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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION AND HISTORY OF THX PROBLEM

In the heg&nnxng of owr cultuwre there was no sopa-
retion of religious from other social functions. Tribal
consclousness included teibal religlon. Thus, religlous
ceremonies of early th were 'a.t the same time eco~
nﬁmxc and pnliti@nl in ah&vaatar; &acavdinglg, edusa~
tion, which can bs than@ha ol as ﬁha process. of trans~
ferring of the eulturcl_aghiﬁvwmen%n of & group to the
young generation, had few problems on its hands in thoge
days; the same educationdl process alimply inducted the
youth intc both sacred and secular functions. The prob-
lem of differentiation in edusation first appnibbﬁ when
an old religion was brsaking up or Q&#Dﬁh@ﬁ?@dlktﬁaﬁg
oppoesition, ag was the case in periods of extremely
rapid cultwral preogress. Examples of such periods can
be found in Greece of Socrates' times in the relormme
tioen 1in ﬁuvapa;*iﬁ:ﬁhn F&mnah.aavalutian; and in the
&marinan.ﬁavalu&iaaé' |

lTﬁe yroblam'ﬁhan of two eéucatians. ssculser and
religiocus, is an old one. From Zeligs (13) and Margolis
and Marx (8) 1t follows that in the case of the Jews it
is several bundred yeers old, since 1t dates back to the
pericd of the Jewish Rensisssnos in Europe (Germany,
Russia) in the 18th Century. This Reansissance iz known
as the Heslmla and waz origlnated in Cermany by:ﬁossa



Mendelsohn philosopher and grendfather of Felix
Mendelsohn-Bartoldi, the composper.

In the United States this problem is also & very
old one, even though week day religious aaﬁnel, as such,
1s only L0 years old. MeHibben (9) states that reli-
gious weekday school was instigsted by Dy, Wirs, Super-
intendsnt of sechools in Gary, Indlana who conceived the
2&#& of releasing pupils from publis school a@u&witias
on reguest of their parents in order to enable them to
teke music lessons, religious instruetions, engage in
reading or other constructive activities (2). As Coe
(2) atataa'furﬁhar religious bodiss took advantege of
this opportunity &nd established religicus classes in
ehurches nesr the schools., The ides was apprepriatsed
by other religlious enmmuniiies and bas consequently
&avaiaped intc what ig known now as "released time",
This problem of "relessed time™ along with uhslﬁrablam
of teaching religion in public school has been the topiec
for many vehement dlscussions ever simce the Gary.Systaé
xwgaa. Moat of the parties concerned however with this
rroblem are debating "released time™ in connection with
the legel, constitutional and/or administrative aspect
{(6), 1In other words, these discussions revolve around
questions like the followling: Who are the pertiles cone
cerned with "released time®™ instruction? W¥hat is méhoal
time? Is 1t compatible with the idea of separation of
chureh and schoel? HNeed publioc policy take account of



the alleged growth of religious illiteracy? Such ques~
tions clearly concern only "released time® religious
education. They are hardly asked in connectlon with
afternoon religious sochool, é&nﬂe thess conatitute a
ﬁirrwrant-typa of religious school, which operates al-
ter public scheel hours. Also most of the resesroh the
author of thiz study hac wn@onntaraﬁ in his investiga-
tion was done in the fileld ¢of "released time™ religlous
gohool, The writer was not able to find reports of any
reasarch concerning an afternoon religious school operats

ing after public schocl hours,



CHAPTER XX
STATEWLRT OF THL PHROBLBENM

e gublhor firet beeeme Anterssbed in thw preslibile

i
1ty of & mutual «ffsct beitween public school and abovae
megntlioned afterncon roligiouws schoel when he notloed a
irfersnos hebwean the behavior of gome chilldren on weaek
davys and thelr behavior on Junday vheon they abttended the
afternoen cchoel” in the mornling: On Sunday morning
the ehilldren zesmod mors relaxsd and thely nerformance
in ¢lass was slightly betiere This gave rise te the
guestion of whethesy lack of public school getivitise on
Suanday micht possibly ascowatbt for that dildsronce in the
puplits bshaviore An experliusnt with Pliatnerelurost I.
We proup tests wae conducted by thoe suthor asome ting &go
to determiine the possitillety of an effsct of publie
school activitiss upon slternoon school sctivitles.
vnile thers was not a sulficlent degree of varliastion in
thae scurcy to ssztablish any definits concliuslon, there
wae an apparent teadency for puplls with an e Qe of 120
and under to perform bheitisr In the mornlingg whereap Lhe
puplls showving an T. Ge ©F over 120 failed to attain the
goeres of the firsgt test, wnich had veon adoinisterad

somo two weeks priop.¥

# This Work Was SULILCLeA 88 & Nid=-Lerm ABSicnment it
the courss of aAdvanced Zducational “@g@hmiﬁ*w at the
University of Omaha,.
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The present study gzjbampta to establish mbhar or
-pot acedemic sctivitiss asgmiateﬂ with attendance of
afternoon religious school affects a pupilts work snd
his achievement in public sechool.



CHAPTHR IIX
COLLECTION OF BRATA

Permission to examine public school records of the
ehildren was obtained from the Cmaha Doard of xducabtion.
Permisslion was granted with the provislon that consent
of the paraents concerned would bse gecured. Such consent
of the parent was obtalned by sending out 650 form let-
ters expressing this regquests The letters had a detache-
able portion which the parents were to sign and return.
This is in sccordance with the laws ol the state of
Nebraska, which required permission of the parents 1in
any investigation of the childrents records. Four hun-
dred and eighty parents responded. In possession of the
permission of the Umaha school authorities and the psr-
ents, the author proceeded to form an experimental group
by recording the I. Q's and the grades in arithmetiec,
reading, science and spelling of 125 Dundee school pu-
plls attending Hebrew school {any Hebrew school in town),
A total of 153 chilldren from Dundee school are attending
Hebrew schoole Only 125 of these could be mateched with
pupils not attending Hebrew school on the basis of three
selected eriteria. The criteria were as follows: 1. Q,
publie school grade, and sex. A "Control group” formed
on ths basis of the above oriteria consisted of 125 Dun=
dee school puplls, not attending religious school. Sub=-
sequently, 125 pairs of pupils were formed, easch pair
consiating of one pupil from the "Experimental group®
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and ons Lrom the ¥Control group” both being of the same
grads and sex and having the samée or nearly the same I,
Ge 1in only ons instance was there an i. 4. difference

within a pair as great as five points. In the wme jority
of vases the I. Q's were the game., In 8 few instances

there wee a vaeriation of one to four polnts.

The informetion needed for the formaiion of both

TS P 1

Y]
Cy
&
Pa

from the Permanent Registration Cards and the Cumulative
¢fficial Sohool Hecords (10) of the Dundese school in
Umaha, Hebraska., The l. G Beorses rscorded on thess
cards were baged on the Pintner-Cunningham Intellilgence
tost given to the third grade and on ths XKuhlman-Anderson
Intelligence test administered to the remalining grades

{(li to & inclusive). Table I on the following page lists
the distribution of I. Qs for both the ¥uxperimental®
and "Control®™ groups. It is seen that these two groups
closely approximate each other. Table I alsoc lists the
percentage distributlon of JI. Q's in the general popula-
tion sccording to the composite LeM standesrdization group
for the Revised Stanford-Binet Scales. It is seen that
901% of the general population fall between the I. Qfs
{80=139) while these I. Q. limits constitute the range

of the groups considersd in this study. 1t is also ap-
parent that in the range of 1l00-119 the Ll.6% of the gen-
sral population is contrasted by T7l.2i of the groups un-

der investigation, while in the lower most and the upper
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st reanges the peneral population Fligwros sllighily oexe

ewnd Lhose ol nur 2peelash.

waNlas ¥

DISTRIBUTIOE A BAWSE OF . Q'3
b 3 _
RIVANTAL AND CUWEROL GROUPS

OROURE

izZperie % of 4 of

re e . mental Tobel Contrel Tobml

Approximate
;M :Lﬁ iﬁ&ﬂﬂ
Fepulation®

130=132 1 BB 1 0.8
120129 14 8 8.8 8 Te2
110mil% 33 2Gehy 33 2ely
100=105 55 by 56 Llied
Gid= GP 23 184 26 20,8
Bl D9 2 1o o

30l
Ha2
18,1
2345
23,0
a5

votal REETTTIG0.00
Range of 1. t's &87«132 =133
Madian e e 106 106

o o om DER ,
ek ® S Be7 Be

S5

T haaphod Lrom ?a%@m ROl GLOSERe  LAUbRh
agy. The HselNlllan Company. How Torte
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A complete list of paired puplls, accordiag to
grades, is glven in appendix 4. Ia this list the names
ol the pupils have been omitted and numbers ussd Instead,
ag was shipulabted by tihie school authoritiss.

Achievement ol oceach pupll wac reprsgented by one of
the grades on the fellowing five polnt seala:

le=iixceptional

ZweDisbtinet Loaprovemend

3=wiisual Yor age and grade

==pslow axpectation

Se=Improvercnt nsoded
Mean achievemsnt Hatings of both Phxperimental” and
"Lontrol® groups in the fowr subjects under conzidera-
tion are shown in Table IX.

TABLE IX
ACHIEVEVENT LATINGS OF THE

EXPER IMENTAL AND CUNTROL GROUFS
IN THE PORM OF ORADE PUINT AVERAGHS

¥pan Gradses Mean Deviatlion
Subject Lxper, Group Control Group Md
Arithmetio 2.13 2.52 0,39
Reading 2,08 2.16 -0.08
Seience 2427 2.81 «0.59

Spelling 1.87 2.18 =0e31




CHAPTER IV
TREATHMENT OF THR DATA AND RESULTS

As soopn as the 125 pairs were formed, the names of
the pupils were replaced by numbers, Thus numbers 1, 3,
5, Teese2lt9 (¥-1) represent pupils of the "Experimental®
group: the numbers 2, L, 6, B....350 (N) represent pupils
of the "Control® group. "D¥ or the difference in the a-
chievement grades of two members of a palr was arrived
at by subtracting the mark of the "Experimental® pupil
from the mark of the "Control" pupil in each of the four
gubjects. Thus a posltive value of "D indicates that
the "Experimental® pupil had a higher mark in the given
subjeet; a negative value of "D¥ indlcstes that the pu-
pil of the "Control® group had a better mark in that giv-
en subject. The Mean deviation, MD, was positive,i%§">°@
indicating a slight superiority in the marks of the "Ex-
perimental®™ group in all four subjects. The sum of these
differences for these subjecta is shown in Table III.

TABLE I1X
DIPFERENCES BETWEEN MEANS OF BXPERIMENTAL

AND CONTROL GROQUPS
FOR WHICH SIGNIPICANCE HAS BEEN CALCULATED

Valuss of © Necessary for

Achlevement Ratings Significance

Being Compared )3 S Levels 5% 2% 1%
Arithmetic 49 3425
Reading 13 1.00 1.98 2.36 2.62
Scisnce 18 1.55
Spelling 2.5
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It osn bo peen {roz Yable 111 that the dllference
between the achilevessnts of the "ixperimentsal” group and
thoese of the *Control® group is positive, indicating
8lightly higher average =arke on the pard of the Yigpere
imental® groups, Thiz differsmse is veal and significant
at tho one porgent level (in 99 casss oul of 100} in
arithmetic, vhere 3" was found to be equal Ho 3.2% and
8t the twu persent level {in ¢8 caszez out of 100) in spel-
1ing whore "% 18 equael to 2.L8. iIn a spocimen of 125
cages the values of "t" mecessary for signiflicance at
the 17 and 27 lsvels are 2,062 and 2.36 reapsctivelye.

The differemes in reading and Lo selerncs, although posie
tive, is not stetistically significanty "t for thoee
subjects was found to be .00 and 1.35 respectivoly,
whish iz below the 90 probability levsl ler 126 cases.

Computationsl provedure necessery for determining
the significance bebwesn weans when the differencss bew
tween ptores are used, 1z shown in Appoendix B

“imme the dete were palired; the lollowing formule
wak ussd bo sstabllish whoether or not the difference ia

statlisticaelly significant:

R =

(=p)e
e

2 e
ﬁmm S B
Yhereg
# repregents the mumber of pairs

I is the difference betwesn gpsdes 1n such palr



CHAPTER V

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS
FOR FURTHER RESEARCH

In this study an attempt was made to establish the

effect of afternoon Hebrew mahoélluttenﬂanae on the pube
‘11¢ school achievement of the puﬁil. Por this purpose
125 publie school pupils attending Hebrew school were
matched with the same number of public school puplls not
attending Hebrew schocl. Subsequently, the subjects were
paired on the basis 6£ I+ Qey grade and sex, and their
achievement grades in srithmetie, reading, science and
spelling were compared. The "Experimental™ group showed
a slight superiority 1h all four subjects. The signifi-
cange of these differences was calculated and "t" values
of 3,25 in arithmetic and 2.4,5 in spelling were obtained,
These were significant at the 1% and 2% levels respective~
.xy, The differences in reading and in science werse not
significent,
Conclusions

The following ceonclusions seem Justifieds

l. Attendance of alternoon religious schoel had no
vigible detrimental effect upon the achievement of the
pupils of the "Experimental® group (those attending Hee-
brew school) in their public school work, since in the

four subjeets under eonsideration the.“Expariﬁsntalﬁ

group showed even slightly higher aversge grades than
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the "Conitrol® groupe.

2s The resulbts of this investigation do not supe-
port the bellel that afterncon religlous school inter-
feres with public school asctivitye.

sugrestiong for Further Hesearch

The writer is fully aware of ths fact that the re-
gults of this invesbigation deo not constitute sullliclent
evidence to justlify an opinion in favor of afternoon roe
ligious schoolinge This study is merely a step in the
direction of clsaring up & long stending debate on the
subject of relations between public and religlous
schoolse. More research and esvidence 1is nsedsd before
there can be any settlement of this debate,.

In this study pupils of one public school, as well
ag of cne type of afternoon religious school, namely Ho=
brsw school were ussde This implies a more or less lime
itsd range of soclo=-economilc background of the subjects
used, if the latter factor is to be iInferred on ths ba-
sls ol the location of residence. Investigations {ole
lowing & similar pabdtern, but conducted in different
public schoolsg in different parts of the city and or
country and involving alterncon schocl of diffsrent
types znd or religious denominabtions might reveal more
facts important in dealing with the over-all problem of

public school « afternoon school relatlionshipe.
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ArPiiDIX A

A COMPLETE LIST OF PAJRLD PUPILS AGCORDING TO GRADES
GRADE 3  SUBJECT HARKS

PUPILS oo I. Go ARITHMETIC READING SCIENCE SPELLING
: 1% : 3 31 i
| ) e -
3 ) 3 2 3 2
~ 96 1 2 1
“ =5 ~5- 4 =1
S T L ]
7 95 1 1 1 1
8 95 1 ) 1 1

s 0 G -
5B 3 3 3 3
11 102 2 3 2
. L T
1;.? 108 3 3 3 3
o7 + + o+
i5 111 3 3 3 3
+ o+ o+ o+
z,g o7 3 3 3 3
: 4 + o+ * &
19 132 2 1 2 1
S e e A 2

GRADE L

21 103 3

22 106 1

4

pon
Yo
Yoo



rontinued)
SRADL L (Gont
LR ALK

Ty g
P A
SRRt o S bt

Y e B e F:ti&gaxiﬁ'
ResDine SCILHCH R
X AR TPHYATIC Riu X ] :
1S N9, — L 2 e 5
e + o+ A a—
22 105 2
105 ‘ - . 1
as 109 ..-%- 2 § s
- 3 - =T
121 1 + "‘I"‘l
2 120 —= : i 1
E ) 4 5
113 1 5
29 113 ~5 3 :
30 ”‘
A
> 5 ;1%_. - I
108 1 1
g& 107 e 1
| 1
96 | -%-1 “5-1
35 Fas 3 —S-l '
%_ 4 :
Qg .
’ 1
% 1
1 .%-1
113 ..g..
Lo 113 g f ) 1
. 1 .
117 2 1 -g; "3;
b1 115 - 1
1 2 .-%. ’%"’
102 + % ; :
§ T S S
109 1
b 113 —F
L6
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GRADE L {(Coatinued)

SUBJUGT HARKS

PUPILE MO 1o Qe ARITHMLTIC READING SCIENCH SPOLLING
5% b 3 3 4
E 1% S S TR
’ | -+ 4+ 4 -3
51 102 2 1 3 i
52 100 + _%_ _%_ _%_
Eﬁ 100 3 3 3 2
, PP __é__ "%“ _g_ "%'
% w3 2 1 2
’ > + + + +
2 168 3 __;_ i 3
: - T T S
o 3
& 113 _é__ -§—- __g_ %'
65 100 1 3 3 N
&6 100 ‘_g_ “%_ ~%‘ .‘%w
& 102 é; _%_ _é_' _3_“
70 155 3 L3 2
=i ' =
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- GRADE B {Conbtinusd)

SUBJLOT BARKS

PUPILE NO. Ie Gia ARITHVMETIC READING SCIRNCE SPRLLING
71 107 3 Z 3 ;
72 o7 =5 e + &
7 2 + + 4+ +
75 105 3 3 3
77 190 3 3 3 3
78 100 --g-- “%“ —%_ —ém
2 O
, ‘ -5
81 101 i b 3 3
82 100 . -3~ + +
A o7 3 3 3
& 57 -4 i ‘é? -5
8s 105 i 3 2 3
86 107 m-%u “‘%‘“ ‘%" _%.
gg %%3, % ;‘ :E: %.

_ 1 - g ~ 5"
8% 08 3 3 3 3
90 98 et e o -3
A0 ® 11 3 3
5 195 : ;. ;

~4- 4+ 5 %
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GRADE & {Continued)
SUBJECT LARKS

PUPILS WO 1o Go ARITPHMETIC READING SOIENCEH SPELLING
%% s 3 P4 :
S 113 3 ‘ ‘ |
. i F 4+ 4+
29 11% 1 1 o 1

100 11 ..,%.. .%” % -%”
102 % S T .
=T 5
o8 3 3 3 3
1% 10 1 1 3 2
107 96 3 1 3 3
1% o 3 A 3
112 o 2 2 3 2
%~ f o ¢
ilh %.x}é% _é_’ _%_ 1 1
- _ 1
-+ +
34
i 1% T R T
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GRADE B {Continusd)

SUDBJLOT MARRS

PUPILE HDe, i_é;,g,,‘}g» ARJTIPALT IO  HBADING LSO NCH DPULLING
119 99 1 1 1 1
S e S S

GRADE 6

121 107 1 1 2 1
122 107 a%_a % g%: %
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