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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this study was an attempt to evaluate
the elementary training of a particular parochial school,

The scope of this study wass

l. To learn what are the stated aims and objectives of
a certain parochial school.

2s To investigate whethor the stated parochiael school
has roached its sims and objJectiveas

3. To compare the results of the investigetion with the
renults of other similar studies.

4o To make a statement as to what degree the parochial
schools are reaching their aims as’fur as such a statement
can be made on the basis of this and other studies of a sime
ilar nature.

Before choosing a school whose graduates would answer
the questionnaire, qualifications were get up which the
school had to meet. These qualifications wore that tho
gchool must have a cortain amount of stability and it mst
have clearly expressed aims which it sought to carry oute
The stabllity of the achool was measured by the length of
time that the teachers tauéht at the school and by the social
and econonic background of the children that attended the
schoole If the social and economic background of the child=-

ren had changed over the course of years, the results of the
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study would not be very reliable.

The manner by which this atudy was undetaken was %o
send out a questionnaire to graduates of a parochial school,
seeking to discover their opinion of their elemenatary
gchool training.

The survey was carried out in a large congregation loe-
cated in the middle class section of a city having a populae
tion of approximately one million people. The section in
which the school waa located was built up in the late nine=
teen-twentles.

The questionmalre used to obtain the information basie
to the study was dravn primarily on a questiomnaire worked
out by the Reve Emil. Potersone This instrument had been
devised in connection with a seminar course in the field of
education with Professor Ove S. Olson, Phe De, hoad of the
Dopartment of Education at Guatavus Adolphus College in St,
Petoer, Minnesqta.l_ Potorson's questionnaire was used with
only minor changes so that legitimate comparisons end cone
clusions could be drawm between ti:a two studies.

The questionnaire and the letter accompaninying:the:gues=
tionnaire were malled to the graduates on February l, 1950,
A stamped self-addressed envelope was included i th the

1zl Fo Peteraon, "An Evaluation of a Iuthoran Day
School Education,"™ Concordla Theological Honthly, XVII
(September, 1946), 704,
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lotter and tho questionnalires A request was made for a re-
ply on the queationnaire by March 1, 1950,

The paator of the congregation had announced to the
Walther League society and in the church's weekly bulletin
that the graduates wore going to receive the quesbimna:lre.

On February 22, 1950, a postoard reminder was sent to
all the graduates who had not returned their questionnaire.
At that time fifty percent of the returns had not been re-
colvede The responses to the postcards brought the returns
up %o fifty percent of the total number of questionnaires
gent out. At the beginning of HMarch all who had not answer-
od the questionnaires were contacted personally by tele=
phone. '

Hinety-four questionnaires were mailed out to graduates
of Ghe school who had graduated between the yeara 1955 and
1945, The graduates of those years were chosen because 16
waa felt that they would represent a typical c¢rosa segtion
of the achool's work in reoeni: vears. None were chosen who
graduated after 1945 because i1t was felt that they would be
to0 young and immature %o glve as an objective an answer &s
would those whko graduated before 1945. The total number of
returns was sixty-fours The percentage of returns was gix-
ty-eight percent, The achool graduated 135 children during
the period of 1935 to 1945, The porcentage 61‘;’ roeturns on
the total numbor of graduates was forty-seven pareen_t.

Much of the material was obtained from the question-
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neire because 1t was the only method that the information
could be seoured., The following qualifications were used
as a gulde in revising and setting up the questionnaire that
was useds

1, One should bear in mind the demends made upon the
time of fhe respondente

28¢ The questions should apply to tho situation of the
respondente |

ds The purpose of the questlonnaire must be constantly
kept in mind, _

4e Dofinite limitatlons should bo made,

Se The questions ghould be cloar,

Ges The regponses should be of such a character that
they can be easily summarizode® ;

The above qualifications were conaidered before the

queatioﬁnaira ag it was sent out was finally adoptede

: In the questionnaire one question was misunderstood by
five of the respondents. The question asgked, "Did you ex=
porience any advantage when you transferred to public
schoola?" Five of the respondents thought that the question
wanted to £ind out if they experienced any advantage by
transforring to a public school. The quostion aought to
discover whether tha.paroeh!.a-l school offered them &n advane

2carter V. Good, Ae S. Barr, Douglas E, Scates, Ihe
Methodolo% of Educational Research, (New York: Appleton Cene
[+ " ¥ 15). PPe 35,-3350



&
tage wirch they experienced after transferring to a public
achools Peterson did not report that any of the respondents
in his two purveys wisunderstood the question. One question
ghould have been omltteds This question sought to determine
how the graduates divided their church contributionses It
waa found alfter the quatzti'onnairas had been sent ocut that
the congregation divided the contributions in its budgete ™

The following questions in Pelterasont!s questionnaire
were changed or omitted: ;

7« Did you enroll in a Junior High School®

Ba Did you finish Junior High School?

25« Viould other types of religlous training have meant
the same?

d0s How would you 1ate the secular education received
in the Lutheran Day School®

49 Uhat portion of your income ls contributed Lo your
chureh?

Queationg number seven and eight were dropped; because
the public school system in tho area where this survey was
made had no sunior Migh School in its educational aystems
Question twenty-three was worded differently. Peterson re=-
ported that In one survey eightoen of the {ifty-tbhree re-
apondents or thirty-three percent misunderstood the ques=
tion.3 The question was re-worded, "Would release time

5I‘a"lseiz-scm, gp_; ‘clte, pe T0%
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clasges, Junday School, and Vacation Biblo School have meant
ag mch?" In quostion thirty the word "secular"™ was changed
to "goneral® bocauoo the Imtheran Schools should not divorce
the religlous aspocts of education from the scculur, but
should strive %o weave Christianlty throughout tho entire
treining.é To quoestion forty-nine was added tho word ®ap-
vroximately®. It was hoped that by the addition o:l." ths wox_'d
Tapproximately" a bhotter percentage of returna on thls quese
tion would be gainsde Yhe percentaze of returns on this
audstion wag Ltwenty~gevon percont above the highest psrcente
age which Poterson recorded in his two surveys.a

The following two quostions were added to the questione
naires

Do you think that you experlenced some advantages in
attending a Imthoran Day School? v-

If yes, what were they?

Those two questions were added as a reens of coni'irming
the answers to quostions mumber three and four in that ssce
tion. Those questions asked if the graduates oxperienced
an edvantage af'ter _trans!.‘em*ing to & public school. The
questions were alsb added to find ocu% what the gradueates

4rRolizion," - y £ Ele-
gion," Genoral Course of Study for Lutheran Ele:
montary Schools, edltod by Wis A Kramer (Ste Louis? Concore
dia EﬁzziﬁEing House, 1943); De 4e

b .

Paterson, Ops glte, Do 712, Emll F, Peterson, "Rural
Bvaluetion of & Lutheran Day School Education," (Unpublished
Marusceript, Nede); De 6o
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considered a distinct advantege of tholr parochial achool
education beyond the religious training,

Copiea of Peterson’s questionnalire and of the questlon=-
nalre used in this svrvey together with the lettor and poast=
card sent out are in the appondices to this atudye

A total of ninety~four questionnalres were sonbt oute
Sixby~iour replies were recelved. The percenieze of rebturns
wag sixty-sight percent. o deiinite reassons could be found
as %o why tie other thivrbty-two porcent did not anawer the
questionneire, Talking with the graduaies over the tole=
phone brrought out a few or the reasons why they did not anse
wer the dueatlonnmires. A few were tiad up with certain
poragonal matitors which made it almost impossible o answer
the queationnaire, Home seemed o ahow a lack of interest.
Peorhava some were fearful of any consequences whicir mizhb
arise from their anaswers. Thia last reason was a conjecture
of the writer., Just whai elfect ths answers which were not
roturned would have on the general ovorview off the sitndy
was'difficult to decide. Thore wes a sufiicient mumber of
graduates who éld not respond in this study and in the two
atudies by Poterson so that the results could be radically
chanzed had a4 greater nmumber of graduates rsaponded to the
questionnairea,

This questionnaire did not alm at getting merely facts,
but rather sought to gather facta and oplnionse The facts

dealt wlth tho graduates of the paroohial dcnools The

PRITZLAFF MO0 AL LiBRARY
; ~-;f-31 .4!

\_,'-.. e e
h_]. I.{JJAU, L\-L\J
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opinions gathered were those of the graduates regarding
their parochial aschool training., The various backgrounds
of tho individuals no doubt affected the answers. Some of
the »epliea to the gquestiomnaire considered Individually
were more valid than others. This study could not take the
velidity of the individual replles into account, becauae
insufficient matorial was gathered which concerncd itsclf
avout the background of the individual rospondent. Such
information would have carriod this pepor beyond the scope
originally lntended.

For the sake of objectivity the names of persons and

places have neen omlitied or made ficticiouse
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CEAPTER IX
CENERAL STUIY OF THI SCHOOL

"St. Thomas" School was openod in September, 1923, with
the pastor asa the beacher, AL the end of the #irst school
Lerm the congregation felt that 1t would be hetier Lo row
lieve the pastor of teachinge During the summer of 1924 the
call for a %Heacher waa lasued four timea, bubt each time 16
wag returned. ¥Finally arrangemonts were made %o engase a
tenporary instructor for the scheol vear of 19284-1925,

In 1985 e "J, B, Smith" was engaged as teachere He
bogan hilg work In September, 1926 Immediately he bégan to
vorl: for the acereditation of the school. By 1927 the zrad-
uates of "Sts Thomaa" were receivod into the yublic schools
cf "Hetropolis" on the samc terms as the graduates of other
parcchlal achools.

The enrollment of "St. Thomas" at the time of 1ts
opening was twenty-two. During the yoara that ilre "J, E.‘
S th" taught a2t "5t. Thomas™ Schiool the enrollument ine-
croased from twenty-eight %o one hundred and forty. kcat
of the growth toock place after 1951, A new school building
was dedlcated that year. Hany parents before that time
heslitated to aend their chlldren to & school conducted in a
portable chapel. In 1931 a member of the congregation vol-
unteared to teach the primary gradese The school's enrolle

ment kept growing at a steady pace, neceasitating the open=

-
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ing off a third room In 1935, a fourth room in 1939, and a
Lifth room a year later in 1940,

In the spring of 1941 . ."J. B Smith®, the firsi
toachor and principal resigned. The congregation called the
present principals Under his administrabion she enrollment
increasged Ifrom one hundred and foriy o one hundred and
ninety-three, In 1848 the school enyrollment dropped by
thirty-two childrene This drop was caussd by a neighboring
iumtheran congregation esiablishing 1ts ovm schools This
eatablighment removed t_hirts‘-t'wo children of that church
from the rolls of "3t, Thomas"™ School,

U3%, Thomas® Lutheran School in its twenby-sizth year
was sn educational ingtitution of almost two hundred puplils
with five teachers., The teachors have tried Lo keep abreast
with modern educational trends vy atiending collegss and unie
veraitles regularly. Through financial supporit of the con-
grogation and by many individual contribuicna the scheol
has kept its equipment and tex% books up to date.

Together with the Hen's Club of "3t, Thomas" Lutheran
Clmrch the school owned a mobion picture projectors The
school also owned a slide=film projoctor and a large library
of film atrips end slides in practically every subjects The
school operated two combination radio and sutometic record
players, & portavle radio, & standard record plaver, and a
three speed record players The record library contained a
complete gset of reccrds specifically prepared for use in
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alemoniary msic appreciation classess
The school atrived to carry the Luthersn ains of eduw-
cation into all wvealma of ihe -children's livinge Once a
woelk one of the pastors of tho -congrogation led fthe child=

»on in g worship sorvice. The children had their own staff

Q
[

¢ ushers and thelr own finance committee, which opsned the

envelogos and reccrded the individual contributlon of svery
childe Twice & woek Jolnt agscmbliesg were conducteds In
these reotings announcemonts wers made, projects were initi-
ated, and general infornation was anncunced to the entire
gchools

he -achool carried on & regular physical education pro-
Srem and malntained basketball and softball teams.

Regular educational. trips were condﬁeted to various Ine
dustrial eztablishwmonts throughout the achool year, Once a
year an cxbondod sducational tour was conductsede

The aima ol the gschocl were those expressed in The Gene-

s e e

eral Course of Study For ILubtheran Elementary Schools, which
are as followss:

ls Diligent toaching of CGod's Word in ovedisnce to di=
vine comanrd. Deube 636,%.

2. Provislconsg for both the temporal and efternal welfare
of the child by meana of an Integrabted Clhirlsilian oduca=-
$ion in a single enviromment, which is subatituted for
the combination of the public school and pari-time
agoncies of rallglous ingtruction.

S5s Thorough indoctrination of the puplil in the fundaw
mentels of Christlanltye :

4, Protection of the pupll against the dangers of a
purely seocular schooling.

5, Daily Christian pupil-fellowship as one of the most
powerfal factors in building character and training in
Christiasn living.
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6¢ Support of parenthood and home life for the purpose

of strengthening the very base of human society.

7o Stabllizatlon and strengthening of the congregation
and the Church generally through the tralning of a
well-grounded, discerning lalty amd youthe.

8¢ The maintenance of a single-minded, felthful minige
try and teaching profession within the Church. {
9, Christian iitizanahip grounded in obedience to God

ard Hia Word.

The principles or philosophy which underlie the alms
of education for "St. Thomas" School is best summarized in
the following truthsa:

l, there is not only a here, but also a hereafter}

youth neods %0 be preparad, above all, for the life

which is to come;

2. man and the universoc are the product not of an evolu-

tionary process or of an emergent creation, but the

handiwvork of Almighty CGodj

3. man possesses & soul and this goul is irmortals

4, all men are hopelessly lost in sin and are saved

only by falth in the redemptive work of Jesus Christ,

the Son of Godj

5. the norma of conduct laid down in the Bible are abe-

:glute gnd applicable to all times and all conditlons
mone

Since the school has been in & constent state of ex-
pansion and improvement, an over view of the school's results
achiocved in 1ts twenty-sixth year would we different from
the results recorded in answer to the questionnaire sent out

to the graduatese

1"31.aginctiva Objecg%vgtsm gf ;he ]'ﬁa::ger_an %{emengary iR
School neral Course or eran Elementa
Sohools, 6d1lted by Vs Ae Kramer (3%, Louls: Concordia Euhliu
Shing Youse, 1943), De 4s

2Paul Bretscher, The Iutheran Elementary School: An Ine
torpretation (Publia!’:eﬂy the Board of Eh?ithn Education
. or %e Northern Illinois District of the Evangelical Lutheran
Synod of Missouri, Ohlo, and Other States, n.ps; 1940), Ds 1lle
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Five of those who answered the questionnaire sttended
the school beforo 1931 when ths school was & one room school
conducted iIn a portable chapol. Twenty-seven of those who
angwered the questiomnaire graduated on or before 1941, the
year when the present principal bocame the administrator of
the schools 0Of those who answered the questionnaire and
graduated alter June, 1941, only three did not attend the
school before Juno, 194l. The results of these facts had
sono boaring on the answers which the graduates recorded in
answer to the questiomnaire wvhich was sent to them,

The physical education program was initlated about
1945, Only twenty-three of the respondents had the oppor=
tunity to make use of the programs The limlited playground
facilities of the school were incraﬁsed with the purchase
of property & block away from the school for supervised
group activitlies,.



CHAPTER IIX
GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT TEE RESPORDENTS

The first section of the questionnaire concerned itself
about tho general Information concerning the respondents.
This information consisted of the age, the se¢x, tho ocoupa=-
tion, and education of the graduates who answered the ques=-
tionnalre. The average age of the group waa nineteen years.
The medlan age was tweniy-onee The age of the group ranged
Irom eighteen to twenty-elght years. The numbor of responds-
ents in each age group is found in Table l. Thirty-two who
rosponded wore males and thirty-two were femalea. Fourteen
were married, Twelve married lLutherans, two did note The
average longbh of time they were married was 2,42 years.
The medlan length of marriage was two years. The length of
the marriages rangeéd Irom elght months to eight years. The
length of each of the marriages of those who replied to the
auestionnaire is found in Table 2. 6: those who were mare
rled seven reported that they had children. Five reported
that they had one child, and two reported that they had two
children, The number of children compared with the lsngth
of the marriage is shown in Table 3,

Seventeen of the respondents were students. Nine re-
plied that they were office workers, two wers bookkeepors,
seven were clerks, six were stenographera, and three were

secretaries, One z-epo:.:tad that ke was employed in sales
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Table 1
Humoer of Respondents in Each Group

Age (in yeara) 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28
Number of Reapondenis 10153 7 6 7 3 4 5 3 4 1

Table 8

Length of Marriage of Respondents

ILength of Marrieges 8 mo. 9 mos 10 mos 1 yr. S yr.
Mambhor of Respondents 1 i, 1 S 3
Length of Marriages 3% yre 4% yre 6 yre 8 yre
ilumber of Respondents 1 1 1 1
Table 3

Number of Children Compared with the Length of Marriage

Number of Children 11211 12¢8
Length of Marriage (in years) 1123468
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work and ono was & stock clerk, Two reported that they
were appliance repairmen, one was a maintenance man, three
wore mechanles, and one reported that he worked for the
railroads One was a teacher. Two were graduate nurses, and
one was a laboratory technicians Six were housewives., One
did not answer the question,

The average length of enrollment was 7,13 wears, Ths
median was eight years. The length of tims that the respond-
ente attended the parochial aschool ranged from two years to
nine years. The number of years that each of the respcnd-
enta attended iz found in Table 4. 4All sixty-four of the
reapondents graduated from the parochial schooles The num=
ber of veoapondents that graduated in each year is found in
Table De

Fifty-nine of the graduates who anawered the question-
naire graduated from high schools One did not enroll in
hizh achool.  One atiended for four years, tut lacked one=-
fourth eredit to graduate. One attended for two years, and
one attended for two and a half years., ©One did not answer
the queations Thirty-six attonded school after high school,
Taenty-eight did not attend school after high school. Hine
attended business school, Three attended night school.
Seventoen attended a univerasity or college. Two were in
nurses' trainings Iive had a bachelor's dezgree., One had a
master!s degreo. Two were graduate nursess Four planned to

do post-graduate work after they finished thelir undergradu-
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Table 4
lmﬁbar of Years Each Respondent Attended Parochial School

fumber of Years In AtUendance 2345667 8 9
Tunber of Respondents 3443432518

Table 5

Yuntber of Reapondents Graduated in the Years 1936 to 1945

. Number of

Regpondents Year
Graduated

4 1935

L 1957

5 1938

8- 1939

1 1940

8 1941

6 1942

8 1943

11 1944

12 1945
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ate work at college or the univeralty. Four planned to
work for a bachelor'a degroe. No doubt there were others
who planned to Finish their college or wniversity work, but
did not 1ndic§te their intentions on the' queationnaire,



CHATTER IV
RESULTS OF RELIGIOUS EDUCATION

The second section of the quostionnaire covered the
religious aspoects of & parocﬁial school training.

The rirst questlion asked, "What does the relizious
training which you received in the Imtheran Day School mean
to yout" Ten did not give an anawer %o this question. The
gnawersg given by the other Lfifty-~four have been divided into
these five categoricatl

1. A basle foundation for later life,

2¢ A Vasis for prasant:christian philozophy of life,

3. A Detter understanding of Christian doctrine,

4. An oxperlence in Chriatian followshipe.

5S¢ A stronger faith.

Those who roporited that thelir Christian Day School
training propared for them a basic foundation for life
stressed the fact that their early training left e deep ime
pression on them which will carry throughout their lifes

Those who reported that their day school training gave
them a Christian philosophy of life wroto that they attribut-
ed to their echooling happinsss and success in life, correct
moral and ethical standards, certalnty of belief; a correct
evaluatlon of life, and Lelp in times of tribulation. Omne
expressed regrat that he did nol attend a Iutheran School
for all eisht years.
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Those who replied that their parochial school training
gave them a vettor understanding of Christlian doctrine wrote
that the knowledge and understanding carried forth into
lifes One reported: ;

I was taught something about my religion everydays I

was able to associate with children jJust like myself.

It %8s more dlfficult to pick up bad habits from a par-

ochial gschool than irom a publiec school,

Another said, "It gave me a better undergtanding of the
Bible, and a guide for everyday living then I could have
gainod elaeowhere."”

A number expressed the opinion that atitendance at a
Lutheran elemenitary school made them aware and appreciative
of Christian fellowship and companionship. One wrote, "I%
made one cognizant of the princi.ple of Christian Brothere
hoode" Another reported, "By attending a Lutheran gchool
I was conatantly in the company of Christlan Childron.? Ane
other wrote, "It has kept me in close union with other mem-
bors of my own faith, and thereby with my God and Savior."

¥aith, according to the opinions of some, was strength-
ened, and as & result they were brought closer to their Save
ior, felt g sense of security in time of triel and despalr,
had a bebter understanding of prayer, and a more thorough
dependence on Gods

Other values attributed to Lutheran schocl training by
the graduates weres betiter Christian citizenship, loyalty to
. the Iutheran Church, and gnidance through the oritical
atages of youth,
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Fifty-four of the graduates thought that the religlous
training was adeaquatos Eight thought that 1t was not. One
did not answer the question, and one-answered both in the
negative and the affirmative.

One offered no explanation for tho negative answers
Ono gave as the reason for his negative answer, "I don't
think wo ever lmow encugh." Another opinion offered was
that the religlous training did not sufficlently apply to
1lifee Anotior thoupht that the instruction did not contain
sufficlent explanation of the Bitle. One thought that the
training lacked "proper methods of teaching and interesting
children," Two persone folt that the religious training
failed to give a "goneral overview of religicn in rezard to
bistory after Biblical days," and that it lacked "mich of
the dotall which would help hold the Blble as a whole toge=
ther." There was also exprossed & regret that the differ=
ences botween the wvarions American Lutheran Chkurch bodies
were not oxplained. One answered, "For the Spiritual well-
boing ves, temporal, nos" In explanation of his answer this
same porson wrotael

Too consplcucusly few people practice them [he is re-

faerring to 'An ocutward expression ol Christian Drother-

hood as rolated in the Sermon on the Hountt and 1%

hags been 4ifficult for me to accept them, yeu should

they == these princinles of Chriatian ethica and more

ality == have beon inculcated in me from my earliest

gchooling, Just as nationalisnm am‘l patriotisn were de=-

veloped in me by saluting the flag, singing atate

songs,; and reading "national hero' stories, things

would not be so diffioculGe

Tao persons who gave no answer, offered as an explana=
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tion that the religlous training was adequate at the time
and served as & foundation for future training, hut the ele-
nentary schiool training was not enough o carry throuch life.

Thres who answered yos %o the question regarding the
adequacy of the religious training, expressed the opinion
that the religious training was adequato at the time, mt
that the imowledge end underatanding mst contimie to grow,
One expressed the desire for more knowledge of clurch higt=
orys Anothor said that oiften non-church members would con-
front him with queations which he could not answer. Another
folt the need of a Iutheran High school to continue the rel-
igilous training begun in grade school,

In angswer to tho queatlon, "Do you fesl that the rel=
igious training was offective?" sixty-three anaw_ered in the
poalitive. One gave a negative anawer.

The reason for the one negative answer was that the
school lacked "Proper methods of teaching and ini.:e.ra"'slti.ng Rtk
childrone”

8ix thought thai other educational agenciea of the
church would have meant as mch as the Imtheran Day Schools
Fifty-Live thought that other educational agencies would
not mean as muach as the Lutheran Day Schooles Three did not
answer the question,

Three offered no explanation for their negative anawers.
Onoe wrote, "I could not answer this for I never was in the

position to experience a benefit {rom such a possible situ=-

L RO
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atlon."

Two thought that other agencles would serve as supple=
mentary training. Ome thought that sufficient training is
provided in Bible classe Another thought confirmation ine-
giruction was sufficient, One sxpressed the opinion that
all the other educational agencios as a whole would take the
placs of the parochial aschool tralning. One misunderatood
the questione

The ressons stated why other agsncies would not mean
as mach ares

1, They would not al]..ow sufficient %ime for adequate
teaching.

2¢ Tho part time agencies would not bs atle to show
Chxistianity in all realms of living.

3e Children weould not take the part time agencies as
geriously as they would the religious educetion received in
a narochial schools

4, The rart time agencies would have ihexpsriancad
teachers and poorer teaching methods,

5« The part time agencies would not ovorcome the nega=-
$ive rsaultas of public school training.

6s The part time agoncies would not provide sufficient
Christian companionshipe

* The person who would not send hia children to a paroch=-
il school wrote as a reason, "Poor teaching and impropsrly

trained uppor grade teachers.” Omne who gave no deifinite ans-
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wor offered the following explanation, "It would depend on
what the achool has to offer in gymnaatics, social and
acholastic gctivihies." Another qualifying his positive
answer wrote, "But the answer to number ten would depend
somowhat on fubture wifes, The Lutheran Day School was bene-
ficial to me, and probably would be to my childrens”

Thoss who would want to send their children to a pare
ochial school gave as their reasons the followings

1. The parochlal school offered the children a sound
religious and educational backgrounds

2. They would want their children %o profit from the
" Imtheran School the same edvantages that they profited from
thoir training.

5. Thoy would want thelr children to enjoy the Christ-
ian companionship which the parochial achool offered.

Fifty-nine thought that the Iutheran Dgy School had a
place in the present day educational systems Two thought
that 1t does not have a place. Three did not answer the
quoestion.

Those who thought that it did not have a place gave
the following as reasonsi "It is outmoded,"™ and "ou are not
prepared for the working world."

The reascns offered as an explanation for the affirma-
tive anawers weres

1. Parochial schoola offer sound religlous backgrounds

2¢ The educational standards are equal if not better
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than those of the public schools

3, Parochial schools offer a solution to a need in pre=-
gont day Amerlcas

4. Parochial sohools train for future Christisn citie
zZonghlp. '

5. The parochial school builds Christian characters.

It was dlfficult to svaluate the opinions and answers
in this section of the questionnaires The anawers might
have been thie result of a constant indoctrination in the
congregation on the part of the administrators as to why
the parochial school is necessarys The answers on the other
hand, might bave been the asincere desire of the graduates to
give as an objective opinion that was possible on the basis
of their exporisence as pupils at the parochial schoole
There was no way in wrleh the opinions could be ﬁeasured.

Judging from the replies given in the questiomnaire it
would appear that the religious training received in the
parochial school was worthwhile. The anawers alao seemed %o
have indicated that the schvol achieved the stated aims.

No reason was found why one person reported that he
thought the methods of teaching were .poor. Hone of the
graduates expressly stated that the methods were good, but
because the school apparently achieved its aims, and because
only one expressed the opinion that the teaching methods .
were poor, it would seem that the aducational mothods of the
school were goods The person who stated that the methods
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were poor, merely stated the opinion, but offered no sxplan-
ation for the ;.\mwer.

The :‘:‘Iaot that all but nine thought that no other educa=-
tlonal agency could take the place of their parochial school
training indicated that the majority of the graduates were
of the opinion that the parochilal aschool was the best eduw=
oai.'.ional agency of the church. The fact that fifty-nine of
the graduates ﬁhought that the parochial school has a place
in the present day American educational system also indicat-
ed that they thought that the parochisl school was the best

educational agency of the clmrchs



CHAPTER V
RESULTS OF CGEHERAL EDUCATION

Those who anawored the questionnalre were asked to rate
their general elementary education into one of four categor-
ioss Twenty~elght thought their education execellent, thirty
thought 1% good, four thought 1% falr, one thought it poor,
and none thought 1t very poor. One zave no answer,

Tho next question asked the reason which prompted the
rating. Sixz did not glve any reason for the rating. OF
these six, three rated the day school education as good, and
three rated it as excellent.

The person who did not rate the education into one of
the four categories wrotez

The gonoral education as far as schiwolastic subjects are

concerned touches evoery point. A wide education is ac=-

quired which enables you to converse on any subject,

Civil Government, Worlid History, Religion, aetc.

Those who rated their day school education as oxcellent
based their opinion on the following remsonst

ls The record sot by thomselves and thelr classmates at
public high school appearaed outatanding.

2, The graduates of the Lutheran Parochiali School en=
tered high school much further advanced in thair subjects
than did those who graduated from a public elementary school.

3e Hany thought that the smell olasses in the Lutheran

School gave the tGeacher more chance to deal with studenta as
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A typical explanabion of those who thought the record
of parochial school graduates wes outstanding wass

In high the boy that ranked first in our olass of prace

tically 300 graduated with me Ipom the parochial

schoocls There were also & others who ranked in the

firat ten with highest averagess I believe that the

teachers were capable and gave us the background that

we needed to do the best work in high school.

One who thought that the parochial school graduates
were further advanced wrotes

Upon entrance of high school, I sort of made a compar-

ison between what I had learned in grade school and

what others had been taught in Public School, I think

in all cases I had been taught as much and often ad~-

vanced further into a subject than they had a Public

Schools

A typical answer of those who thought that the Lutheran
School offered meore individual instruction wasg

Ag before, I stated, there was a great deal of indivi-

dual Ilnstruction, more time to ask questions. You

kmew your teacher better and could discuss your prob-

loms with him,

Those who rate tho educafion as good g-ave the follow-
ing reasons as explanations of their rating:

l. The education was not excellent, because anything
can be improvaeds

2. The scholarship of the Lutheran Day School graduates
was outstanding at high school,

3¢ The graduates received a gZood gensral background at
the Lutheran Elementary Schools

Some oifered reasons why they did not rate the educa-

tion as excellents The reasons offered were:s
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1. The teacher had too many grades to instruct.

2, The sohool did not offer all of the subjects that
the publlc school system offereds

The four who rated their education as falr gave the
following reasons for their ratings "I had a very hard time
in memorizing Blble passages, Bible history, and Bible names,
because I was not trained from the lower zrades on." "Gram-
mar and Science were difficult subjects for me in High
School.® "Too many children in one room, not snough time
for detalls: Dooks not up to date == (when I attended)."
"Hell I kmew my lessona but well. In the reports and test,
well I was fair, but in memory work I believe 1t would rate
a zood.¥

Tie ono who rated the education as poor gave as an ex-
planation, "Hy training in such, which was poor."

Twenty=-slz thought that the parochial achool offered
them an advantage which they emperienced after transferring
to a public high school, thirty 4id not, and eighi did not
anasver the queation. However, it appearsd that five nise
underatood the gquestion as it was stated and thouzht that
the guestion referred to an advantage in transferring.

Those who did experionce an advantage gave the follow=-
ing reasons for their opinions '

1, The parochial school offsred better discipline in
study babitse

2+ The parochial school graduates wers furthe: advanced
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in the subjects than the public achool graduates.
' B, The parochial school training offered a better rele-
igious and ethlical hasis.

S3ixteen of the graduatos experienced difficuliy upon -
tranalerring %o public schools. Forty-=two did not, and six
did not anawer the aueabtion.

The majority of those who did experience a difficulty
explained 1% as & diffioculty of fitéing into the social 1ife
of the high school. They atbributed the cause to various
factora. These factors weras the feilure on the part of
the parochial school to oifer enough social afleirs, a dif-
Toerent Ltype of environment in the public schools, and indive
idual shyness end social backwardness. A nunmber expressed
difficvliies in general subjects. One had Hrouble with
science, history, and ¥nglish. The reason given Ly that
person was "because at '8te Thomaa! we didn't stress these
aub jectas" Another had difficulty in algebras One had
trouble with gramaar and science. Thls peraon thought that
the training in grade school wag not gufiicient. One had
trouble in English. This person atiributed tho cause of
the trouble o his own lack of interests

The acholarship of those graduates at high school was
rated as good by twenty-nine, fair by ninsteen, and average
by fourteons Nobody rated the scholarship as poor. Iwo
did not anawer the question,

Three of the graduates thought that the public sohools
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would heve offered bettsr opportunities than the Lutheran
gohool, fifty-eizht thought that the publlic schools did not
of fer more, and three 4id not Q;swar the question. One who
did not answer the guestion %haught that he was not qualifl-
ed to answer it. The three who thought that the public
schools would offer better opportunities gave as & reason
for thelr answera the following: "Would of have bettor traine
ing in English, composition, and science." "Propsrly irain-
ed beachers. Adequate materisla." "A public school offers
manuel treining which broadens eduoation in a sense of doing
something consbructive with your hands."

A few who thought that the public schools did not offer
more opporbtunities than the perochial school qualified thelr
answer by stating that the parochial school lacked, or was
weak in, ¢he following subjects: science, physical educa=
tiaﬁ, orchostre, and manual training,

Forty-one of the graduates thoughit that the publile
schools offered activities of which they wero deprived in
the Imbtheran Schoole Twenty-two did not think that the pub-
lic schools oifered any activities of which they were des
prived in the Imtheran School. One did not answer the ques-
tlion.

They listed the following activitles which they thought
they were deprived of by attending & parochlial school as:

1, Social activitlies, such as band, orchestra, Girl

Scouts, Boy Scouts, and student government,

T R
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2. Recroation and physical. educational activities.

S¢ Sewing, cooking, and manual training.

One thought that the public schools were better squippeds

Seven thought that thelr later 1life was affecisd by be-
ing deprlved of those activities. Forty did not think thad
Boing deprived of tho activities had any effocet on their
life. =Sevenbeon did not answer the guestion,

The goneral ofifect was described as lacking confidence
in mesting people, and a lack of conifidence in high school
in regard to athletio obility. Ons reported that she "bhow
canc gomowhes of & bookworm." Anothar wrote:

Wy ambition in life was nmugice I beliewve that orches-

tra in grade school would have filled in the missing

lizk, By the time I was an average player, it was time

%0 set a place in life [for] which I was not quite

ready in musice

Forty-soven of the graduates thought that they expor-
ienced sn advantage beyond the religious education by atitend-
ing the Imtheran School. Fourteen did not think $hai they

axgerienced an advantaze. Three did not anawer the ques=
tlon.

One who did not think that he experienced any adwantage
-beyord the religious instruction, wrote: YOr possibly = I
ropeat, I think I had excepitional inatructors =-- but tho same
teachers could have taught me as much in a public school as
far as general education is concerned,"

The advantages which the graduates experienced were

deascribed asi
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1. iore indlvidual attention by the teachora

e Christian attltude towards moral and ethlcal prob-
lense
: 3¢ A high sbandard off educations

4, Laating friondship among poople of their own faith.

The last question in the questlionnanire asked for adw
ditional remaris thet any of the respondents wished to make.
8ince all the remariss concerncd themselvea about the general
education of the school the resulits were put in tiils chapter. -

Thirty-one of the reapondenits offered suggestions for
the improvement of the school or their opinion of the
school'a training now as it compared with the training when
they attendeds

Three romaritod that they thought the school had im=
proved and that they did not see any room for more ilmprove-
mants ©One of the three added that perhaps the achool could
of fer more 1in sudlo-visual alds, Another of the respondents
thought that the school should offer a better foundation in
reading. dAnother thought that the school should oilfer more
adequate 2 background in sclence and grammars Twe thought
that partiality should not be ghown to any one child in the
clags, It was claimed that the parventils {inanclal status
and prominence in church afialirs influenced the toacher’s
dealings with the childs One person remerked:

One of the things I did not approve of 1s a spesch that

was made on the night of my graduations The speaker

atated in so many words that moat children that went to
public scohools weren't very smart and did not coms up
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to the atandards of the children that attended a ILuthe
eran Schoole

Another person offered a asuggeation for s complete re-
vision of the Lutheran parochial achool ayatems

Proper adequate %raining in teacher's eollezes of &
high caliber, with preparation which will prevarc them
%o take charge of the situabtion in which ther {ind
themsclvese Provide adesquabe stalfs of proper training
%o Gteach, with othera %o be adminlistrators so they do
not have too great a load, with scme time to relax so
that they can direct thelr attentlon to their job of
tsachings Provide adequate facllities for recrsation
and neceasary materials in the clasaroon %o stimilate
and help Incroease childrents interest In the classroom.
To provide proper salarieg for tho teachers with ralazes
based on training and professional zZeal, nok bazed o
the same scales To have a system in cities in which
there are several schwols, in which one person is Te=
gponaible to gsec that all things are done uniformly,

%0 get up @ school system, which is large enough to
purchage in quantity and lower costs of supplies.

This person in cherge should ba properly trained and up
%o date in the iIield of education ard be an administra-
tor who is only responsible to a board representing the
various congregations, with the principles [sic] re=
aponaible to him onlye. He (central office) should be
in charze eand have.control in the syatem without Inter-
ference irom anyone of group or congregatione

One thought Ghat the school nseded hLetier teichers,
Qualifying the remerks, the person added in parenthesis
"iore experienced."

The rest of the respondents who made additional remarks
thought that the school needed more financial support =o
that the physical plant of the school counld be improved and
more teachers be provided for tle schools The physical im-
provements suggested weres improvement of playground facile
ities both as-to size and equipment, the addition of oraft
'shops, training in home economics, orchestra, a library for
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after school use, a hot lunch program, and s transporta-
tion, Suggestions wers made that the teacher'a salary be
rajiaed. One sugapested that the teaclher be given less rese
pongibility. Ixplaining the remark, this psraon a2dded the
followings: ®. « o I mean that a teackser should be abls o
o home at the end of a day and net have to go to two or
thres meebings overy night in the weske."

Suggestions wero also made that the school should offer
more opportunities In extra-curricular and in social active
- Atlcse.

The clasaifications by the rospondenta of their parce
chial school aducation weora relative. dJudglng from the rea-
gong piven why the education was classified as excellent or
good;, the only vreal difference why some ratsd it as good and
not execellent was that nothing is excellent, bscauss there
is alwavas voom for improvemenit. The outatanding rscord in
high schiool was abtated Uy the graduates as reascn for rate
ing the cducabion oither excellent o7 good. Graduates Irom
every clasa axcept the claas of 1940 thousght that the ve=-
cord of tha parcchial school graduabtes in high schocl was
one of tho reasona for rating the slemsnbtary school educa-
tion as sither good or excellent, The ons raspondent of the
clags of 1940 thought that his parouhial_schoul sducation
was good, but did not offer a reason for the classificatlion.
It would seem on the basis of this study that the graduates
of the parochial achool had as good if not a better elomen-
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tary school education as the graduates of the pnblie schools
of the same city. Fvidently the fact that the teachers of
tho parochlal school had more than one grede %o teach did
not affect the scholarships dJudging from tre enswers %o
other questiong in the questionnaire it would seem thet the
subJeets which were lacking, and which eaused the reapond=
entas not to rate thoir education as excolleont wsre: physical
educatlion, sewing, cooking, and mamael tra:’-.nm{;..

There was not enoush material on the background of the
rozpondents who rated the educatlion as poor or fair to judge
whether the training wos poor or il they were poor studentss
Thoy il gradusnted from high school, end one was attending
a.-encher'a college whon e repiied to the questionnaires
The one wi:o thousht thet the books were not up to date grade
uated in 1943, This person's background would need further
inveastigation beflore any conclusion could be made rsgarding
hig objechionse

5 would appesr from the advantages which the respond=
ents atitributed to thelr parochial school education that the
parochial school graduates weroe bDetter diselplined in study
babits and that they had a botter basis for Christian live
ings The difficulty of nost of the graduates was fitting
into the socisgl life of high schools Again it 1g 4lfficult
to attribute the source of this problem solely to the paro=
chial school, Ons of the graduates attributed as part of
the source of the difficulbty to his parenta. That person's
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anawer was a clue that the cource of difficulty was not only
the pavochlal schicols I% would be nocegsary Lo d.scover how
legitimate the repliea wero by comparing the social acbtivi-
tiez o the parochial scheol with ths actlvitics of the pube-
1lc school system of that city.

T4 would appaanr wom the roplies that the graduabes ad-
ded ma vemariszs %o the end of the quesbicmnmsire thal they had
suffliciont Interest in the school to offer suggestions for
the improvement oX tlw schiool wihich wonuld snball larzs sums
of noneye It would app2ar that they would e willing to
support the schoole

dot cnough background of the Individual gradustes wasg
mown to judgs the legltimacy ol ths complaint that partial-

LUy was shovm by tho Geachara. This complein would have %o

be furihor Investizated Delors any concluslona could be
dravm concorning ite The person who oflared a gugZsestion
Lor a complete revision of ths Lubhsran Parochiasl School
System was & studeant &t a teacher's training collegs., His
ancwors regarding tho goneral sducation in tha parcchial
school wers negative. To keop the atudy as objective as
posgible his suggostions for improvements were included in
this paper in their entireﬁ?i-

Some of the answsers showed that the greduates have not
been sufficiently informed regarding the improvoments that

Gho school has mades



GEAPTER VI
EFFECT ON SUBSEQUENT CHURCH LIFE

The last section of the questlionnaire tried to g-ain an
Impresgsion of the church life of the graduates of the paro-
chial schools

The first question asked about church attendance. Four
Sundayz a month was used as the maximum nmumber of times that
a person could attend church in an average month, Three
replied that theoy attended on an average of once a month,
eipsht attended on an average of twice a month, fifteen ate
tonded on an average of three times a monih, and thlirtye
eight attended on an average of four tim_as a monthe The ave
eraze attendance of the respondents was 3.3 times per month,
or 40.4 %tlmes per year.

The next questlon dealt with the average cormunion at=
tendance per years One did not answer the gquestion. OfF
those who answered the question the average attendance per
yoar was He4 times: A summary of the average commnion at=-
tandance per year of the respondents is found in Talle 6e

Tleven anaswered that they held church offices, and fif-
ty-three did note The eleven held thirteon offlces, eleven
of which were in the Walther league, one was a finance board
office, and one was a Sunday School teaching position.

Thirty=four replied that they were active in church or-
ganizations. Thirty replied that they were nots A summary
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Table 6

Average Commnion Attendance Per Yeer of Reapondents
Average Commnlon At-
tondance per Year 23 4 6 6 78 1012
Fumber of Respondents 141271823 4 1
Average Commnion At- |

tondance per Year S=d 4wh 4«6 5=C 6-7 6«B
fumber of Respondents b Pt - R bt WA K

Table ¥
Surmary of Church Activities of Respondents

Organization

Noe
Vialther League i2
Church Choir 1
Usher'!s Staff 1l
Gamme Delta &
larried Couple's Club 2
Sunday School Teacher S
Church Orchestra 1
Choir and Ushert!s Staff 1
Walther League and Usher's Stagf 1
Walther League and Gemma Delta 1
Vialther League and Church Cholr &
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of tho church activities of the respondents 1s found in
Table 7.

Thirty~-three did not reveal what percentage of their
incoms was contributeds One resported that he contributed
one dollar a week, but did not give the percentage. One who
did not report what percentage he contrituted wrote that he
gave "vhatever I can spare." A summary of the income re-
ported Dy the respondents s found in Table 8.

Pifteen who did not report what percentage of their ine
corme they contributed to the church were students who evi-
dently did not have a regular Incomss Four who did not re-
vort the percentage of income were housewives who had no
personal income. One, who did not report, wrote that he did
not angwer because he felt that what he contributed was
strictly a personal matter between himself and God.

The last question asked, "How do you divide your con-
tributions?® This question could not be answered for the
church divided the contrihutions in the cmgat16m1 bud=-
geta

A posaible correlation was studied to discover whether
church attendance had any kind of a relation to the part
talkken by the graduates in church activities. Seventy-iour
percent of those who attended eclurch on an average of four
Sundays a month were active in at least one church activity.
Sixty-six percent of those who attended church on an avers=

age of three Sundays a month were active in at least one 3
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Table 8
Summary of Percentage of Income Contributed by Respondents

Percentege of Income Conbtributed 2345810 1% 2%.
Fumber of Respondents Reporiting 662514 1 1

— LTRSS T T S
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church activitys Fifty percent of those who atitended clmrch
on an average of two Sundays a month were active in at least
one church activity, Thirty-three percent of those who at-
tended church one Sunday a month were active in at least one
church activity.

It smat ve kept In mind, however, that not too mch
weizht can e put on any conclugion that wight be drawn from
the above factaes Only three roported that they attended
church on &n averaze of once a wmonth and eight reported that
they attended church on an average of twice a months EKeep=-
Ing in mind that the avove facts could have been changed by
Jjust one or two replies, 1t can be said that on the informa-
tion of this study theore was a relation between church ate-
tendance and church activity., It appeared that a greater
percontage of thoae who attended church resularly were ac=
tive in church organizations than those who dld not attend
cimrch regularly.

A possible correlation was gtudled to see vwhether the
length of attendance of the graduates at a parochial school
was in any way correlated to the subsequent church life. 4An
inveatigation of the replies revealed that no poaasible éo@-
relation could be made between the length of atiendance at
& parochial achool and the subsequent church life of the
graduatesa,

Tho average urban adult of the Lutheran Church = Mis=-
sourl Synod, according to the latest figures available,
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attonded chur;ch thirty-seven times a yenr..]‘ The average
attendance of those who answored the questionnsire was fore
4044 times per year. The average comminion attendance 1!1
the Lutheran Church-lisgourl Syond in 1948 was 2,91 times
per yeamz The average communion attendance of those an-
gwering tho questiommalire was 5.4 times per yoars o ine
formation could be securad about the average church or come
mnion attendance of "St, Thomas"™ Lutheran Church. It would
appear frem this study that the graduates of this paz-ochial
school did have a bebttor clurch and commmnion attendance
_than the average adult in the Lutheran Church-llissouri S-node.
On the. basla of the information culled from the replies
of the graduates it would seem that there was a definite
result from the effect of the parochial achool training
on the later cmrch and commnion attendance of these grad-
uates. However, this éi:udy dld not ﬁake into account the
other factors in the lives of those who answered the quesw
tionnalre, Those other factors perhaps might have had just
ag great 1f not an even greater influence on the subsequent
church and commnion aﬁtendance of the graduates as the
pdrochial school training dide This study did not try
to study the influence of thoss other factors in the

lArmin Schrogder, sfatiatieian, Statistical Yearbook
of the Imtheran Churche-Missouri: Wﬂt Concor=
dIa Publlshing nouse, 1949), Pe 1

21vide
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lives of the graduatose

It would appear from the information socured from these
qpeséicmnaires that those who did attend a parochinl school
did have a betiter church and cormmnion attendance than the
average member of the Imtheran Churchelilssouri Synods It
soomed on the basis of a correlation between church attend-
ance and clmrch activity of those who did attend the paro=-
chial school that the parochial school graduates were more
active menbers of the church, This last statement was not
meant %o be conclusive, because there were meny other face
tors which would have to be studied before a more copoluslva

statement could be made.




CHAPTER VII
SUIIARY OF THE RESULTS OF PETERSON'S TWO0 STUDIES

Poterson made two studies of parochial school graduates!
ovaluation of their elementary school training, One survey
wag conducted among graduates of an urban community with a
population of about twenty-thousand. The school had an ave
orage enrollmont of 135 puplils per year. The faculty of the
school umbered threo, but for about three or four years
prior to the time the survey was made the faculty was ine
cressod to four teachers, Of 160 graduates, l44 were sent
quostionnaires, and fifty~three respondeds: The second sure
vey was made in & rural commnlty having a population of
five mundred, The school was a one room school with an
averasze enrollment of twenty puplls per year, Fifty-four
graduates responded to the questionnalre., No information
was glven as o how many of the graduates were sent a ques=
tionnaire.2 :

The average g:r,;o of the graduates of the urban school
was 19s1 years, and the median age was ninebeen years. The

- age of those respondents ranged from thirteen to Wanty-sevén

lianid) Ps Peterson, "An Evaluation of a Iutheran Da
School Edueation," Concordia Theological Honthly, XVII (Sept=
ember, 1946), T04-705.

2Emil Fe Peterson, "Rural Evaiuation of a ILutheran Day
School Education," (Unpublished MNeanusceript, nede),; De le
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yeara of age.3 The average age of the respondents of the
rural school was 27.2 years. The median ages of this group
was 27.5 years, and the ages ranged from fifteen to forty-
olght ym:.rsl.‘L

The cocupations of both groups are summarized in Tables
© and 10.

The urban group was composed of fouriteen males and
thirty-nino females. IFifteen of the group werse marrled and
thirty-eight were nots The averaze length of the marriage
was 3.1 years., Those married had an average of one child,
LEleven off the group marrisd Iutherans and four did not.s
The responden‘li.;:. of the rural school was made up of twenby-
five malea and twenty-nine females, Thirty-one of the group
vore marrisd and twenty-threo were not. The married psrsons
wers married on an average ol Q.1 yoars an_d had an average

of two childrens Of those married, twenty married Lutherans

and oleven did not:.‘5
The graduates of the urban school atitonded the Lutheran

achool on an average of 6.6 years during tho years 1825 to

Speterson, "An Evaluabion of a Lutheran Day School Ede-
ucation," pe 705,

4Pe'borson, "Rupral Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School
Education;" pe le

Speterson, "An Evaluation of a Iumtheran Day School Ed-
uecation,” p, 705,

-Greterson, Rural Evaluation of a Iutheran Day School
Education,™ pe le
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fable ¢
Surmary of Occupations of Urban School Graduates’

Occupation lioe
Studonts 21

Hougewife

=
N

Armod Service of the Country
Secrotary
Teacher

Machine Operator
Farmer

lischanic
Domegtic Work
Checker
Booldkseper
Clerical Viorker
Truck Driver

O o = T - I - T I |

7Peteraon, TAn Evaluation of a Iutheran Day School Ed-
uocation,” pe 705, "
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Table 10

Surmary of Occupations of Rural School Graduatesg

Ocoupation 12 18
Housewifo 20
Farmer 13
Student . °)
Secretarial work 2
Demeatic work 2t
J?astor" 15
Armed Service of the Country 3
Clerical work 1
ilechanic 1
No% given 3

B.Pete
Education,

ga

gn,-l"m;'al Education of a Lutheran Day School
[ ] »
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1945, All entored a pudblic junlor high schools Forty-five
completed junlor high schools, Three did not finish junior
high school, and Tive were atlll emrolled at the time they
£1lled in the questiomnaive, Thirty-seven went on to a sen-
ior high school, seven did not, and nine had not at that
time yet enrolled, Lut intended tio enroll in a senior high
gchools Thirty=two finlshed senior high aschool, &ight did
not, and Lh:irtoen were enrolled but had at that time not yet
araduated, Twenty-Tour of Lthe group continued their educa-
tilon Beyond high achool.? A suumary of their gchooling he=
yond hilsh school is found in Table 1ll. |
The graduates of the rural school attended a Lutheran

gchool on an average of 4.6 years bebtween 1920 to 1944,
Thirty-four of these graduaites {inishad Junior high school
and twenty did nots Thirty-nine entered high school and
firteen Aid ncte Of those thirty-nine, thirty-one graduated
from 2 senior high schoole. Sewven of the graduates continued
thelr education beyond hizh school. The gevon who contimed
beyond higk school entered "various types of colleges and
vocational schoola"L0

: 0f the graduates of the urban school, forty-nine wsre
active church members cf’ the Lutheran Church. Two of the

gi?eteraon. An Evaluation of a Yuthoran Day School Ed-
unecation,” p, 705.

1°Petarson,- Rural Evaluation of a ILutheran Day School
Education," p.: 20,
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Table 11

Surmary of Urban School CGraduates Education

Beoyond High Schoolll

Degrees Recelived or Education Hoe
Bachelor of Science dogree 2
Bachelor of Arts degres
Assoclate of Arts degree
Junior College work

Some normal achool training
Cormereial College

Junior and normal college
Hormal and cormeroial.college

Music conservatory

N = M O P

Marses training

s

1lpetorgon, "An Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School Ed=
‘ucation," pps 705-706,
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group geve no church affiliation, one waa affiliated with
ths Romon Cathollic Clmrch, and one gave no answer %o the
Quesh:?.c_:nn. The poerson who jJoined the Roman Cathiolic Church
raplied that sho felt aomebthing missing in the Iuntheran
Chorch which led her -to atudy Roman Catholicism which zhe
was convinced was the true religione Anctheor stated that
she wae not an active momber becsuse of failure bc transfer
her menmarahip.la :

| Of the graduates of the vural school, fifty-one iisked
themselvea a8 active members of the Lutheran Churches One
wes affiliated with the Preabyterian Churech, one with the
Methodist clmrch; and one dlid nobt list himself as an sctive
member becansé he was in the armsd services of his countzw.m

In reply to the first question of the questionnaire,

"ihat does the religious training which 7you received in &
Iutheran Day School mean to you?" the replies which Peter-
don recorded of the urhan school graduates weie dlvided into

the following throe catsgories:
le Their faith was streongthened,

2. Christlaity became a basic philosopy for life,

5e¢ They had a source of comlort and help in times of

1211d., pe 706

megarempasy

13Peteraon, "Rural. Evaluation of a Iatheran Day School
Education,™ p, 2,
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trouble.t?
An anawer which Peterson recorded of a rural school graduate,
but not of any. of the urban school graduates was that the
parochial school training taught a proper moral and ethical
standard.ls :

Fifty of the graduates of tho urban school thought that
thelr faith was -atrangthened. Three did not answer the ques-
tione Forty-two thought that the religious training was ade=-
quate, nine thought that it was not adequate, and two did
not answer the question. Forty=-nine of the urban school
graduates thought that the religious training was effective,
two thought that 1t was not, and two did not answer. %

Fifty-three of the rural school graduates thought
thelr falth was strengthened Ly the religious training, One
did not think that bis falth was strengthened. Forty-seven
thought that the religious knowledge was adequate, one was
doubtful, and six thought that it was not. All of the rural
gchool graduates thought that the religlous teaching was

effective .17

14Patorson, "in Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School Ed-
ucation,™ pe 705.

15peterson, "Rural Evaluation of & Lutheran Day School
Education.“ Pe 20

1€peterson, "An Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School Ed-
ucation," PDe 706=707+

17Peteraon, "Rural Evaluation of a Imtheran Day School
Education," pes Se
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Poterson recorded the following as to what was thought
as lacking by the zraduates of the urban school s 18

1, The religions training was not adequate for 1ife,

2s The religlous training was not Integrated with 1ife.

Jde The religious training was based partially on the
same Bidle History text I.'::om the sixth to the eighth grade.

0f the replies recorded of the graduates of the rural
school the following were thought to be lackings:

1. liore time devoted %o Bible studye.

2, Basic teachings of other c‘mmhes.lg

The reason thought by two graduates of the urban school
as %o why the religious training was not effective was that
the religion was nol integrated with the dalily life of the
pu_wgil.m

The question as to whether any other religious training
woulé have meant the same was misunderstood by elghtesn of

the graduates of the urban achool, Of the remalning twenty-
nine, twenty-four thought ithat no other religious training

would mean the same. Five thought that the Sunday School or

gome other religlous educational agency would have meant the

m?atarnon, "An Evaluation of a Iamtheran Day School Ed-
ucation,”™ pe. 707,

19Peterson, "Rural Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School
Education,”™ pe 3¢

20psterson, "An Evaluation of & Intheran Day School Ed-
ucation," p. 707,
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game .2l Fifty-three of the graduates of the rural school
thought that no other type of religioua education could taks
the place of the parochial school, OCne dld not answer the
quest:lonozg

Thirty-nine of the graduates of the urbsn school indi-
cated that they would send their children to a parochial
school, B8even replied that they would not, one reported
that he would send his children for a few years. Four did
not anawer the queation. The reasons given why they would
aend thelr children to a parochial school were:

l: Tho children nesd dally religioua insiruction,

2, Roligion shouwld be integrated with thoe general sub-
Joctae

3a Tho veliglouns training at home and Sunday School
rould not e suificlont,

4, Tho religioua training woul'd be & basia for future
11£0.2°
The reason reported as to why sonme would not send their

children to a parochial school was that tlwe gtandards of the
parochial school 4id not meset the standards of the public

flrbid,

2‘°‘Peterson, TRural "Valuation of a Imtheran Day School
Education,® ps 3Ja

BsPatarson, %in Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School Ed-
ucation, " p. 707,
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achool-a4

Fifty of the graduates of the rural school indlcated
that they would send their children %o a parochial school,
one would no%, and thres did not answer the queations The
reasons reportcd as to why they would send their children to
e parochial school weres

l: The parochial school offers a bettor dlscipline in
study habitse

20 The parochial aschool offers & fetter environment for
the childe

Je Tlie parochial school gives the children a thorough
understanding of their falth,
The one who would not send his child to & parochlal school
was a Methodist and would went him to be ralsed in the Meth-
odist faith, to be taught by college educated teachers, and
whero there was no pertiality shovn to certaln pupila.zs

Forty three of the graduates of the urban school
thought that the Luthoran day school hes & place in the pre=
sent dny educational systeme 81x thought that it did note
One replied both yes and no, and one thought that it &id
have a place if a few improvements were added. The reasons

recorded why it was thought that the parochial school has a

place in the present day edueational system were:

241%3d., ppe 707-708.

Baruterson, "Rural Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School
Education,® pe 3e
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1, Religicn has a place in eduecation.

2« The scholarship of the parochial school was equal to
that of the public school,

3¢ The parochial school bullds Christian cheracters,
The reasons recorded why 1t was thought the parochiel sechool
has not a place in the present day educational system ware:

1. The narochial achool has poor eguipment,

2¢ The parochisl aschool doos not- allow sufficient time
for each aubject,

5s Tho parochial school doss not teach any paysical
educatianhas

Fifty-two of the graduates of the rural school thought
that the parochisl schocl has a place in the prossnt day ed-
ueational syatem, one thought that it dld not; and one did
not give an angwor. The reasoms recorded ss %o why it was
thought by the groduates of the rural school that the par-
ochial school has a place in the present doy ecucatlion sys=
tem weres

1, The parochial schoola offer the Clheiatian religlon
which the world needs.

2. The parochial schools train for Christian cltizen=
shipe

3. The standards of the parochial aschcols sre equal to

26pgterson, "An Evaluation of a Imtheran Day School
Education,” pe 708. ;

nh
»
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thoee of the public schoolsZ!

Ten graduates of the urban school rated their seculer
eduocation aa excellent, twenty-sir rated 1% as good; eleven
rated it as feir, two rated it as poor, and ifcur gave no
answer. 7he reported reascna offecred Ly the urban aschool
graduates for rating the education as excellent weres

1. The parochial achool offered a solid factual backe
ground.

2. The graduates of the parochial school wers more ad-
vanced than the graduates of the public school,

d¢ The record of the graduates of the parcchial school
was outstandinge
Ths eporiod reasons oifered by the urban school graduates
for rabing thoe education as good were:

l. The parccihial school lacked certain subjectas

2« The teachlng metizoda used in the public school were
poor.za

Twenty-four of the graduates of the rural scﬁool rated
their socular education as excellent, twenty-two rated 1t as
good, three rated it as fair, one rated iu very poor, and

four did not anawer the guesiion. o reasons wore reported

27peterson, "Rurel Evaluation of a Lutheran Day Sohool
Education," ps 4.« g

aaPateraon, "An evaluation of a Imtheran Day School Ed-
ucation,™ ps 709.
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for the ratingSoag

Seventeen of the graduates of ths urbasn school report-
ed thet the parochiasl achool offered them an advantage which
they exporlenced after transferring %o & public high school.
Sixteen did not have an advantage; six made no transfer, and
fourteen gave no anawer, Iineteen expsrienced a difficulty,
fourteen did not; and fourteen did not transfer, The 1=
ported reasons for the advaniage were:
' 1. ADLLAGY So menorize easlilye

2« Better baslc background,
S Standerd of »ight and wrons.ao
The reported reasons for tho éifficulty weres

le AdJuating %o e differont school environment,

2s Subjects were mach more Aifficulte

Se Poox study habits.

4, Lacking specific knowledge in science and grammars
The reporicd roasons for the difficulties wore:

1, Standard subject matter lower in the Parochial achool.

20 In parochial. achool probleoms in mathomatics wore not
always fully explained,

Se Whe difficuliy was a result of a change of schools

29peterson, "Mural Evaluation of a Iutheran Day School
BEducation," pe 4s

S0peterason, "An Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School Ed=
ucation," pe 710,
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and a different achool anvironment.51
Twenty of the graduates of the rural school sxperienced
an adventage in attending a Imtheran day achool, twelwve did
not, and twenty-two 4id not answer the question. Six re-
vorted that they expsrienced a difficuliy, sixbeen reported
that they did not experierce a difficulty, and thirty-two
id not answer the question. The reported advanteges were:
l. Ability to studye
2q A sound basic sducatlion,
The ropordted difficultios wore:
Z_L. Lack of physical education,.
2 Difficuliy in grammar,
Se Dilficulty in group part:.cipau* ~:m..,="2
Sixiecon ol tho graduates of the wrban schiool rated
thelr high schecol acholarship as good, twelve rated it as
feir, sixtecen rated 1t az average, and one rated it aa poore
¥ight did not answer the que.&:i::i.-:m.-'?’5
Thirteeon of the graduates of the rursl scnool rated
their high achool scholarship .ms good; twelve rated it as

fair, twenty-one ratied it ag average, and thirtecen did not

Slmid.

=52"e-i:xa-::'an:»rx N"Rural Evaluation o a Lutheran Day School
Education, Pe 5-

ssrete:-aon. Uan Evaiuatior of a Iutheran Day School Ed-
ucetion,® p. 710.




answer the questione %

Forty of the graduatos of ibhs urban school thought that
public schiool wiould i a_rb have offsred botier opportunities
than a parochial school,; nine thought bthat a public achool
would offer botter opportunitiese The opportunities listed
were 8hop, wachanical drewing, agriculbural clesses,; better
opportunisy for personalibty development; more social active
itles; physical education, and a scicnce 1aborator5'-35
Yorty-siz of the graduates oif the rural schicol thought that
public school did not offer better opportunities than the
parcochial schools Thrse thought that the punlic school
would oifer botter opportunitiss than the parochial school;
and three did not answer the questione The opportunities
that were \‘;houg;hi; that the public school would oifer were:
social activiiies and a betlier opportuniiy to chicose sube-
jects which would serve betler in one's pz*ofession,ss

Thirty-four of the graduates of the urban school thought
that additional activities were olffered by the public schools
S8ixteen thought that there were not any additional activities
offered by the public achools Three did not answer the

question. The activitles which were thougnt to be lacking

34Patorson, "Rural Evaluation of a Iutheran Day School
Education,™ p. 5,

55Petez'aon, fian Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School Ed-
uecation, pps 710-71ll.

55Peterson. "Rural Evaluatilon of a Lutheran Day School
Education,® n. 5.
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in the parochial school were athletics, home ecocnomics, phy-
sical education, manual training, regular study periods, as-
semblies, music, drama, use of visual alds, lyceum speakers,
soclal activities, and public apeakera.sv
Thirty-four of the graduates of the rural school
thought that the publioc achoola did not offer activities of
. which they were deprived of in the parochial sghool. Foupr=
teen thought that thore wers activities which the publie
school offered and which they were deprived of in the paro=-
chinal schools 8ix did not anaswer the questions The active
l1ties which the graduates of the rural school listed as
laclding were: athletics, rmsic, marmal training, and educe-
tional toura and 1ecturea.58
Ten of the graduates of the urban parochial school

thought that belng deprived of certaln activitles had an
effect on their later life. Twenty-seven thought that being
deprived of certain activities 4id not have an effect on
their later 1life, Sixteen of the gradvates of the urban
school did not answer the question. The eoffect of belng de=-
prived of certain activities was described as affecting the

later education, hampering the opportunity for advancement,

57Peteraon, Uapn Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School Edw
ucation, pes 711,

®8peterson, "Rural Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School
Education," p. 5. :
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and a soclal backvardnoss.>?

Twenty-nine of the graduates of the rural parochial
achool thought that being deprived of certain activities
did not have en effect on their later life, Three thought
that being deprived of certaln activities did have an effect
on their lator l1ife. Twonty-two did not answer the question,
The effect was deseribed as a soaial backwardnesss%0

The average church attendence of the graduates of the
urbvan parochial school was 5.2 times per monthe. The average
commmnion attendance oi the zraduates of the urban parochial
achool graduates was 4.3 times a year.41 The average clurch
attendance of the graduates of the rural parochial school
was 3.4 times a month. The average communion attendance of
tho graduates of the rural parochial school was 5.9 times per
year.42

Thirty-seven of the graduates of the urban parochial
school indicated that they did not hold any office in a Iuth=-
eran congregations Two indicated that they dides Fourteen

did not answer the quesation., The two graduates of the urban

sgratersqn “An Evalustion of a Intheren Day School Ed=-
ucation,” pe 711-

4°P8terson, "Rural Evaluation of a Iumtheren Day School
Education. Ds e

41Pate:-son "An Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School Ed=
uocation,® p. 711o_

42Peteraun, "Rural Evaluation of a Imtheran Day School
Education,” p. 6»
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parochlal aschool who did hold office served as an orgasnist,
the other served as & toacher.™

Forty of the graduates of the rural parochial achool
indicated that they did not hold aeny office in a Lutheran
congrogations Soven Indicated that they dide 8ix did not
enawer the question. Of the seven graduates who did hold
an office in a Lutheran congregaiion, four were Sunday School
teachers, one was a parochial school teacher, one was a mem-
ber of tle church councll, and one was the treasurer of the
crm:r.{-,'-.\."ege*.1:5.01'.1.‘&é

The activities of the graduates of thse urban parochial
school were as followa: seventesn were active ir young
peoplets organizations; five were active in Sunday School
works soven were in the church choir; and two were active
in wonen's organizations.45 Twenty-seven of the gradﬁates
of the rural parochial school were active in congregational
activitiess Twonty-one were note ©Six did not answer the
guestion. %"Among the organizations in which they are active
were listed Lodies Aids, lutheran Laymen lLeagues, ission

Soclieties, Walther Leagues, ilen's Clubs, Choirs, and Iather-

“Pateraon, "An Evaluation of a ILuthoran Day School Ede-
ucation,"” p. 71l

44petieraon, "Rural Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School
Education." Ps Ge

45Peteraon. "An Evaluation of a Iutheran Day School Ede-
ucation," pp. 711=712,
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an Women Missionary Leagues."4®

Foriy-one of the graduatea of the urban parochial school
did not indicate what portion of their Income wasz contributed
to the church, The eleven, who did iudicate, contributed on
an avexrage of five percent. One indicated that he contribute
ed twenty dollars a year. Twenbty dld indicate how Ghe income
was apporbimed.47 A summary of the apportiomment of the
contributiona is found in Table 12,

Thirty-nine of the graduates of the rural parochial
gchool did nct indicate what parit of their income was conw
tributed to the churche The ifteen who indicated whait they
contributed, contributed on an average of gix percente Twen-
vy-ono dld indicate now the income was apportioned-."l‘a A
summiary of the apportionment of the contributions is found
in Table 13.

The additional remarks made by the graduates of the
urban parochial school offered the following suggestions:
greater varisty of subjects, extra-curricular activities ’
enlargement of teaching staff new physicel plant, physical
education; new text books, and extra study room for classes

containing more than one class, improvement of science

4Cpoterson, "Rural Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School
Education,® p. 6,

47peterson, "An Eveluation of a Iutheren Day School Ed~
ucation,¥ ps 712, :

48?61:61‘30!1. "Rural Evaluation of a Lutheran Dy School
Education," Pe Eo



Table 12

Sumna:;y of Urban School Graduates! Apportionment of
Church Contributions.%®

Number of regpondents 124 2 2 2

Percentage apportioned
for local congregation 50 60 75 66 2/3

Percentage apporitioned
for missions 50 40 25 33 1/3

Table 13

Sunmary of Rural School Graduates! Apportionment of

Chuarcn Contri‘wtionscso

Wumbor of Respondents 2 8 &k iy e L8

Percentage apportioned
for local congregation 100 90 B0 %5 70 66 2/3 60 S0

Percentage apporitioned
for migsions 10 20 25 30 33 1/5 40 50

491’91:9:-50::., "ain Evaluetion of a Iutheran Pay School Ede-
ucation,” p. 712,

5°Peteron, Rural Evaluatlon of a ILutheran Day School
Education,” p. 6.
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course, more discipline, improvement of 11brary.51

The addltional remarks made by the graduates of the
raral parochial. school bheaides the suggestion tkat there he
better cooperation from the pastors was best summarized by

one agsé

{l) Botter tranaportation facilities

2) lore activities, such as physical education
(3) Better equipped libraries

gé) Improvement in playzground equipmnnga

5) Hicher wages offered for teachers.

51Peteraon. TAn Gvaluation of a Lutheran Day School Ed-

uneation,"™ p. 712,

52Peterson, "Rural Evaluation of a Lutheran Day School
Pducation,® pe 6
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CHAPTER VIII
CONCLUSION

Iis.would appeer on the basls of the three surveys that
the three parochial schools did achisve the airs which were
stated in The CGeneral Course of Study for Lutheran Schools .1
This conelugion is bﬁsed on the following factas

l. That the majorlty of the graduates thought that their -

Taith was gtrengthenede

2s That the majority of the graduates thought that the
religious education was adequate and effective.

3s That the majority of the graduates thought that no
other religious educational agency could take the place of
the parochlal. school training.

4, That the majority of the graduatea thought that the
parochial school agency has & place in the present day edu=
cational systems '

It would appear that the three parochlal schools did of=-
fer a basic foundation in the flelds of gonoeral education,
However 1t did appear that the one urban school in which

Petorson made a survey was "e o » weak in the general educa=

I“Il?istinctive O'bjeogévegu gr ;he E:glzm Pﬁ}emn:ary

School, " General Gourse 8 or ran Elementa

Schools, edifod by Wils Ae Kramer [Ste Louls: Concordla :
shing House, 1943), DPe 4»

A
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tion which was offered."®

It would appear that the three parochial schools were
lacking the following subjectss manual training, physical
education, ilome economlics, and group particlipation in msic.
It appoared that the schools were weak in science, grermar,
aﬁd_mathnmatics. To what extent the schools were weak in
those subjects could not be determined,

It appeared that the problem of social adjustment from
the elementary school to high school was & problem that all
three of the schools failled to solve. It appeared that the
graduates were not prepared to make the soclal adjustment
which was necessary when transferring from an elenentary
school to a high achools

It appeared that the schools were not offering suffice-
ient extra-curricular activitles. Peterson reported that
this problem is a problem of the junior high school age.®

It would appear on the basls of the three studies that
the averaze church and cormmnion attendance of the graduates
were above the averaze of the Lutherar €hurch - :Hissouri
Synode

These surveys were based on subjective reports of the

graduatess Such reports have their limitations. As Peterson

2Emil F, Petarson, "An Evaluation of a Lutheran Da
School Education,” Concordia Theological Monthly, XVII (Sept=
<inber, 1946), 713.

S5Tbide, Pe 7126
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pointed eut,4 othsr objective methods should be developed
and uged belors a more complote picture can be had of the
oducation which the Intheran day school can offer. Also a.
zoro intensive study snould be made inte the backzgrounds

of tho reospondents of the questionnaire, ILacl of material
regarding the background ol the graduates of "St., Thomagh
waa felt by the writer Go be the biggest deficiency of the

atudye

*bia,



ATPENDIX A
COFY OF PETERSQH!S QUESTIOHHAIRE
PERSONAL EVALUATION OF A LUTHERALN DAY SCHOOL EDUCATION
Hame Addresa

(if you preier, you need not £iILl In this Space)
Clty State Dato

. GERERAL INFORMATION
Lo Uhat i pour age? yearse

2y, VWhat iz your occcupation?

Se Aro you male? female?
Herriod? Yes Ho How long? yoearse

4, liow many children?
Did you marry a Intheran? Yes Ko

8. Fow many years 4id you attend a Iuitleran Day School?
yeara, When?

6, Did you wrecoive a diploma from our school?

Yes Io ¥hen?
%e» Did you enroll in a Junior High School? Yes i)
8« Did you finish Junior High School? Yes o
8., Did you smroll .m a Senlor High School? Yes To
10, Did you finish Senior High School? Yes Yo
11l. Did you receive a High School diploma? Yes tlo

12, Did you contimme wibh your education in other schools?
Yesn No

15, If yea, indlcate the schools and diplomas recceived:
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14, Are you an active momber of the Iamtheran Church?
Yeos Ho

15, If no, of what clmurch are you an active msmber?

16, If no, why are you not an active membor of Lhe Iutheran
Clurch?

IT. RELIGIOUS ASPECTS OF A LUTHERAN DAY SCrOOL ELDUCATION

17, Vhat doos the religious training which you received in
the ILuGheran Day School mesn to you?

18, Waa your faith strengthoned? Yes ifo

18, Was the roligious lmowledge which you received adequate?
Yes Ho

20, If not, what in your opinion was hekiné?

21, Do you fesl that the religious teaching was effectlve?
Yes o

22, If no, what suggestion for improvement can you cifers

23, Would any other type of religious training have meant
the seme? Yes No

24, Give reasons why 1t would or would noti
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265, If your answer to gquestion #23 l1s yes, what other type
wonld have meant the same?

86+ I posalbleo, would you send your childrsn to a Lutheran
Day School such az you attendsd? Yes No

27, CGive reasons why you would or would nob:

28y Do you belleve that the ILubtheran Day School a3 you knew
it has a place in our prescnt day educational system?
Yag Yo

2%, Glvo ressong for belleving that it has or has not:

ITI. SECULAR ASPECTS OF A LUTHERAN DAY SCZQOL EDTCATION

30, Eow would you rate the seculer education received in the
Iutheran Day School?
Excellent Good _Fair Poor Very FPoor

3le. State reasons which prompied your rating in ths previous
questiony

32. Did you experience any advanbage or any difficulty when
you transferred o publlic schoola?
Advantages Yeno Yo Difficulty: Yes No

33, If you had an advantage, what was your advantage?
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S4qe If you had any difficulty, what was your difficulty?

35e What do you think was the cauge of your Ailficulsty?

b i L i et L el e

56 How would you rate your scholarship in High 3chool?
(lood Feir Average Poor

57, Do you belleve that a public school education would have
offered you better opporitunities than your Lutheran Day
School education? Yes No

38, If betber, in what ways would it have offered you better
opportunitios?

39s Do you believe that the public school offered activities
of which you were doprived in the Intheran School?
Jes fio

40, If yeos, what activitlos?

L i g A N

4l, Did bheing deprived of those activlities have any effect
on your life? Yes No

42, If yes, what effect?

IV, EFFECT OF A LUTHERAN DAY SCHOOL EDUCATION OH
SUZSEQUENT CHURCIH HMENDERSHIP

43, How often do you attend church in an average month?
: timose
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45,

46e

47,

49.

50

51.

T4

How many tlmes do you attend comminion per year?
timﬂsg

Hgve you gwr held any office in a Lutheran congregation?
og o

Viat offlces?

Are you active in any church organizations?
Yes No

Which orgenizations?

What portion of your income 13 contributed o your
church? z 4 {(Omit if you have no income)

Eow do you dlvide your conbtribution?
#% Local congregations
1 !ﬁssiomngmit if you have no income)

Give any suggestions for improving the Iuntheran Dsy
School

(Additional remarks may be made on the
reverse side of this sheat)




APPENDIX B
COPY OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE SENT OUT

PERSONAL EVALUATION OF A LUTHERAK DAY SCHOCL EDJCATION
(Compiled by Reves Emil F. Poterson)

Name Address
City State Date

If you prefer, you may omit the above information.
B AF r 3 3 G 40 3 3 2 W 2 e b JE 42 4R 38 4 4F 4 S 4F 46 dF 4 B o2 o3 &

I+ GENERAL IRFORMATION

l, What 1s your age? yoars.
2. What 1s your occupation?

3¢ Are you male? female?
lHlarried? Yes o How long? yearse

4, If married, how many ohilldren?
Did you marry a Lutheran? Yes No

5. How many yeaga did you attend a ILutheran Day School?
When

6o Did you receive a diploma from a Imtheran Day School?
Yos o When?

7. Did you finish Senior High School? Yes o

8s; If the answer to mumber seven is no, how many yeaz;s did |
you attend High School? yeoars, i

9s Did you contimue with your education in other schools?
Yes No

10, If yes, indicate the schools and diplomas received:
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1l. Are you a member of the Lutheran Church?
Yesn o

12, I no, of what church ere you a member?

13, If no, why are you not a member of the ILutheran Church?

II, RELIGIOUS ASPECTS OF A LUTHERAN DAY SCHOOL EDUCATION

ls Vhat doos the religlous training which you received in
the Lutheran Day School mean to you?

2. Was your falth strengthened? Yes Ho

3o Viaa the religious lmowledge which you received adequate?
Yos Yo

4, If not, what :l.n'your opinion was lacking?

5« Do you feel that the religious training was effective?
Yes No

6« If no, what suggestions for improvement can you offers

7. VWould release time ¢lasses, Sunday School, and Vacation
Bible School have meant as much? Yes Yo :

8. Give reasons why they would or would not:




s

10,

1l.

L.

2.

Js

4,

™

If your answer %o question number seven is yes, what
other type (or types) would have meant the same?

I possible, would you send your children to a ILutheran
Day School such as you attendsd? ¥es Mo

Give reasons why you would or would nob:

Do you velleve that the Lutheran Day School as you knew
it has a place in our present day educational system?
Yeos o

Give reasons for believing that it has or has not:

IIT. GEHERAL EDUCATION IN THE LUTHERAN DAY SCHOOL

How would you rate the general education received in the
Lutheran Day School?
Excollent dood Falr Poor Very Poor

State reasons whlch prompted your rating in the previous
questions

Did you experience any advantage when you tranaferred to
public schools? Yes No

If you had an advantage, what was your advantage?

Did you experience any difficulty when you transferred
to public school? Yes o

FRITZULAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
~«_ CONCORDIA SEMINARY
™ . ST. LOWS, NO.

W T LAV T N RS Tt ey .




Ge

Te

8

Qe

100

11,

12,

13,

14,

15.
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If you had diffioulty, what was your Gifficulty?

¥What do you think was the cause of your difficulty?

How would you rate your scholarship in Hish School?
Good Fair Average Poor

Do you helieve that & public school education would have
offered you better opportunities than your Lutheran Day
School education? TYes ro

If better, in what way would it have offered you betber
opportunities?

Do you believe that the public achool offered activities
of which you were deprived in the Lutheran School?
Yoo No

If yes, what actlivitlea?

Did being deprived of those activitles have any effect
on your lifet? Yes Ho

If yes, whal effect?

Do you think that you experienced some advantage in at=
tending a Intheran Day School, beyond the religious ed=-
ucation you received? Yes No
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18, If yea, what were they?

Se

Se

6.

7o

8.

e

iVe EFFECT OF A LUTHERAN DAY BCHOOL EDUCATION OH
SUBSEQUENT CEURCH MEMUERSHIP

How often do you attend church in an aversge month (fig-
uring four Sundays per month)? timesg.

Fow many times do you attend communlion per year?
times,

Have you ever held any office in a Lutheoran congrsgation?
Yes Yo

Yihat officesa?

Are you ective in any church orgenizations? Yes
Ho

VWihich organizations?®

Approximately what portion of your income is contribut-
ed to your church? reent
(Omit if you have no income)
How do you divide your contribution®
rcent U0 local congregation

ercent to missions
percent for other purposes

Give any suggeations for improving the ILutheran Day
Schooli

(Additional remarks may e made on the
reverse side of this sheet)

THAHNK YOU




APPERDIX C
COPY OF THE LETTER SENT WITH QUESTIONNAIRE

8%, Louis, ko,
Fobe 1, 1950

Deayr Frlend,

Wish the permission of your pastor and under
the supervision of Profe. Rapp of Concordia Semw

.-

inary, I am sending you this questionnaire.

The purpoac of the questidnnaire is to obtain
nmaterial concerning the efifectiveness of paroe
chial schools, This information cen only be
had by means of a questiodnaire, The infor-
nation is going to be uscd for a study of the
problem and will be written upe

Ho reference will be made to individuals or to
the congregabtion in the written resultss In
order that the material really will glve a
true picture, I ask thab:

All questions be answered.
All the answors be your own frank
opinione

I would approciate recelving a renly on the
questlomnaire by Harch 1,

Thankz you for your cocoperation in answering
tho aquesiionnaire.

Sincearely,

Fo Rehwaldt
Concordia Seminary
801 De iun Ave.
St. Louis 5' MO.
Aptn 2B




APFENDIX D
COFY OF THE POSTCARD SENT OUT

Febe 228, 1950

Dear Friend,

About two woeeks ago you received a gues-
tionnalre regarding your evaluation of
your parochial school training, If you
have mailed the reﬁly; I want this card
to be a "thank you®,

If you have not mailed the reply, I would
appreciatec recelving it as soon as posge-
sibles In order that the results of this
study may prove more beneficial to all,
your roply to the questionnaire is necea=~
3arye

Thank you,
Fe Rehwaldt

Concordia Seminary
St. Louls, Ho,
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