows 

Question I s Reasons f o r p r e f e r r i n g a p a r t i c u l a r school . 

The course of s tud ies o f f e r e d was, f o r most respondents , t he chief 

reason f o r p r e f e r r i n g a p a r t i c u l a r school . This was t r ue of those who 

ind ica ted preference f o r Peretz School and Talmud Torah, both day and 

evening d iv i s i ons i n each case . For those parents who p re f e r r ed 

Herz l i a , i t s l oca t ion was c i t ed as the most important reason• Those 

who favored the two synagogue schools gave synagogue a f f i l i a t i o n s a s 

the most important reason* 

Question 2 ( a ) : Reasons f o r p r e f e r r i n g day school• 

The most important reasons were: 

(a) t he ch i ld a t t ends school during normal school hours only, 

(b) the ch i ld r ece ives a much more in t ens ive Jewish Education• 

These were the reasons most f r e q u e n t l y given by the paren ts of 

ch i ld ren a t tending day schools; t he re was no s i g n i f i c a n t d i f f e r e n c e as 

between the d i f f e r e n t day schools involved* 
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Question 2 (b)״ Reasons f o r p r e f e r r i n g a f te rnoon school* 

The reason most f r e q u e n t l y given by pa ren t s was the d e s i r e t h a t 

t h e i r ch i ldren should have t h e opportuni ty t o a s soc i a t e with non-Jewish 

ch i ld ren• A good many people expressed the view, too , t h a t Jews should 

p a r t i c i p a t e i n and support the publ ic school system; on t h i s p r i n c i p l e 

they opposed day schools• 

Question 3: Where ,the Jewish sch<?Ql i s most. .successful* 

The answer most genera l ly given was t h a t the school imparted a 

knowledge of the Hebrew language• This was the case f o r a l l pa ren t s 

involved, except f o r those whose ch i ld ren at tended Pere tz School; 

they emphasized the value of the teaching of Yiddish• Parents of 

ch i ld ren a t tending the two synagogue schools , Herzl ia and Talmud Torah, 

c r ed i t ed the schools with s u c c e s s f u l l y impart ing knowledge of r e l i g i o n • 

Question 45 Least s a t i s f a c t o r y f e a t u r e s of the Jewish school• 

The most commonly voiced complaints were t h a t d i s c i p l i n e was 

u n s a t i s f a c t o r y and t h a t a good dea l of time was wasted• Another 

commonly voiced complaint was t h a t because of Jewish school commitments 

ch i ld ren did not have enough opportuni ty t o a s soc ia t e wi th ron-Jewish 

c h i l d r e n . 

Question 5: Amount of Jewish schooling per week. 

Parents whose ch i ldren at tended the two synagogue schools 

(a f te rnoon) genera l ly considered t h r ee sess ions per week as appropr i a t e . 

A considerable propor t ion of pa ren t s whose ch i ldren at tended Talmud 
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Torah, Pere tz and Herz l ia af ternoon schools (conducted on a f i v e sess ion 

per week b a s i s ) expressed a preference f o r a th ree sess ion per week 

program* 

Question 6: Level t o which Jewish Education be continue^. 

Opinion was p r e t t y evenly divided as t o whether Jewish Education 

ought t o end a t Grade seven or Grade eleven* S l i g h t l y more people 

favored Grade eleven as the te rmina l year , p a r t i c u l a r l y those who 

had expressed preference f o r the Shaarey Zedek and Talmud Torah schools* 

Question 7s Cos t -benef i t of the day schools y 

The grea t m a j o r i t y of those interviewed f e l t t h a t the b e n e f i t s 

provided by the day school type of education j u s t i f i e d the cost• Those 

whose ch i ldren a t tended day schools were nea r ly unanimous in t h i s view; 

most parents who favored evening schools never the less agreed t h a t the 

expenditure on day schools was j u s t i f i e d * Most opinions to the con t ra ry 

came from people who favored the synagogue a f te rnoon schools• 

Summary of Quest ionnaire "Comments" 

One hundred and f o r t y - f i v e Quest ionnaires included "Comments" as 

p o s t s c r i p t s * About a t h i r d of these were expanded statements of opinion 

regarding the value of Jewish educations "Jewish educat ion never s tops" , 

"People don*t apprec ia te the wonderful job our schools a re doing", 

We are producing very f״ i n e young c i t i z e n s " , "Can*t measure cost of 

Jewish educat ion- i t i s the b a s i s of our su rv iva l " , e t c . The o ther 

comments can be summarized as fol lowss 

40 



The cost of Jewish education i s beyond t he means of many parents 

and, because they don f t want to "bargain" , they don ' t send t h e i r 

ch i ld ren , or send them very l a t e . This was the most f requent of a l l 

t he comments ( f i f t e e n ) . 

Seven parents commented t h a t the a f te rnoon school i s becoming a 

" s t epch i ld" — gets the poorest teachers and has poor d i s c i p l i n e . 

They remarked t h a t t h i s i s u n f a i r , because not a l l chi ldren can handle 

day school , or want t o go. 

Four parents commented t h a t t he cost of day schools i s becoming 

too great and we must have Government subsidy ( th ree expressed s trong 

opposi t ion t o Government suppor t ) . 

Eight respondents expressed varying degrees of support f o r day 

schools ( l a rge ly 'in f avor ) but were concerned t h a t they should not 

continue beyond grade f i v e or s i x , t o avoid "segregat ion" . 

Five ind iv idua l s argued f o r a merger of schools, a uniform 

curriculum ( f o r t r a n s f e r s ) or a cen t r a l Bureau. 

Seven parents commented t h a t t he re i s not enough Yiddish taught 

i n the Talmud Torah. 

Thir teen paren ts commented t h a t the q u a l i t y of the t eachers i s 

not adequate and the chi ldren have to be forced t o go t o Jewish school . 

Four respondents commented t h a t , with the growth of day school, 

we need to develop , , interdenominat ional a c t i v i t i e s " to combat segrega t ion . 
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The other comments were s c a t t e r e d and inc luded : a f t e rnoon school 

s e s s i o n s should be inc reased t o f i v e , so t hey may achieve more; d a y 

schools t h r e a t e n t h e ex i s t ence of our p-ublic school system; t h e schools 

should not have a r e l i g i o u s o r i e n t a t i o n ; Rabbis should not run t h e 

schoo l s ; t he schools should make b e t t e r use of t ime ; day s choo l s should 

be more s e l e c t i v e i n t h e i r admiss ions; the schools do not demand enough 

from t h e i r p u p i l s ; t h e schools do no t teach enough va lues and a r e no t 

adequa te ly concerned w i t h i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ; t h e r e should be more emphasis 

on conve r sa t iona l Hebrew; t he r e i s not enough emphasis on the t each ing 

of h i s t o r y and customs; t he "exchange" t e a c h e r s do not understand our 

Canadian c h i l d r e n ; t h e r e should be p rov i s ion f o r p r i v a t e i n s t r u c t i o n 

and t h e r e i s not enough i n d i v i d u a l a t t e n t i o n f o r the slow ch i ld* 
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CHAPTER VII - Jewish Population D i s t r i b u t i o n 

The Jewish populat ion of Winnipeg has remained v i r t u a l l y s t a t i c 

during the pas t t h i r t y yea r s . The populat ion from 1931-61 was as 

fo l lows : 

1931 17,660 

192.1 17,435 

1951 13,514 

1961 19,376 

The g rea te r p a r t of the small inc rease from 1941 t o 1961 appears t o 

have been due t o the immigration of d isplaced persons . In the t en -yea r 

per iod 1951 t o 1961, the Jewish populat ion of Toronto grew from 66,000 

t o 87,000 and the populat ion of Montreal from 71,000 t o 102,000. 

The Jewish populat ion of Winnipeg has s h i f t e d wi th in the l i m i t s 

of Greater Winnipeg. In 1931, of the Jewish populat ion l i v e d i n 

North Winnipeg, 1% i n the South and 5% i n the Central a r e a . In 1941, 

86* l ived i n the North, 9% i n the South and 5% in the Cent ra l a rea • 

In 1961, 675$ of the Jewish popula t ion l ived i n the Northern p a r t of 

Winnipeg (35* i n North Winnipeg and 32* in West Kildonan), 28* i n 

South Winnipeg and 5* i n Cent ra l Winnipeg and the var ious suburbs• 

The Jewish school populat ion In 1963 i s d i s t r i b u t e d approximately 

as fo l lows : 1300 i n the North Winnipeg and 900 i n the South Winnipeg• 

The Jewish school populat ion i n North Winnipeg has been s t a t i c fo r the 

pas t f i f t e e n y e a r s . I t has grown from some 200 i n the South, during 

t he same per iod• 
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On the bas i s of information provided by the Winnipeg School Board 

and the Child Guidance Cl in ic and having regard to the proportion which 

the Jewish Community c o n s t i t u t e s of the t o t a l Winnipeg population, the 

Committee es t imates that there are some 2300 Jewish chi ldren of elementary 

school age in Winnipeg. Since the enrollment in the elementary c l a s s e s of 

the Jewish schools t o t a l s approximately 2000, i t would appear that some 

85% of e l i g i b l e Jewish chi ldren are attending Jewish schools in Winnipeg. 

I t appears l i k e l y that most of the remaining 15% have at one time 

attended or w i l l in the future attend some Jewish education program* 

I t i s the opinion of the Committee that the school population in 

North Winnipeg w i l l not increase in the forseeable future and that 

the only change that may occur i s the continuation of the"concentration 

of enrollment in the day schools . 

I t would appear that the great majority of Jewish chi ldren of 

elementary school age are present ly attending Jewish school and that any 

addi t iona l f a c i l i t i e s that may be required in the future w i l l a r i s e ( t o 

a l i m i t e d extent) from further s h i f t s in population to other d i s t r i c t s , 

and from the poss ib le s h i f t of pupi l s in to the day school in South Winnipeg. 

At the Talmud Torah, in a r e g i s t r a t i o n of 600 s tudents , only 50 

are in the afternoon school . Very l i t t l e further s h i f t t o day schools 

i s therefore poss ib le in North Winnipeg. I t i s impossible t o project 

how extens ive a s h i f t to day school w i l l take place in South Winnipeg. 
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CHAPTER VI I I - Teachers 

There were, i n 1963, 101 t eache r s on the s t a f f s of t h e Winnipeg 

Jewish Schools (not inc luding Joseph Wolinsky Col leg ia te and Maimonides 

Col lege)• 

Of t h e s e , t he Talmud Torah employed i n i t s Ehglish department 16 

t eache r s , a l l female, 6 f u l l t ime and 10 p a r t t ime, and in t he Hebrew 

department 8 male t eache r s (5 f u l l time and 3 pa r t t ime) and 8 female 

t eache r s (5 f u l l t ime and 3 pa r t t ime)• Of the Hebrew t eache r s , 10 

were senior s t a f f (7 males and 3 females) and 6 were junior (5 female 

and 1 male)• Three of the Hebrew teachers (2 female's and 1 male) were 

I s r a e l i s • 

The f e r e t z - F o l k School employed 10 t e a c h e r s , a l l female, 3 f u l l t ime 

and 7 pa r t t ime, i n i t s English department• I t had 13 Yiddish and Hebrew 

t e a c h e r s , 5 male (4 f u l l time and 1 pa r t t ime) and 8 female (4 f u l l time 

and 4 p a r t t ime)• Of the Jewish program t e a c h e r s , 6 ( a l l female) were 

jun ior s t a f f and 7 were senior• 

The Ramah School (combined Shaarey Zedek and ^ e r z l i a ) employed 11 

English t e a c h e r s , 3 f u l l time and 8 pa r t t ime, 10 female and 1 male• 

I t employed 30 Hebrew t e a c h e r s , 13 f u l l t ime (6 male and 7 female) and 

17 pa r t t ime (7 male and 10 female)• Of t h e Hebrew t e a c h e r s , 20 were 

senior and 10 jun ior (6 pa r t time and 4 f u l l t ime) Eight of the Hebrew 

teachers were I s r a e l i s • 

The Rosh Pina school employed 5 t e ache r s (4 male and 1 female)• 
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To r e c a p i t u l a t e , of t h e 101 t e a c h e r s , 37 teach t h e English 

curriculum and 59 t he Jewish curriculum (excluding t h e Rosh Pina 

School) , 43 teach f u l l time and 53 pa r t time (excluding t he Rosh 

P ina ) , 31 were male and 70 were female. Of the 59 Jewish program 

t e a c h e r s , 37 had senior q u a l i f i c a t i o n s and 22 had jun io r q u a l i f i c a t i o n s . 

The grea t m a j o r i t y of t h e t eachers of t h e publ ic school s u b j e c t s 

i n the Talmud Torah and Peretz School a re married women (many of whom 

have been with the schools t en years and more), who supplement t h e i r 

f ami ly incomes by teaching f i v e ha l f -days a week. Unt i l r e c e n t l y , 

r egu la r pa r t time employment was not ava i l ab l e i n the Winnipeg Publ ic 

School system, and i s s t i l l not r e a d i l y ob ta inab le . 

The educat ional background and t r a i n i n g of the t eachers i s v a r i e d . 

The t eache r s of t he publ ic school c u r r i c u l a a re a l l Normal School 

graduates , a few have par t of t h e i r Bachelor of Arts s tanding. Teachers 

w i l l f u l l Bachelor 's standing a r e not a t t r a c t e d t o t he day schools and 

t h e few t h a t a re employed do not s t ay very long, because the Welfare 

Fund's s a l a r y sca le i s based on payment of 90$ of Class I s tanding , 

Grade XII and one year t eachers College, and cannot compete with t he 

s a l a r i e s o f f e r e d t o teachers with Bachelors י degrees i n the publ ic 

schools . The school in spec to r s , over t h e yea rs , have repor ted t h a t t he 

work of these t eache r s i s good, and in some ins tances , outs tanding. 
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Of the Hebrew and Yiddish t e a c h e r s , the p r i n c i p a l s i n a l l i n s t ances 

have extensive educat ional backgrounds and many years of exper ience. 

In a l l the schools a ma jo r i ty of the Jewish program s t a f f i s c l a s s i f i e d 

as "senior" teachers who are graduates of Yeshivas, t he Hebrew Unive r s i ty , 

e t c . , and have from t e n t o t h i r t y years of teaching exper ience. 

The backgrounds of the r e s t of t he s t a f f s a re more l i m i t e d . Nearly 

a l l of them have graduated from the Talmud Torah or Pere tz School High 

Schools, some with a l imi t ed amount of t eacher t r a i n i n g , and a number 

of them teach par t time while they are a t t end ing the u n i v e r s i t y . The 

ma jo r i ty of the " jun io r " teachers s tay only two or t h r e e yea r s . Some 

have been on s t a f f f o r t en years and more. 

Nearly a l l of t he senior t eache r s teach f u l l t ime. Most of t he 

jun ior t eachers teach only pa r t t ime. 

The most se r ious s t a f f shortages are in the area of senior Hebrew 

t e a c h e r s . The employment of I s r a e l i t eachers (who come f o r a t h r e e year 

term) has helped t o bridge t h i s gap. 

As a r e su l t of the r e l a t i v e l y small s i ze of the Winnipeg populat ion 

and because of the u n a t t r a c t i v e rewards o f f e r e d in the Jewish teach ing 

p ro fes s ion , i t does not seem l i k e l y t h a t i n t he fo reseeab le f u t u r e we 

w i l l be able t o a t t r a c t a s u f f i c i e n t number of g i f t e d young people whom 

we could t r a i n l o c a l l y as senior t e a c h e r s . (The experience of the 

Jewish Teachers Seminaries i n t h e U.S. would seem t o bear t h i s o u t . ) 

The cost of t r a i n i n g them would be very high and i t i s q u i t e l i k e l y t h a t 

we would not be able to hold them in Winnipeg. 
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There appears t o be no immediate a l t e r n a t i v e t o continuing our 

r e l i a n c e on I s r a e l i t eachers t o provide s t a f f f o r our senior c l a s se s • 

S a l a r i e s in t h e Welfare Fund supported and t he Synagogue schools 

a re s i m i l a r . They a re based on a sca le which has been developed and 

r ev i sed over t h e years on the bas i s of two c r i t e r i a - educat ional back-

ground and teaching experience• S a l a r i e s f o r senior t eachers with 

f i f t e e n or more years of experience, a re cu r r en t l y $5480• S a l a r i e s 

f o r jun io r t eache r s begin a t #3000•, and reach #4480• a f t e r f i f t e e n 

yea r s of experience• 

The t eache r s of the Welfare Fund supported schools have had an 

Associat ion ( f o r some f i f t e e n yea r s ) which nego t i a t e s on t h e i r behalf 

wi th the Welfare Fund. 

The Welfare Fund schools have a cont r ibutory Group L i f e Insurance 

plan f o r t h e i r t e a c h e r s . A Retirement Plan f o r t eachers e x i s t s i n the 

Shaarey Zedek school . A Pension Plan was adopted i n the Welfare Fund 

schools in January of 1962• 
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CHAPTER IX - Community Schools 

Each of our e x i s t i n g schools has been es tab l i shed by a pr ivate 

organizat ion or a group of private c i t i z e n s that f e l t the need f o r 

a part icu lar kind of school , in a par t i cu lar p lace , and took act ion 

to f i l l that need. As a consequence, the curr icula and programs of 

the schools have d i f f e r e d subs tant ia l ly in the past . 

A common aim and, to a large ex tent , a common program in broad 

o u t l i n e , have, for some years, been in the process of development 

in a l l our schools . With goodwill and cooperation, much common ground 

can be found. There w i l l be room and to spare f o r d i f f e r e n c e s even 

when the common elements of unity have been found and emphasized. 

The community should respect d i f f e r e n c e s in ideology and devote i t s e l f 

t o fo s t er ing cooperative e f f o r t s and maintaining and per fec t ing standards. 

When we speaK of community e f f o r t s to ra i se standards and to accept 

minimums, we do not propose that some d i c t a t o r i a l body should i s sue 

orders to the schools . We xre thinking in terms of an agency rep-

resenta t ive of i t s schools , and consequently with f u l l understanding 

of the diverse ide׳ l o g i c a l groupings. We mean shared r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 

and cooperative / f o r t s to ra i se standards. In the public school portion 

of the day school program, the Jewish day schools are using the uniform 

curriculum required by the Manitoba Department of Education. I t should 

be poss ib le to corre la te other port ions of the program gradually without 

i n t e r f e r i n g with the programs and aims of the individual schools . 
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Community Schools (a s def ined) with a common curriculum f o r a l l 

branches do not seem pract i ca l at the present t ime. Even a core 

curriculum would have t o be evolved over a long period of time* 

An obvious argument used against the Community School program i s 

that the community would have t o be prepared to accept t o t a l respon-

s i b i l i t y for such schools . 

As a re su l t of a recent American Survey, the National Curriculum 

Research I n s t i t u t e was se t up with the object of continuous study of 

"What sha l l be taught and how sha l l i t best be learned in our schoo.' 

The I n s t i t u t e seeks t o further the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of Jewish school ing 

f o r the common end of "Jewish Survival". The Canadian Jewish Congress 

has f o r some time concerned i t s e l f with a nat ional outlook on Jewish 

Education and i t s problems. A l l of these should prove worthwhile helps 

t o education but the basic progress must be made at the community l e v e l . 

Granted a s p i r i t of cooperation and understanding o i the general need 

f o r coordinating and improving our curriculum and teaching methods, 

much can be done, with the as s i s tance of the Co-Ordinating Committee 

which has been operating in Winnipeg f o r the past f i v e years . 
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CHAPTER X - The E f f e c t i v e n e s s of the Jewish School Program 

The Committee i s s a t i s f i e d that the Jewish schools of t h i s 

community are performing as wel l as can reasonably be expected. The 

afternoon schools operate under the s i g n i f i c a n t handicap that pupi l s , 

attending as they do a f t e r a f u l l day at the public schoo l s , may be 

t i r e d and reluctant to go. Allowing f o r t h i s handicap, and f o r the 

further fac t that the t o t a l period of weekly attendance i s not l arge , 

t h e i r performance must be judged as c red i tab l e . 

The day schools are unquestionably more success fu l in imparting 

a Jewish Education. Students learn Judaica as part of t h e i r regular 

program and, there fore , apply the same care and a t t en t ion as to t h e i r 

other s tudies . Attending half of each day, and during normal school 

hours, they apply more and, compared t o afternoon schools , q u a l i t a t i v e l y 

b e t t e r time to the Jewish portion of t h e i r s t u d i e s . 

With part icu lar reference t o the elementary school program, 

i t i s qui te poss ib le that the c h i l d who attends day school obtains 

an education which i s general ly superior. The Jewish day school , 

requiring almost twice as much from i t s pupi l s as does the public school , 

provides f a r more educational nourishment. The public school program 

of the day schools i s under the supervis ion of the Department of Education 

and the Department's inspectors c o n s i s t e n t l y indicate that the day 

schools* standards of performance are e x c e l l e n t . 

The public school schedule in the day schools i s covered through 

a program of f i v e ha l f -day se s s ions per week (rather than f i v e f u l l days 

as in the public s choo l s ) . The d i s t r i b u t i o n of time between subjects 
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t aught i s very s i m i l a r t o the time d i s t r i b u t i o n in t h e publ ic schools 

(wi th perhaps a somewhat g r e a t e r concen t ra t ion on "language" and 

a r i t h m e t i c and l e s s on soc i a l s t u d i e s , music and a r t ) • Because of t h e 

d i f f e r e n c e in t each ing t ime , l e s s time i s spent on each s u b j e c t . There 

i s l e s s time spent on " p r o j e c t s " of va r ious k inds , and t he re i s more 

home work• 

I t i s f e l t in some quarters that the i n t e l l i g e n c e l e v e l of the 

students in the day schools i s somewhat higher than in public schools . 

There would appear to be a se l ec t ion process at work ( the weaker students 

drop out a f t e r grades 1 and 2) . Unti l ten years ago, there was a steady 

drop-out in a l l c l a s s e s and, by the time grade 6 was reached, c l a s s e s 

had shrunk, from a f i r s t reg i s trat ion of 20-25 in grade 1, to as low 

as 7 or 8 in grade 6. In recent years the tendency has been for students 

who have continued on to grade 3 to remain u n t i l they have completed 

grade 7״ 

The Child Guidance Clinic recently administered I.Q. t e s t s to 

the students of the Talmud Torah Day School. There are very few students 

with I.Q. f s below 100; there were a number of students with very high 

I . Q . , s ; the average I.Q. in grade seven was s i x point higher than the 

I.Q. of comparable groups in the public school system. 

However, the r e s u l t s of these t e s t s must be treated with caution. 

Group t e s t i n g has inherent l imi ta t ions and there can well be a wide 

divergence of scores obtained in group administered t e s t s because of 

many factors . Before forming absolute conclusions based on the r e s u l t s 

of the t e s t s i t should a lso be kept in mind that the content and format 
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of t he t e s t s a re weighted in favor of ch i ld ren who come from a 

p a r t i c u l a r type of c u l t u r a l background and who a r e , t h e r e f o r e , more 

f a m i l i a r with the concepts forming the b a s i s of the ques t ions . Fur ther 

s c i e n t i f i c samplings would have to be taken before any d e f i n i t i v e 

conclusions can be drawn. 

There a re some s tudents who a re not ab le t o cope with the double 

program o f f e r ed in the day schools , but those who can, ob ta in a more 

f r u i t f u l educat ional experience by comparison with a normal publ ic 

school program; they acqui re a g r e a t e r amount of knowledge and in the 

process of acqui r ing t h a t knowledge develop t h e i r l ea rn ing capaci ty in 

g r e a t e r degree. However, the re has been an i n t e r e s t i n g development in 

the public schools* curriculum which seeks to provide a g r e a t e r chal lenge 

t o s tudents who a re able t o learn a t an e a r l i e r age and with g r e a t e r 

f a c i l i t y . This type of augmented o r enriched program a l so o f f e r s t o 

those pupi l s who can handle i t a h igher q u a l i t y of educat ional experience 

and a b e t t e r development of learn ing capac i ty than the t r a d i t i o n a l publ ic 

school program. 
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CHAPTER XI - Day Schools and Afternoon Schools 

The achievements of the day schools are not gained without c o s t . 

They involve a heavy drain on the Jewish community's f inances; the 

contr ibut ions of parents amount to only about 42% of the operating 

cos t of the schoo l s , the remainder being provided by the Welfare Fund* 

The money spent represents not jus t so much cash, but rather the 

a l t e r n a t i v e pro jec t s that might have been maintained and which would 

a l s o have served the i n t e r e s t s of the Jewish community, plus the 

addi t ional tang ib le a s s i s tance that might have been provided t o I srae l 

and other overseas causes . For i t i s pret ty c l e a r that each year there 

i s ava i lab le only the amount raised by the year ' s campaign; the more 

that i t i s d iverted t o one purpose the l e s s , i n e v i t a b l y , i s ava i lab le 

f o r others 

In addit ion to the f inanc ia l c o s t s and therefore the foregone 

a l t e r n a t i v e s involved in our heavy communal expenditures on day schools> 

we must bear s i g n i f i c a n t psychic c o s t s . I t i s a matter of concern to many 

that Jewish chi ldren be in e f f e c t segregated in schools of t h e i r own, 

and f a i l to have normal contacts with non-Jewish chi ldren in schoolroom 

and school yard, There i s danger that Jewish chi ldren w i l l become 

parochial in t h e i r ways and outlook, inadequately prepared f o r 

a s soc ia t ion in the t o t a l community. I t i s suggested that chi ldren should 

be helped t o learn by experience to get along with people who are 

r e l i g i o u s l y and e t h n i c a l l y d i f f e r e n t . What i s more, the Jewish community, 

in operating a large day school system, would appear to be de l i bera te ly 

refus ing to p a r t i c i p a t e equally in the t o t a l community's projec t s . A 

major c r i t i c i s m of the day schools i s thus taken to be that they tend 
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t o weaken the public school system which, in Manitoba, can act as a 

un i fy ing inf luence among so many divergent e t h n i c , cu l tura l and r e l i g i o u s 

groups. The withdrawal of Jewish chi ldren to pr ivate elementary schools 

(and more so i f carr ied through to secondary schools and beyond) would 

accentuate t h i s tendency. 

Opinion d i f f e r s among Jews as to the s i g n i f i c a n c e of these c o s t s 

and dangers; some view them as being of minor importance, others regard 

them as very important. 

Given the trend toward day schoo l s , a further quest ion a r i s e s . Since 

the per-pupil c o s t s of evening schools have been r i s i n g and w i l l continue 

t o r i s e sharply as the number of s tudents per c l a s s f a l l s , should 

evening schools be continued on t h e i r present b a s i s . 

The American Assoc iat ion nat ional study i n f e r s that the more 

in tens ive education of the day school r e s u l t s in not only more hours and 

greater c o s t s , but i n a more highly q u a l i f i e d Jewish student and b e t t e r 

educational experience. There have not been any t e s t s to ascer ta in the 

extent of the q u a l i t a t i v e achievement of the day school . There are many 

who urge that an in tens ive afternoon school w i l l serve the community 

equal ly w e l l . 

Undoubtedly there w i l l continue t o be in our community a substant ia l 

number of parents who, while des ir ing a Jewish Education f o r t h e i r 

chi ldren do not wish them t o attend a day school . To meet the d e s i r e s 

of these parents, afternoon schools should be maintained that are 

competently s t a f f e d and administered; parents who prefer that t h e i r 

chi ldren attend the public school should not f ind themselves obl iged to 
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send t h e i r chi ldren t o a day school because no evening school e x i s t s 

or because the performance of these schools i s unsa t i s fac tory . 

Proponents of day schools enter a plea for spec ia l treatment 

because, they say, the day school i s more comprehensive and in tens ive ; 

moreover, they claim that i t produces scholars , teachers , Rabbis and 

leaders in the Community. Our a t t i t u d e p o l l does not indicate that t h i s 

i s what the parents des i re . Rather, parents seem to regard the day school 

as a convenient means for educating both boys and g i r l s , and not as a 

t ra in ing ground f o r Rabbis and educators. Day school parents are diverse 

in t h e i r motives for t h e i r preferences , many of them connected with 

simple convenience f o r themselves or t h e i r chi ldren. Many of them choose 

the day school because t h e i r chi ldren want to have a sound Jewish 

education. From the r e p l i e s received on the "Attitude Pol l" , i t appears 

most of our parents interpret Jewish education mainly as "An under-

standing of Jewish History and Culture", with some of the r e p l i e s 

accepting knowledge of Hebrew and some, the teaching of r e l i g i o n . 

While accepting the need for afternoon c l a s s e s , the Welfare Fund 

should i n s i s t that these c l a s s e s , as wel l as day school c l a s s e s , are 

maintained on an economically va l id b a s i s . 

For example, instead of having three ten-pupi l grade four c l a s s e s 

in one area of Winnipeg, there could be one t h i r t y - p u p i l c l a s s . A l l 

that i s required i s a w i l l ingnes s on the part of the schools to co -

operate to bring about the desired r e s u l t . 
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From the standpoint of surv iva l , education in Jewishness f o r 

the majority of our chi ldren i s as v i t a l as the spec ia l education 

for the most g i f t e d . In the opinion of the Jewish educators, 

ours i s the " i l l i t e r a t e generation" and l i t t l e can be done to save 

us . However, with a l l the s tudies on education, no one has made 

a survey to f ind out i f those who received a more i n t e n s i v e Jewish 

education have proven be t ter Jews, b e t t e r leaders in our communal 

l i f e , or be t t er Canadians. 

Coming from Aus tra l i a , a newspaper a r t i c l e on Jewish education 

expresses doubts. We quote: "The staying power of Austral ian Jewry 

has yet to be put to the t e s t . The increas ing number of chi ldren 

in Jewish day schools (now some 40% of those of school age in 

Melbourne) guarantees a higher l e v e l of Jewish knowledge, though 

not of Jewish commitment. I t has yet to be seen whether the graduates 

of these schools w i l l maintain the present l e v e l of Jewish l i f e 

when they take over from t h e i r parents, or whether they w i l l revert 

to the e a r l i e r Austral ian Jewish pattern. The Jews remain, a f t e r a l l , 

a very small minority in a country where the s o c i a l barr iers that 

hinder ass imi la t ion are very weak indeed." 

We have a far greater part i c ipat ion of Jewish youth in Jewish 

a f f a i r s today than was the case before World War II . Many of these 

youths are not graduates of a day school program. Whether the 

graduates of the day school w i l l maintain or improve the present 

l e v e l of Jewish l i f e remains to be seen. 
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CHAET^JOI - EXTENSION OF THE DAY SCHOOL PROGRAM TO 
SECONDARY SCHOOLS 

Na tu ra l ly , i t i s t o be des i r ed t h a t the s tudent car ry on with h i s 

Jewish s tud i e s as long as poss ib le • I t i s assumed by many people ־ohat 

the longer he continues h i s s tud ies the more w i l l he remember in l a t e r 

l i f e , t he more c lose ly bound w i l l he f e e l t o t h e Jewish h e r i t a g e , and 

the more e f f e c t i v e w i l l h i s adul t con t r ibu t ion be to t he Jewish conmunity. 

Whether these s tud ies ought t o be ca r r i ed on i n a secondary day school i s 

q u i t e another quest ion• 

The same cons idera t ions which were discussed in Chapter XI are 

appl icable t o t h i s quest ion• Furthermore a day school which o f f e r s 

secondary school courses w i l l encounter e spec i a l l y severe d i f f i c u l t i e s 

and i f i t i s t o opera te e f f e c t i v e l y w i l l be l i a b l e t o extremely high 

c o s t s . S t a t i s t i c a l information i s given i n Appendix "L". 

With respec t t o the cost t he re are two f a c t o r s t o be considered; 

t he cos t of cons t ruc t ion and equipment and t h e cost of opera t ion . I t 

has been found by the Winnipeg School Division t h a t t h e cost of bui lding 

a secondary school i s approximately $1•00 per square foo t higher than an 

elementary school, exclusive of land and equipment• The higher cos t 

f i g u r e s apply t o both jun ior and senior high schools s ince t h e r e i s l i t t l e 

d i f f e r e n c e between the two i n t h i s r e spec t • The cost of equipping an 

elementary school has genera l ly run about 6% of the cost of cons t ruc t ion 
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whereas the cost of equipping a secondary school has run about 12$ of 

the cos t of cons t ruc t ion . A secondary school r equ i r e s f a c i l i t i e s f o r 

the physical education program, home economics and i n d u s t r i a l a r t s 

program, science l a b o r a t o r i e s , a r t and music rooms, v i s u a l educat ion 

rooms and l a r g e r l i b r a r y space. All of these f a c t o r s e n t e r in to the 

increased cost per classroom f o r a secondary school and a l so to the 

increased cos t s of f u rn i sh ings and equipment. Costs of cons t ruc t ion 

of two schools b u i l t r e c e n t l y i n Winnipeg are as fo l lows : a secondary 

school bui ld ing containing 41 classrooms and 32 a u x i l i a r y rooms cost 

$1,137,946.00, with f u r n i t u r e and equipment adding another $125,750.00; 

an elementary school bu i ld ing containing 19 classrooms and 6 a u x i l i a r y rooms 

cost $307,454.00, with f u r n i t u r e and equipment adding another $16,621.00. 

The secondary school, designed t o provide approximately double the c l a s s -

room accommodation of the elementary school, cost about four t imes as much. 

In respec t of the cos t s of opera t ion , t h e schedule i n Appendix L. 

shows the breakdown per pupi l cost i n the Winnipeg School Division f o r 

1962. The t o t a l cost i n elementary schools per pupi l was $315•99, i n 

jun io r h igh, $412.54, i n sen ior high, $495.71, and the t e c h n i c a l voca t iona l 

school , $680.97• These f i g u r e s do not include t h e cost of tex tbooks , 

which are suppl ied by the p r o v i n c i a l government a t no cost to the school 

d i v i s i o n . The ana lys i s of the f i g u r e s shows t h a t t he l a r g e s t percentage 

of the cost i s f o r t eache r s 1 s a l a r i e s . The teachers a t t he jun ior and 

sen ior high school l e v e l gene ra l ly have higher q u a l i f i c a t i o n s and longer 

experience. Accordingly, t h e i r s a l a r i e s a re higher than those of the 

elementary school . 
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The optimum s i z e of a high school today i s qu i t e l a r g e ; i t i s 

de s i r ab l e t o o f f e r a broad range of op t ions , and t h i s can be done 

only i n an i n s t i t u t i o n which has a s u b s t a n t i a l enrolment. Small 

high schools i n e v i t a b l y must o f f e r only a very r e s t r i c t e d range of 

courses , and i t i s almost impossible f o r them to provide t h e necessary 

degree of s p e c i a l i z a t i o n . Therefore, t he needs of many s tudents are 

poorly served. For these reasons, t he p rov inc ia l government today i s 

discouraging the cons t ruc t ion of high schools with fewer than twelve 

classrooms, or l e s s than about 300 pupi l s en ro l l ed ; even t h i s s i ze 

r ep resen t s the minimum acceptable . Educators a re of t he opinion t h a t 

a high school should have not l e s s than 900 pupi ls i n order t h a t 

s u f f i c i e n t l y var ied courses may be o f f e r e d . 

In summary, t h e r e f o r e , secondary education i s more cos t ly than 

elementary because of the add i t iona l equipment and f a c i l i t i e s r equ i red , 

t he smaller optimum size of c lasses and cost of the more h ighly q u a l i f i e d 

t eache r s r equ i red . 

There i s no reason to bel ieve t h a t the cost of schools operated by 

t he Jewish community would be appreciably l e s s than those of t h e publ ic 

school system and in f a c t would l i k e l y be more un less c l a s ses were of 

comparable s i z e . 
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The Committee quest ions the a b i l i t y of our community to t ake on 

the added heavy f i n a n c i a l burden of day secondary schools — in the 

l i g h t of i t s o ther r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and t h e l imi ted amount of money 

ava i l ab l e t o i t — even though i t seems very un l ike ly t h a t a t tendance 

at the day secondary schools would ever become very l a r g e . 

Having considered a l l of the f a c t o r s ou t l ined above, the Committee 

opposed the extension of Jewish day school education to the secondary 

school l e v e l . The Committee i s of the opinion tha t i t would be im-

poss ib le t o provide education to a heterogeneous s tudent body comparable 

t o t h a t ava i l ab le in the publ ic schools; while i t i s poss ib le t h a t 

t h i s can be managed in the lower grades, i t simply cannot be done a t 

t he secondary school l e v e l . 

Afternoon secondary school programs, even though they have ser ious 

at tendance problems because of t he pressure of the publ ic school program 

and teen age soc ia l a c t i v i t i e s ( these have been c l e a r l y demonstrated 

i n the Maimonides College and the M i t t e l Shul program of the Peretz School) 

would appear to be the most des i rab le method of continuing Jewish education 

a t the secondary school l e v e l . 
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CHAPTER XIII - A Comparison with American Experience 

The American Associat ion for Jewish Education undertook a nat ional 

study on the f inancing of Jewish Day Schools fo l lowing a suggestion of 

the 1961 Assembly of the Council of Jewish Federations. 

The study excluded the City of New York because condi t ions there 

are very d i f f e r e n t from the s i t u a t i o n in the res t of the country. 

The report i n d i c a t e s that of the group studied there were 50,333 

pupi l s in ,day schools in 275 schools (outs ide of Greater New York). 

These pupi l s comprised 8% of the t o t a l number rece iv ing any form of 

Jewish Education, and about 4% of Jewish chi ldren of school age ( 5 - 1 7 ) . 

The report suggests that even i f t h i s number were t o double in the 

next generation the t o t a l number of Jewish chi ldren attending day 

school would s t i l l be a very small f rac t ion of the whole. 

In the matter of c o s t s t h e i r problem i s l i k e ours and they conclude 

that no Federation would be able to assume d e f i c i t f inancing of Jewish 

Education and that addi t ional sources of support would have to be 

developed. Federation grants to 40 schools who furnished d e t a i l s 

indicated Federations grants of 7.5% of t o t a l income. Their ana lys i s 

of the schools show that per pupil c o s t s constant ly tend to r i s e even 

when larger enrollments enable more e f f i c i e n t operation. 

I f the report a p p l i e s to our s i t u a t i o n at a l l i t shows only how 

d i f f i c u l t comparisons on a wide s ca l e would be. 
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I t does ind ica te that we have gone very much further in our 

day school development and in the proportion of chi ldren who rece ive 

Jewish education• In many ways our own achievements are s u b s t a n t i a l l y 

ahead of those indicated as the average i n the United S t a t e s . P a r t l c i p -

at ion in our day schools i s f a r ahead of the average American performance 

and even above the expectat ions of the American Survey. In the matter of 

Welfare Fund contr ibut ions and community par t i c ipa t ion we are above even 

the i d e a l f o r which they are s t r iv ing• 

American experience i s an inadequate guide. Our community through 

i t s Welfare Fund has f o r a long time undertaken a task which the American 

Federations general ly have considered beyond t h e i r a b i l i t y and which they 

supported only in a small way or not a t a l l ; we must make our own d e c i s i o n s 

in the l i g h t of our past achievements, our present circumstances and the 

o b j e c t i v e s which we can r e a l i s t i c a l l y s e t f o r ourse lves in the future . 
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CHAPTER XIV - Government Support of Pay Schools 

The Report of the Manitoba Royal Commission on Education, brought 

down November 30, 1959, recommended, among other th ings , that the 

Provincia l Government provide support to private and parochial schools , 

based on a rather elaborate formula. 

The Jewish community of Winnipeg (under the d irec t ion of the 

Canadian Jewish Congress) arranged a community-wide conference to 

e s t a b l i s h the pos i t i on of the •Jewish community with regard to these 

recommendations of the Report. 

The conference was s p l i t almost evenly in regard to the 

d e s i r a b i l i t y of encouraging government support f o r private and 

parochial schools . As a r e s u l t , the Jewish community did not take 

a pos i t i on on the i s s u e . The non-Jewish community was deeply divided 

on the matter, too. 

Because the matter of government support f o r private and parochial 

schools i s so very controvers ia l , the Manitoba Government has not yet 

reached a dec i s ion on the i s sue . 

I t i s , perhaps, somewhat academic to speculate on the e f f e c t 

government support would have on Jewish day schools , but i t i s wel l t o 

recognize that s ince our day schools teach the public school program 

f o r only half of the school day, the amount that could be expected from 

the proposed government grants would be a small proportion of the t o t a l 

c o s t s . Even i f grants are received from the Provincial Government, 

a heavy f i n a n c i a l burden w i l l remain for Jewish parents and the 

Jewish community. 
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CHAPTER XV - RELIGIOUS EXERCISES AND RELIGIOUS 
EDUCATION IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

In considering the report of the Manitoba Royal Commission on 

Education (1959) a Jewish community conference went on record unanimously 

a s being opposed to r e l i g i o u s education in public schools . This view i s 

supported nat iona l ly by the Canadian Jewish Congress and the committee 

agrees with t h i s view. 

The question of r e l i g i o u s education i s deal t with in the Public 

Schools Act , Sect ions 241 to 249. A d i s t i n c t i o n i s drawn in the Act 

between r e l i g i o u s education and r e l i g i o u s e x e r c i s e s . The l a t t e r i s 

dea l t with in s e c t i o n s 250 to 252 of the Act . The relevant s ec t ions 

of the Act appear in Appendix No.V. 

A request for in terpreta t ion of the Public Schools Act in respect 

of the r e l i g i o u s teaching s e c t i o n s was made recent ly as a re su l t of a 

p e t i t i o n by Roman Catholic parents of chi ldren attending Daniel 

McIntyre Co l l eg ia te . The parents had requested authority f o r conducting 

r e l i g i o u s teaching at that school . The Winnipeg School Board refused 

t o grant the p e t i t i o n of the parents and the matter was then referred 

t o the Court of Queen*s Bench f o r in terpre ta t ion . 

The Judgment of the Court was that the Winnipeg Public School 

D iv i s i on was bound t o comply with the p e t i t i o n of the parents. The 

Judgment quotes from the report of the Manitoba Royal Commission on 

Education as fo l lows: 

.we are divided into broad groups such as Jews and Chris t ians . 

Each of these i s further divided in to groups such as Roman Cathol ics 
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and Protes tant s , and a t l e a s t the l a t t e r s t i l l further into several 

denominations• I t i s c e r t a i n l y correct that the s t a t e must not impose 

upon a l l chi ldren ins truc t ion in any one of these even i f i t were the 

accepted view of a majority of i t s c i t i z e n s • But being precluded from 

imposing upon a l l , i n s t ruc t ions in one, a s i s done in a l l other f i e l d s in 

our public schools , never the le s s , i t must surely be b e n e f i c i a l t o g ive 

i n s t r u c t i o n in t h e i r part icu lar r e l i g i o u s dogma to adherents who are 

numerous enough to make i t adminis trat ive ly f e a s i b l e in our public schools". 

The Judgment s t a t e s that there can be no doubt that should non-

Chris t ians express the des ire f o r r e l i g i o u s teaching f o r t h e i r chi ldren 

i n the public schools they would be granted the same f a c i l i t i e s as are 

now a v a i l a b l e to Christ ian groups and po ints out that t h i s i s a matter for 

the l e g i s l a t u r e t o deal with. 

Subsequent to the handing down of the Judgment the Winnipeg School 

Board passed a motion Instruct ing i t s s o l i c i t o r s to seek an amendment to 

the Act . The amendment would permit each School Board t o decide whether 

or not i t wished to permit r e l i g i o u s ins truc t ion in the schools under i t s 

j u r i s d i c t i o n . The resu l t of such an amendment would be that a School Board 

would not be compelled to authorize r e l i g i o u s teaching i f pe t i t ioned to do 

so by 25 or more parents but would be able to exerc i se i t s d i s cre t ion in 

deciding whether the r e l i g i o u s teaching ought to be authorized or not . 

The request f o r amendment w i l l probably be dea l t with in the 1964 sess ion 

of the l e g i s l a t u r e . 

The Jewish Community w i l l have to g ive ser ious thought t o the 
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pos i t i on we should take before the l e g i s l a t u r e on the proposed amendment 

and in any event general ly on the whole question of r e l i g i o u s teaching• 

I f there i s a trend t o have r e l i g i o u s in s t ruc t ion extended beyond the one 

school in Winnipeg, there i s no doubt that the non-denominational aspect 

of the public schools w i l l be adversely a f f e c t e d . This w i l l have a 

ser ious e f f e c t on the present a b i l i t y of the schools t o act a s a un i fy ing 

in f luence in our d iverse community• 

The committee suggests that r e l i g i o u s teaching, des i rab le as i t i s , 

should be carried on in the home, in the church or synagogue, and in 

schools operated by r e l i g i o u s groups. 

With respect to r e l i g i o u s e x e r c i s e s the Judgment po ints out that 

these e x e r c i s e s are under the control of the Department of Education 

Advisory Board which i s empowered to prescribe the form of such e x e r c i s e s . 

Generally the form followed i s a reading from the scr ip tures together 

with a prayer. The choice of scr ipture portion which may be read i s 

governed by the Advisory Board. There have been few complaints about 

the form of the e x e r c i s e although some Jewish parents have said that the 

choice of scripture reading has sometimes been unfortunate. This i s a 

matter that we suggest the Council of Rabbis should examine to determine 

whether representat ions should be made to the Advisory Board with respect 

t o the s e l e c t i o n s authorized f o r use in the schools• 
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CHAPTER XVI - Capital Structure and D e f i c i t 

The Committee recognizes that the enthusiasm of those c h i e f l y 

in teres t ed in education has contributed indispensably to the 

establishment of Jewish schools in our community. There does not 

appear t o be any urgent need f o r further extension at the present, 

but i t may wel l be that addit ional schools w i l l , in the future , be 

e s tab l i shed through the i n i t i a t i v e of a private group of c i t i z e n s . 

•Ye must guard against the p o s s i b i l i t y that a small, over -enthus ias t i c 

group may attempt to e s t a b l i s h a new i n s t i t u t i o n for vshich no adequate 

need e x i s t s , and w i l l demand community support for an enterprise which 

the community never wanted or needed. 

Reference i s made in Appendix "C" t o show the community*s i n v e s t -

ment and outstanding l i a b i l i t y f o r schools in respect of Peretz School 

and Talmud Torah. These show a combined net cos t of bui ld ings of 

§885,000, with c a p i t a l indebtedness and accumulated d e f i c i t of $215,000. 

No attempt has been made to obtain the f i g u r e s for the congregational 

schools . The above f i g u r e s are adequate to give the community an 

est imate of i t s investment in school f a c i l i t i e s and i t s implication 

f o r the future in maintenance and c a p i t a l needs. 

An ana lys i s of the accrued d e f i c i t for the Talmud Torah dates back 

to 1948-49 and extends to 1960. The Welfare Fund d i sa l lows certa in 

items and does not pay these under the d e f i c i t f inancing plan with 

the schools . The Talmud Torah apparently goes on adding these amounts 

to a d e f i c i t account and the Welfare Fund has found no vr.y to control 
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t h i s pract ice . In t h i s period, the Welfare Fund a l l o c a t e d 813,720 

towards reducing the d e f i c i t . These payments covered items not within 

the control of the school . However, in t h i s period the amount of 

818,500 i s the l o s s on t a x i s d isa l lowed, and an amount of $ 1 8 , 3 0 0 

r e l a t e s to salary overexpenditures mainly because of unacceptable 

c l a s s structure. V/elfare Fund never accepted r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r 

t a x i d e f i c i t s , and salary overexpenditures are contrary to the bas i s 

of f inancing agreed on. Other d e f i c i t s are Muter Farein items, 

where the Welfare Fund i n s i s t s that the Muter Farein funds should 

contribute to school operation expense and not only to s p e c i f i c items 

of t h e i r choice . Interes t of $2750 was a l so disal lowed. 

The former Herzlia Acad&my shows an accumulated d e f i c i t as of 

September 1, 1963, of 560,644. A substant ia l part of t h i s d e f i c i t 

was incurred prior to i t s acceptance as a benef ic iary of the Welfare 

Fund. Operating d e f i c i t s were incurred large ly because of general ly 

s imi lar circumstances to those a l r eady d iscussed in regard to 

Talmud Torah. 

Explanation shee t s and more d e t a i l e d information may be found 

in the Appendix. 

We say elsewhere in the Report that d e f i c i t f inancing i s not 

a des irable pr inc ip le f o r operating an agency as important as education. 

I t i s to be hoped that in the immediate future the community w i l l 

conso l idate i t s p o s i t i o n and w i l l re fra in from expansion which the 

community i s not prepared to f inance on a more current b a s i s . 
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CHAPTER XVII - Financial Studies 

Good education i s always ahead of public opinion and always 

behind the needs of the timos. I t i s not surpris ing that t o the 

en thus ia s t i c educator the question of c o s t s i s of minor importance. 

Perhaps t h i s i s as i t should be, but even in public school education, 

Which r e s t s on a wide tax base, there are serious complaints in some 

quarters regarding the high c o s t s of education, and quest ions as t o 

the value received f o r high c o s t s . The theory of f inancing public 

school education r e s t s on the premise that the whole community 

b e n e f i t s from the education of i t s chi ldren. I t i s f o r that reason 

that public school education i s compulsory, with i t s e n t i r e cos t 

spread over the whole community. For the same reason, the control 

of the schools i s not in the hands of the parents alone or of the 

educators alone. This i s a v i t a l point that profess ional educators 

o f t e n overlook. If the cos t of Jewish education i s to be borne in 

substant ia l part by the Jewish community at large , then i t s i n t e r e s t 

in education must be maintained and increased. I t s a c t i v i t y and 

par t i c ipa t ion in the development of Jewish education must be looked 

upon as a f i r s t need in the development of our educational system. 

A good deal of the control of education must, there fore , r e s t with 

the community. 

In considering the f i n a n c i a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r Jewish school 

education, we d iv ide i t into two broad categor ies : 

(a) Parents r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s 

(b) The community (at large) r e s p o n s i b i l i t y 
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There i s a concern that payment of the f u l l c o s t , or nearly t h a t , 

would tend to keep many parents from sending t h e i r ch i ldren to Jewish 

day schools , par t i cu lar ly where public schools are convenient ly located . 

Another fac tor i s t h a t where there i s more than one c h i l d , the cos t can 

become a very heavy burden. Our s t a t i s t i c s show that parents are 

increas ing t h e i r payments each year, but that t h e i r payments are not 

a higher proportion of the f u l l cos t than before. While the s t a t i s t i c s 

do not show i t e x p l i c i t l y , they c l e a r l y ind ica te that the schools* top 

ra te s do not cover the f u l l c o s t . I t i s unfortunate that the accounting 

methods used in the schools do not show a real breakdown of c o s t s 

between c l a s s e s and, more important perhaps, between the c o s t s involved 

in day school and afternoon school . If such c o s t s were ava i lab le to 

the public on a r e a l i s t i c b a s i s , i t would be poss ib le t o convince the 

parents of the need of higher t u i t i o n payments. Comparisons of c o s t s 

between schools should a l s o be pos s ib l e . More important, a real c o s t 

bas i s should be ava i lab le t o the public i f they are t o be in a pos i t ion 

to judge how much and what type of education we can best a f ford . We are 

re luctant to recommend any added accounting c o s t s . We do be l i eve that 

accounting could be standardized among the schools — and se t up in such 

a manner as to more accurately r e f l e c t the c o s t s of the c l a s s e s and to 

promote a means of comparison between schools . 

The s t a t i s t i c s we have accumulated are f a r from complete — but 

are s u f f i c i e n t to ind ica te the trend. The f i g u r e s f o r the Talmud Torah 

and the Peretz School are taken from f i g u r e s ava i lab le t o the Budget 

71 



Committee of the Welfare Fund. We consider these accurate and they 

produce s u f f i c i e n t information f o r the purposes of the Survey Committee. 

The congregational school c o s t s are not ava i lab le f o r the same 

period nor are they prepared in a comparative manner. I t i s poss ib le 

that the subs id izat ion Of these schools by t h e i r re la ted synagogues 

i s a c t u a l l y heavier than the subs id izat ion of the other schools 

through the Welfare Funds. 

The general community*s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s cannot be regarded as 

unl imited. Even i f we accept the moral r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , we would have 

no means of enforcing t h i s on our community, except by moral persuasion 

and the encouragement of voluntary g iv ing through the Welfare Fund. 

The a t t i t u d e po l l r e s u l t s do indicate a s incere i n t e r e s t in the growth 

of b e t t e r Jewish education but, unfortunate ly , t h i s was in no way 

re la ted to w i l l i n g n e s s to pay the increased c o s t s . 

The Committee did consider making comparisons with the other 

parochial and private school c o s t s — but s ince in most cases there 

are real d i f f e r e n c e s in the manner of subs idizat ion and operation, we 

concluded that no u s e f u l purpose could be served by such a comparison. 
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CHAPTER XVIII - FINANCIAL COMMENTS 

I t i s the recommendation of the Committee that the Welfare Fund 

should change i t s po l i cy of d e f i c i t f inancing f o r Jewish education. No 

community body without taxing powers and rece iv ing i t s t o t a l support 

from voluntary contr ibut ions can continue t o f inance a growing education 

program without r e a l i s t i c regard f o r the f i n a n c i a l resources ava i lab le t o 

i t . Welfare Fund support t o Jewish education in Winnipeg has already passed 

8200,000 ( the bulk of i t f o r day schools) and the c o s t s w i l l continue to 

r i s e . 

The trend in South Winnipeg may not reach the proportions that i t 

has in North Winnipeg, in so far as day school programs are concerned. The 

Shaarey Zedek School representat ives , in t h e i r interview with the Committee, 

indicated that they f e l t that day school program should not continue beyond 

grade s i x . This , in t h e i r opinion, and the Committee agrees , provides a 

sound foundation and provides a natural t r a n s f e r point t o junior high 

school . 

The amount a l l o c a t e d by the Welfare Fund to Jewish education must be 

s e t , in the l i g h t of the forseeable fund-rais ing po ten t ia l of the U.J.A. 

and the other r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s the Jewish Community of Winnipeg must 

carry. To ensure that t h i s amount i s used to best advantage, p r i o r i t i e s 

should be e s tab l i shed , with ava i lab le funds being channeled t o programs 

of the highest p r i o r i t y . Later i n the report i t i s recommended that the 

Welfare Fund se t up an Authority on Jewish education which sha l l review 

the budgets of the schools annually (and be responsible f o r such a n c i l l a r y 
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s e r v i c e s a s s e t t i n g uniform teachers s a l a r i e s and uniform t u i t i o n f e e s ) 

and, together with the Jewish Welfare Fund, decide on the amount of 

money that can r e a l i s t i c a l l y be ant ic ipated from the current campaign 

and of t h i s amount how much can be made ava i lab le t o Jewish education. 

In the l i g h t of the funds expected to be a v a i l a b l e , the Authority 

w i l l make a l l o c a t i o n s t o the schools on a b a s i s which w i l l best serve 

the needs of Jewish education. 

I f the Committee were to se t up a schedule of p r i o r i t i e s for which 

the Community, as represented by the Welfare Fund, should be responsible , 

the fo l lowing would rank low: Kindergarten, afternoon schools in the 

higher grades and day school secondary education. 

The Committee f e e l s that where c l a s s e s or a school operate a t no 

cos t to the Community, the Community can have l i t t l e say in the matter. 

The Welfare Fund would have more than enough d i f f i c u l t y in taking care 

of i t s share of the afternoon school and day school requirements which 

l eaves the other p r i o r i t i e s as an academic idea. 

A proposed formula for the d i s t r i b u t i o n of the Welfare Fund 

a l l o c a t i o n t o Jewish education fo l lows . This i s not intended to be 

f i n a l and i t w i l l be modified and adjusted from time to t ime. The 

fundamental purpose here i s to recommend to the Jewish Welfare Fund, 

a s s trongly as p o s s i b l e , that i t cannot a f ford to subs id ize day school 

education t o a l l who may wish t o apply f o r i t and that some process of 

s e l e c t i o n and control• i s urgently required. 
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The Committee f e e l s that the Community has no r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r 

Nursery or pre-kindergarten schools . Costs f o r these should not be 

included in Welfare Fund Budgets. I t i s t o be noted that suburban and 

rural public schools do not operate kindergarten or pre kindergarten 

schools . The Committee recommends that we enforce the age of f i v e years 

a s the minimum age f o r school enrollment. Present heal th regulat ions 

require one teacher f o r every ten ch i ldren , i f chi ldren under f i v e are 

Included. Enforcing the age l i m i t of f i v e years w i l l s u b s t a n t i a l l y 

reduce the c o s t s . Present c o s t s of nursery and kindergarten c l a s s e s are 

not separated in our s t a t i s t i c s . The average cos t of nursery and 

kindergarten i s $170 per pupi l . 

The Committee f e e l s that the community i s not responsible f o r 

supporting projec t s which do not serve the prime purpose of developing 

Jewish values . The b e n e f i t to the parent cannot be our c r i t e r i o n . The 

committee does not b e l i e v e that pre kindergarten c l a s s e s should be part 

of our school system9 and i f such a serv ice i s required i t should be 

l e f t to private enterpr ise schools . 
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CHAPTER XIX - E l i g i b i l i t y f o r Subsidy 

The Committee recommends t h a t , t o be e l i g i b l e f o r a subsidy, 

a school: 

(1) must be sponsored by a recognized and responsible organization 

in the community; 

(2) must have a Board of Directors that meets at l e a s t f i v e t imes 

per year; 

(3) must be in ex i s t ence at l e a s t three years prior t o i t s appl icat ion; 

(4) must have reached an enrolment of 100 chi ldren and teach a 

Jewish program a minimum of hours per week; 

(5) must provide evidence that i t i s meeting an e x i s t i n g educational 

need in i t s area; 

(6 ) must provide proof of competence to meet the Educational Authority*s 

standards; 

(7) branches o f , or extens ions o f , a present school must conform 

to the same regulat ions , where appl icable; 

(8) must prove that there e x i s t s a need for f i n a n c i a l a s s i s tance . 

76 



Prior to acceptance, the applicant must agree in wri t ing t o : 

(1 ) accept supervis ion by the Education Authority of i t s f inances , 

records, s t a t i s t i c s and administrat ion, agree t o accept and 

maintain uniform records of enrolment, attendance, school calendar, 

f i n a n c i a l information and such other records as may be required; 

(2) comply with regulat ions pertaining to enrolment and t r a n s f e r 

of pupils; 

(3 ) accept the Authority*s minimum standard of economic c l a s s s tructure 

( 4 ) accept the uniform teachers salary s ca l e and working condit ions; 

( 5 ) accept the Authori ty ' s determination of t u i t i o n f e e s ; 

(6 ) agree to a periodic review by the Educational Authority 

of t u i t i o n assessment and c o l l e c t i o n s . 

The Educational Authority w i l l not in fr inge on the autonomy of 

the schools in the formulation of t h e i r own program and curriculum. 

The Authority w i l l expect , however, t o have the schools d i s c u s s with 

i t matters of po l i cy which may a f f e c t other schools and to co-operate 

with i t and with other schools on any problems that a r i s e . I t i s 

suggested that in such cases the schools are to be guided by majority 

dec i s ion . Final dec i s ion on matters where addi t ional c o s t s may be 

involved are to be l e f t to the Authority. 
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CHAPTER XX - Jewish Education Authori ty 

The func t ion of a Bureau of Jewish Education would divide i n t o two 

broad ca t ego r i e s : 

(1) F i n a n c i a l , s t a t i s t i c a l and records con t ro l 

(2) Coordination of curriculum and supervis ion of s tandards of education• 

The Committee recommends t he s e t t i n g up of an Educational Authority 

as a separa te e n t i t y from the Welfare Fund. The Authori ty w i l l t ake over 

the du t i e s of the Budget Committee of t h e Welfare Fund. The Committee 

be l i eves t h a t t he re should be very l i t t l e increase in cos t s , and t h a t t he re 

w i l l be added s t a b i l i t y and planning. 

On t h e educat ional s ide , t he schools a re not ready t o give up t h e i r 

autonomy. The co-ord ina t ion which i s p re sen t ly poss ib le can be achieved 

through voluntary cooperation by t h e schools — aided by i n t e r e s t e d and 

q u a l i f i e d laymen. 

The Co-Ordinating Committee f o r Jewish Education, organized by the 

Welfare Fund and Canadian Jewish Congress, has been serving the community 

i n t h i s f i e l d and they could improve t h e i r se rv ices as a d iv i s ion of the 

Education Author i ty . Some f i n a n c i a l and s e c r e t a r i a l a s s i s t ance could be 

supplied to them through t h i s means and as s i s t ance i n follow-up. 

I t has been suggested t h a t a Bureau of Education, headed f u l l time 

by a p ro fes s iona l educator , would solve a l l these problems in Winnipeg. 

Our own past experience and experience i n o ther c i t i e s does not bear t h i s 

ou t . The Committee be l ieves t h a t t he minimum 00st of a q u a l i f i e d d i r e c t o r , 

i f one were ob ta inab le , would be completely d i spropor t iona te to the ove ra l l 
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out lay fo r education and t o the s i ze of the s tudent body in our community. 

The members of t he Authori ty a re to be appointed by the Welfare Fund. 

Term of Of f i ce : 3 years r o t a t i n g term 

Members: 12 maximum - - 7 minimum 

AUTHORITY FUNCTION 

(1) To take over present f u n c t i o n s of the Budget Committee of the 

Welfare Fund in respect to Jewish Education; 

(2) To carry out the requirements f o r s t a t i s t i c s , accounts and 

general f i n a n c i a l supervision of Jewish Education; 

(3) To study and put i n to e f f e c t recommendations of the Survey Committee; 

(4) To maintain and study cost s t a t i s t i c s ; 

(5) To compare with o the r communities; 

(6) To study poss ible savings in operat ion — by co-opera t ive e f f o r t s 

of t h e schools; 

(7) To prepare f o r and a s s i s t ou t s ide s p e c i a l i s t s i f required f o r 

curriculum and educat ional eva lua t ion ; 

(8) To cooperate with and a s s i s t the Coordinating Board which, in e f f e c t , 

w i l l be a d iv i s ion of i t s opera t ion . 

COORDINATING BOARD - t o conceal i t s e l f with the present func t ions based on 

a s s i s t i n g schools to voluntary cooperation in education — curriculum 

and teaching methods and mat te rs which do not involve f i n a n c i a l co s t s . 

Many of the Board's c l e r i c a l and accounting func t i ons are a l ready 

being performed at t he ind iv idua l schools and by Welfare Fund p ro fe s s iona l 

s t a f f . The Authori ty would be expected to arrange f o r such l imi t ed 

add i t iona l a s s i s t ance as might be r equ i red . 
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CHAPTER XXI - FINANCIAL RECOMMENDATIONS 

Once the Committee decided t h a t i t was not p r a c t i c a l f o r the 

Welfare Fund t o continue t o f inance Jewish Education on a d e f i c i t 

b a s i s , i t became necessary t o develop a f a i r and equ i tab le pa t t e rn 

f o r t he d iv i s ion of ava i l ab l e funds , i n a way which would avoid, 

as much as poss ib l e , any dis turbance t o t h e present school system• 

Varying methods were discussed and r e j e c t e d . A simple per 

cap i t a grant was r e j e c t e d as u n f a i r , because i t did not meet t he 

p r i n c i p l e of providing funds where they are most needed. 

A second suggestion was examined. This was to f i t the a l l o c a t i o n s 

t o t h e f a c t o r s which the community, represented by the Welfare Fund, 

f e e l s are i t s prime r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . I t i s always agreed t h a t the 

community owes i t s f i r s t con t r ibu t ion t o the chi ldren of those who 

cannot pay. A check of r e g i s t r a t i o n a t the Peretz School and Talmud 

Torah f o r the year 1963 shows: 4 ch i ldren in kindergar ten 

25 chi ldren in day school 

2 chi ldren in af ternoon school 

who make no payments to the school. 

These t o t a l s show t h a t i n a b i l i t y t o pay i s not the biggest problem 

and can be taken care of in any plan of d i s t r i b u t i o n of funds , without 

d i sc r imina t ion agains t any school . 

Rather than se t up a complicated formula f o r g ran ts — the Committee 

f e e l s t h a t the community's share of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r Jewish Education can 
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best be discharged on t he b a s i s of "need". While i t w i l l not be 

poss ib le t o meet a l l the needs of the var ious schools , t he suggested 

method allows a l l the schools t o car ry on with a minimum of d i f f i c u l t y 

and should, i n t ime, equal ize the cont r ibu t ion according to the needs 

of t he school . The need ind ica ted by the schools i s , of course, t o be 

based on e q u a l i t y on a l l counts . This includes equa l i t y of t u i t i o n 

assessment, equa l i t y under the agreement f o r a l l condi t ions of e l i g i b i l i t y , 

equa l i t y of s a l a ry s c a l e s , c l a s s s t r u c t u r e , and o ther f a c t o r s which en te r 

in to the cost of school opera t ion . The t reatment should be equal event-

ua l l y f o r a l l parents of our community, no matter where they l i v e or t o 

which school they choose to send t h e i r ch i ld ren . 

I t i s to be borne in mind t h a t t he method l a i d down i s suggested 

in the l i g h t of present condi t ions and i s intended t o provide guide l i n e s 

within which the d i s t r i b u t i o n of funds can be made equ i t ab ly , keeping in 

mind t h a t changes w i l l i n e v i t a b l y come. The suggested guide l i n e s a re 

intended to e s t a b l i s h a p r i n c i p l e and a method so t h a t the schools w i l l 

be able to budget and plan ahead with some assurance of what t h e i r incomes 

w i l l be. Revisions from time to time should be made with these p r i n c i p l e s 

in mind. 

The Educational Authori ty of the Welfare Fund, having been se t up 

and cons t i t u t ed as ou t l ined e a r l i e r i n t h i s Report, w i l l request from the 

Welfare Fund, annually, a s p e c i f i c amount t o be included i n the Welfare 

Fund budget, t o provide f o r the schools which have e s t ab l i shed t h e i r 

e l i g i b i l i t y f o r g r a n t s . The Authori ty w i l l a r r i v e a t t h i s amount by an 

es t imate of the budget needs of the schools , balanced agains t the l a r g e s t 

poss ib le amount t h a t they be l ieve can be co l l ec t ed f o r educat ional purposes, 

81 



keeping in mind the requirements of the community f o r o ther s e rv i ce s . 

This w i l l be submitted to the Welfare Fund f o r ac t ion , as e a r l y as i s 

p r a c t i c a l , so t h a t the decis ion of the Welfare Fund w i l l be ava i l ab le 

t o the Education Authori ty and the schools in s u f f i c i e n t time to p lan . 

I t i s suggested t h a t the Authori ty w i l l se t f o r i t s e l f a t h r e e year 

goa l , c rea t ing a small reserve from the f i r s t y e a r ז s budget, which w i l l 

be used to meet t he increas ing cos t s of the second and t h i r d year budgets, 

so t h a t the schools can be assured of some increase over the th ree yea r s . 

The rese rve i s t o balance out costs over a t h r ee year per iod, not to c rea te 

any reserve f o r f u t u r e opera t ions . 

I t i s assumed t h a t the schools w i l l have add i t iona l income: 

(1) from t u i t i o n payments by paren t s ; 

(2) from membership f e e s and other outs ide sources . 

I f , f o r example, the Authori ty has ava i l ab le t o i t the amount of 

$660,000 f o r t h e next t h r e e years t o cont r ibute towards educat ional cos ts 

i n the c i t y , i t would suggest t o the schools a program in which they would 

r ece ive , perhaps, $210,000 f o r the f i r s t year , $220,000 f o r the second year 

and $230,000 f o r the t h i r d yea r . This, with the addi t ion of increased 

income t h a t t he schools should receive from t u i t i o n , plus cont r ibu t ions 

f o r memberships, would give the schools some scope f o r meeting t h e i r cos ts 

without incur r ing d e f i c i t s . 

I t should be considered t h a t the Welfare Fund a n t i c i p a t e s a cost 

of $230,000 f o r the 1963-1964 school year , i f f inancing i s continued 

on a d e f i c i t b a s i s . The Welfare Fund w i l l , i f i t meets an t i c ipa t ed 
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needs of a l l i t s agencies , have a d e f i c i t of #60,000 f o r the year 1963-64. 

I t i s not the duty of t h i s Committee to i n s t r u c t the Welfare Fund on i t s 

po l i cy , but t h e point i s r a i s e d here t o i nd ica t e how necessary i t i s f o r 

the schools t o avoid add i t i ona l d e f i c i t s . D e f i c i t f inanc ing of schools 

or any other i n s t i t u t i o n s i s wrong in p r i n c i p l e : i t enables a p a r t i c u l a r 

group t o draw upon the community's f i n a n c i a l resources t o an extent which 

t h i s group determines, without f i r s t obta ining community consent and 

without a sce r t a in ing whether, in the l i g h t of a l l o ther demands upon 

community funds, such an out lay i s warranted. 

The Committee recommends the fol lowing procedure: 

(1) The Education Authori ty w i l l annually se t the s tandard t u i t i o n 

r a t e f o r day school, a f ternoon school and kindergar ten c l a s s e s . 

The r a t e w i l l be s e t in agreement with the schools as a t u i t i o n r a t e 

which w i l l be appl icable t o a l l pa ren t s . I t i s recognized t h a t cos t s 

may vary among schools and i t i s necessary t h a t these f e e s be r e l a t e d to 

(a) the cos t s of an e f f i c i e n t l y operated school 

(b) a reasonable t eache r -pup i l r a t i o and good c l a s s s t r u c t u r e . 

The Committee be l ieves t h a t people of equal means and needs should be 

equal ly supported by t he community, r ega rd le s s of the school t h a t 

t h e i r ch i ldren a t t end . 

(2) The״Education Authori ty , t oge the r with the appropr ia te school 

committee, w i l l assess every p a r e n t . The only b a s i s to be considered 

i s the a b i l i t y of the parents t o pay, and t h e r e w i l l be no reduct ion 

in f e e s t o be paid f o r each ch i ld , i f t h e r e i s more than one c h i l d . 
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(3) The Author i ty w i l l c a l cu l a t e t h e cos t s of t h e school , a t the r a t e 

a r r i ved a t i n paragraph (1) above, — deduct t h e t u i t i o n assessment — 

t h e r e s u l t w i l l be t he "educat ional need". 

(4) The Authori ty w i l l a l l o c a t e t o each school according t o i t s 

״ e s t ab l i shed need11 as above — subjec t only t o the amount of funds 

ava i l ab l e to t h e Authority* 

(5) For the ex i s t i ng b e n e f i c i a r i e s of the Welfare Fund, we propose 

t h a t the a l l o c a t i o n t o each school i n 1964-65 and f u t u r e years s h a l l not 

be l e s s than the a l l o c a t i o n in 1962-63, s u b j e c t , however, t o enrolment 

and o ther condi t ions being s u b s t a n t i a l l y the same• 

In the event of a s i g n i f i c a n t decl ine i n enrolment i n any of t he 

i n s t i t u t i o n s , a reduct ion in Welfare Fund a l l o c a t i o n would be warranted• 

However, recognizing t h e d i f f i c u l t y of adjustment t h a t might be involved, 

t h e Authori ty should not in t roduce a sudden or sharp reduct ion in the 

g ran t • 

The Committee f e e l s t h a t t he t reatment of a l l t h e schools , with 

regard to subsidy, should be f u l l y equalized over a reasonable per iod 

of t ime• I t i s hoped t h a t t h i s ob j ec t i ve w i l l be r ea l i zed within a 

per iod of f i v e years• 

We bel ieve tha t with an e f f i c i e n t l y operated assessment, s u b s t a n t i a l 

t u i t i o n f e e increases w i l l be obta ined, and t h a t s i g n i f i c a n t economies 

could be achieved through the operat ion of c l a s se s of more e f f i c i e n t s i z e . 

84 



The Committee be l i eves t h a t t he money a v a i l a b l e f o r Jewish Education 

may very wel l be s u f f i c i e n t t o maintain t h e present s tandards and provide 

some funds f o r f u t u r e expansion, i f t hese funds a r e used t o the bes t 

advantage. I t might appear t h a t t h i s would hamper the growth and t h e 

development of our educat ional system, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n r e l a t i o n t o new 

schools , but t h e r e i s no o ther method of d iv id ing a l i m i t e d amount of 

a v a i l a b l e money and i f parents wish education to progress as i t has done 

i n the pas t few yea r s , they w i l l have to pay a l a r g e share of i t s cos t • 

Over a f i ve -yea r pe r iod , i t should be poss ible t o p lace a l l the schools 

on an even grant ba s i s • The speed with which t h i s occurs w i l l depend on: 

(1) t h e wi l l ingness of the community t o con t r ibu te more t o the 

Education Author i ty 

(2) t h e wi l l ingness of parents t o provide a l a r g e r share of t h e ac tua l 

c o s t s , once they are made aware of what the r e a l cos t s a r e . 

Each school w i l l have ava i l ab le i t s Welfare Fund g r a n t , p lus t h e 

income from t u i t i o n . I f t h e aggregate of these two sources i s not 

s u f f i c i e n t to f inance t h e program which a school wishes to carry on, 

i t w i l l be necessary f o r t he school e i t h e r t o reduce the program or t o 

r a i s e add i t i ona l funds from some o ther sources . This add i t i ona l fund-

r a i s i n g she1״ d not be permit ted t o c o n f l i c t i n any way with the U.J .A. 

f u n d - r a i s i n g program• I t must be emphasized t h a t i f a school does r a i s e 

i t s own supplementary funds by means which weaken the U.J .A. , t he over-

a l l e f f e c t on t he community w i l l be s e r ious ly adverse, and very l i k e l y 

i n t h e long run the school , along with a l l o ther consnunity i n s t i t u t i o n s , 

w i l l s u f f e r from t h e undermining of t he U.J •A. 
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The Committee recognizes t he need f o r keeping down c o s t s . There i s 

one major a r ea , however, in which t h e r e should be no scrimping. In order 

t o a t t r a c t and maintain good t eache r s , an adequate s a l a r y must be pa id . 

This p r i n c i p l e must be kept in mind by those who are respons ib le f o r a 

school when t he quest ion of expansion of f a c i l i t i e s i s considered. I t i s 

a mistake to spend money on physical p lant t h a t might be b e t t e r spent on 

ensuring proper s t a f f i n g of the schools . 

The Committee i s very much aware of the v i t a l r o l e t h a t our 

educat ional f a c i l i t i e s play in maintaining and t r ansmi t t i ng our Jewish 

he r i t age ; we are keenly anxious t h a t these i n s t i t u t i o n s be able t o perform 

t h e i r t a s k s wel l , t h a t they have competent t eachers and good physica l 

f a c i l i t i e s . In the f i n a n c i a l proposal ou t l ined above, the Committee has 

taken in to r e a l i s t i c account the l i m i t a t i o n s on the amounts t h a t can be 

r a i s e d by f u n d - r a i s i n g appeals and the proport ion of those amounts t h a t 

can be appl ied to educat ion, i n the l i g h t of the l a rge claims f o r o ther 

worthy purposes. The l i m i t a t i o n s on community support need not and should 

not compel any reduct ion in the extent and t he qua l i t y of Jewish education 

provided to our young people. I t i s c l ea r to the Committee t h a t economies 

can be e f f e c t e d — c h i e f l y i n the d i r e c t i o n of increase in the s ize of 

c lasses from t h e i r present i no rd ina t e ly low average f i g u r e — without 

impairing the q u a l i t y of the education provided. I f , desp i t e increased 

opera t iona l e f f i c i e n c y , more funds are requi red as a r e s u l t of r i s i n g costs 

and enrolments, paren ts w i l l have to pay a much l a r g e r proport ion of the 

cost of educating t h e i r ch i ld ren , than they do now. Parents must recognize 

t h e i r own ob l iga t i on in t h i s regard , and not assume t h a t the f inanc ing of 
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t h e i r c h i l d r e n ' s Jewish education i s someone e l s e ' s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

They and t h e i r ch i ld ren w i l l be the primary b e n e f i c i a r i e s of those 

educat ional s e rv ices ; they should be prepared to pay the major por t ion 

of the c o s t , foregoing whatever has t o be foregone in order t o meet 

t h i s r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . The community a t l a r g e a l so de r ives b e n e f i t from 

the at tendance of ind iv idua l chi ldren a t Jewish schools and a community 

con t r ibu t ion t o the cost i s appropr ia te . But the con t r ibu t ion should be 

designed pr imar i ly t o a s s i s t those parents who simply could not pay, 

or f o r whom the payments would involve hardship . 
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Questionnaire on Community Attitudes to Jewish Education 

1. How many children do you have living at home and what are their ages 
2. Do you have a child attending a Jewish school at the present time 
3. If not, do you expect to have a child attending a Jewish school in the future 
4. Name of Jewish school you have chosen or would choose 

(a) Which of the following are the two most important reasons for your choice: 
i. It is more conveniently located than any other 

ii. You favor the course of studies offered there 
iii. The teachers are very well qualified 
iv. The school is operated by the synagogue with which you are affiliated 
v. The hours of school attendance are convenient 
vi. One (or both) of the child's parents attended the same type of school.. 

vii. Any other reasons (please specify) 
5. Which department of the school do you prefer: Day School Evening School 
6. (a) If your preference is for Day School, which two of the following are the most important reasons: 

i. The child goes to school only during the normal public school hours 
ii. The child receives a much more intensive Jewish education 

iii. The child receives his entire education in a Jewish atmosphere 
iv. Because the education is intensive, it is demanding and challenging 
v. All the child's classmates are Jewish 

vi. The child leams more because all the other children in the school are enthusiastic about learning 
vii. Other reasons (please specify) 

(b) If your preference is for Evening School, which Iwo of the following are the most important reasons: 
i. An Evening School education is sufficient for the child's Jewish education 
ii. The child should have an opportunity to associate with non-Jewish children 

iii. I feel it is important for Jews to participate in and support the public school system 
iv. I cannot afford the full cost of Day School and do not wish to be subsidized 
v. I feel that Day School teachers are not as well qualified as public school teachers 
vi. I feel that the Jewish community, by setting up its own school system, is segregating itself from the 

rest of the community, and I disapprove of this 
vii. Other reasons (please specify) 

7. In what two respects do you consider the school which you favor to be the most successful: 
i. In imparting a knowledge of our Religion 
ii. In imparting a knowledge of the Hebrew Language 

iii. In imparting a knowledge of the Yiddish Language 
iv. In imparting a knowledge of Jewish Culture 
v. In imparting a knowledge of Jewish History 

vi. In developing in the child a sense of pride in being Jewish 
vii. In developing in the child a capacity to withstand anti-semitic pressures 

viii. Other reasons (please specify) 
8. Which two features of the school which you favor do you consider the least satisfactory: 

i. The school discipline is unsatisfactory 
ii. A good deal of time is wasted 

iii. There is not enough opportunity for the child to associate with children of other ethnic and religious 
groups 

iv. I feel that the teachers are not adequately qualified 
v. I feel that the demands made on the child are too heavy 

vi. I feel that our Jewish education programs tend to segregate the Jewish community from the rest of 
the community 

vii. Other reasons (please specify) 
9. Which of the four following types of school do you feel is best suited to the needs of our children: 

Day School Evening School (3 sessions per week) 
Evening School (5 sessions per week) Sunday School (1 session per week) 

10. Do you feel Jewish education should end at grade VII or grade XI 
11. It currently costs $275.00 per year for each child enrolled in Day School. Do you feel that the benefit derived 

is worth this expenditure: Yes No 
12. Any other comments 

(Please use reverse side if necessary) 



SUMMARY:- QUESTIONNAIRE ON COMMUNITY ATTITUBES TO JEWISH EDUCATION 

KEY 

A. Interviewees who have children attending a Jewish School 
B. Interviewees who have no children of school or pre-school age 
C. Interviewees who have small children not yet of school age 

INTERVIEWEES WHO OUT OF A 
GAVE THESE REASONS POSSIBLE 

4 (a) TWO MOST IMPORTANT REASONS FOR SELECTION OF SCHOOL 

31 

23 

25 

13 

15 

12 

HERZLIA DAY 

1, Favor the course of studies offered there• 

2» Teachers are very well qual i f ied״ 

HERZLIA EVENING 

1• School i s more conveniently located than any other, 

2. Favor the course of studies of fered the re . 

67 76 12 

19 32 13 

50 54 10 

17 23 1 

16 23 9 

7 8 6 

PERETZ SCHOOL DAY 

1• Favor the course of studies, offered t h e r e . 

2« Teachers are very well qua l i f i ed . 

PERETZ SCHOOL EVENING 

1. Favor the course of studies offered there . 

2# I t i s more conveniently located than any o ther . 

36 9 7 
21 
16 

ROSH PINA EVENING 

1• School i s operated by a f f i l i a t e d Synagogue, 

2 . The hours of attendance are convenient. 

45 13 11 

102 16 24 

23 11 8 

23 1 1 

71 11 18 

31 6 14 

SHAAREY ZEDEK DAY 

1• School i s operated by a f f i l i a t e d Synagogue. 

2# Favor the course of studies offered there• 

SHAAREY ZEDEK EVENING 

1• School i s operated by a f f i l i a t e d Synagogue• 

2 . I t i s more conveniently located than any other . 



SUMMARY;- QUESTIONNAIRE - 2 - B2 
INTERVIEWEES WHO OUT OF A 
GAVE THESE REASONS POSSIBLE 

SHOLEM ALEICHEM EVENING A B £ A B C 

1» Favor the course of s tudies offered the re . 3 1 
3 2 0 

2» Teachers are very well qua l i f ied 2 0 — 

TAIHUD TORAH DAY 

1• Favor the course of studies offered there . 124 83 25 
143 96 31 

2 . Teachers are very well qual i f ied the re . 63 41 10 

TALMUD TORAH EVENING 

1* Favor the course of studies offered there . 13 24 7 
18 35 10 

2, I t i s more conveniently located than any other . 6 8 4 

6 (a) TWO MOST FREQUENTLY GIVEN REASONS FOR INTERVIEWEES ,WHO OUT OF A 
PREFERRING DAY SCHOOL GAVE THESE REASONS POSSIBLE 

A B C A B C 
HERZLIA DAY 

1• Child at tends school only during normal 23 1 2 
public school hours. 

31 4 2 
2 . Child receives much more intensive Jewish 

education. 21 2 2 

PERETZ SCHOOL DAY 

1• Child receives much more intensive Jewish 38 53 6 
education. 

53 
67 76 12 

2 . Child attends school only during normal 49 36 9 
public school hours. 

SHAAREY ZEDEK DAY 

1. Child receives much more intensive Jewish 30 10 7 
education. 

30 
45 13 11 

2. Child attends school only during normal public 
school hours. 33 6 6 

TALMUD TORAH DAY 
1• Child receives much more intensive Jewish 104 75 19 

education. 
75 19 

143 96 31 
2 . Child attends school only during normal 

public school hours. 95 46 22 



INTERVIEWEES WHO OUT OF A 
GAVE THESE REASONS POSSIBLE 

A B C A B C 

SUMMARY:- QUESTIONNAIRE 

6 (b) TWO MOST FREQUENTLY GIVEN REASONS FOR 
PREFERRING EVENING SCHOOL 

HERZLIA EVENING 

23 7 2 
12 3 2 1* Child should have opportunity to associate with 

non-Jewish children 

8 3 0 
2. I t i s important fo r Jews to par t ic ipa te in and 

support the public school system 

PERETZ SCHOOL EVENING 

19 32 13 
10 17 9 

19 6 4 

l t Child should have opportunity to associate with 
non-Jewish children, 

2. An Evening School education i s su f f i c i en t for the 
ch i ld r s Jewish education. 

36 9 7 

15 1 5 

12 4 1 

ROSH PINA EVENING 

1, Child should have opportunity to associate with 
non-Jewish children 

2• I t i s important fo r Jews to par t ic ipa te in and 
support the public school system. 

102 16 24 

61 11 16 

57 8 11 

SHAAREY ZEDEK EVENING 

1» Child should have opportunity to associate with 
non-Jewish children 

2» I t i s important fo r Jews to par t ic ipate in and 
support the public school system* 

SHOLEM ALEICHEM EVENING 

3 2 0 

2 2 

2 0 

I t Child should have opportunity to associate with 
non-Jewish children 

2* An Evening School education i s su f f i c i en t fo r the 
ch i ld ' s Jewish education• 

TALMUD TORAH EVENING 

18 35 10 
9 19 4 I t Child should have opportunity to associate with 

non-Jewish chi ldren. 

2# An Evening School education i s su f f i c i en t fo r the 
child*s Jewish education. 7 18 4 



B 4 SUMMARY:״ QUESTIONNAIRE 

INTERVIEWEES WHO OUT OF A 
GAVE THESE REASONS POSSIBLE 

IN WHAT TWO RESPECTS DO YOU CONSIDER THE 
SCHOOL YOU FAVOR MOST SUCCESSFUL 

A B C 

31 4 2 

23 7 2 

67 76 12 

19 32 13 

36 9 7 

45 13 11 

102 16 24 

A B C 

20 2 0 

13 2 0 

11 4 2 

11 4 1 

32 54 6 

33 35 5 

12 26 5 

6 9 6 

24 4 3 

15 4 3 

32 4 4 

ע 23 . 5 

47 10 10 

46 3 9 

HERZLIA DAY 

1 . In imparting a knowledge of the Hebrew Language. 

2 . In developing in the chi ld a sense of pride in 
being Jewish. 

HERZLIA EVENING 

1• In imparting a knowledge of the Hebrew language. 

2 . In imparting a knowledge of our Religion. 

PERETZ SCHOOL DAY 

1 . In imparting a knowledge of the Yiddish Language 

2 . In imparting a knowledge of Jewish Culture. 

PERETZ SCHOOL EVENING 

1. In imparting a knowledge of the Yiddish Language 

2. In imparting a knowledge of Jewish Culture. 

ROSH PINA EVENING 

1« In imparting a knowledge of our Religion. 

2 . In imparting a knowledge of the Hebrew Language. 

SHAAREY ZEDEK DAY 

1 . In imparting a knowledge of the Hebrew Language. 

2« In imparting a knowledge of our Religion• 

SHAAREY ZEDEK EVENING 

1• In developing in the child a sense of pride in 
being Jewish. 

2. In imparting a knowledge of our Religion• 



cont*d page 2 SUMMARY:- QUESTIONNAIRE 

INTERVIEWEES WHO OUT OF A 
GAVE THESE REASONS POSSIBLE 

k B 

2 2 

0 2 

IN WHAT TWO RESPECTS DO YOU CONSIDER THE 
SCHOOL YOU FAVOR MOST SUCCESSFUL 

SHOLEM ALEICHEM EVENING 

lo In imparting a knowledge of the Hebrew Language• 

2, In imparting a knowledge of the Yiddish Language* 

143 96 31 

18 35 10 

91 68 22 
72 45 11 

12 17 

7 17 

TALMUD TORAH DAY 

1• In imparting a knowledge of the Hebrew Language, 

2« In imparting at knowledge of our Religion. 

TALMUD TORAH EVENING 

1, In imparting a knowledge of the Hebrew Language, 

2. In imparting a knowledge of our Religion. 



SUMMARY:״ QUESTIONNAIRE 

INTERVIEWEES WHO OUT OF A 
GAVE THESE REASONS POSSIBLE 

WHICH TWO FEATURES OF SCHOOL YOU FAVOR 
ARE LEAST SATISFACTORY 

31 4 

23 

XL 

6 

HERZLIA DAY 

1 , Not enough opportunity f o r chi ld to assoc iate 

with children of other ethnic and r e l i g i o u s groups. 

2« The school d i sc ip l ine i s unsat is factory• 

HERZLIA EVENING 
1 . Jewish education programs tend to segregate the 

Jewish community from res t of the community• 

2 . The demands on the ch i ld are too heavy. 

67 76 12 

19 32 13 

19 

14 

30 

18 

8 10 

PERETZ SCHOOL DAY 

The school d i s c i p l i n e i s ,unsatisfactory. 

2• Not enough opportunity for ch i ld to assoc iate 

with children of other ethnic and re l ig ious groups• 

PERETZ SCHOOL EVENING 

1• The school d i s c ip l ine i s unsat is factory• 

2 , Not enough opportunity f o r ch i ld to associate with children of other ethnic and re l ig ious groups. 

36 9 

ROSH PINA EVENING 

1• The school d i s c i p l i n e i s unsat i s factory , 

2 , A good deal of time i s wasted. 

45 13 11 
21 5 5 

10 4 3 

SHAAREY ZEDEK DAY 

1» The school d i sc ip l ine i s unsat i s factory . 

2 . Not enough opportunity for ch i ld to associate 
with children of other ethnic and r e l i g i o u s groups. 

102 16 24 
58 5 7 

49 4 5 

SHAAREY ZEDEK EVENING 

1• The school d i sc ip l ine i s unsats i factory . 

2 . A good deal of time i s wasted• 



Cont'd page 2 SUMMARY:•* QUESTIONNAIRE 

INTERVIEWEES WHO OUT OF A 
GAVE THESE REASONS POSSIBLE 

A B C A B C 

WHICH TWO FEATURES OF SCHOOL YOU FAVOR 
ARE LEAST SATISFACTORY 

2 0 
0 1 

0 1 

SHOLEM ALEICHEM EVENING 

1. A good deal of time i s wasted• 

2 . The teachers are not adequately qual i f ied• 

143 96 31 

42 20 12 

22 20 6 

TALMUD TORAH DAY 

1 . Not enough opportunity for child to associate 
with children of other ethnicaarid re l ig ions groups. 

2, Jewish education programs tend to segregate the 
Jewish community from res t of the community. 

18 35 10 

TAIMUD TORAH EVENING 

1» The school d isc ipl ine i s unsat isfactory• 

2• Not enough opportunity fo r chi ld to associate 
with children of other ethnic and re l ig ious groups. 



INTERVIEWEES WHO OUT OF A 
GAVE THESE REASONS POSSIBLE 

A B C 

31 4 2 

23 7 2 

67 76 12 

19 32 13 

36 9 7 

45 13 11 

102 16 24 

3 2 0 

143 96 31 

18 35 10 

A B C 

28 2 1 

12 2 0 
8 5 1 

61 69 11 

11 18 2 
7 8 10 

26 3 3 

3 4 1 

40 10 8 

78 10 19 

13 3 1 

2 2 - . -

1 0 

136 90 29 

8 16 1 

8 10 4 

SUMMARYQUESTIONNAIRE 

TYPE OF SCHOOL PREFERRED 

HERZLIA DAY 

1 . Day 

HERZLIA EVENING 

1• Evening School ( f ive sessions per week) 

2 . Evening School (three sessions per week) 

PERETZ SCHOOL DAY 

1 . Day School 

PERETZ SCHOOL EVENING 

1• Evening School ( f ive sessions per week) 

2« Evening School (three sessions per week) 

ROSH PINA EVENING 

1• Evening School (three sessions per week) 

2 . Day School 

SHAAREY ZEDEK DAY 

1 . Day School 

« 1 m > P EKnEK EVENING 

1• Evening School (three sessions per week) 

2 . Evening School (f ive sessions per week) 

SHOLEM ALEICHEM EVENING 

1« Evening School (three sessions per week) 

2 ) Evening School ״ f ive sessions per week) 

TAIMUP TORAH DAY 

1 # Day School 

TAIMJD TORAH EVENING 

1* Evening School ( f ive sessions per week) 

2m Ewoning School (three sessions per week) 



INTERVIEWEES WHO OUT OF A 
GAVE THESE REASONS POSSIBLE 

A B C 

31 4 2 

23 7 2 

67 76 12 

19 32 13 

A B C 

17 2 1 

8 1 1 

13 2 1 

8 4 0 

43 24 8 

15 41 3 

10 10 8 

5 15 3 

SUMMARY:- QUESTIONNAIRE 

10. TERMINAL GRADE PREFERRED 

HERZLIA DAY 

1 . Grade VII 

2• Grade XI 

HERZLIA EVENING 

1 . Grade VII 

2P Grade XI 

PERETZ SCHOOL DAY 

1, Grade VII 

2. Grade XI 

PERETZ SCHOOL EVENING 

1 # Grade VII 

2• Grade XI 

36 9 7 

45 13 11 

102 16 24 

3 2 0 

143 96 31 

18 35 10 

13 5 4 

11 2 3 

23 6 9 

18 5 1 

60 8 14 

24 4 8 

2 2 

83 66 16 
39 25 10 

5 23 2 
6 7 4 

ROSH PINA EVENING 

1. Grade XI 

2. Grade VII 

SHAAREY ZEDEK DAY 

1. Grade VII 

2. Grade XI 

SHAAREY ZEDEK EVENING 

1 . Grade XI 

2« Grade VII 

SHOLEM ALEICHEM EVENING 

J• Grade XI 

TAIMJD TORAH DAY 

1• Grade XL 

2. Grade VII 

TALMUD TORAH EVENING 
1• Grade XI 
2. Grade XII 



10 
B 

INTERVIEWEES WHO OUT OF A 
GAVE THESE ANSWERS POSSIBLE 

A B C 

31 4 2 

67 76 12 

19 32 13 

36 9 7 

45 13 11 

102 16 24 

3 2 0 

143 96 31 

A B C 

28 2 1 

13 1 2 23 7 2 

3 3 0 

18 35 10 

52 63 7 

5 5 0 

6 15 7 

4 9 3 

15 6 3 

9 2 4 

38 11 10 
3 1 0 

34 8 6 

29 5 9 

2 2 

125 86 26 

8 5 4 

4 24 3 

8 6 2 

SUMMARY:- QUESTIONNAIRE 

11. CONSIDER THAT COST OF DAY SCHOOL EDUCATION 
IS JUSTIFIED BY BENEFIT RECEIVED 

HERZLIA DAY 

YES 

HERZLIA EVENING 

YES 

NO 

VSmZ SCHOOL DAY 

YES 

NO 

PERETZ SCHOOL EVENING 

YES 

NO 

BOSH PINA EVENING 

YES 

NO 

SHAAREY ZEDEK DAY 

YES 

NO 

SHAAREY ZEDEK EVENING 

NO 

YES 

SHOLEM ALEICHEM EVENING 

YES 

TAIMUD TORAH DAY 

YES 

NO 

TAIMJD TORAH EVENING 

YES 

NO 



c 

CAPITAL STRUCTURE SCHOOLS 

1963 

PERETZ SCHOOL 

Cost Aikins Branch $ 150,000.00 

Cost Aikins Addition 110,000,00 

Cost Je f f er son Branch 50,000,00 

Cost Je f ferson Addition 100.000.00 

$ 410,000,00 

Capital Indebtedness 100,000,00 

Accrued D e f i c i t August 31/63 6 ,600,00 

TALMUD TORAH 

Cost of three - s tage bui ld ing program $ 475,000.00 

Capital Indebtedness 90 ,000,00 

Accrued D e f i c i t August 31/63 69,000,00 

Total Capital Structure $ 885,000,00 

Total Capital Indebtedness f 265,000*00 

N.fl, No comparable f i g u r e s are ava i lab le f o r the Herzl ia Academy or 
the Congregational Schools . 



WINNIPEG HEBREW FREE SCHOOL 

SCHEDULE OF ACCUMULATED DEFICIT 

August 31. 1948 - August 31. 1960 

I 2.794.00 

1,380*00 
354.48 

450,00 

1,894,04 

2,821,00 

2,419.00 

1,007.65 

600,00 

13,720.17 

i 10,600.00 

2,400,67 

1,551.44 

2,606.12 
6,742,04 

7,819,38 

9*379.79 

8,381.94 

1,239.61 

2,932.73 

7,065.09 
2 0 0 , 0 0 

60,918.81 
13,720.17 

47,198.64 

Accrued Def i c i t August 31/47 

1949 Def ic i t 1948-49 

1950 Reimbursement - 47-48-49 De f i c i t 
Def i c i t 49-50 

1951 Reimbursement 
Surplus - 50-51 

1952 Maintenance Def ic i t 51-52 

1953 Def ic i t 52-53 ־ 
Deduction 1952 Allocation 

1954 Def i c i t 53-54 
Jewish Welfare Fund Subsidy 

1955 Def i c i t 54-55 
Subsidy 

1956 Def ic i t 55-56 
Subsidy 

1957 Surplus 56-57 

1958 Def ic i t 57-58 
Adj, Def ic i t 

1959 Def i c i t 58-59 

1960 Def ic i t 59-60 
Refund to J. W. F. 

Def i c i t August 31, 1960 



ANALYSIS OF TALMUD TORAH ANNUAL OPERATING DEFICITS 

S 1700 

400 

200 

200 

400 

570 

1300 

200 

3400 

500 

800 

200 

1900 

300 

6000 

2400 

1100 

500 

100 

2700 

1953-54 (continued) 

Tuition 

Subst i tute Teachers 

Educ. Expense 

Light & Water 

Fuel 

1954-55 

Interest 

Tuition 

Membership 

Taxi 

Muter Farein 

Subst i tute Teachers 

Light & Water 

Sa lar i e s 

Sundry 

1955-56 

Taxi 

Sa lar i e s 

1957-58 

Muter Farein 

1958-59 

Muter Farein 

Taxi 

Sa lar i e s 

8 700 

1500 

1000 

1500 

1000 

3000 

200 

400 

700 

450 

400 

300 

200 

150 

300 

300 

500 

2000 

2200 

400 

300 

1948-49 

Sa lar ies 

Taxi 

1949-50 

Taxi 

1951-52 

Taxi 

Income (down) 

1952-53 

Taxi 

Subst i tute Teachers 

Salar ies 

Educational Expense 

Cleaning 

Printing 

Fuel 

Interest 

Lunches 

Moving Expense 

Tuition 

Synagogue Income 

1953-54 

Taxi 

Salar ies 

Fuel 

Membership 



ANALYSIS OF TALMUD TORAH ANNUAL OPERATING DEFICITS (2) 

1959-60 

Salaries 8 3000 

Substitute Teachers 600 

Interest 2000 

Light & Water 200 

Fuel 300 

Printing & Staty. 300 

Muter Farein 500 

(Welfare Fund picked up 81400 of t h i s d e f i c i t in 1960-61) 

I . B. 

This i s a rough analysis . There were some balancing items of underexpenditure (not l i s t e d ) . 

From the accompanying sheet i t can be seen that Welfare Fund picked׳ up (over the years) 

those it8ms of d e f i c i t that were not within the control of the school. 

Welfare Fund never accepted responsibi l i ty for taxi d e f i c i t s or salary overexpenditures 

which are related to c la s s structure. 

from the fact that Welfare Fund has ins is ted tha־t 

school operating budget (and not just to the 

The recurring Muter Farein d e f i c i t s ar ise 

the Muter Farein should contribute to the 

Capital Fund). 



SUMMARY PERETZ FOLK SCHOOL DEFICIT POSITION 

8 646.00 

337.00 

863.00 

1750.00 

4200.00 

1800.00 
89596.00 

8 647.00 

2180.00 

800.00 

5400.00 

5200.00 

3200.00 

Accrued Def ic i t August 31/53 

Def ic i t 53-54 

Welfare Fund Def ic i t Payment 

Def ic i t 55-56 

Welfare Fund Def ic i t Payment 

Surplus 56-57 

Surplus 58-59 

Def ic i t 59-60 

Def ic i t 60-61 

Welfare Fund Deficit Payment 

Def ic i t 61-62 Welfare Fund Def ic i t Payment 817420.00 

Accrued Def ic i t August 31/62 8 17400.00 
Less 9600.00 

8 7800.00 



G 

DEFICIT POSITION SOUTH END TAIMJD TORAH (HERZLIA) 

When Herzlia entered the Welfare Fund, in September, 1959, 

i t had an accrued de f i c i t of — $ 20,404.03 

Operating Def ic i t , September 1959-60 13,407.51 

Operating Def ic i t , September 1960-61 
Less Welfare Fund Defici t Payment of $1,403.00 !4.813*03 

48,624.57 

Operating Def ic i t , September 1961-62 

$ 10,633.56 

Loan Interes t 3,036.69 $ 13,670.25 

Less Capital Campaign 10,000 

Welfare Fund Defici t Payment 4,000 

Salary Adjustment 480 14,480.00 

Surplus: 809.75 

Def ic i t , September 1, 1962 47,814.82 

Operating Def ic i t , September 1962-63 12,829.48 

Accrued Def ic i t , September 1, 1963 — 60,644.30 

N.B. The 1962-63 Deficit (which i s quite typical) was accrued as follows: 

Salary Overexpenditures $ 7,500 (2 Evening Classes and 1 Day Class Disallowed 
because below minimum size) 

Interes t 1,500 

Rent 2,700 (because Welfare Fund Disallowed a number of 
classes, i t Disallowed part of the rental 

Transportation 1,100 payment) 
(Teacher from Is rae l ) 

$ 12,800 



TOM YEAR COMPARISON 

Expenditure H 

1950-51 1961-62 % Increase 

Peretz $67*900 $122,600 80.6% 

Talmud To rat 57,460 155,000 169.6% 

Herzlia - 54,200 -

Total $125,360 $331,800 164.7% 

Expenditure 
Per Student 

1950-51 1961-62 % Increase 

Peretz $ 105,28 $ 301,93 186,8% 

Talmud Torah 124.30 257,29 107,0% 

Herzlia - 288,56 -

Total $ 113.50 $ 276,12 143.3% 

Teachers Salaries 

1952-53 1961-62 % Increase 

Peretz $ 64,000 $ 90#700 41,7% 

Talmud Torah 50*800 111,100 118.7% 

Herzlia - 42,500 -

Total $114,800 $244,300 112,8% 

Teachers Salaries Per Student 

1952-53 1961-62 % Increase 

Peretz $ 99,24 $ 222,35 124,1% 

Talmud Torah 110.90 184,15 66,1% 

Herzlia - 226,12 -

Total $ 103,39 $ 203.11 95.3% 



Teachers S a l a r i e s as % of Expenditure 

1952-53 1961-62 

Peretz 94.2% 74.0% 

Talmud Torah 88,4% 71.8% 

Herzl ia - 78,4% 

Total 91.6% 73.6% 

Tuit ion Income 

1952-53 1961-62 % Increase 

Peretz $ 29,200 $ 44,400 52,1% 

Talmud Torah 23 , 650 71,100 200,6% 

Herzlia - 24,600 -

Total $ 52,850 8140,100 165.1% 

Tuit ion Income Per Student 

1952-53 1961-62 % Increase 

P6retz $ 45.22 $ 109,37 141,9% 

Talmud Torah 51,14 117.55 129*1% 

Herzl ia - 130.16 -

Total $ 47142.1% 116,11 $ 92״ 

Tuit ion Income as % of Expenditure 

1952-53 1962-63 

Peretz 43,0% 36,2% 

Talmud Torah 41,2% 45.9% 

Herzl ia - 45.4% 

Total 42,2% 42 . 2% 



J Welfare Fund Subsidy 

1952-53 1961-62 % Increase 

Peretz 8 51$700 8 71,800 38.9% 

Talmud Torah 40,000 72,700 81,8% 

Herzlia - 18,400 -

Total 8 91,700 8162,900 77.6% 

Welfare Fund Subsidy Per Student 

1952-53 1961-62 % Increase 

Peretz 8 80.18 8 176.17 119.7% 

Talmud Torah 86.35 120,34 39.4% 

Herzlia - 97.16 -

Total 82.11 135.12 64.6% 

Welfare Fund Subsidy as % of Expenditure 

1952-53 1961-62 

Peretz 76.1% 58.6% 

Talmud Torah 69.6% 46.9% 

Herzlia - 33.9% 

Total 73.2% 49.1% 

Enrollment 

1952-53 1961-62 % Increase 

Peretz 644 407 30.5% 

Talmud Torah 461 603 30.4% 

Herzlia - 188 -

Total 1105 1198 8.4% 

K.B. Bosh Pina registrat ion of 200 students should be added to the registrat ion 
in 1961-62 - these are North Winnipeg Schools. The Herzlia registration i s part 
of the South Winnipeg t o t a l , 

i . e , The to ta l North Winnipeg registration has remained the same from 1952to 1962. 



PER CAPITA COSTS 1962-63 TAIAflJD TORAH 

Overhead 357,000 
(Maintenance, O f f i c e , Supervision, 

Etc . ) 

Attendance 600 

Per Capita Overhead 895 

*KINDERGARTEN &, NURSERY 

Teaching Salaries 9,900 

Attendance HO 

Teaching costs per capita $90 
Overhead 95 

Per Capita $185 

AFTERNOON SCHOOL 
Teaching Salaries 8,700 
Attendance 56 

Teaching costs per capita $155 
Overhead 95 

Per Capita $250 

DAY SCHOOL 

Teaching Salaries 87,400 

Attendance 433 

Teaching costs per capita $202. 
Overhead 95 

Per Capita $297 

* Kindergarten and Nursery costs increase by $85 per *capita in 10 years because 
of Health Department requirements of 1 teacher per 10 students under age of 5. 

N.B. These costs do not include cos t s of capital financing which are met by 
separate capital campaigns. 

N.B. B. The cost of Afternoon School i s high because registrat ion per c la s s 
i s small and per capita teaching costs are accordingly very high 



All Depts. 

$226.46 

13-76 

37.52 

29.18 

38.46 

9.55 

8.19 

2.33 

9*06 

$ 374.51 

THE WINNIPEG SCHOOL DIVISION NO. 1 

PEE PUPIL COST - 1962 

Elementary Junior High Senior High T.V.H.S. 
Classif icat ion 
of Expenditure 

$366.32 $351.41 $268.22 $177«67 
Instruct ional 
Services 

26,47 13.57 11.90 9.11 
Instruct ional 
Supplies 

88.79 36.17 36.17 36.17 Operation of 
Plant 

62.16 28.20 29.69 27.75 
Maintenance of 
Plant 

86.75) 
10.75) 

26.84 
10.05 

26.84 
10.05 

26,84 
10.05 

Fixed and Finan-
c ia l Charges 

Capital 
Other 

9.55 

7.69 

1.95 

20t54 

$680.97 

9.55 

8,20 

2.35 

$ 495.71 

9.55 

8,20 

2.35 

9.55 

8.20 

2.35 

% 315*99 $ 412.54 

Reservefor Capital 
Expenditure 

Auxiliary Services 

General Expense 

Administration 

*TOTAL COST 

* Not including value of textbooks supplied by 
Provincial Government at no cost to the Division 



THE WINNIPEG SCHOOL DIVISION NO. 1 

1962 PER PUPIL COST 

ALL DEPTS. AVERAGE COSTS PER PUPIL 

All Depts, 
Per Pupil 

Cost 

Divide by 
net average 
enrolment 

Actual (per 
f i n a n c i a l 
Statement) Per Budget 

226.46 47,102 $10,666,745.33 
I n s t r u c t i o n a l 
Services 

13.76 

37.52 

29.18 

38.46 

9.55 

8.19 

2,33 

9*06 

47,102 

47,102 

47,102 

47,102 

47,102 

47,102 

47,102 

47.102 

647,938.09 

1,767,422.66 

1,374,248.18 

1,811.459.48 

450,000.00 

385,715.97 

109,883.61 

426,774,06 

In s t ruc t iona l 
Supplies 

Operation of Plant 

Maintenance of Plant 

Fixed and Financia l 
Charges 

Reserve fo r Capital 
Expenditures 

Auxil iary Services 

General Expense 

Administration 

47,102 $17,640,187.38 f 
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SHAAREY ZEDEK RELIGIOUS SCHOOL 

Lanark and Grant 

Winnipeg 9> Canada 

O f f i c e of the P r inc ipa l October 20, I960 HU 9-8003 

Mrs. Anne Rogers 
Shaarey Zedek Congregation 
Wellington Crescent & Academy Road 
Winnipeg 9 

Dear Mrs• Rogers: 

Following i s a breakdown of our Enrollment f o r 
the years 1949 1959 ״ inc lus ive* 

(1) YEAR NO. OF STUDENTS 

1949/50 125 
1950/51 250 
1951/52 340 
1952/53 400 
1953/54 440 
1954/55 485 
1955/56 520 
1956/57 587 
1957/58 597 
1958/59 675 
1959/60 735 

(2) There a re ba s i ca l l y fou r types of Classes 
p r e s e n t l y func t ion ing i n our School: 

(a ) Nursery and Kindergarten Classes: these c l a s se s a t tend 
f i v e half ,-״days per week• NURSERY ch i ld ren are aged 4 
and KINDERGARTEN chi ldren are aged 5. 

(b) Three~Day~A״Week Classes: These comprise our PRIMARY 
(ages 6 t o 10) and INTERMEDIATE (ages 11-13) Classes . 
These Students have a 1J hour sess ion t h r e e t imes per 
week: twice during the week and once on Sunday, t o t a l l i n g 
42 hours per week• 



N, 

2 -

(c) The High School comprises the age group of 13 t o 16. 
These Students have an l i sess ion twice weekly. They 
t h e r e f o r e a t tend 2g hours per week. 

(d) DAY SCHOOL: Students i n the Day School Department 
a t t end 5 f u l l days per week or a t o t a l of 30 hours . 
They spend 3 hours per day on Hebrew and 3 hours per 
day on t h e i r ]English s t u d i e s . 

(3) Number of Classes . 

3-DAY-A HIGH DAY 
YEAR NURSERY KINDERGARTEN WEEK SCHOOL SCHOOL 

1949/50 1 1 8 0 

1950/51 1 1 10 0 

1951/52 2 2 14 1 

1952/53 2 2 19 2 

1953/54 2 2 20 3 

1954/55 3 2 20 4 

1955/56 4 2 20 5 

1956/57 4 2 22 5 

1957/58 4 2 23 6 

1958/59 4 2 23 6 

1959/60 5 2 24 6 

Yours very t r u l y 

H. Silverman 
P r i n c i p a l 



FINANCIAL OPERATIONS ROSH PINA SYNAGOGUE SCHOOL - SEPTEMBER 1 s t 1950 t o AUGUST 3 1 s t , 1959 

1959 1258 122L 1956 1221 INCOME 

16,700.00 $19,213.00 $18,230.00 $17,900.00 $ 17,886.00 Tui t ion 

EXPENDITURES 

$ 17,230.00 $ 16,159.00 

979.00 782.00 

3,600.00 3,600.00 

17,200.00 $ 18,177.00 
1,924.00 550.00 

3,600.00 3,500.00 

Teaching S a l a r i e s $ 16,670.00 

Educational Expense 1,924.00 

Maintenance 3,500.00 

$ 22,094.00 $ 22,624.00 $ 22,327.00 $ 21,809.00 $ 20,541.00 TOTAL 

N.B. - no f i g u r e s submitted f o r period p r io r t o 1955 



I 

REGISTRATION ROSH PINA SYNAGOGUE SCHOOL - SEPTEMBER 1950 t o i960 

m M 1221 

REGIS*N 

202 

11 
11 

224 

NO. 
CLASSES 

13 

1 

1 

15 

NO. 
CLASSES REGISיN 

213 

18 

17 

248 

13 

1 

1 

15 

REGIS!N 

208 

19 

18 

245 

NO. 
CLASSES 

12 
1 

1 

14 

1226 

REGIS »N 

203 

14 

14 

231 

NO• 
CLASSES 

11 
1 

1 

13 

Evening School 

Kindergarten 

Nursery School 

Tota l 

N«B, •» no f i g u r e s were submitted f o r the period p r io r t o 1956 



Financial Operations. TALMUD TORAH ״September 1.1950 to August 31.1962 Q l 

1952-53 

40,000 
23,650 
2.700 

66,350 

50,800 
2,170 
9,200 
7,000 
3,100 

700 
72,970 

1956-57 

53,700 
36,700 

3.700 
94,100 

1951-52 

36,000 
17,400 

57,500 

46,780 
1,250 
4,900 
5,700 
1,600 

60,230 

1955-56 

48,800 
29,700 
3.600 
82,100 

1950-51 

33,160 
16,000 

8.700 
57,860 

43,750 
1,410 
5,300 
5,200 
1,800 

57,460 

1954-55 

45,400 
23,200 

3.300 
71,900 

1949-50 

27,462 
13,800 
10.000 
51,262 

39,200 
1,300 
5,700 
5,100 
1,000 

52,300 

1953-54 

41,500 
21,300 

2.700 
65,500 

67,500 
1,500 

13,100 
10,500 

600 

93,200 

1960-61 

67,300 
65,700 
4.000 

137,000 

103,900 
2,700 

23,600 
12,300 

142,500 

58,200 
1,600 
16,600 

7,900 
6,100 

90,400 

1959-60 

57,000 
62,800 
3.300 

123,100 

92,700 
2,800 

22,700 
10,600 

1.300 
130,100 

56,200 
1,150 

13,400 
6,800 
3,700 

81,250 

1958-59 

57,000 
50,600 
2.900 

110,500 

82,700 
2,500 
16,600 
11,000 

6 0 0 

113,400 

53,000 
1,450 
10,000 

6,500 
2,500 

73,450 

1957-58 

52,300 
42,400 
3,100 

97,800 

70,100 
3,000 

14,200 
10,700 

1.100 
99,100 

INCOME 
Welfare Fund 
Tuition 
Other 

EXPENDITURES 
Teacher Salaries 
Education Expense 
Maintenance 
Office 
Taxi Def ic i t 
Other 

INCOME 
Welfare Fund 
Tuition 
Other 

EXPENDITURES 
Teacher Salaries 
Education Expense 
Maintenance 
Office 
Taxi Def ic i t 
Other 

INCOME 
Welfare Fund 
Tuition 
Other 

EXPENDITURES 
Teacher Salaries 
Education Expense 
Maintenance 
Office 
Taxi Def i c i t 
Other 



Financial Operations - TALMUD TORAH - (cont) 

1961-62 
INCOME 
Welfare Fund 72,700 
Tuition 71,100 
Other 3*300 

147,100 
EXPENDITURES 
Teacher Sa lar ies 111,100 
Education Expense 4,000 
Ma intenance 27,000 
O f f i c e 13,000 
Taxi D e f i c i t 
Other — — 

155,000 

TALMUD TORAH CLASS STRUCTURE 

1951-52 1952-53 1953-54 1954-55 
No.Cl. Reg. No.Cl. No.Cl. Reg. No.Cl. SSSM. 

8 117 9 209 11 255 12 296 
13 198 10 182 9 171 7 181 

3 50 3_ 70 3 77 3 85 
365 461 503 562 

1955-56 1956-57 1957-58 1958-59 
No.Cl. No.Cl, N 0 tCl  .Reg. No.Cl. Beg ״

11 261 13 330 13 319 15 347 
9 173 8 147 7 122 6 108 

4 114 2 45 4 110 4 108 
548 522 551 563 

Day Classes 
Evening Classes 
High School 
Kindergarten 

Day Classes 
Evening Classes 
High School 
Kindergarten 

1961-6? 1.9.60-61 !96&-6Q 
No.Cl. Reg. No.Cl, S&&1. No.Cl. Reg. 

15 365 16 406 17 438 
5 104 4 72 3 51 

4 108 4 1?,5 4 127 
577 603 616 

Day Classes 
Evening Classes 
High School 
Kindergarten 

KEY: No.Cl. ־ Number of Classes 
Reg, - Registration 



Financial Operations, PERETZ SCHOOL- September 1. 1950 to August 31. 1962 

1952-?? 

51,700 
29,200 

4.*00 
85,000 

64,000 
1,400 

12,200 
7,800 

(S 150) 
200 

85,600 

1951-52 

43,200 
32,600 

4.000 
79,800 

60,000 
1,100 

12,300 
7,600 

(S 200) 
500 

81,500 

1950-51 

32,400 
30,700 

3.800 
66.900 

47,900 
900 

10,800 
6,500 
1,500 

300 
67,900 

*9*9-50 

28,900 
25,100 

3.700 
57.700 

43,600 
700 

7,400 
5,700 
1,300 

400 
59,100 

INCOME 
Welfare Fund 
Tuition 
Other 

EXPENDITURES 
Teacher Salaries 
Education Expense 
Maintenance 
Office 
Taxi Def ic i t 
Other 

1956-57 

52,200 
34,500 

3.700 
90,400 

67,800 
1,100 

11,900 
7,700 

(S 200) 
1.000 

89,500 

1955-56 

47,200 
32,800 
3.100 

83,100 

60,900 
1,200 

12,700 
7,800 
1,000 

300 
83,900 

1954-55 

50,100 
30,000 
3.100 

83,200 

61,400 
800 

12,900 
7,500 

500 

83.100 

1953—54 

49,900 
28,600 

3 .100 
81,600 

59,000 
1,800 

14,200 
7,600 
1,000 

200 

83,800 

INCOME 
Welfare Fund 
Tuition 
Other 

EXPENDITURES 
Teacher Salaries 
Education Expense 
Maintenance 
Office 
Taxi Def i c i t 
Other 

62,400 
48,900 

2.800 

114,100 

89,000 
1,600 
16,100 
9,700 
1,200 
1,700 

119,300 

1959-( 

51,800 
48,000 

2.700 
102,500 

80,400 
1,300 

15,500 
88,900 

1.800 
107.900 

1958-59 

50,600 
44,300 

3,400 
98,300 

75,700 
1,300 

11,500 
7,700 

300 
96,500 

1957-58 

52,000 
37,500 

2.900 
92,400 

70,200 
600 

13,400 
8,000 

200 

92,400 

INCOME 
Welfare Fund 
Tuition 
Other 

EXPENDITURES 
Teacher Salaries 
Education Expense 
Maintenance 
Office 
Taxi Def ic i t 
Other 



FINANCIAL OGWZATJEN*״ PERETZ SCHOOL ( c o n t ) 

1961-62 

INCOME 
Welfare Fund 71,800 
Tuition 44,400 
Other 2.700 

118,900 
EXPENDITURES 
Teacher Salaries 
Education Expense 
Maintenance 
Off ice 
Taxi Def ic i t 
Other 

122,600 

90,700 
2 , 0 0 0 

10,700 
10,500 

2.700 

PERETZ SCHOOL CLASS STRUCTURE 

1951-52 1952-53 1953-54 1954-55 
no, CI, No.Cl. No.Cl. Reg. No.Cl. Reg. 

12 274 15 315 23 285 13 290 
14 217 11 214 8 153 8 147 

1 13 2 15 2 13 2 20 
4 120 4 100 3 128 4 142 

624 644 579 599 

Day Classes 
Evening Classes 
High School 
Kindergarten 

1955-56 1956-57 1957-58 1958-59 
No.Cl. Reg. No#C!״ Reg* No.Cl, Reg. No.Cl. Reg. 

Day Classes 13 286 14 297 13 302 14 308 
Evening Classes 7 145 8 127 7 136 8 161 
High School 2 24 2 26 2 19 3 32 
Kindergarten 4 150 4 96 4 10! 4 95 

605 546 560 596 

!959-60 1960-61 1961-62 
N9.C*. Reg*. No.Cl. Reg. No.Cl. Reg. 

Day Classes 13 294 13 293 14 268 
Evening Classes 7 141 6 117 6 96 
High School 3 37 3 37 3 25 
Kindergarten 3 96 4 96 3 88 

568 543 477 

KEY) No.Cl. - Number of Classes 
Reg. - Registration 



Financial Operations - SOUTH END TALMUD TORAH (accepted September 1,1959) 

Year Ended August 31st 

im-w 

18,400 
24,600 

600 

43,600 

42,500 
600 

7,200 
3,900 

1961-62 

13,600 
23,300 

600 

37,500 

40,000 
600 

7,200 
3,900 

1960-61 

10,500 
19,900 

600 

31,000 

31,600 
900 

7,200 
3,900 

700 

INCOME 
Welfare Fund 
Tuition 
Other 

EXPENDITURES 
Teacher Salaries 
Education Expense 
Maintenance 
Off ice 
Other 

54,200 51,700 44,300 

CLASS STRUCTURE SOUTH END TALMUD TORAH 

1959-60 1960-61 1961-62 1962-63 
No»Cl| Reg, No*CI. Ree;, No. CI. Reg. No.Cl, Beg*. 

Day Classes 5 50 4 74 4 76 5 82 
Evening Classes 6 93 5 81 4 71 6 63 
Kindergarten 2 30 2 26 2 41 2 _43 

173 181 188 188 

KEY: No.Cl, - Number of Classes 
Reg. - Registration 



WINNIPEG COMMUNITY FUNDS DISTRIBUTION 

% of Total 

32.7 

14• 1 

33.0 

11.0 

3 .8 

3 .9 

1.2 

1962-63 

205,935.00 

89,096.00 

209,471.00 

70,192.00 

23,665.00 

25,105.00 

8,100.00 

% of Total 

40 

21 
22 

9.7 

1 .5 

4 .6 

1 .3 

1952-53 

179,861.00 
96,848.00 
98,331.00 

43,693.00 

7,050.00 

20,863.00 
6,100.00 

United I s r a e l Appeal 

Congress U. J . R. A. 

Jewish Education 

Y.M.H.A. 

Jewish Family Service 

Other Local Services 

National and Overseas 

As a percentage of l oca l cos ts 

62$ Jewish Education — 57.6 

N.B. 

The National average of d i s t r i bu t ion of Cranmunity Funds in the United Sta tes i s as fo l lows: 

Overseas Programs 64$ 

Local Services 30$ 

Of the loca l services Jewish Education represents 12% 



The Winnipeg School Board reports that the school population of Winnipeg 

in grades 1 to 7 in 1963 t o t a l s 32,200. This represents 12.1$ of the 

t o t a l Winnipeg population (265,000). 

Applying t h i s percentage to the Jewish population of 19,200 there should 

be 2300 Jewish children between the ages of 6 and 13• 

The Jewish School population in 1963 i s 

600 

400 

225 

800 
200 

2225 

225 

Talmud Torah 

Peretz School 

Rosh Pina 

Shaarey Zedek 

Herzlia 

Less Kindergarten 

2000 or 87$ of the t o t a l age group 

430 

260 

20 

125 

82 

DAY SCHOOL ENROLLMENT IN WINNIPEG 

Talmud Torah 

Peretz School 

Rosh Pina 

Shaarey Zedek 

Herzlia 

of the t o t a l school 
enrollment 

 ־•45 - 917

Broken down by schools t h i s represents: 

(a) 71$ of the t o t a l Talmud Torah reg i s t ra t ion 

(b) 41$ of the t o t a l Herzlia r eg i s t r a t ion• 

(c) 65$ of the t o t a l Peretz School reg i s t ra t ion 

(d) 15$ of the t o t a l Shaarey Zedek reg i s t r a t ion 

(e) 10$ of the t o t a l Rosh Pina reg is t ra t ion 



RELIGIOUS TEACHING 

241. Rel ig ious teaching, which sha l l be Conducted as 

h e r e i n a f t e r provided, sha l l take place in any public 

school in Manitoba 

Authoriza־ 
t i o n f o r 
r e l i g i o u s 
teaching. 

(a) i f authorized by a reso lut ion passed 

by the board of t r u s t e e s of the d i s t r i c t ; or 

Cb) i f a p e t i t i o n i s presented to the 

board of t r u s t e e s asking for r e l i g i o u s teaching 

and signed by the parents or guardians of at 

l e a s t ten chi ldren attending the school , in the 

case of a rural school d i s t r i c t , or by the 

parents or guardians of at l e a s t twenty- f ive 

chi ldren attending the school , in the case of a 

c i t y , town, or v i l l a g e , school d i s t r i c t . 

S.M. 1952 ( 1 s t S e s s . ) , c . 5 0 , s .241 . 

242. (1) Subject to subsection ( 2 ) , r e l i g i o u s teaching 

when authorized under, or permitted by, t h i s Act, s h a l l 

take place between the hours of h a l f - p a s t three and 

four o 'c lock in the af ternoon, and sha l l be conducted 

by a Christ ian clergyman whose charge inc ludes any 

portion of the school d i s t r i c t or by any person, 

including a teacher , duly authorized by such a c l e r g y -

man. 

Hours f o r 
r e l i g i o u s 
teaching. 



Ur 

(2) Where a school i s c losed at h a l f - p a s t 

three o ' c lock in the afternoon under the regulat ions , 

r e l i g i o u s teaching, wh£n authorized or permitted as 

a f o r e s a i d , s h a l l take place between the hours of 

three o 'c lock and h a l f - p a s t three o 'c lock in the 

afternoon. S.M. 1952 ( 1 s t S e s s . ) , c . 5 0 s ״ .242 . 

Idem, 

2 43 . Where so s p e c i f i e d in such a reso lut ion of a 

board of t r u s t e e s , or so required by a p e t i t i o n of 

parents or guardians pursuant to sec t ion 241, r e l i g i o u s 

teaching during the prescribed period may take place 

only on cer ta in s p e c i f i e d days of the week instead 

of on every teaching day. S.M. 1952 ( 1 s t S e s s . ) 

c . 5 0 , s .243 . 

S p e c i f i e d 
days. 

244. (1) In any school in a town or c i t y school 

d i s t r i c t where the average attendance of Roman Catholic 

chi ldren i s for ty or upwards, and in a v i l l a g e or 

rural school d i s t r i c t where the average attendance 

of such chi ldren i s twenty- f ive or upwards, the 

board of t rus t ee s s h a l l , i f required by a p e t i t i o n of 

parents or guardians of such a number of Roman Catholic 

ch i ldren , r e spec t ive ly , employ at l e a s t one duly 

c e r t i f i e d Roman Catholic teacher in the school . 

Employment 
of Roman 
Catholic 
Teachers. 



u. 

(2) In any school in a town or c i t y school 

d i s t r i c t where the average attendance of non-

Roman Catholic chi ldren i s for ty or upwards, and in 

a v i l l a g e or rural school d i s t r i c t where the average 

attendance of such chi ldren i s twenty - f i ve or upwards, 

the board of t r u s t e e s s h a l l , i f required by a p e t i t i o n 

of parents or guardians of such a number of non-

Roman Catholic ch i ldren , r e s p e c t i v e l y , employ at l e a s t 

one duly c e r t i f i e d non-Roman Catholic teacher in the 

school . S.M. 1952 ( 1 s t S e s s . ) c ״ . 5 0 , s .244 . 

Employment 
of non-
Roman 
Catholic 
teachers . 

245. Where the r e l i g i o u s teaching i s required t o be 

carried on in any school under t h i s Act and there are 

Roman Catholic and non-Roman Catholic ch i ldren , 

attending the school , i f the school room accommodation 

does not permit of the pupi l s being placed in separate 

rooms f o r the purpose of r e l i g i o u s teaching, the 

min is ter sha l l make regulat ions providing a method 

whereby the time a l l o t e d for r e l i g i o u s teaching s h a l l 

be divided in such a way that the r e l i g i o u s teaching 

of Roman Catholic chi ldren sha l l be carried on during 

the prescribed period on one-half of the teaching days 

of each month, and the r e l i g i o u s teaching of the non-

Roman Catholic chi ldren s h a l l be carried on during the 

prescribed .period on one-half of the teaching days in 

each month. S.M. 1952 ( 1 s t S e s s . ) , c . 5 0 , s .245 . 

Allotment 
of days f o r 
r e l i g i o u s 
teaching. 



u. 

246. No separation of pupi l s by r e l i g i o u s denominations 

s h a l l take place during the secular school work. 

S.M. 1952 (1s t s e s s . ) , c . 5 0 , s . 2 4 6 . 

Pupi ls not 
to be 
separated 
f o r work. 

247. Where the school room accommodations at the 

d i sposa l of a board of t r u s t e e s permits, instead of 

d i f f e r e n t days of the week being a l l o t t e d to d i f f e r e n t 

denominations for the purpose of r e l i g i o u s teaching, 

the pupi l s may be separated when the hour f o r 

r e l i g i o u s teaching arr ives and placed in separate 

rooms. S.M.1952, ( 1 s t S e s s . ) , c . 5 0 , s .247 . 

Separation 
f o r 
r e l i g i o u s 
teaching. 

2 4 8 1 ״ ( ) No pupil sha l l be permitted to be present 

at any r e l i g i o u s teaching un less h i s parent or 

guardian so d e s i r e s . 

Presence a t 
r e l i g i o u s 
teaching. 

(2) Where the parent or guardian of a pupil 

does not des ire the attendance of the pupil during 

r e l i g i o u s teaching, the pupil sha l l be dismissed before 

the r e l i g i o u s teaching i s begun or sha l l remain in 

another room. S.M.1952 ( 1 s t S e s s . ) , C.5O, s .248 . 

Dismissal 
from 
r e l i g i o u s 
teaching. 

249. The minister may make regulat ions , not 

incons i s tent with the pr inc ip l e s of t h i s Act , for 

carrying into e f f e c t the provis ions of s ec t ions 241 

to 248. S.M.1952 ( 1 s t S e s s . ) , c . 5 0 , s .249 # 

Department 
may make 
regulat ions . 



RELIGIOUS EXERCISES 

250, Public schoo l s s h a l l be e n t i r e l y n o n - s e c t a r i a n , 

and no r e l i g i o u s e x e r c i s e s s h a l l be al lowed there in 

except as provided in s e c t i o n s 251 and 252, S.M. 1952, 

( 1 s t S e s s . ) , c . 5 0 , s . 2 5 0 . 

251. (1) R e l i g i o u s e x e r c i s e s in publ ic schoo l s s h a l l 

be conducted according to the regu la t ions of the 

advisory board. 

Schoo ls to 
be non-
s e c t a r i a n . 

Conduct 
of 
r e l i g i o u s 
e x e r c i s e s . 

(2) The time f o r r e l i g i o u s e x e r c i s e s s h a l l be 

j u s t before the c l o s i n g hour i n the a f ternoon , except 

t h a t the board of t r u s t e e s , by by-law, may provide 

t h a t the e x e r c i s e s s h a l l be held j u s t a f t e r the 

opening of school in the morning. 

Time. 

(3) Where the parent or guardian of a pupi l 
n o t i f i e s the teacher that he does not wish the pupil 

t o a t tend r e l i g i o u s e x e r c i s e s , the pupi l s h a l l be 

dismissed before the e x e r c i s e s take p lace or s h a l l 

remain i n another room. S.M, 1952 ( 1 s t S e s s . ) f 

c . 5 0 , s.251# 

Attendance 
not com-
pulsory . 

252• (1 ) Subject t o subsec t ion ( 2 ) t r e l i g i o u s 

e x e r c i s e s s h a l l be held i n every publ ic school on 

each teaching day on which the school i s operated. 

R e l i g i o u s 
e x e r c i s e s 
required. 



Cancel lat ion (2 ) The board of t r u s t e e s of a school d i s t r i c t 
of r e l i g i o u s 

e x e r c i s e s . may, by by-law, d i rec t that r e l i g i o u s e x e r c i s e s s h a l l 

not be held in any one or more schools of the d i s t r i c t 

during the then current school year, and t h e r e a f t e r 

in that school year they sha l l not be held in that 

school or those schools . 

E f f e c t i v e (3 ) A by-law passed under subsection C2> sha l l 
period of 

cance l l a t i on , be e f f e c t i v e only u n t i l the t h i r t i e t h day of June 

next fo l lowing the day on which i t i s passed; but a 

s imi lar by-law may be passed t h e r e a f t e r respect ing 

any subsequent school year. En. S.M., 1955, c . 6 0 , s . 2 . 


