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e

Four hypotheses are tested in this study: (1) that

there is no significant difference between students in regard to the

total number of stated -problems of adjustment;

(2) that there is no

significant difference between the two groups in adjustment related
to either health and physical dzvelopnent, school, home and family,.
money, work, the future, boy-girl relationships, relatlons to people
in general, and self-centered concerns, as reflected by the number of

s¥tated problems in each of these areass

(3) that there is no

significant difference betwzen the groups in the number of problens
of adjustment specifically related to religion, with the all-day

group indicating a greater degree of adjustment.

Results showed more

health and development and schocl problems and less feelings of

security for day-school ‘students. No significant differences between
groups are found for the other problem areas. Findings are discussed
in terms of Lewin's theory concernlng ingroup and outgroup attitudes.
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EQLCAT TION POSITION OR POLICY

oo © Abstract : .
. .. ' In this study; chish all-day school pupils wcre comparcd '
with public school pupils with regard‘io problens of aéiustmcn% f

end teeling of security. Both groups consisted of 81 mele ond 0

'fcmale subjsots of similar age, relig,ous orientution, nation*lxt;

and socio-economic background, The Mooney Problem Chodk 9ist, 2
cﬁeckulist of wproblems related to‘religion," and an adaptation of
the Masléw S-I Imventory were administered, The analysis bf vi.r-
iagcc-techniqueé ﬁga used to determineythe significﬂﬁce ¢f difi-~ \v%
ercnce (05 lével), The ADS group rcvealed more HPD and S predie s
and less feeling of security. In the number of ‘total uﬁonoy prov-
lems and in the other proﬁlem areds,no significant difference vas
found. The findings were djscussed in terns of the theoretical
background presented.

., — Tho Pyoblem

The numbor of pupils attending denoninational schools throu_h-

out our country has increased considerably since the conclucion of ;

the Socond ¥orld War, ‘The significont cnd steady incressc in the

WoLs555

nunber of children receiving their basic education in denozin. t....-

al schools calla for a closer cxomination of some of the charcctes-

!
t
tostics of thiz kind of schooling, Indeed, during the past two _ l
I
l
!




he wmerits of public versus sector-

decadas, the controversy over t

jan education has agsumed added prominence within each of rour
The question is dcbated with pertic-

ection with the Jew- |
shiva), &
cular and

pajor religious communities.

ular vigor within the Jewishconmmity in conn
1sh All-Day gchool (also Xuown by the Hebrew term Yo
.ﬁrifate achool which provides Jouish pupils with a2 sze

religious education within the samo physical tlant, .
typo of school argue with great conviction

g the perpstustion of Jewish spiritual and '

Proponents of this

that aside.from agsurin

culbural Value\< the schopd bencfits ‘the tndividual student by ' A

providing him with a high caliber educaticn and uf%h tho emotional

“seourity ossentinl for adequate adjustmen
while the educationzl merits of the Jewigh all-

t to 1life as & penboy of

,.{. o minority group.

day school are often substentisted by rasults of achievement

1ts ‘peychological effocts uncn. the student body rezain withe

. tests,
tion and subject €O un"ubstantiateu clains,

-iﬁ the realm of specula

One argument: views the insular environnant of the denomina~h

the cause for the dsv elopment of psychic barriers

jes within the child, which make adequste \\
Jaother approach stres‘es

+ional school as

and ‘emotional polarit

adjustment more difficult and less natural.

the positive adjustment Value resulting froo the cultivation of

solf-esteem, gocial solidarity and cohesivenesc, charactoristic of

the aomogen-ous all-day school, The latter-approach appears to b

in ‘consonance with the concepts of Kurtlewin (15), epphasizing a

he can gain the
The divere

childts need of a‘feeling of belongingness hefore
emotional security to make outrcaches to othzr peoplo.
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;gcncc of views on this question ig perhaps due to the vagueness

of the concept of "adjustmcnt"‘ ‘as well as to thé lack of empirical .
clor

data, The“huestion may be further complicated es 2 rosult of p

cultural differgnées between all-day- school and public gchool pupils,

sinoe the former are reared in”familics with sipilar soclal attitude;,
trdaits and learning -experlences, ‘
Although a 1inited number of rocent studics (4,5,6,9,12,17,14;

4

£0,52,24) deal’ with the porsonality of Jewish all-day school’ pupils, .

" little empirical data is presented in connection with the above %

quostion. It was, therefore, the purpose of this 1nveutigotor to

. compare the problems of Jewish all~day school pupils with those of

‘their poers attending public schools, in a variety of areas of ad-

justment, to determine the differcnces, if any, between the two

groups, It was anticipated that within the limitations of this re-
search, some porsonallty concomihan»s asqociated with Jewish all- ot

day . school education nould ve egtablished,which, analyzed in the

light of “the theorotical discusoidn presented, would provioe .edu~-

cators with direotions for acticn and suggest hypotheses for further
rnsearqh, \ . .
_Rypothéses: '

The following hypotheses were tﬁutedz
1, There is no aigni ficant differenca hetween the Jewich

all-day school and the public school group in regard to totzl num-

bur of stated problems of adjustoent, -
2, There %s-no significant differpnce bctween the two g3 oaos

in adjustmcnt related to elther "Health and Physical Develoomrnt";
lSChool”; nHome and Famil¥}); "Money, uork, The Future"; "Boy znd

4
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3ustment.

ﬂ

£ . »

Girl Relationsﬂ; uRelations to People fn Genoral"' and wSelf-ceniered

Concernsg," as reflécted by the number of stated problems in eath of

‘‘those areas,

AN - ’ _
Se Th ore 1s no signficant differenco bvetween the two groups = .

A 1n the degree of general foeling of °ccurity.

b

"4 There i8 a significant differcnco between the two groups .

"in tha number of problexss of adjustment specifically reigtpd to ro- "

ligion, the nll-day school group 1nd1cating ‘a grcater dcgrco of ad~
]

o 4

Yethod ’ .

RN

Tn accordance with previous rescarch rclating ‘to personality

-

adjustment end the objoctives of this study, it vas considorcd

‘desirable to equata the two experimental groups ad nohrly as posgible

on the basis of age, nationality and ethhic backgzound of the pupils,
as woll as in acgordcnce, with the socio-economic 1ch1 and the Q=
1igious orientation of the parents, The study wag, thorefore,
liﬁited to American born seventh grade pupils of tho Jewi»h fuibh
stemuing from middle-incomé homes with a traditional rcligious or-
tentation, : S J
The All-Day school Group

A tétdl of 172 aevcnth graders from "Hebraic® co-cducational

all-day schools in the city of Hew York!wore tested, This numbcr

represenﬁed practically the entire soventh grade all-day gchool
population in ths city, meeting tho designated experimental criterla,.

-only-one, school in this category a4d not find it possible to parti-

cipate in this study, ginceé 1t had previously beed subjected to much
regearch, After the elimination of students not 11ving with both

‘_ or'theiggnntural parents, those not attcnding their pzesent school

5
~ '




-

for at least four years in succession, those not meeting the de-
éigﬁéted experimental criterie, and those aﬁpearing not to respond ;
scriously to éhg questionnaires, a total of 137 subjocts - 81 male '
cnd 56 fcmele -~ remained to be studled, * ] | , —
"The Public School Group: - —
The public school sbuuents were chosen from among the pupils
of afta;poon Hobreow schools meeting the designated experimental

eritdrih and located within tie sauc geégraphic area as the varti~

cipating a11~day schools. Thus, the study was actually linited to
. 8 comparisou of all-day school pupids s7ith public school nupil« mho
_ recelve a religious educaticn in afternoon Hébrew vchools. Since
the all-day SCh%S} population concists p?igar;ly of students froﬁ
ngraditional® or mMorthodox® Jewish homes, only students frow Hebrew
‘5choo;sﬁaffiliated with_congregations of sicilar religious orien-

\\
/ tation wore chosen. A total of 173 seventh graders comprised the

-pub;ic "school group_thus selected. Theso students repraesented the
entire geventh grade population’of\the first 6 Hebrew 5chools ex-
pressing their willingne s to cocperate with this study and mneting
the designnted expepimental criteria, Aftor the elinination of
subjects in accordance with the criteria proviously describeu, a
total of 135 subjecta . 85 mﬁI/\hnd 50 female ~ remained, In order
to equalize both experimental groups for statisticul purpod%s, &
numbpr of subjocts were rsndomly eliminated leaving a final popu*a-

“tton of 81 male and 50 female subjects in each group,

" mstrugents Used - - v

The concepts of tadjudtment-maledjustment® and "security-in-

security® aroc oftem used interchangeably aﬁd are in need of grezter,

0 C - 6
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'diarity. Knutson points out thut fithe concépt of personai sccurity
13 frequently cmployed by socicl soientists but many &€ those who
find the concept useful are not clear as to what they mean by’ the
tern, VWhat some writers refeor to es uecurity or iks acurity ie de~
flnéﬁ by others as adjustment or maiadjustment; high or lovw wmorale -
and the like,...,.n(11,p.1). . | &
\Iﬁ view of the vagucness of tho concepts involved and the
varied as"umpticns conCCrning the adjustnent of a11~day school \
pupils, it was ‘deemed adviaablc to select an aporaisal device that
.i ‘ would be as diversge and as descriptire as possible, rather thal one
purportigg to yield a qualitative index of "adjustment" The
Mooney Problem Check List (Jr. High °ch30¢ Fbrm, 1950 Rov.) (l“),
covering uroblems in the areas of 1) Realth and Physical DeVelop-
mant’ (HPD), £) Schoo; (0), z) Home and Family (ar), 4) Honey,
'Wbrk tho Future (H”F), 5) Boy znd Girl Relations (BG), 6) Rele-
’ i tions to Peo9le in General (PG), and 7) Selt«Centered Concerns (VC};
together. with a check 2ist of problems related to religion (R),

was congsidored most éppronriate for this purpose. Those cback lists,

as well as an adaptat;on of "The ST Inventoryn (18), measuring .
. general fecling of ;ecurity; and a persbnal data ?orm soliciting
the necessary background 1nformation, were administered to all sub-
~jo0ts, Anonimity ves waintained throughout the study to cnhande tne'
accuracy of TQSUQDJOQ} R )
gtatistical Treatnant of-Data .
Tho total Mooney scores, the indivicual problem area scores
and tho S5-I scores vere arranged in separato frequency distributions

- for each school group divided according to sex,- Thus, four distr1~

e B | v
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butions ware set-up for each sot of 3co$ep;‘éﬁd the moaﬁs Vere Cojlw .
puted for ocaeh of the distributions, In the case of the S-I and a
total Hooncy °CO“Qu, standerd deylations and medians vern 21 50. COLiw
puted, - | .
The .- scores for cach of'ﬁho proplen éfeas;.as woll -as the S-I. h
and total Moonev aceres uere then subjectod to a “two-vay clazsifie-
cation analysis of varianoe test (16) to dctermino vhethcr the ssts -
of data are sufficiently difreront from one anotﬁer for us to reject
the hypothesis that they arose by rdndom sampling fron the same pob—

ulation, 1In a two»way c1¥ssification problem, the seta of dota are’

: drrferentiated on the basis of two experimental Variables - in o - .

case, school and sex, This procedure enables us to det»rmine not
only whether difrerenccs among moeens ove thelr divergcncics to one
varieble or the other, but alcs o, vhether there are interaction
Variations nttributable to jJoint effects of the two acting to"ether.-
Three variznce ratios ~ caesignated "FM ~ are, therefore, derived
as a repult of this process. In the present experimcnt, one T Te-
voals whether the two school grouns differ significantly in their \
number of problams, the other F whether tho two sexes differ sig-
nificently in the same respect, and the third F, whether uhereﬁiu
gny significent 1nteraction between the faotars of school and SEX,-
The F ratios have. been chedkod against a table (8) Vhich in-
d1Cates the critical points at various degrees of freedom, beyond

mhich they are sigqifieont on eithér the L per cent or 5 per cont f

lovel, /n obscrved F volue which s lower thon the one given in
tho tnﬁle for the gpecific degreas of freedon and the dogignated
1evel of significance indicates that there is no statistically

.S
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significant difference or intera agtion, Since 1t was-hypothe°1zed

" in this investigation thst no significant difference will be found
in any but one of the arcas’ gtuaiedfﬁ.os (5pur &cnt) level of 2ige
nilicznce was dos;gnated as the criterion for the acceptunce or
rojeotion of this hjpothasis. The risk of maintaining this hypo- l
thGaiB mhen, in fact ‘it may be false is thus reauced, as the
’dasignated criterion calls "for its rejecxion more readily than does
" the more rigid one (.Gl)iovel), requiring SQ(;QrAZent ceitainty.
~In view of the oquality and sizes of the samples, the problem“ ot
homogencity of variance mnd normulity of sopulation vere 1gnored

as suggested by tho~experimonts of Norton @7y undLPoneau (2),

o Results . ‘ ”l N

Table 1 rOVealé'the mean scores for enchldigtributign; ad?éaﬁ--
1ng to school anaﬂggx groupa. Jhii% sdﬁe trends as woll as the v
direction of the difference in scoves are apparent from this teble,
one pust ezamine tables £ to 4 for an analysia of the significance

of the differenca, S S

Lo

"
~ N « —
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Insert Taoble 1 about pcro' A .
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To€a1 Numbe} of Problems of Adjuﬂtment

As can be seen from Tabld 2 while the differcnce. betweon the
sez groups 1 statistically slgnificunt even on the 1 per cent lcvel;,
the difference betwedh the school, groups did not turm out to be sig-
nificant chn on the less rizid 5 per cent leVel deuignafod‘ The

hypothegis tha; there 1ssno slgnificantcdifference between tho Jl\e

_4sh all-day school and the public sohool group, with_regard to total




Pl .
nunber of stated problems of adjustment, was affirmed, $ex alone,
¢ withont the interaction of échool, appcqvad to be a gignifiCent factor
... 1in the area under study. : T A '

: v
.

v .
0--%*»~----o—--"-uau---*‘«-’wﬂ-.—.ﬂ

) o S Insort “pable £ about hcre ; T ‘
.~C.‘”----Q-..-q'“‘-tn-:——......o-n----"’-‘p_-.
. . i
The lack of signifibant_diffevcnce bOtWGen the two school groaps :
_ 4n'total nunber of piqilems cahnot bo interyretad to 1np1y thrt thcy ‘
B i X nre‘confrbﬁted with a nimilar "problem wvorld®w, Clgscr analysis of - .
|
|

- o>
.

individual problem areas and specific problem\itéms, indecd indicete
signifioant differenoos. It must also be- undorstood that the‘tothl

=

Check List scores do not:take into account the intonsity of the probe

Lems marked or the orientation to problems of each pupil in terms

- . -t .
—— . \ Y
to

of hls unique. experience. : " o "
yhile tha above f£indings tell very 1ittla gonceorning thenprob-
lem worldr of tho, two schocl’ groups, evidence 1s prosonbed that et~
tendance in an all-day school 1s Tot nocessarily accompanied by sig-
nificqntly more or lass problens of udjustment. Thus, peithpr the °
argumentg of the proponents of thi° typo of schéoling, nor thoge of
its opponrnts, can be «ubstantiatpd vy the emﬂirical evildence re-~
Ivealad. One rmat ccnsider the fact, howcvgr, that possible aiff- %
" ercnces between tha two groups in the nunmber of problems of ndjust-

nent do not as yet manifest themselves on the seventh grade 1evel,

3

~ tor are not measurablc by ‘the hooncy Prdblem Check Tist..
I Number or P*oblems in Specific Areas of Adjustrent
Table’ 8 summarizes the results,cf the analyses of variance tests

in résponse to the question whethor significgnt differences exich
” ,‘\ . ]\

16
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t\,

batwoen the a11~ddy schooi ané ihe nublic schooX group ‘n tho masber

of statcd problcms in any of the éight gpocﬂfic arnaa of aujna%ment.

~ - N )
0 - ¥

.~n--'!—-~&m---—v—-~--“.--“-..Q”m.pa--‘-”' ,
- .

. . . )
Inscert Tablg 3 abcut here . T C ..
. '~:& .,' . .\‘
nob.--oc”v-n.n-.nnuuuom--——o‘uwbwﬂﬂvﬂﬁm‘_-o'

-

Althuugh signzfjcant diffg!ﬁDC@ is 1nd1catcd Yetween -the - bex _
groups in nearly all n;oblcm aroaa, the uchuol gronpsdiffer Stemifie .
cantly only in the number of T8 sné S problens, In the other f;ve -
Mooney nroblem arcas, as well as in the area of Problems BClutﬁd to R
Religion (R), . no significuntedifferenue has boen. found, The hy~ s
potuasis that no simificant differcnce exist» bét";éh tne Tro -;

-

school. groups was thus confirmcd ror all bus the HPD and S Mooney

A problem arezs, On the other hanu, the hypothesis that all~-day
‘school students reveal 1hsseyroolemu rolatcd to religion thgn pabe-
liosschool students had %o be rujccted on the basiz of tho findings

pnoortod in.Tahla 2. ThB difforoncos between tho sex groups avé

.
~ 1
e

not dirqptly relevant to this study. S A -
H°D end S Problemg . o - R
ﬁ The finding thut the all~dayc school group is troubled by sige-

nific.ntly more EPD und S nroblcms may ba dua to its oxpoqure to
considcrablf groatar worik loads and pres surs durlng the nor“al ochool
day. All~day school ‘students ars subjected to a. double curriculund =
yono of seculsr and ona of raligioua studies - inﬁblving alrust tw*cel

L4

as neny vubjocts, more teacheru, and as a con,eq ance, confioorubly

more scholaotic preuaure than their pcers in public fchool. The- e
doublo program of,scpcol instruction regulbe also ln & doubla ‘pbRotute
schedule of homework assignmonts, further lengthening the study <¢ay,

/

+ . ’ ] .. 11

-
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S

o oo 4.' '} ‘ : b T ) -
Under ‘theea circumstancea, neither the gchovl ndr the pu il° out- -
side of school, can afford to allov much Limo ior .docd, &l phyqical,
or reureational acbivities, It may ve exnactcd therrfore, that
allwaay achool gupilv 88 a v*oup, ddsulay an\awa”cnass of moro EBD .
problcms such as ‘™ot gettinp cutdoors onough % vdontt gct cnough .
sleep," and ﬂoverwei”ht W oas mell as move § problems such &5 ¥so .
oftgn.feal restless in clasa," rnob intercsted in certgin subj@cts, -
-and "uorried about® grades. N
prableoms Rcluued $o Religion T . ‘ fim . - \

) from Table 3 it is cvidanu, that ofly in bhe aron ey Problcmu\.‘
Relatcd to Relxgion, significant interacbion between thg faclors

, of " schoal Pna sex ie revea led, Sinco Qiamination of the mcan scorés
for this problem area ICVF&ICQ th‘ a ~@ax.bcbool ‘§irls have the v s

-

cmllcst munber of problems, the t- t&~t WES anTiea to uetermiﬁe the

. signiricance of the aifference b;;vceu tha twa femele grohpa. A Hpw

is defined a5 the ratlo of & devistlon tg.a standard eLror (G p..OB),

"'Thdriﬁrgéf'thé t, %he lcss\i\ vely i» is thdt it cnu’d occur oy candon

sam3ling, -In-this case, at of u.és was ebtuined. Since ' t above.

* Ré?ltndic;tps that the choness arc 1csa than' 5 tiues in 1000 that a

‘2 <.

t.8s lerge or large; could h&Ve aoccurred by chanoe, our obtazned t
of 3,05 inaicates that the difzerence bauween thc mean female qcores
in tho axy é: of Problcma Relaled -to Roligien is uivnificanc aven be-
yond tha ,505 level of confidence, i& anaears; hhevcfore, thit even
theugh tho oxaectct¢oa that all-day gohool puslls would reveal B &=

nifICuntly less prcblens related to rel:bien was not bcrne out, for

;he grovp ac a WhOlG; iu'was subs tentiated .for 1ts' fémele pogulation“'
L . , A

r

N




villner - c g Lo

Generai Feeling of gecurity
Table 4 reveals‘th9t the aifference in ©-I ccores betveen the
two school grouns,is statisticelly significant even on the .ol level..
It also indicates that there 1s no significant difference between
the sex groups, nor is-there any significant jnteraction netween tﬁé
variables of sex and schooli. On the hesis of the insﬁrument useq;
tne expériméntal-hypnthesi56that the two schopl'zrouvs‘do not differ

‘signifipenﬁly in the degree of generaleeeling of security, had to

___—_._.._.._——-———.————————-—--""‘"""'"

' The finding that the onublic s¢hool’ punils possess 2 greater de-
'gree of géneral-feeling of security than uhose in the all—day school
is at varianné with that of Velss (24) indicating ‘higher negotionaT
securitytv scores on fhe part of Yeshiva (all-day school) boysi. It
also does not appeal to be in co nsonance with -the Ureviouﬂlv men--

tioned concept of Lewin (15)" emphasizing that the develonnent of 2
positive feeling of "be1onzingness“ leads to greater emotion=1 se— _
curity with which to maKe outreaches to other veovle.- Dossible .
theories explaining this finding in the 1light of these and other
related studies are discassed in the concludinz section of this’art—

~

icle.-
Problen Are= Phtterns ¢

- An annlysis of “problem area patterns reveéied'a number of dif-
ferences bwtween the two experimental groups.. As ceri be seen fror

tables 5 and“6, 1isting the problem areas for each grouv in rank R

order according to mean number of items” checked, both school groups”

-~

. : . 43




and R. Considering the re-1lts of other studies (1,7,10,21) TH gy%

" yillner ‘ ) 13,

-

)

seem to be troubled most frequently by problems in the categories ;
of SC and s, and 1east frequently by those in the areas of EF, MVE, g,
appears that with the exception of unique local circumstances, these}

characteristics are common among the generdl 3unior high school pop-

: nlation, t

Ay
*...—Q-GQ--'---»-"‘----»--»--»nb-qi-‘-_.,.'q-
- « -

-

Tnsert Tables b and é about here
. ( v

The all-day school group revealed relatively more frequent con-

cern than the public school group with problems in the area HPD, ST

while the. public school group gave greater priority to social pPTob-

b

lems in the categories of BG and PG. .At the same time, the alleday ",
v > \

school. group manifested considerably less frequent concern than the -
public school group with items in the area of R. (

- “ ~ Discussion . \
A variety of conclusions and conjectures are suggested by the’
major findings of this study. In regard to total quantity of prob¢
lens of adjustment no significant difference is indicated between

the all-say school and the public school groups to substantiate either

AN

of the theoretical aSSmetions presented earlier, which ascribe pooOT=

er or better adjustment to denominational schcoling.‘ Differences

) are reVealed, howeVer between the two groups in the number of BPD

and § problems, as well as in the relative emphasis of particular '

problem areas, It must-be bornse 1n nind, though, that these quanti- :
tative findings do ndt reflect the intensity of the problems marked,

or the orientation te problems of each pupil in terms of his unique -

_\
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- experience, o

An analysis of the problem patterns of the groups used in this .
I 4 , J)

LY

’investigation and of the samples of other studies cited indicates

‘that, While certain problems are common among the general junior.
high school nopulation, otners appear to be a correlate of sex, or’
of singular school or environmental circumstances. The prevalence
of the distinctiVe problens manifested by our alloday school group’,
= is supported by the findings of Levinson (12). From another study
by the same author (13), involving all—day schocl groups on the
college 1eve1, it can be seen that some of the distinctive problems
persist to a similar degree even on that level.
The manifestation of greater insecurity on the part oi‘the alle

. ' day school group, as measured by the S*I InVentory, may be a reflec-

gion of a variety of conflicts and pressures experienced by it. For-
the greatest‘part of the day, the all-day school pupil is i1solated
from the other children in his neighborhood wvith 1ittle opportunity
to become part of theﬂ"gang" His social and reLigious distinctive~

KN

ness, within a society that stresses conformity, results in feelings

of self-consciousness and anxiety. This distinctiVeness~also makes

the all-day school pupil subject to increased discrimination and more

sensitive to it., A more highly deVeloped superego due to tha relig-

gious training in the all-day school, presents an additionai cause

for dincreased anxiety and conflict. F%rthermore, as mentioned earlier,
~ the internalization of Jewish religbus values through the influence

of home and school challenged by crosr-currents from the majority
culture via street, magazines, radio, Tv, and other media of communi-

cation, serve to bring about serious cultural clashes,

It 1s important to bear inmmind that the a11~day school group

15
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. culture, counled with the desire for maximal retention of traditional

2 are a oroducta of the peculiar "marginal" situation of this group,

- are possibly exacerbated by intra—pnrsonal tension derived from a

———————— Sy v EMES J NPT TLT S =s reyacs s
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of this study is limited to pupils of the "Hebraic® or "modern' types.
These pupils ere generally exposed to home and school environments

which stress integration within the broader framework of American.

Jewish patterns and velues. The constant attempt at the synthesis 3
of two cultural syétems and ‘the accompanying inter-cultural conflictz_

w\ich, according to Stonequist, (23) involves personal maladjuctment :
ranging from immer strain to a disor ganizing force. These conflicts
¢lash between a strict value-system and a strong impulse potential. .
In the light of these factors, one may expect,panifestations of in-
security to be displayed by this -group., . ‘

_Public school nupils, on the other hand, even those attending - ‘
afternoon Hebrew schools, are much more integrated within the general
imericen society and considerably less concerned with the retention
of tradibional Jewish patterns. As determined by the Personal Data
Porm, the parents of 40 per cent of the public school group ( as et
compared to 7 per cent of the ell-day school group ) are - -totally non-
observant of basic Jewish precepts. Nor can the five to seven hours,
zeekly afternoon Hebrew school program be expected to eifectively
exert nearly the same pressure as the all-dey school, 1n the direc-
tion of religious observances. For the pupils in the public school

group, the straln producing intra-personal tensions, &8 well as inter- -

cultural conrlicts, are considerably minimized,.

The so-called "marginal® situation characteristic of the "modern“

21l-day school group may be similarly mitigated for pupils in the
more traditional type of all-day. school, where home and school en- y

16
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vironments place little or no emphasis'upon inteération within the
general Amerfcan society, For the individual of this type, living
. primarily within the confines and the security of his sub-culture,
conflicts of the nature described may be minimized, as they were for T
the European ghetto Jev, 1iving under voluntary imposed restriction «
upon - nsocial locomotion.ﬂ(}s) ‘ _ 0
The study by Henoch (9), previously quoted, provides evidence i
to support the above theory. In this study, the author compares
a group of Jewish all-day gchool pupils of the modern orthodoxn
type, with a similar group froxa "Chassidic" type, on the basis of
the Rogerst! Test of Personality Adjustment, the Rorschach, and a
-Background~Interest Inventory consisting of fifty questions, The .-
ﬂchassidicﬂ _group is described as being "distinguished by a vibrant
socio-cultural self-sufficiency, attempting to isolate {tself to= -
tally from contact with the general American gsoclety." His findings
indicate a considerably greater degree of anxiety on the part of the
pupils of the "modern” all-day school type.. This result is explained
by the author in terms of the "marginal" character of the ™modern
orthodoxn group, in distinction to the "reeling of mystioal group
belongingness" and unified religious lire-purpose of the "Chassidig™

gTroups -
The failure of our data to sunport tne theony of lewin may be
vievwed in a number of ways. On the one hand, it is possible that
the theory does not stand up against the empirical evidenCe presented,
or that the a11~day school 1s not the proper ground for its testing.-
on the other hand, it appears 1ike1y that the S-I Inventory measures
areas’ of personality not involved with "ground upon which to stand.”

Lewin's theoretical analysis centers around the type of methnic

v

securityn related to what is commonly referred to as ﬂingroup' and
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" moutgroup" attitudes, The study of Weiss (24) indicat'ng greater
nemotional security" on the part of all-day school pupils, simi- f
larly involved such:traits as "nayrow elanishness;" "resentment;h .
" mauthoritarianism" and "suspicionn more closely associated with
_the above attitudes.. The §-T Inventory, however, is concerned
with some of .the more general end basio nsubsyndromes"- of security
| such a8’ "feel*ng of anxiety," ncompulsive introepectivenees,"
and "sense of guilt. It 13 quite plausible, therefore, thet while
the" all-day school group manifests greater "emoéional security" in
the experiment of Welss, supporting the theory of Lewsn 1t shows
up at a disauvantage in connection with the syndrqnes or eecnrity
measured by the S=I Inventory. -
Limitations . o ' , N
It 4is important that the‘doncluéionsiof this study be viewed in’
- - the light of a number of delimitations., Primary considerstion snould
L be given to the fact that .statistical inferences must technicelly bee
restricted to the hypothetical parent population used 1n this exper<
iment, although some generalizations may he justified on a judgemental
basis "without the safeguards provided by the logic of statistical

inference,) (17) The present study was 1imited to American»born e

gseventh grade pupils of "middle-incomeﬂ fawilies. The alleday school .

sample was furthermore. limited ‘to schools of the "Hebraicn or‘"modern" |
~ type, although the fdeological constellation of such schools includes-

several types, representing phiLosoﬁhical and curricular differences

ranging from rigid ‘orthodoxy to near secularism, '

Particular attention mist be drawn to the fact that our s tudy
is limited to pupils on the seventh grade level. It is likely that
differences manifested between the two experimental groups in this

N | | _' 18
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This likelihood finds support in 2 study by. Chein and Burwitz (3)

-
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<

study disappear as the. plﬁ\ilq pass through thelr adolescent stage,.

which reveals that the olde“ ?ewish boys bacome, the more they are .

drawn to the broader, the ﬂin common™ aspects of the American scene,

and the more they seek general American ﬂriendS'and activities.

While it is likely that some differences: batween our two ex- -
perimental groups Vadish as the pupils pass through their adoleSCent
stage, it 1s equally possible that othera first begin to appear boe

~ yond the age level tested, Being Jewish may not be of sufficient‘

congequence to seVenth grade punils ina public school environment’
to leave its mqu on the 1nd1vidua1's security, Abcordipg to the -
Yewinian hypothesis,.one might escape identity for a while, only
to find it more difficult wﬁen confronted with tﬁis‘problem later,
In conscnance with tg;s yicw, the all-day school group might fare~ -
better in cbnnectidﬁ with social cbpflict in later years, sincé un-
like the_geﬁrew 4chool youths; tﬁey have 1nternalized'étrengths to
neet it, | | " -

In addition to the 1imitations imposed by our population, one

must, of course, also koep in mind those ‘resulting from the instru-

. ments used, 8Some of these limitations*and thelr possible effect upon

our- findings have already been pointed dut..
Tmplications ’

~ Vhile the present study is subject to delimit%tions of scope
and methodology; it has shed light upon some of £§§ versonality
concomitants assoclated with Jewish 2ll--day school education, and
has contributed to the accration of research data ;oncerning the

igsues raised, From a vractical point of view, the problems re~

. * N .
. vealed suggest a variety of curricular implications and directions
19 '* [
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. for a guidance nrogram; of marticuler use‘to 211-day schooI'euthor—

.« ities.. It is hoved that the iindings of this study wiil,stimuIate
more extensiVe jnvestigations.. At 2 time nhen denoninational schoorsﬂ,

are assuming increasingly more immortant rolés within our societv!'
-the-need fonmfurther ‘research on this importent topic cannot be

]
4

o~ <

“overlooked.. ° - T , .

. -

cummary

“

S _ * Tn this study, &ewishfall-day schoollpunils wer; conoered with *
"public school ouoils,.with regerd to problems of adjustment and feeIL- N
ing of security..,Both groups consisted of 81 male and 50 femsle sub~'
jects of similar ege, religious orientation, natipna1itv A sonio-
economic background.. The Mooney Problem Pheck Tist. a check list i

of "oroblems related to religion," and &n adeptation of the Meslow

&-T InVentory were administered.. The analysis of veriance technigue

was used to determine the significance off difference (.05 level)..

Tne ADS group: revealed mre H°D and & problems and less feeling of

security.. T the numher of t~t27 MoonevY nroblems and in the other

?

problem areas no significant difference vas found.. The findinzs

were discussed im terms-of the theoretical background vresented.
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. Table 1
;. . Mean Soores for Every Area, Aooerding"to o .
Sohoel and Sex Groeups
N ) 5-0 » i ¥
(nz81 male and femalo in sach school .greup)
<. o .
3 CoT T "Uale Greup ¢ t . Petale Greup
' o - . i o :
SIEEN 0i-Day ¢ Publie ! -All-Day  Publis
Lo Preblen ‘Area I :
. : ' School School School . School
, Total Hponcy‘ . . ! % S . , ‘
35.42 ! T 28.29 - ) . 24440 20,70
Problems ! - , i
_-Health and Piysloal ! ‘ . . .
- 4,38 7 3.40 . 3.72 2.66
Developmens (HPD) - . . s
Scheol (S) 6,04 ! 4,78 ) s 2.86
‘nj ( kY : "‘ —
Home and-Fanily b .
. 4.15 . 2.88 . " Re44 * 2,64
() I S B
- . . { -
Yoney, Vork, . N . P
! - 4,00, 1 v 844 . 2.50 1 2.54
the Future (K7F) : - - . b .
A R f
S . Bey and Girl - . I . ) : o
\ : E£36 L 427 o 2.2 5012
Relations (BG) |- ' '
Relatiens to Peeple . . ' ‘ A N _
. ‘ 4.27 i 446 ° | <« B496 . 3.12
T in General (PG) , ' "
Belf-centered S . ~
: 8,33 . ' ,4.86 . | 4,08 .| .3.88
_Concerns (SC) . ' ‘
_ Problems Related P - | ; -
. ~ | 3.8 ' | 3.2 D de6R ‘2480 ' .
D ~%o Relipion (R) ] ) ’ l * . .
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Result of the Analysis of Variance Tost.Applied to the Tpﬁél__
. L - i hooney Check Llst seores R ,
2 :
/ N (ﬁ 81 male and 50 femala in pach school group) )
‘,’ o nl 7 —
- Varizbles - - Obgerved F . aignificance \
» ' ' ' ‘ v, ]
! k)
Difference Between N E G e
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~&chool Groups . : R v . -
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* . 3 . 7.73' : . : R N - :
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. . - ‘ - . hd ' .o SO .
e Interaction Between - : A o o ‘ )
" L \ f/rOG ‘ Not. sipnificent b
Fchool'énd Sex’” - ‘ BN
4 o - 2l M s 7 z.
- Gritical } on 05 level %.88, ‘on .01 6,74 (on tha %qkis‘bf“ _
. . . . .
oo 1/~58 degrees of’ freedom) -
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