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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



individualas.

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



29

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




