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were poor, merely atated the opinion, but offered no explan- 

ation for ‘the ANAC!» 

Tho fact that all but nine thought that no other educa- 

tlonal agency could take the place of their parochial school 

training indicated that the majority oZ tho graduates were 

of the opinion that the parochial school was the best edu= 

cational agency of the church, The fact that fifty-nine of 

the graduates thought that the parochial school has a place 

in the present day American educational system also indicat- 

ed that they thought that the parochial school was the best 

educational agency of the churches
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CHAPTER V 

RESULTS OF GENERAL EDUCATION 

Those who answered the questionnalre wore asked to rate 

their general elementary education into one of four catezor- 

iese Twonty-elght thought their education excellent, thirty 

thought 1% good, four thought 1% fair, one thought it poor, 

and none thought 1% very poor. One gave no answer. 

Tho noazt question asked the reason which prompted the 

rating. Sia did not give any reason for the rating. OY 

these six, three rated tho day school education as good, and 

three rated it as excellent. 

fhe person who did not rate the education into one of 

tho four categories wrote: 

The general education as far as scholastic subjects are 

GuinStisitahianebiee sodren cema-saventacgwetsiae aus 
Civil Government, World History, Religion, atc. 

Those who rated their day school education as oxcellent 

based their opinion on the following reasons: 

1s The record sst by thomselves and their classmates at 

public high school appeared outstanding.s 

2. The graduates of tho Lutheran Parochiai School en= 

tered high school much further advanced in their subjects 

than did those who graduated from a public elementary scahoole 

Se Many thought that the small classes in the Lutheran 

School gave the teacher more chance to deal with studenta as



individuals. 

A typical explanation: of those who thought the record 

of parochial achool graduates was outstanding was; 

In high the boy that ranked first in our class of prac- 
tically 500 graduated with we from the parochial 
schools There were also S others who ranked in the 
first ten with highest averagess I believe that the 
teachers wore capable and gave us the background that 
we needed to do the best worl in high school. 

One who thought that the parochial school graduates 

were further advanced wrote: 

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 moh and often ad=- 
vanced further into a subject than they had a Public 
Schools 

4 typical answer of those who thought that the Iutheran 

School offered more individual instruction waa: 

As vefore, I stated, there was a great deal of indivi- 
dual instruction, more time to ask questions. You 
lmew your teacher better and conld discuss your prob- 
loms with hing 

Those who rate the cducation as good gave the Tfollow- 

ing reasons as explanations of their ratings 

1. The education was not excellent, because anything 

can be improveds 

2. The acholarship of the Lutheran Day School graduates 

was outstanding at high schools 

Se The graduates received a good general background at 

the Lutheran Elemontary Schools 

Some offered reasons why they did not rate the educa- 

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

2, The school did not offer all of the subjects that 
the oublic school system offered. 

The four who rated thoir education ag fair save the 

following reasons for thoir ratings "I had a very hard tine 

in memorizing Bible passages, Bible history, and Bible names, 

because I was not trained from the lower grades on." "Gram- 

mar and Science were difficult subjects for me in High 

School." "Too many children in one room, not enough time 

for detailse Booka not up to date -= (when I attended) ." 

"Well I knew my Lessons but well. In the reports and test, 

well I was fair, but in memory work I believe 1t would rate 

Q ~00de" 

fine one who rated the education as poor gave as an ex- 

planation, "Hy training in such, which was poor." 

Twenty-six thought that the parochial school offered 

them an advantage which they experienced after transferring 

to a@ pudlic high school, thirty did not, and eight did not 

answer the queation. However, it appeared that five mise 

underatood tho question as it was stated and thought that 

the question referred to an advantage in transferring. 

Those who did experience an advantage gave. the follow= 

ing reasons for their opinions 

1, The parochial school offered better discipline in 

study habita. 

2. The parochial school graduates were furthe: advanced
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in the subjects than the public school. graduatess 

Se The parochial school. training offered a better rol- 

igious and ethical hasise 

Sixteen of the graduates experienced difficulty upon - 

transferring to public schools. Fortyetwo did not, and six 

did not answer the aueation. 

The majority of those who did experience a difficulty 

explained 1% as a difficulty of fltting into the social life 

of the high school. They attributed the cauge to various 

factorse These factors wera; the failure on the part of 

the parochial school to offer enough social affairs, a dif= 

ferent type of environment in the public schools, and indiv- 

idual shyness end social backwardness, A number expressed 

difficulties in general subjects. One had trouble with 

seiencs, history, and Englishe The reason given by that 

person was "because at 'St. Thomas! we didn't stress these 

sub jecta." Another had difficulty in algebras One had 

trouble with gramar and science. This person thought that 

the training in srade school was not sufficient. One had 

trouble in English. This person attributed tho causo of 

the trouble to his own lack of interests 

The scholarship ox these graduates at high school was 

rated as good by twenty-nine, fair by nineteen, and average 

by fouxrteon. Hobody rated the scholarship as poore Two 

did not answer the question, 

three of the graduates thought that the publie schools
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would heve offered better opportunities than the Lutheran 

school, fifty-sight thought that the public schools did not 

offer more, and three did not suave the questions One who 

did not answer tho question thought that he was not qualifie 

6G to answer it. The three who thought that the mublic 

schools would offer better opportunities gave as a reason 

for their answers the following: "Would of have better traine 

ing in English, composition, and science." "Properly train- 

ed teachers. Adequate materials." "A public school offers 

manual training which broadens education in a sense of doing 

something constructive with your hands." 

A few who thought that the public schools did not offer 

nexe opportunities than the perochial school qualified their 

answer by stating that the parochial school lacked, or was 

weak in, the following subjects; science, physical educa- 

tion, orchestra, and manual trainings 

Forty-one of the graduates thought that the public 

schools offered activities of which they were deprived in 

the Lutheran Schoole Twenty-ino did not think that the pub= 

lic achools offered any activities of which they were de= 

prived in the Lutheran School. One did not answer the ques- 

tlone 

They Listed the following activities which they thought 

they were deprived of by attending a parochial school as: 

le Social activities, such as band, orchestra, Girl 

Scouts, Boy Scouts, and student governments 
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2. Recreation and physical educational activities. 

Ss Sewing, cooking, and manual trainings 

One thought that the public schools were better equipped. 

Seven thought that their later life was affected by bee 

ing deprived of those activities. forty did not think that 

oe
 

cing deprived of the activities had any effeat on their 

life. Seventeen did not answer the question. 

The goneral offect was described as Lacking confidence - 

in mesting peoples, and a lack of confidence in high school 

in regard to athletic ability. Ons reported that she "bee 

cans somowhet of a bookworm." fnother wrotes 

iy anbition in life was musice £ believe that orches=- 
tra in grade school would have filled in the missing 
link. By the time I was an average player, it was tine 
to set a place in life [for) which I was not quite 
ready in masice 

Forty-seven of the graduates thought that they exper= 

fenced sn advantage beyond the religious education by attend- 

ing the lutheran School. Fourteen did not think that they 

experienced sn advantaze. Three did not answer the ques= 

tione 

One who did not think that he experienced any advantage 

‘beyond the religious instruction, wrote: "Or possibly «= I 

repeat, I think I had exceptional instructors -=- but the same 

teachers could have taught me as mich in a public school as 

far as general education is concerned." 

The advantages which the graduates experienced were 

described asi 

a


