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.- , ABSTRACT ' L :
q .

' The purpose of this studx}Was to deté:mine,whether studénts
who varied in degrees of_religiosiﬁy déhonstrated significan?
differenqes in their ﬁieré;bhy of values and differences inu

. ~ . 4
vtheir degrees of purpose in life. 1In aaditiqn, the .evalua-
tion of students'.beha§§or by teachers was analyzed to de;
termine wh%ther studehts WhO‘vafied”in‘degrees of're¥igiosity
had demonstrated differing behaviors. JParticular aptentioﬁ
was éocused on. three dimenéiéns‘of religiosity: fa%£h, e
devotionalism, and conversion. ‘Th;'ahalysis of other infor-
ﬁation gathered -in the study was4presénte@:as‘Ahcilléry‘ .

Findings- ' K

The Thurstone Attitude Toward God.Scéle was used to

’ measure degrees of faith... Information.regarding devotion-
alism and conversion was obfaihed‘frpm a selfFrEéQrt questionf’
naire. .The Roﬁéach Value Survey-was used to measure the

‘relative importance of yal;es, The %egree of meaning or
?urpose»in,life was ﬁegsured by fhe Purpose.in Tife Test.

The study .included 268 grade‘ll students enrolled in

three schools in or near Edmonton.

Students Who scored high in the religious dimensions
of;faith, devotionalism, and conversion (religious students)

also rapked the following values significantly highef than

i !
.

iv
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s ’

did other students:. salvation, inner harmony, wisdom, for-

giving} and honest. The students with lower scores (less-

religious students) ranked the . follow1ng values 31gn1f1cantly1
. . i

“‘.v.

1

higher: = a cowfortéble life, an exciting life, pleasuﬁsﬁ\g

social recognition, and independant. ‘ kwﬂ*;:

The religious students obtained significantly higher ,
“scores oR The Purpose #n Life Test than did the other

-

students. ' ) '

»

The teachers evaluated religious students as exhibiting

o

a gignificantly higher academic performaq?e than the other
gtuéents. There_was'also an indication that teachers per-
ceived religious‘students as being more‘hOAest and helpful
than the other stuaénts.

Sex was related to a humbép of significant differences
'in values. Boys placed greater iéportanée on ambition,
logic, and'pleasure while girls placed higher‘value on love,
cheerfulness, and a pérsonal_life of inner harmony. However,
the -degree éo wﬂich’%ex differences influenced the;é findings
was not fully examined. There,was no difference between
boys and‘girls in degree of purpose in life.

Although there wére some exceptions, in general, values

that have traditionally been considered important in most

religious institutions, were perceived as being important

.

. "\:\‘
v IS \’—/\



to religious students. A degree of congruency was observed

o

rtant to students and

between the values considered impo
: : .~

béhaviors observed By teachers. Most of the resulté were

» . . - . ° v
t with congruency and cognitive dissonance theories.

consisten
_ »

- .
A
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. . CHAPTER 1I

LNTRODUC?ION
Throughout the centuries of hqpaﬁ existence, various *

people have shown an interest in the observaﬁionvand study
N :

of human behavipr. For years, theologians appeared to have

€3 - . . N
a monopoﬁ&§1n interpreting human motivation and behavior, as

e
o

well as providing the answers to man's queriesgregarding the

ultimate meaning of'life a%g hehee the prescription of goals
.and values that ought to be most‘lmportant The last two
decades of the 19th centur% saw a partlcularly large number
of religioﬁe publications offered to a populace that was be-
coﬁing inereaeingly literate.
& At ehe turn of the century, the science of psxgpology
made rapid strides in formulating its tﬁeo?ies.regarding
»ehe naeure of human.motivafion aho, indeed, regarding the
implications'of man;s apparent need for religion. §igmund
Freud, woo described the practice of religion as a éathologi—
cal condition, thoroughly threatened’a large number of theo-
logians. }or many, the rift between psychology and religion

~

became totally insurmountable. A. C. Headlam, the Bishop of
. % =

Gloucester, warned against psychology's "extravagant claims”



and lack of "sound scientific principles” (Selbie, 1924).

o

__Barry (1923) .. ~somewhat more generously, descrlbed psychology

&

as “an ally, but a. dangerous ally, to the Christian thlnker.

.Allport (1950) felt that the subjeot of religion had gone
into hiding; that tne persistence of religion in the modern

world appeared to be an embarrassment to the .scholars of

that day. Glock and Stark (1965) stated that even though

there was a renewal of interest-in religion among social

scientists since World War IT:

rd

et

s

We know a great deal less about such things as
the basis of religious involvement than. we do
“ about why people join labor unions, elect par-
) ticular political parties, or choose certain
models of new cars.
This represents a cruc1al lack both for -
the social sciences and for sdciety in general. .
Whether one feels religion basically has "good”
or "bad" effects on the guality of the human
existence, undeniably, it has important and
51gn1f1cant effects. To neglect the study of
such a major influence in human affairs is to
be negligent in the quest to build an adequate
science of society.’ (p. x)

B

It appears, then, that the scientific investfgati

values as related to religious beliefs, has been pa rcularly

limited throughout the years. Allport (1950) and Argyle (1958)

v



suggested two major reasons for the sparcity of such"reséarch.
The first was the fear that psychoiqu would be used to dis—
credit the valldlty of religious belief. Goldman (1964)
maintained that the attack. upon religion by Fr;ﬁd- who des—
cribed it as a projection of infantile needs, reinforced

. R .

such a fear. The other major reasonlfor the neglect of the
. .

study of the relationship between religion and values was

‘the view that religion was neithér analyzable nor measurable
in the statistically quantitative manner which research

methods demand.  Goldman (1964) also maintained that while

»

this was a legitimate misgiving, it must be modified when -

2

we recognize that it is not "religion" which is the subject

of investigation but religious behavior.. He further sugges-

ted that most writers conclude that while psychological re- =
search can tell us nothing about the truth or validity of

religious phenomena, we can learn a gdod deal about human

&

behavior in relation to religion. Nelsén and .Jenes (1957),
N .
on the other hand, attributed the lack of study in this area

to the fact that suitable research instruments have not been

°

available. Glock and Stark (1965) agreed that "the concep-
tual tools available for the study of religion from a social

o

science perspective are rather primitive and unsatisfactory"

(p. 1).
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A similar case can be made for the paucity of research
regarding human values. Rokeach (1968) suggested that while
numerous studies have been done regarding attitudes, values -

have not been researched partly becadse of a "terminological
‘ -t

forest." While values are still defined differently by
various individuals, a number of attemﬁis have be¢n made to

develop a more precise value terminology. A number of such

definitions are presented in Chapter III.

During the l&st two decades, howgver, an incr%&sing
number of studies in both man's religiosity and his values

ry
s

have been made. Several thinéé have happened, contributing

to such an increase of research in these areas. A number
< '
. N > .
of prominent researchers have spent considerable effort

«

attempting to investigate and to reach a consensus regérding
both the definition aﬁd the measurement of values and relig-
iosity. WhPle this task has by no means been completed, it
has made it possible to undertake empiriEal stﬁdies based on
relatively pr;cise definitions and to incorporate moge sophis-
ticated instruments than had been available earlier.

For a decade ©Or ;wo following World War II, many people
seemed owverwhelmed with the explosion of a technology that

©

produced complex computers and man's exciting ventures into

outer space. A great deal of attention and research was



directed toward such advanced technology. 'Now, that the.
fascination of this new venture has somewhat subsided,
society realizes that many of its problems have not been

altered very much. 1In fact, with such a prospect asvglobal
R , ,

destruction having become a grim reality, there is a growing
heed to examine and understand human motivation, which in-

cludes a study of values and religion. One of the paradoxes
# L

\
of this present sftuation, as Jeffreys (1966) indiiated, is

a \

that

the threat to personal values comes at a time
when, not only has there never been more
opportunity for the exercise of responsible
choices (owing to the development of political
democracy and“universal education), but also
the need for intelligent, responsible people
" (to operate our tethnological civilization)
has never been greater. (p. 160)

Hartmann's (1939) observation, would find wide acceptance;

i/

"values are, in reality, both the basic data and the explana-
tory instruments for all the social sciences" (p. 564). In

addition, Strommen, Brekke, Underwager, and Johnson (1972)
. « N 1
stated that "in changing societies, like ours, where tradi-

tional social values no longer work in defining and dealing
with circumstances and situations, we can expect personal

values to become more salient and more powerful" (p. 89).
; i '
|
Such interest would likely include what Stark (1965) . termed
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"the resurgence of scholarly intérest in religion" (p. 109).
Glock, Ringer, and Babbie (1967) reported that the sponsors
of a .study dgne in 1952 Eeltnéuestions peréainipg to religiPus
beliefs ﬁight offend respondents, while most coOntemporary
’ . o4

. studies of religion include such questions without hesita-
ﬁion. | &

A very tangible example of an increasing interest in
examiniﬁg issues such as values and moral;, is the fac£ that

- the Centennial Committee of the University of Manitoba

anhounced that the theme for its Centennial Symposium would

be Values and Morals in-Modern Life. The Committee claims

that some of the world's mos erceptive thinkers have been

invited to speak on various aspkcts of this theme.

Tt cannot be maintéi howevér, that merely because

&

fairly precise studies, méasuring values and religiosity have

. { / ,\/
been completed, the true hature ega%\ing the present situa-
. : ) ¢

o

tion has been determined. Toffler (1970) claimed that

value turnover is now faster than ever before

- in history . . . . This implies temporariness
in the structure of both public and personal
value systems, and it suggests that whatever
the content of values that arise to replace
those of the industrial age, they will be
shorter-lived, more ephemeral than Ehe values
of the past. (p. 269) ,

Yankelovish (1974) called the shift of values since the 1960s
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-tensify anxieties inherent in human existence. In his Nobel

-

S0 )
"startling” and "uncharacteristic of the normal orderly

processes of human change" (p. 5). This would suggest the

necessity of continual research in order to be bble to speak

with accuracy regarding the present state of affairs.- \*‘*~f’/x,

Tillich (1952) maintained that not only do periods of

o

. . . . . N
transition, sufh as is being experlenceﬁxln ouk} society to-

day, call attention to the significance of valyes, they in-

+

o

lecture at the Swedish Academy, December, 1976, Saul Bellow
P

stated:

. 14 .
We stand open to all anxieties. The decline
and fall of everything is our daily dread.
We are agltated in private life and tormented
by public questions. I am not sure about
what now engages thescentral energies of man.
It certainly is not art and science,. either.
(The Calgary Herald, December 13, 1976)

)

AN
A\

- Many young people, part;cularly, seem to demonstrate charac-

terlstlcs of anxiety ang meanlnglessness, as seen by the

. ~
increasing number of suicides and emotional breakdowns in

kS
43

‘the youth of our culture. The young person finds himself
K s

. \w,‘L .
in a peculiar predicament. It is during the years of youth

that he becomes more introspective yet more future-oriented

L

and goal-directed. It is also during this time that he

"comes to recognize that morality is much more than merel?

following custom or doing what is expected; it also includes
N

C

s
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//3n:11<;1r1§‘£ up one's mind about the appropriatene:is O custom,

)

and the rightness of norms’ (Mitvhull, 1974, p. 1831),  ‘hus
youtp appecar to be particularly vulnerable to anxicetic:s, o
a result of being faced Qith transiﬁion both in society and
in t?eir own'developmént.)

Gupta (1972) maintained that youth need a "sensce ol

mission."

It is assumed again that 'youths neced and
want activities which give them a sensc

of purpose and significance. This in-
fluences a youngnperson's identity-forma-
tion. As he discovers his place in the
scheme of life and comes to believe that
his life has significance, he finds- another
basis for establishing his jdentity. His
individual life goals serve not only to
jdetermine his choice of work but also the
attitude he carries into his work, how he
empl\ys his leisure, and his sense of what
kind person he wants to become. (p. 4)

zZzuck and Getz (1968) claimed that "with few exceptions,
=

the study of religious values and attitudes of adolescents

’
7

has been bypassed"iip. 5).
Any measurement of the'intensity and nature of an

individual's religious faith is both very personal and
complex. A study of this nature would 1ikely not have béen'

v

possible even a decade agy, when, as mentioned earlier,

questions of £ would have been considered "too

’

confidential. Second, within the past decade oOr two,



'éonéiderable‘résearch has been completéd regarding the
’*measurement of . varlous d;men51ons of re11g1051ty This

.study hac made use of some of the reSults of . such flndlngs.
X . 4‘,, o

'The wIiter’attgm)ted tf 1ncorporate lnto t’hlc study thef‘ﬁﬂs7

rééﬁlté!of feéent research in-which religio;ity-was-seen as
best deéc;ibed by;sevefal significant; and relatively inde- .-
pendent , dimengighs. “Using test rinstruments deveioped during(~
recent y@érs)’iF was also regarded péssible to gssess‘with

reasonable accuns

held by studentu;

“

Because, as Rokeach (1977) stated “at thls stage of

‘theory‘and research, we Slmply ac not know enough about the
nature of values and~ﬁow they determine attitudes and béc
haviors” (p. 121), it would be significant tordeterﬁine
yﬁether other persons actualiylogsérQed behaviors consisteét
witb a subject's 5tated,valuesf hccording to cognitive
congruity theories, an individual would seek to be consis-
tent (or congruent) in these various aspects of life (Insko, ¢
1967). & person whg has several béliéfs, Vaiues, or beh%-

\

viors that are incomsistent dwith one another strives;

@Ccordiﬁg to these theorles, to make them more conclctenx

Similar implicationg are made 'in the Bible, the Christian'

e
/

- Ps 7
major source of reference, that cocngruity between faith and
£ )
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behavior is important.4 A succinct statement is foundbin
- Jamec 2:17 ”Faith ‘1f it hath not works, is.dead.
The questlons to whlch thls study addressed 1ntself may

}be =ummarlzed as follows fxi

,-.p
«

l.’ ~What values do students 1ncluded in this study
considérfto be importqnt.and,which ones‘are relatively
unimportant?

2. To what degreé do these students claim to héve s
faith in God? To what extent do they practice prayer, Bible
réading, etc.? Variousbother duestions regarding their
religiosity are includéé.

3. Are'there‘significant relationships between various'
dimensions of religiosity and differing value preféerences

ac well as in degrees of purpose in life?

N
-
wn

there a relationship between values stated by
fden™s and certain behaviors as observed by teachers?
Lnswers to these guestions, no doubt, are of interest
not only to psychological researchers but also to church
leaders, who may have guestions about youth's values and
behaviors. 1In addition, since wvalues, and for many indivi-
/f
duals, religion, are at the root of motivation, helping

erplain &futﬁ‘s interests, preferences, and attitudes, the

results of this study would appear to-provide information
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e . :
Rirtsl

useful to educators -and counselors.

. ‘The varlous parts of- the study are presénted as folIows:
Chapter,II‘cohtéiqsvar871ew of some of the’ studles 1hvol—r
-iving;réiigiosity"aﬂd'valuéss Cha;ter III of nece551ty a
lenéthy'one;:iilustratss varlous attempts maaegat deflnlng
and msasuring,bpth“réligiosity and values. The\deflnltlons
and reasons-for chsbsing particular'measuring instrﬁments
used inithrsrstudy kre'aIso‘inCluded. IChaéter v deséribes
the instruments, the “hature of ths sample, the procedure,
and the methoés or data analysis. Chapte} vV is a'presentsl
tlon and a description of the‘results. Chapter VI contains

the summary, implications, and recommendatlons regardlng

future research in the area of values and religiosity.
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CHAPTER II

- RELATED STUDIES

The varlous studles of- rellg1051ty and values can gen-—
L s < / e
verally be lelded 1nto two categorles.’ on the one ‘hand, :

_number of surveys have‘been condncted usually 1nClﬁd1ngva
relatlvely large number of 1nd1v1duals who are membersbof a
specific church denominatlcn or cther organazatlon.‘ Such-
surveys.are deSignea to determine the wvarious attitudes, .
interests, values, and behaviors among subjects. The first
seZtion-of_this chapter iaentifies surveys‘and summarizes
v selected findings relevant to the present stndy.

A number‘of other'studies have been comnleted, involving
relatively smail‘numbers of‘people, in’ which specific aspects//\%

of rellglon, values, or life purpose were lnvestlgated The

'second part of thlS chapter refers to the nature and results Cj

‘

of such studies, in partlcular, to those that have used one

or more of the instruments incorporated into the present

o

study. While,some results are mentioned in this chapter,

references to specific findings are also included later,
when interpreting specific data obtained in this study.
° i

Ross (1950) summarized a Y.M.C.A. study, identifying
various attitudes and beliefs of 1,118 Protestant ¥Y.M.C.A.

members. This sample was selective rather than representative

.
»
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v‘of all American youth.. The median age of subjects was 23

years.e Seventy two'percent of the subjects included in thisv
_‘sample 1nd1cated that they rarely or never read the Bible,

o while 68% stated that they prayed weekly or more frequentlyb
e Gallup and Hill (1961) queried a cross sectlon of 3 000 .
American youth, ages 14 to 22, On‘their goals and %alues.,"v
The value rated as being. moSt impOrtant was-happlness——
happineés centeringjin'marriage, hone,aand family. fAbout
»lQ%.Wanted success, recognition, or fame and about‘the same

:number wanted to‘serve humanity Tﬁ% authors reportedjtnat

cfor many of the young people there seemed to be’ no sense of
goal or purpose in life. |

Strommen (l963) conducted a study of 3,000 Lutheran
High School youth during 1958—1962. These subjects gave.;”

© tep priority‘to;matters of soc1al acceptance and health, with<

rellgious values ranking third. ‘The lowest ranking goals

related to intellectual and adventuresome act1v1t1es.‘vSigni—
ficantly,)the major sources of score variation on the values
scates galated to sex role, religious interest and‘particie

'.pationf\ More girls aspired to religious and aesthetic goals,

social service, travel, reading, and reflection. :Boys, con-

J

trariwise, showed greater interest in economic goals, adven-

ture, and -construction activities. Youth (this 1ncluded an
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équal‘number ofrboys and glrls) who were attractedtovalues
relatlng to the serv1ce of manklnd, scholarshlp,'andChrlsﬁ
_tlan w1tness,'ranked h1gh 1n rellglous 1nterest and‘partici—c
:fpation.‘ The others tended to place greater value on personal
ftachievement;. The authors reported that there was no rela—‘
ltlonshlp between rellglous knowledge and values."‘

In 1970 Strommen, Brekke,\Underwater, anvaohnson5‘

,(1972) completed a. study of 4, 745 Lutherans 1n the Unlted

States, between the ages of 15 and 65. The purpose of this

SUrvey., called A Study of Generatlons, waslto.derive‘a des-
crlptlve proflle of the bellefs, values, attltudes, opinions,-‘
and.religious llfe styles of Lutherans.l The authors found

4thatlthe hlghest percentages of the. subjects chose the values

!

of Salvatlon, ?orgivene554‘and_Bellef in eternal'llfe and

Wiracles as belng most rmportant to them. ‘The subjects;who
chose these values generally also placedja high level'oft
'importance on values that deal with relatlonshlps with otherv‘
persons: service, ethical life, love, and family happlness.
“In short, the person conSCLOusly endOrses'a value system‘
‘whereby meaning in llfe fs_found in relatlonshlp with the
divine and the human other“ (strommen et al., 1972, p. 8l).

The authors 1ncluded the following statément in their summary:

»Choosing'a transcendant v;Lew and valuing' ‘elatlonshlps with
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God and men lS assoc1ated w1th conservatlve doctrinal bellef
' . . a8

a hlgh level of certalnty of falth and con51derable practlce

~of personal plety ' (Strommen et al., 1972 P 95) In a
-W .
'summary proflle; these authors mentloned that
a common assumptlon ‘is that the best predlctors
“of a person's attitude and béhavxor are. such
/factors as. hls age,'occupatlon, level of educa—~
“tion, sex, or financial status. It is. true
‘that these. factors ‘do account for ‘some’ of the’
7var1atlons ‘in. bellefs, attltudes, and behav1or_
9among Lutherans. ‘However, there is nothlng
as powerful in predlctlng ‘a Lutheran's attl—»
tudes or his behavior as know1ng what he
values and belleves. (Strommen et al., 1972,
P 287) S 4 .

o Lenskl (1961) who.made a soc1olog1cal study of rellglon E

. 1mpact on Detr01ters in 1958 summarlzed hlS central flndlng
: L

'as_follows: '

"From our ev1§ence it is clear that religion
in various ways ls constantly 1nfluenc1ng
the daily lives ‘of the masses of men’ and
women in the modern American metropolls.
More than that: through its 1mpact on
1nd1v1duals,‘rellglon makes an- 1mpact on
all the other institutional systems of
the communlty these individuals .staff.

" 'Hence the 1nfluence of .religion operates

- at the soc1al level ‘as well as: at the per-
sonal level. (p. 320)

In 1966 Zuck and Getz (1968) conducted a youth survey

’

of 2,646 teens from 197 churches in the Unlted States. Whlle

they present a large varlety of flndlngs, the follow1ng seems .

hS

significént to this study:



It is noteworthy that some of -the most
striking dlfferences among the subgroups
studied in the survey were found to exist
between_ the, rellglous and nonrellglous
% ¢ teens.

’ The youths~who said they read the

~ Bible and prayed dally were definitely
moré'satlsfled with their Christian lives,
their churches' mlnlstrles to them, their
boy -girl relatlonshlps, and they had fewer
doubts about evangellcal doctrines.  Relig-
iously ‘oriented youth also were more occu-
pied with rellglous, social, and intellectual

- goals, whereas the nonreligious teens placed
more value on economic and comfort goals.
Far more nonrellglous than' religious youths
‘said they approved of -—and also .participated
“in--almost.all the.practices pertalnlng to

‘ questlonable morals and ethics which were
measured in the survey. (p. 157)

e

Kauffman and Harder (1975) studied, among other dimen-

s1ons, the prlvate and famlly religious practlces as well

o

as the attltudes and practlces regardlng social and moral
1ssues of 3,591 members of five Mennonlte and Brethren In
'e'Chrlst churches in the Unlted States.. They found that about

four fifths of the members recognlzed a deflnlte point in

-

their lives when they had a conversion experience. The

authors also reported that . = .
- the personal piety of tggzkkmbers was further
' ‘ explored through a scale called "devoticnalism, "
a measure of the respondent's involvement in
worship, Bible study, and prayer, and his
° personal relationship to God. This dimension .
- 'of faith proved to be one of the most 51gn1f1—
cant in respect to its’ relationship to other
"desirable aspects.of faith and life, That is,

<4




persons scoring high on the dévotiona;ism

scalfe tended to score significantly higher

on such other dimensions as ¢hurch and

o Sunday School participation, doctrinal .
orthodoxy, moral attitudes and behavior,
stewardship attitudes and behavior, and
personal evangelism. It is not possible
from the data to determine whether devotional

: réc%ices are an antecedent or a consequence

C€z~§% these other dimensions. (Kaufmann & Harder,

975, p. 335)

.“/

The studies mentioned above refer to éurveys of rela- '

-

tively large groups of people,.ﬁréquently from specific de-

®

nominations. Since each survey delves into a wider range
L

of topics, only selected results have been reported here--

results that would be of particular significancé to this

study. .

"T6 summarize these relevant results, the following
observatiohs-could‘be made: Religion seems,to:influence
individuals significantly, gnd consequently is also a. power-
ful influerice on society. Religious persons appear to be

more occupied with service-oriented, interpersonal, and in-
2 - .
B 4 . .
tellectual goals than nonreligious individuals. The latter
' -~
place a higher value on personal achievement and comfort.

Religious. people also stress‘Salvation and Forgiveness.
. - )
 The following are studies; geheraliy involving a much

smaller number of subjects than the surveys mentiqned'above.

‘Each study, however, iricorporated one or more of the
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instrumentsvused in the present study.

Hague (1968) used thé Allport-Vernon-Lindzey Value ’
Survey and‘the‘ﬁ?keach Value Survey to examine value diffef~
ences between priests gnd Seminérians, with Cathoiic laymen.

-

'He found that the former group aistiﬁguished theﬁselves
ﬂfrqm'the latter w}éh high religibus'and social scores on.the
Allport—Vernon—Lin6zey and lqwer economic scoresﬁ _Acéording -
to the'scoreé obtained byltpé Rokeach Value Survey, priesté
and seminarians valued Fhe followipg,significant}y iess‘than
thé laymen: - Comfortable, Family Security, and\Ambit;dus;
they valued Salvation, Trué Friendship, and‘Obédien£~signi—
ficantly more. S |

| J.PiChé,(l968),u§ed the Allpoft-Vernon—Lindzey Vaige
Survey énd‘the Rokeach Value Survey‘to determine the value

13

pattern of‘183‘Catholic Sisters in Alberta. They’raﬁked
Sociql and Religious as most important and Economics as -
ﬁleast important on the Allbbrt—Vernoh—Lindzey Vqlue SurVey.
According to the Rpkeach Vélue %urvéy, they ranked the fol-
Tzlowingvas being ﬁost importaﬁt: Salvation, Honest, Wisdom,
}Respopsible,’Eéhality, and Forgiving. They legst Valuea
'}Exciﬁing Life, Independent; Pleasure, Imaginative, Comfort-
able Life, and Clean.

During the last decade, Rokeach (1973) has used the

8
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Value Survey in a variety of studies. He has examined the

’

values of people bélonging to different social classes, sex’
differences, differing political views, and differing relig-
jous orientations. This w;itér believes that Rokeach made‘
an important observaéion whehlhe stated that while very
often Yglue differences are émphasized‘"we are‘ipterested
in value similarities no less than in value difféfences"
(p. 77). |

Rokeach summarized his*séudies; regarding the nature

'of'value similarities and differences among subjects with
y .

~

differing religious orientations, as follows:

. All religious groups are similar in consid-
ering A World at Peace, Family Security, ‘
and Freedom the most important terminal
valuesh and An Exciting Life, Pleasare,
Social Recognition, and A World of Beauty
the least important. Moreover, the ' ‘ \\\~
religious, less religious, and nonreligious
all agree in ranking the 1nstrumental values
Honest, Ambitious, and Respon51ble highest,
and Imaginative, Intellectual Logical, and

. Obedient lowest in importance. (p. 82)

(S

o

One study reported by Rokeach (1973) appears to be

'particularly-felevant here. Michigan State University stu-

¢

dents responded to the questioﬁ, ”How'importaﬁimis your
religion to you in your everyday 1ife?" Those regarding

religion as important ranked Salvation and Family Security

\

higher and regarded A Comfortable Life, A Sense of

.

: L ] ‘ 5

~o_



Accomplishment, Pleasure, and Social Recognllion lower than

students regarding fé}igibn of little importance to them.
A ‘ , .

In addition, ‘those perceiving religion to be important cen-

4

sidered Forgi&;ng, Helpful,; Honest, Loving, and Obedient
more important, and the competence and intellectual values--
Ambitious, Capablé, Independent, Intelleéﬁual, and Logical

less important.

o ‘ n\\)

e . i . g £
* The studies reviewed up to this point proglde some

.

indications that religious persons regard values such as

X '

A 4

Salvation and Forgiveness as being more important,vand A
Coﬁfortablé Life and Pleasure as being less important: than
nonreligious persons gegard these values. The studies ciped
do not agree, however, regardiny the relative importance'of
other values,'suéh as 'Freedom and Family Security, to the
religious person. It is éqssiblevthat thé differﬁné ages of
the éubjedts, varying localities, differing definitions of
religiosity, and tﬂg fact that some studies were done a numi
ber of yeé;s latér @;%n others, may account for at least

-

some of the disadreement. Incidentally, most studies were

Ay

conducted iﬁlthe United States; the present writer was

-

unable to locate similar studies about Canadian youth.
The following are references to studies, in some cases

including values, but also examining an individual's success

-
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"The Purpose In Life Test.

i
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. . . \ . . 3
at finding meaning in life, particularly as measured by~
(" . .
4
|
o ‘

Crandall and Rdsmusserf (1975) administered The Purpose
In Life Test (PIL), Rokeach's Value Survey, and The Allport
Intrinsic-Extrinsic Religious Orientation Scale (I-E) to

-

157 university students. They found that Rokeach's values

° of Pleasure, Excit%ment, and Comfort were associated with

. " -
low scores on the PIL. These results, they suggested, sup-

ported Frankl's contention that a hedonistic approach to
3

. K 'Lx“'; *
life contributes to an existential vacuum. The value of

4

Salvation was, associated with relatively high scores on the

PIL. ©On the I-E Religious Orientation Scale, berceived

purpose in life was found to correlate with an intrinsic

religious orientation but not with an extrinsic orientation.

.

The authors maintained that a genuine, intrinsic religious

orientation may help to foster greater perceived meaning

and purpose in life. .

Crumbough and Méholick (1971) repaited that they foundw
no correlatibﬁ between subjectsf scores on The Purpose In
Life Test (PIL) and their ages, intélligepce, nor educational
levels. ‘They found, ﬁoweve{] a positive c;;relationtwith

PIL scores and scores obtained on Rotter's Internal-External

Control Scale. They suggested that the positive correlation

?
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would indicate that a subject with o greater purpose in lite’
also feels that he hu::xnorw‘(:onk»%>l of his environment.,
Crumbﬁugh and Maholick (1964) administered the Purpase
In Life Tgst (PIL), the Frankl Questionnaire, the Alpor(m
Vernon-Lindzeéy Scale of Vwiuen (A-V-T.), uand the M;nnuuutd
Mﬁltiphésic Personaiity Invcntdry (MMPI) to 225 subijects,
incluéing an equal number of psychintrié patients and non-
patients. They found that, the PIL discriminated 5{:»ifi—.
cantly between patients and nonpatients. The ﬁotalbscoro
of the Frankl Qggstionnaire correlated .68 with the total
score of the PIL. .The' latter finding indicated that the
PIL measured essentially the same functions which Frankl

described as "existential frustrations." None of the six

’

A-V-L scales discriminated significantly between patii:ij)/A\\//
and nonpatients. The Depfg%sion Scale on the MMPI coOYFe-

lated negatively with the scores obtained on PIL, indicating

that subjects with a high degree of "purpose iﬁ life" tended
to b ess depressed than others: |

Crumbaugh, Raphael, and Shrader (1970) a?ministered
The Purpose in Life Test (PIL) and a battery of personality
tests to 56 trainee Dominican Siste;s.;ﬂTﬁey found é sub-

stantial relationship (r=.48) between PIL scores and the

general average of all ratings of proficiency in the




There iz also an indication that a negative correlation

- R . . N R o

'“jtfaihingﬁprbgram,'Yeﬁ’aWrelatively.insignificaht;relationr32-

1sh;p between PIL scores and measures of any personallty

-

';tralt though there was q!substantlal relatlonshlp (r—.52)

L4

w1th the anylety scale of the 16 Personallty Factor Test

¢

A review of the former stﬁdies-indlcates that indiv-

iduals who. may be described :as having an intrinsic religious

orientation or those:who rank Salvation as highly important,

" generally score relat¥vely high cﬁ‘The'PurposevIn Life Test.

v

- "+ exists betweén depression or anxziety and scores on the PIL.

It ‘may be concluded that certain religious motivation is

significantlY-related to fihdiﬂg meaning or purpose in life
and with possessing a lesser degree of anxziety.

A more critical review of the etﬁdies Fited~reveals
that in many cases rather simplistic measures %ave been usedﬁ
te establish the,degree of a person's religiosityzl Many of
£he;studies were done by.gerticular denominations and hence
emphasized specific concerns as measures of the degree of

¢

religious commitment. In addition, nearly all studies have

.. <

not extended the nature of enquiry beyond that of self-

reports. Eor_example, there appears to be limited evidence
o
that the opinions of other persons in the subject's environ-

ment. have been solicited. The significance of responses on



‘ ;_///_

N sé;f—réports wéuld bé c§n§id§?ablyfénhahééd ifLithbﬁld bef 
ﬁfbﬁﬁéﬂfh;£ 6thé} péfééésxﬂaé bbgérvea.beﬂaviéf;jcéﬁSiStéﬁt

- with the séif;repérts. 'Theuwriter~iﬁ thi§ é£géy>éxémiﬁed 

such é dimension by obtaining.teachéfsj évaiﬁé£ioﬁ§ of;the

studenté iﬁéluded in fhg]study. .

As was mentioned above, in mahy studies,:religiosity
has been examined by simpiistic measures. Only during the ;
past several decaéﬁgvhas serious attentioh beén giygn to
research régérdinéfvarious diménsions of religioiity. Some
of these efforts are outlined‘ip the following chapter,
including the r@éfénale for uéing certain dimensions in
this‘stﬁdy. Thé‘ch;pter contaiﬁs,‘however;.not only/ﬁefini—

tions But also measurements, as these two are closely related

concepts.
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>, - CHAPTER III
DEFINITIONS‘ MEASUREMENTS | INSTRUMENTS |
l An aoequate deflnltlon and measurement of complex be—

: llefs and behav1ors is nofmally the result of a slom and

tedious evolutiOnarprfocess; Scholars adapt and expand
~ the results of preceedlng fesearchers. Each effOft ma§
' furt%fr 1llum1nate ‘hitherto unexplored dlmen51ons. It is
‘ through -such efforts that frequently what seemed to be a'

simple unldlmenSLOnal concept evolves into one that is

complex and mult1 dlmen51onal. O

“

The above descrlptlon is, certalnly true for both the
definition and measurement of religi051ty;vvalues, and life = _

purpose. ' ' - . o ' P

R
T

This chapter is arranged in such a way as to outliney

the evolutionary process involved in the obtaining of more }
_ : .

adeqqate definitions and measurements of these concepts.
This is not‘to suggest that thefgfeater the complexity, thea o
more satisfactofy the fesuth Several examples are cited,
that in the writer's opinion, are unduly complex and hence

‘may obscure the issue or else define.or measure something

paf o .
" that was not ingended at the outset. The writer believes,

however, that it is necessary to reyiféw the contributions

4made by numefous'lndividuals, not only to appreciate the .

.



‘cofmplexities involved in obtaining reasonably refined defini- ==
B e e T P T R e
*tidnsfand m¢asurément;}but;a1éQjto clarify the rationale for .
'ﬁtheVChgices=ﬁadé:wheniébnaﬁéﬁihg“ﬁhis stgay._\

1'This-chép£eff'£hen; ééﬁtéiné afreView of @ow a number
' offécholarsvhavéfdéfiﬁ-ﬁﬁréligidsity; valueé/ and purpose

Lo ) . A\;\
in life and how, each ma

vy, be measured.  The writer has focused

Jparticﬁlar'at£ention“bﬁ‘éﬁreé aspects of religiosity: faith,v,
‘devotionalism,. and conversion; on Rokeach's concept of values;
and OnuFraﬁkl'é”dodCept of man's will to mpaniﬁgfand p&fpose

in life.

Religiésity,

-Définition.:iThé taék‘éf aéfiﬁing‘a term.as highly' 

ambigiious as religidn:sééﬁs'éxtrémé;y formidable. It ob-
vidusly:meahs many>£hing$vto»différenﬁipedble.

!

' fhe diﬁficultiésvof,finding a transhistorical andip;@sz
Culturally’applicébleuaefinitionggfﬁreligion;have Créate&~'.;

problems for écthars for generations. Thrbughqut‘thefhié;u.'
. tory of man, the attempt to distinguish the réligiouszmén"

from the baék—slider, apostéte; or heretic'has]Splitvréli—__lx‘

gious bodies, shea Blood,'ana'furned friéndvégainstffriénd;f Ve
Ul@imately, whofcanbsay.what”ChaféctéfiZés‘the truly=réli4‘” ‘

gious man?



‘lltqis;générally;agreed'thatgall_societies,ﬂin aildtimes,ff

have rellglon.v .fQ;':¢1'fnf";:bj'z o

But even though 1n an unrlgorous,‘lntultlve ey
way (We. understand that the word. "rellglon ’

‘describes such dlfferent events as: ‘ritual:

cannlballsm ‘and ‘Quaker meetlngs, theorlsts

“have, been hard put to define rellglon in.

any. prec1se way. w1thout losing. much- of ‘this

descr1pt1Ve power.v (Glock & Stark,. 1965,,

p. 3)
Near- the turn of the century, George Simmel (1905)
COmmented; R "j_' C S ’

. N A
{Thus far, no one has been able to offer a.
definition which, without vagueness and yet

with. suff1c1ent comprehen51veness, has told

once and for all what rellgdon is in ‘its
essence,'ln that which is ¢ommon- alike to
the rellglon of Chrlstlans and South Sea is-
landers, to’ Buddhlsm and Mex1can 1dolatry '
Thus far it ‘has not been dlstlngulshed on
the one hand, from ‘mare metaphysical specu-

'latlon, ‘nor, on the: other, from the credulity
which belleves in "ghosts. (p. 360)

L

©

Glock (1973) much more recently maLntalned that

There have been attempts to. dlstlngulsh
people rellglously and to discover what
leads people to be rellglous or not. ’But
the efforts have been surprlslngly few and
‘on careful examination, incomplete. All
thlngs considered, the task of constructlng
a conceptual framework for the systematlc '
study of differential commltment to rellglon
stlll lles ahead of us. (p. 9) :

The/process of deflnlng the concept of rellg1051ty requlres,

at- least, a‘Serious.attempt;to def;ne the concept in temms”
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;Whach closely approx;mate generally accepted meanlngs as.
s;lt 1s used 1n the natural language.‘ The deflnltlon needs

‘:fto be such that 1t can be clearly understood ln order to

dr-allow a repllcatlon by another 1nvest1gatqr

Many reLearchers would malntaln that some form of thelsm L

-

“is an 1ntegral element in t deflnltlon of rellglon,jothers
;would see no dlfflculty 1nclud1ng nonthelstlc falths._.Lenski'

v"»(l96l), for example, proposed "that rellglon be deflned as a

. jsystem of: bellefs about the nature of the force(s) ultlmately

l -

‘shaplng man s destlny, and the’ practlces assoc1ated therew1th

, \ . | , |
Jshared by the members of a group (p. 331). He suggested

that rellglon 1ncludes not only the major thelstlc falths

. w4 : ' ' ST
~such . as Chrlstlanlty, Judalsm, and: Islam,‘but also nonthelstlc_

s falthsvsuch as Hlnayana, Buddhlsm; Communlsm, and contemporff
ary-humanlsm.0f~the type espoused by such men.as Bertrand |
‘.Russell and Jullan Huxleym Lenskl also stated that glven .
;:thls\deflnltlon of rellglon,tlt qulckly becomes apparent
“sthat‘eyery normal adult member Of any . ’human soclety is rell—
"1§iaﬁéddcp.'331}ﬁ; Fichter (1969) narrows the field when he
.fpsuggestedrthattﬁe‘ﬂassume only thatothe'religious person
belleves.ln God”ekp.il70)}( James (1902) defined religion
;"the feellngs;_acts, and experlences of 1nd1v1dual men

1in”the1r-sol;tude,iso far as they apprehend themselves to
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oy

n‘*

, h,:‘stand 1n relatlon to whatever they may conslder d1v1ne

'I?Kp,v42) Ylnger (1970) contrlbuted the follow1ng “:t“f:f;j;i”

o | Rellglon, then, can’ be deflned as a system1.f
. of bellefs and practlces by means of which
S A_ffia group- of pe0p1e struggles w1th the Ultl—_p
o mate problems’of ‘human ‘life. It expresses
. “.their. refusal to- capltulate to death, to . - S
mpglve up in: “the. face of frustratlon,‘to .a'pﬁy.hy
~‘allow hOStlllty to tear apart ‘their" human ‘ i
_'assoc1atlons. ‘The quallty of' belng rellglous,
seen. from:the 1nd1v1dual point -of ‘view rm—'
‘ “'plies ‘two things: .. flrst,fa belief that” evil,
”fﬂ?\\{paln, bew1lderment,,and 1njust1ce are funda—
ﬁ‘ﬂ”3mental facts of existence;. and, second ‘a.set
- rof practlces and related- sanctlfled bellefs‘”j R
that express a conv1ctlon that man can ult1—"3 .
;lmately be saved from those facts (p. 7)
Whlle each of these deflnltlons make some contrlbutlon '

e

'fihtobthe deflnltlon of reilglon, functlonal deflnltlons of
‘fdrellélon have‘been dlfflcult to formulate. Although the
range;rSIW1de,plt.rs not 1nf1n1te and shouid permlt some
: classificationx It w0uld appear best‘to attempt to flnd @ﬁ'

-sOme'basicacategorres, A number of attempts have beenwmade
_to dorthis, with greater:or’lesser degrees of succeSs.'p,

»

leely the 51mplest and most frequent way of refer—_‘

rlng toa person s rellglon 1s to- descrlbe hlm 1n terms of
hls rellglous denomlnatlonal afflllatlon, that 1s,'as a
Buddlst Cathollc, Lutheran,-Jew,'and so forth.- Most studies

completed to date have used denomlnatlons as ‘the baSlS for '

/
L]

examining 51m11ar1t1es and”dlfferences;.ln other ‘words,
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comﬁaringtand.contrasting.snbjects belonging to.oneﬁdenomina—
thon with. thOSe of another..- C '.’ 'Qi _i A’.nww‘ :‘d
Fichte! (1954) attacked the problem of‘flnding meaning—
B iifhl categories of.religlos1ty by typolOJQZing or ordering
*.Treiigious-ekperience;aiHe was concerned w1th clas51fy1ng the
»7members'Oflavﬁomanlcatholic\parish’with respectxto the
”:strength of thelr attachment to the parlsh church. Hisb‘
‘:itypology dlstlnguishes tour typesvof parishioners——nuclear
‘vparishioners‘(the most involved) modalaparishloners;‘mar— N
fginal Catholics;.and dormant ones'(the noninvolVed). In
1ideveloping thlS typology,'Fichter introduced‘three indlcators
‘?-——lntentlon:“ the indiv1dual s self- percebtion of hlS 1nterr'
iﬁest in the parish .réliglous adherence : the degree of hlS
participatlon 1n the prescribed ritualsvof the. church and

g'soc1al bart1c1patloh hlsblnvolvement in the‘organlzatlonal
'life of the parish.“h’ | . |
Lenski (1955) dlstinguished between communal and associ-
atiOnagginvolvement, The former referred to an‘ind1v1dual s.
partic1pation in primary groups composed of his fellow re-
iligionists. Associational 1nvolvement, on the other hand,
referred .to church attendance and participation in church—

"related activities. .In:additlon, he cons1dered the dimen—

sionS'of'doctrinal orthodoxy and devotionalism. The former .
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measured the”degree to whrch a person held the nmajor belief51
of»his faith. The'iatter dimension was‘tasedvon the fre-
quency of his brayersjand-the.exten@_to wnichﬁhe asked God's
advice on important decisions."Throuhhout his_invest}gation,
Lenski maintained that the various.dimensions of religious :
involvement were independent of one another and shbuld be
treated separately.t deuyama (l951[ made_essentially the
same polnt by suggestlng that rellg1051ty expressed in one
form does not guarantee that the same person W1ll be equally
expressive in some'other_form; 'This suggests that the basic
concept of rellglos1ty is a. mult1d1mens1onal phenomenon and

»

must be analyzed using a number of categorles, in order to

'be adequately understood.

Allport (1968) defined rellglon as being either .
“ektrinsic"’or;"intrln51c . The former, he maintained,
refers to the familiar utilitarian expioitation’of religion
to provide comfort,.Status, or needed crutches in a person's
encoﬁntersiwith life. hThe latter concept4applies to the_
life thatdis wholly oriented, integrated, and directed by -
the maSter value of "intrinsic" religion.

L4

The person w1th extrinsic faith uses his
religion for personal comfort- and social
security, separates religious consiaera—rnr
tions from everyday affairs, prays for T
himself, believes God to be primarily the ‘



provider of a future heaven, and 1nterprets

faith as conferring a sense of status. The

individual with intrinsic faith lives his

faith, tries hard to apply it to every ‘

aspect of 1life, prays for others, believes

God gives meanlng to everyday life, and (
. interprets faith as an obligation. (Kauﬁfman
& Harder, 1975; p 331)

In Religion and Society in Ten51on (1965) they postu-

W @

‘lated five dimensions of rellglous commltment ‘ritual,
ideological, experiential, intellectual, and consequential. -

Ritual refe¥s to a person's observance of the prescribed

ritual activities of his religion. The ideological dimen-
sion involves the belief compoﬁent; to what extent does the

individual‘believe the traditional teachings of his religion?

The experiential dimension refers tegthe "feeling" aspect of.
. ' ) [ . .
religion. This latter dimension may refer to the feeling of

being in the presence of a d1v1ne/be1ng, a convgr51on exper—

ience, and “the seeing of visions. " Intellectual 1nvolvement

refers to an individual's knowledge about his religion; how
. [ ] .

much does he know of its history and teachings? Lastly.

the consequential dimension refers to the consequences of

/

a person's religious knowledge, activities, ‘beliefs, and o

feelings for the way he ‘actually lives his life.
5

Nudelman "(1971) suggested that Glock and Stark havye,

indeed, posited the best-known SCheme for measuring

°



religiosity.
» 7

_ oOne could expect to find similar definitions stated in

N~

more general terms, e;g.'Kauffman and Harder (1975) mention
~ that | B
a good Anabaptist should attend church
regularly, voluntarily, and with a
community spirit; that he should have
experienced conversion and sanctifica-
‘tion followed by a daily discipline of
prayer, and that he should subscribe

to the historic evangelical doctrines
of the church. (p. 318)

Each of the above researchers contribute to a more
adequate definition of réligion; either by highiighting an
' a

important dimension of religion or by promoting a multi-

M o
* dimensional approach. During the last two decades, no douBt

incorpQ;ating concepts from previous studies, Glock and
Stark,‘haVe been involved in.an ext@nsive amount of research
regéxding the definition aqd measurement{df’religiosity.
Fufﬁhey studies, hqwever; suggegt that tbe\evolutionary
procéss.of the definition of religiosity did not S?Pé with
tﬁe fivejdimensipnal approach originally suggesfed by Glock
J{apa~8tafk;
 1N9délman?ﬂl97l)‘found tha£ religious knowledge emergeg.

ag’é poor predictor of other aspects of religiosity among

iProtestants,-Cathqlics, and Scientists. He stated in fact,

Y]
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that "if this study accomplishes nothing else, I trust that
S . ; )
o : . o e
it will establish the unsuitability of this variable as a
& l .
general measure of religiosity"4(p. 53). ) Ly

Recently, Glock‘ana Starka(lé68) suggested that the
consequential dimegsion (referring £5 the conseguencee Qf a
person's,religieus knéwledge} activiéies, beliefs,.and feel—
ings for the-way he actually li§es his life) belongs to a
different order from the other four d%mensaonsxsinee "it is

not entirely clear the extent to which religious consequences

‘are a part of-a ;eligious commitment or simply follow- from

‘it" (p. iéo. .Consequence may, in° act; be a dependent #

>

‘\variable rather than an independent measure. Certain con-

sequences may be regarded as the result of a religious
. V v O ‘

commitment.

In this study,‘emphasié was placed on.the dependent

aspect of the consequential dimension. As was mentioned

earlier, according to cognitive congruence theories, an

1nd1v1dual s behavafrs would tend to be con51stent with his

x5

beliefs and values. The teachers evaluations of certain

fact, students demonstrated a consistency between beliefs

N
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In summary, then, it would seem reasonable to conclude

»

from a survey of the literature and from research carried
out to date, that there exists some consensus as to the more

'general areas in which relilgiosity can be defined. These

’

general areas may be thoug t of as the core dimensions of
religiosity. The five categories originally posited by .

Glock and Stark ‘could, aécording to subsequent studies, be

reduced to three: belief; experience, and devotion. The

q.

writer has emphasized these dimensions in the study, and has

reported the findings regarding other dimensions as Ancillary

¥

Findings. ’

Measuremenf. When pondering the methods to
‘measuring degrees of religiosity, One appears t;
between two extremes. On the one ugnd, from a puNg® metho-

dological point of view, one coﬁga‘quite arbitrarily define

religious commitment very much as one wishes to.do. The A

%ubsequent statements and findings, however, would only be

applicable to rellgious commitment in the particular sense
in which it has been defined. Generally, one would not

-

wish to place restrictions that are too severe, regarding

the implications of the study. On the other hand, one might

*

measure religiosity in vague generalities and f£ind the re-

‘

sults virtﬁally meaninglees when applied to spegific
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situations.

T\

Fichter (1969) stated the problem very'sucdinctly.

’ . It is p0531ble for a social schgnﬁigt to :

'become 'so absorbed in the constﬁuc ion of
measuring instruments and in twé arrange~ -
ment of a religious typology that ha.~ .
ignores the pragmatic usesytd whlch both

1 ‘ measurement and t pology can be pux

“ (p. 175) . ~ :

&

Much of the empirical research 1nclualng féllglos1ty

. -
l

has measured degrees of devotlon by a\subject s frequency

’

, of ‘church attendance. The reason for thls a§ llkely because

.s,‘
g q#y
it is one:of the simplest variables to use.sgnce 1t ‘is
-~ y

‘kl

easily defined. Yet data related to chnghm%ttendance may

‘not necessarily yield an adequate undei;ta%ding of devot¥ion.
o &, 4

&
@ Weber (1946) suggested that people join churches and atte?d
; &

religious services for many reasons. z = y devout,

but others attend”in aégﬁrﬁégAdtgg
friends,™or prove that they are»h@nest and

-

onorable. More

prove toybe a reliable‘meas’re of devotiom/since by means
Tove tgpe 2 relizblemeasy

n © of méé;/;:;municitiggjﬁany people report |that they regularly
- 5] -
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Slnceﬁfpe advent of the broadcastlngvmedla‘e
oAt ds no 1onger necessary to be’ phys
, T,present to: parta?e of rellglous wors
- ‘services. -While it is certain that 3
church has ever suggested that watchihs ,
services on telev1szon or: llstenlng to the !
‘radic was the moral equlvalent of person
{ attendance, by flooding of the airways
every Sunday'mornlng the churches mayd
inadvertently given considerable: suppor ,
such practices. . Indeed, the mass media have
produced a new phenomenon in religion - ‘"the
independent radio preacher<Who ig supported J
by mail contributions from - regularly '
'=llsten1ng, but permanently unseen, flock.
Even some members of regular congregatlonc
have come  to, prefe?‘thls form of worshlp. .
(pp. 86-87) ° o IR :

S

fﬂudelman (1971) bbserved'that while devotionvmay be

'

brOadly defined to 1nclude prlvate ag well‘ac part1c1pa%10n

3

components, the former appeared the strongest 1nd1¢ator in
. \ “

& R ) Lh

: i .
a4 by docertalnlng the freq&ency of tne student*' prlvate
PR

prayers and the readlng of the Blble or other religious

. »

Wgoks. Thede would agpear to be parﬁavularly approprlate
- B . . ks

7meaedfeé"£* these aéts are generally perfOrmed voluntafll/,

4

relatlvely free from soc1al and parental demandu.

.

¥ Mudelmah (1971) also factor analyzed Glock and Stark?s

N

£ ’ ’
flve dimensions of’ re1191051ty and fqund that bellef evper-—

1encenjand evotion, accounted.for a large portlon of the




varlance for both Protestants and Cathollcs.
v :

-'”5Otherﬂresearghers-substantlate Nudelman 5 flnalngs b]

e y

vempha5121ng the 1mportante of bellef, e/perlence, and devo—

tlon°when loo?1ng for an adequate deflnltlon (and consequent—
1y; mpa"uremant) of re1191051ty. - T
ks mentloned earlier, Faulyner and DeJong (1966) maln—//
tained that belief must ctand as a central measure of rellﬁ “
‘<@
giosity. Theidevotional~aspect also appears to have_defrn;te
 gignificance. Stark and Glock (1968) " emphasized the impor-
tance of this dimension. )
Wé have preV1ously 1dent1f1ed the devotlonal )
: ‘ o , " aspect. of rellglous practice as personal wor~ g
c i ship of the divine, typlCdllj spontaneous znd
‘ private. AS opposed to e formal rites and
- organized social chararter of *ritual commit-
ment, devotionalism is informal and 1nd1v1d—
. ual. Included here zare 1n31v1dual Zcts of
;"Ontﬁmplathn, study, and wWe orship such as
- Bible readlng and prayer. Thus, devotionalism
seems, an ecpec1allj pgsic standard for esti- .
mating the e/tent of religious Fommitment. ' .
([). l()d) ’ N 6? ‘ L
Kauffman and Hard er (1975) fouma dEVOthndllim to be
one of the main characteristics of a pexrson with an ”intrlnsic"
.. . . @,» o . e oy EH
o a Sy EEEN o
faith. - 7 . ,@ff@ oo I
C Al was = gesteA e&%ller that not onl/ @oyld the dimen-
T *3 } 8 . . \D - S
! ,Jlongeof belief and devotion»be con51dered importent in the
L 0 ’ $

q
4
.
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o

e

ffmeasurement of rellglOSlty,,but that experlence mlght be

o

ﬂrlncluded as well.“ Stark and Glock (1968) made thljbcomment -

n”Although rellglous bellef jrltual and devotlon‘have been

(o . ; U :
_littLb studled by modern soc1al sc1ence, rellglous experl—'

g
w

ence has been absolutely neglected" (p 125) ‘ To a greater

or Iesser eAtent all rellglous lnstltutlo‘

‘;-naturaliagency. A full 1ngﬁst1gatlon of thlS dlmen51on

wOuld} no doubt, requlre eAamlnlng a broad array of mystlcal

~phenomena;_ starbyg (1899) James~(l902), ‘and Leuba (1925)

- ef ort ln desorlblng such eyperlences.‘

s

of ‘Religiou; Y per Yol classrfled rellgxous experlence

into‘fouricategOries; (a) the conflrmlng experlence, (b)

" the respon51ve e/perlence, (c) ‘the ecstatlc experlence, and

G

d) the revelatlonai eyperlence.' Hood (l97°) commented that
“because rellglous eyperlence has been dlfflcult to concep—
_4tualize, at least, onetrnvestigatox (Fichter, 1969) snggestedbf

that ithbeiexciuded from the scientific measuré.of religi— |
osity:, Other investigators, h6weyer,fhave“argued persuaé

sively that such intense personal religious experiences are
o e g /\
. 3 - . ~

the very essence of feligion and,acgord@ngly'cannot>bev

£ A e

.
e
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- excludedg%rom any analySLS of rellglous commltment (Clark

1965- Hood l972b James, 1958 Maslow, 1964 Stace, 1960)

Hood (1970 1971,«1972a) demonstrated ‘a- p051t1ve relatlon—i'7*7'””

'ﬂish;prbetween reported rellglous experlence and 1ntr1n51c

‘rellglous orlentatlon. u*;%ﬁ

In the Chrlstlan tradltlon, tbiWhicb;mdstiot:thedsub—‘Tbn‘
';jects 1n the present\studyﬁwere exposed the central 1ssue‘
- of rellglous‘expetlence is” generally deflned asbconvetsion,d

rebirth;‘or,gegeneration:A Thls concept is derlved from the ‘

dlalogue between Jesus and Nlcodemus‘(recordedvdn John,d

Chapten;3 1n the Blble) When Nlcodemus asked "Mﬁster,

What must I do to. 1nher1t eternal 11fe9"-JesuSFf“’“

b”YOU’must’be born agaln. ‘ The measurement of rbl;glous

”kexperlence 1n thls study w1ll llmlt 1tse1f to t%ls concept

',‘The ev1dence (or lack of 1t) will be determlned 51mply by

‘self—report,' Glock (1973) stated "How does one determlne '

when;a person has‘ really taken up a dlfferent perspect1ve7

‘The most ob

4

that he has d

'ous‘evidence;uof course,';s his own declaratlon

e.so"“(p; 30)1

S I L -
N/ . a slgnlflcant measure of a student 8 bellef or. fa1th
in God would not so much be whether or not a QOd ex1sts as I

the degree to which hls llfe is affected by a God This

would have to be measured in such a way that students of a

‘.}.'




v'”afvarlety of falths could respond accurately.?eﬁ

After revxew1ng a number of aiternatlves of deflnlng:V

5#hand measurlng rellglOSlty,‘lncludlng the flve dlmen51ons

;pos1ted by Glock and Stark, the wrlter con51dered the re-:i*vh

.

”usults of more recent studles and chose to empha51ze threefffﬁ?t}v"

®

:-f_relatlvely 1ndependent dlmenSLOns-' bellef,‘devotlon, and?h
'f,experlence.; The wrlter, however, dec1ded to use the con—ff“”

\sequepce dlmen51on as’ a dependent;measure by ascertalnlng'"d

//whether or not the student behav1ors obServed by teachersr

Y

would be 51gn1flcantly dlfferent between students who were‘

“7religious and those who were>not. i
' S o . : e

Values
For years rellglous leaders,iln partlcular, have maln— -

vtalned that the rellglously devout have a llfe purpose and

v

values dlfferlng 51gn1f1cantly from the non rellglous.

‘ Studles C1ted earller suggest that there is ev1dence toA
'~support such an assumptlon., In the wrrtervs,oplnlon,~many;
of these studies deflned rellglosrty somewhat 51mpllst1cally s

and in most.cases gathered 1nformatlon frcm self reports

P
”«3~ B

only. Thls study includes the ‘opinions of second persons,

'namely, teachers. » ‘ ARG
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' "f In order to measure llfe purpose and values and to
'hj;understand the results, 1t 1s lmperatlve that the deflnltlons 5
\l&used are clearly stated._ The follow1ng sectlon outllnes

‘ fg'the attempts made by varlous scholars and the operatlonal -

ZVLTJdeflnltlons used 1n thls study.

9

Deflnltlon.f Values are frequently regarded as: belng

/vsomethlng vague and amblguous, deflned and used qulte dlf— —::'

L.

R ferently by varlous people.d Rescher (l969) §tated that

"jﬂ"phllosophers and soc1al sc1entlsts concerned w1th value
‘;questlons have long recognlzed the need for a more prec1se:-'
fmm'lue termlnology “to fac1lltate the exact fonnulatlons needed

LA

in scholarly ‘and sc1ent1f1c contexts '(p.“,),. Rescher (1969)

-

:malntalned that a ”prec15e value termlnology has.not;yetjyffg"f
‘ been developed.;vlhls study must ‘at least, 1nclude the:lh
*results of efforts made by varlous scholars to develop
greater preciSion in the definitlon of;values, and spec1fyﬁ
.whlch have.been utlllzed here |
Kluckhohn (l951) derlned a- value as "a conceptlon,
expllc1t or 1mpllc1t dlstlnctlve of an 1nd1v1dual orﬁfharac—
, terlstlc of a group,’of the de51rable Wthh 1nfluences the |

- selection from‘available'mOdes,.means,_and ends of actlon

Q



Y humanlevels S

;;(pé3§5)( 'ﬁe added that valueshmay have several dlmen51ons.“
':u(a) modalltY‘ﬁ p051t1ve and. negethélvalueS;‘(b) ccntent;hwd
H;f_ae thetlc, cognltlve, ﬁoral (C) lntént :ﬁoaél ilnstrumen; 8 ?
éZ goal- (d) generallty'* spe01f1c) thematlc,f(e) inten51tyr:f‘

scategorlcal, preferent1al~ (f) expllc1tness, (g) extent

1o.

"fyld;osyncratlc, group,land (h) organlzatlon., the hlerarchy o

i{ofkvalues. Dabrowskl (1967) referred td “levels of values,ff;fe
‘jbranging_frcm:lower, more 1nst1nctual levels to hlgher, more

R A

Kluckhohn (1954)‘added the fOllOWlng d}stlnctlon";_fi'

"”Values dlffer from 1deas and bellefs by the : N
"~ feeling ‘which attaches to values and by the e
rcommltment to. actlon in s1tuat10ns 1nvolvlngﬁ”- S

'ffp0551ble alternatlves., 1f you are commlttedﬂnuhLﬁf
to act en.a bellef ‘then there. is & value g:fﬁ
,'element 1nvolved. The follow1ng crude "» o

'gfschematlzatlon is, suggestlve-f (L) Thls 1sl]lj"

“Trreal or poss1ble (bellef), (2) thls‘bqncerns,j
_me Or us (1nterest) (3)-. this is'gogd: for- me'”
:or us, this.is better: than somethlng e_se. o
Jthat iss p0551ble (value) Bellef refers
: prlmarlly to the categorles, true “.and R o

_f:"false“ ”correct” and'“lncorrect;,' Value ,~§’:"
- refers prlmarlly to. "good"-and “bad" . ryight"l

'Vhand "wrong. . (p. 432) : . 3»f_y;;f%'”

Crysdale and Beattle (1973) seemed to agree that “therw ﬁ}j

ivalue systems and 1deologles @f culture deflne what 1s true,,ﬁ?f

,jgood and proper for human soc1ety,; nd hence prov1de,_pat—A15Q4

B gterns of behav1or necessaxy for collectlve survxval and a

o “Q,V o g _
:-gratlfylng llfe for 1nd1v1duals" (p.;44)



The concept of ”goodness and- "badness ' of valueS“
’hf;suggests an. "Oughtness,l asfimplled by Mofrls (1956) when.
: he,stated that value\may orlglnate w1th1n soc1ety, whlch
1ﬁldemands that we behave in certaln ways that beneflt and do

lanot harmvothers. Rescher (1969) stressed thls as‘well i
“”ualues are founded upon a’v151on of how life ought to be
v.llved":(p‘ lO) ' "Values, then,fare statenents‘about what

" 'ought to be'" (Glpck & Stark, 1965 p. 7) Follow1ng the‘

V.reasonlng 1mplled in- the above deflnltlons, 1t appears’

‘”':?obv1ous that ‘a- schlsm ex1sts between the ”1deal” and" the

Coleman and Hammen (1974) acknowledged~this in_

'fthei:fdistinction"betweenfconceived'Values as "conceptlons,
ﬁ‘and operatlve values as the "Criterla or,valueh[

faccordlng tg/whlch actlon ch01ces are actually
A _ : . .



'alte:natives; (¢) chosen after due refiection; (d) prized-
énd\cherished:-(e) publicly affirmed; (f)‘actedbuPOn; and
(g) part of a pattern that is a»repeated acfion‘(p,’xv).

Simoﬁl(1974),fin‘fact, stated that "anything that does not

—e ¥

meet ali sevép stgndard§ is not a vélue but a:value—inaiég; B
 tor" (p, xiv). - |

fRokeach (1973) mékes the félloWiné assumption$ regardipg -
the hatﬁfé‘of hﬁméﬁ values: -

" 1. v ?he‘ﬁotal nﬁﬁber»of Vaiues that a pérson’posséssés
is‘ .‘jf_fe]._‘ia:tive‘ly‘ ;m‘»a.l'l'; | '
/:2,>v‘Alifﬁénﬁé;érywhére possess the same Values £o
' differeﬁ£ d§g}ee§;‘ |

| “,3ff' Vélués ;re orgaﬁizédvinto valuélsyStQmsrk:
,4; :Thé aﬁteceaeﬁ£§f¢f:hgman valués.can.bebﬁraced toﬂ.'
cﬁ;tu:é, éociéfy{éﬁd;ifs inétiﬁﬁtiéns;;and persona1ity7
| .S.% The;¢on§EQuches of humén mélues‘will,be»ménifested
invirtgally:all phehomeha théf ééciél scientists/might.con—
sidef worth ih&éstigatihg and‘uhdefséandihg (p,:3)f, |

‘ Beﬁ (l970)iunderstood éiﬁélﬁe to be a "primitivé prefer- v;
ence fof df’a positive atfitﬁQe toﬁard certain epd—states of
existence (like equality, salvétion, self-fulfillment, or
freedom) or certain brdad modes'ofjconduqt (like courage,
“honesty, friendship, of Chastitij" ﬁ?; l6).y,R9keach (1967)

-
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.

agreed with this view and elaborated e
Values on theé other hapd have to do with

"modes © conduct and end—states of existence.
To say hap a person‘"has a value is to.

" say tha he has an enduring belief that a
specifi mode of conduct oOr end-state of
existen is personally ‘and socially pre-
_ferable to alternatlve modes of conduct or

end= states of existence. Once a value is

'"1nternallzed it becomes, consciously or

unconsalously, a“standard or. criterion for

»guldlng action; for. developlng and malntalnlng

ﬂ attitudes .- . - for justlfylng one's own and
~other's actions and attltudes. (p. 2)

-

In a fairly recent'writing} Rokeach (1973) summarlzed

®

hlS view of values as,follows.

To say that a person has. value is to say
v that he has an’ enduring prescrlptlve or
proscrlptlve belief that a spec1f1c mode -
. - of behavior or end-state of existence is
preferred to an opposite mode of behavior
‘or end-state. This belief transcends '
attitudes toward objects and toward situa-
tions; it is a standard that guides. and
, ‘ determlnes actlon, attltudes toward objects
o and 51tuatlons, ideology., presentatlons of
- self to others, self with others, and at-
tempts .to rpfluence others Values serve
adjustive, egodefen51ve, knowledge, and
self-actualizing functions. Instrumental
and terminal valuesqare related, yet are
separately organlzed into relatively hier-
archical organizations along a “continuum of
importance. (p. 25) '

In summary, Rokeach makes a distinctﬂQn between preferﬁ
~able end—states ofwexistence, between values representing

[S

means and ends, between instrumental and terminal values.

.
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and categorization.
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Ve

\ o S

By 4 _
The present study has relied mainly on Rokeach's definition
# o

(7N

-

o \ oA o
Measurement. Von Mering (1961) stated that "the range

of possible yalues as shown by a given culbure_fromuwhieh

an individual can‘theoretically choose is very large and .
: : ' : S

l_Will probably fransdend his own personal life experience"

(p. 243). Numerous %ttempts have beeh made to categorize

o

these values 1nto systems and hlerarchles, Wthh ln turn,

@

weré to make the measu ement-of values much simpler. -

Kluckhohn and Str dtbeck (1961) used the idea "Value
Orientations;" others, |such as Maslow (1959, 1964), Dabrowski

(1967), and Frankl (1967) referred to a "hierarchy of values."
A hierarchy suggests that a person may choose one valde over

another, thus forming' hierarchy or ordering of values.

<

Consequently, accordi g to Rokeach (1967), a personfs value

A ; e : A ) )
system may represent "a learned organization of rules for,

making choices and for resolving confliets" (p. 7).
Several different ways of classifying and measuring
values have been formalized. Morris (1956) presented 13

conceptions of the good life, or 13 possible "ways to live."
Included are values eduocated and defended in the varlous

: - X !
ethical and religious systems of the world. An individual

responding to the "ways to-live" is to indicate in the

o~



- to attune himself tp life in all its forms.

margin how much: he likes or dislikes each of the 13 wé&s.

"A scale of numbers from one to_seven: from "I dislike it .

very much" to “I.like it very much" is. used.
For m%ny‘yeafs one of the most frequently used systems

for categorizing values was Allport, Vernon,  and Lindzey's

. Study of Values. " The manual for the Study of Values points

. : ! , .
out that the theoretical man may be described~@s.aaseeke@k

-

of truth whose yvalues are more objectively, rationally, and
cognitively based. Economic values are utilitarian and prac-

tical, being primarily-business values. Those for the

aesthetic scale répresent art and beauty as found in'déily

_ : S : ST
life with a strong emphasis on the individual and his freedom.

The values for the social scale center around service to and -

respect or love for people as the-purpose behind.all behavior.

The political man is interested in the power motive and mani-

/
pulation'of péople as a direct basis for personal aé%ivities.
. . T ° ’ kN s / ) .

LAY

In addition to the usual meaning, religious valués indicate

the individual who seeks to comprehend the cosmos as a whole,

*

Using his distinctions between instrumental .and terminal

»

values, Rokeach (1967) listed two separate value systems in

his Value Survey, each with a rahk—ordered structure of its

w
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N 1

own, but functlonally d cognitively egnnected. RO

Y ; o P
. '

tems as .terminal values and <

referred to the two value '’

instrumental values. The form ¥ suggest end-states of

-

existence; the latter suggest modes of zonduct.' He estimated
. ) L‘_ﬂ
that the total number of “terminal values that a grown person
‘ o

ipossesses is- about 18 and that the total number: of 1nstru—-

mental values 1is several times that numbér. Rokeach-llmlted

/these to 18 as he felt 1t would be dlfflcu}t to keep more in ”o\\
-4
' mind at any single time. ®

El

The Value'Survey is similar to a projective test in that

- ® . . . ce

the subject can refer only to hlS own 1nterna117ed system of
‘_values "in ranklng these two groups of 18. Rokeach maintains

‘that there is. a. systematic relationship between the reported

behavior of subjects and whether they have ranked a glven

X

= value'very high or very low. Beech and Schoegpe (1974)
»

1

administered the Value Survey to over 700 students in Grades

f,,' . '5,,?vm@, and 11 and found it to be a sultable 1nstrument

¢ l
Q&sed with- students at these age levels. %

B

%
alue#Survey to examine_xa}ues similarities and
K T : ‘

s
L

. <of pérsons from various political organizations,"

persomality:types, religious orientations, and so forth.
SR YT : ‘

Many of these studies are. summarized in The Nature of Humag////\

ERP & . ) ) . 3
R . - .
B
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‘Values (Rokeach, }973). The Value Survey has alno'bceﬁ used

AN

‘ 9
by various others in a variety of ways. It has been usged ay
' v

ployee honesty in a corporatce setting &

Y a

1970) ;. to ithstigat@ the stability of.‘@?ﬁ

o

a predictor .of e

‘

: . , o
students' wvalue

stems over a periodﬁﬁf time (Feather, 1971);
- ;9 ' ‘

e
to looR’ at the Anstrumental and terminaf values of perspective

o

to study how college males“répked

-

, 1974);

(0

ship between values anavsmoking be%aviorkTﬁeSeve, 1976)(:
‘ /’]1

As mentioned earlier, the writer has relied heavily on |.
oo ; iTﬁH
egorIrgation of ‘values. It . 4 N

t

Rokeach's definition and\F

L

Lo ,\ . ) : .‘k
. It . L.
e Rokeach Ualue Survey agy

-

28

-
s
]

~appeared most appropriate

\\ ]

'a measuring instrument in order

)

. -‘thxl

“ 1

has beenwidely used

. v . .
é“studentsfgn a variety

sistency. As noted,'the Val

¢ b
Definition. The term "Purpose in Liffe" or "Meaningful-

EERaN i

7

g

ness" was defined-bf Frankl (1963). Frankl held that the
secret of all worthwhile existence is found in meaning ‘and
that. the basic causefof human deterioration is loss of

meaning. &€ maintained that the stfiving to find asmeaning

)

Sﬂ - N ’ ) - N ) N
v . N ) (_/)

. -
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e : $

’in onr' llfe P"the prlmary mot1thlonal forrc i man.;:i

”Fran§l referrad tofa:“Will tb*meaning_’ln contrdst to FA
W , BE = ’ c o : S :

= o

"will® to pleasure;"f@r;kdiérLs‘“v1ll tOJPOWef

"gﬁéCorﬂingx

N > .

to Franyl meanlng 1ﬂ_not onlJ an . emergpnce from EIL,téDC&. .
itself but rather ompthlng confrontlng cflstpnce.? It 1ig
o . ' . - ) ; <

}something not.invented by ourselves;‘butcrafher-detected}

- _Frankl molntalned thdt meanlng Cannot be- achleVﬁd bj dttdln—

ihg a.sﬁate qf" »1§actg_l zatlon, g uggeated by Maulow

Ultimate mganing,laCCording to Frankl,gmust°transcend the

v : . . (IR

ST . L ' ‘
individual. A perszon may find this in a cause to which he.

K

wemaelf, a-person whém he loves, or in hiz God.
H - : ] + . . ’ " . - . . ) - v E ' E
When descriXing man's purpose 1n‘11fe,°Frank1‘(l967)

aditionsz that once buttreﬂ’ed man'

s

maintained‘that'the

Lehavior are now rapidl: dlmlnl hlng. N instinct tells

him what he:Ouéht te 4o; ,oan he will not know dhat he Want'

@

go'db" (p. 1le3). Thi5,;5'chologiéél state of meahingleseness

. . o ' _y s : .
iz referred tb by FPrarfkl ws the "existential vacuum.” Ellen-
v B

 bherger (1958) stateA that such a cdndition arises not so

& " . - .
epressed tfaumata% a weak eqo, or life-stress,

o . . B “

but rathpr from . ﬁhe lﬂleldUdl'C lnablllty to see mednlng

i

. A ) . : . 3 .o . .
in. life, so that he Iives an inauthentic exiztential modalxty.
, ; . SRS T
“ . . s EN) .07 i B e

=

v

To have®a dpflnlte purpose or meanlng in life would,’que
. . N B . ) . x’§ A .‘I

llVlng An an; authentlc modallty of e/latence ‘or po§seésrhg

~



fprima 111 to flnd meanlng and purpose in, human exlstence._,"’”'

Lo .
» °

jWhebfedcﬁ‘purpose iC'not foundv'llfeml chdracterlzed by a*:'

\
e

sta e‘gf emotlnese, manlfested Chleflj by boredom lgu
Value' and Purpose in- Llfe. Outllned below 15 a brlef

review of thevrelationship-befween ?alyec and purpose,.ln

G- . . P

.<order'to,clafify why these two concepts are anluded in” a

° . single study.

e

upon daily conduct andfin 50 doing direct the course ‘of

N Y . . . =3 . N » :
Eerdié, athﬂ, Sivanson, and Hagenah (1263) stated

that “/alues, perhape more than any other concept used<by

psyc@ologlsto, refer to the life phllosophy of the percon~—

his ,tyle of llfe, his attltUdei tqward the ‘world about him

a © o -

(p- SO).vHAllpogt (19§§).Egggestedithat,yalquIWh;ch are

-~geared to long-range goﬁ;% "exert a'ptesent dynami%%effect'

K S @

~

becomlng (p. 177) It is qutC c@w&e1dele then, tﬁatV
lndllldUal s, valuea wou&d be reldted to hlc long~range gOala

and to his Iife purpose or his"reason fear living. - On the

‘otﬁer hand, it alsbﬁappears likely that a person's life Euﬁ—

~

pose would influence his values. Data about these two as-
) , J -
fa 2 i

@

pectc of an lnleldUdl [ 11fe should provide a wider rahge

o

v
of 1nformatlon 1n a related ared than elther one, aspect

. would do. "We know a Qerson_best;gg we ¥now-what kind of

SR ) X R . . o . ®
ST v .
. . . . v

-4 o P o R
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af

future he is: brlnglng about and hlS moldlng of the future-,hl:V-

to malntaln 1t” (p. 68)

Y

résts prlmarlly on hls personal values (Allport,‘l96l,;,i:'””

' p 454) Wheells (1958) also referred to the 1nter—related—i_"

a : . ,1: P . u‘ . __,‘
ness of values and llfe purpose 1n hlS deflnltlon of a co-

ok

herent sense of self 1dentlty.» ”j;f:ulz'yv-‘f;“‘ ?w‘“‘{t‘“

, ~It depends upon the aWareness that one' s
"endeavors ‘and | one<¥ life make sense.‘ It
- depends also on stable ‘value$ - and upon
. the conviction that one's actions apd j"
. values are. harmonlod%ly related "It is,
. ngsense of wholeness,'of 1ntegratlon.
(p. 19) .f':A' Y A

SR

.In a 51m11ar fashlon,'Von Mehrlng (1961) malntalned that

<,

”Values arefinvolved 1n man s constant and recurrent search
' Y - I L . : g

for'thevultimate meanlng of hlS ex1stence and hls actlvity

L ke

Measurement of Purpose 1n'L1fe. 'Toj%emonstrate‘hislf

the51s, Frankl (1960) utlllzed ‘a rather 1nformal serles of

questlons whlch he evaluated cllnlcally, apparently dependlng

heavily on'Item 3 (“Do you feel that your llfe ls~w1thout

purpose’") "
o R uw_ - . Cs .
Kotchen (1960) 1dent1f1ed seven characterlstlcs of the ’

i~

kind of llfe meanlng,whlch is supposed to be. presentﬁln good

L2

mental health (such as unlqueness and respon51ﬂallty) and

9

‘constructed.an attitude scale with items representing each

w

- of these seven categories. His scale, however, hadoggmg

[l
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hwyoped—end 1tems whlch could be quantlfled only by a ratlng

ﬁiijcode, and three 1tems applled only to hospltal patlents.p

v . -,'

Crumbough and %ﬁbollck (1964), w1th the cooperatlon of ‘f_nGvf

5 L-L:

’thFrankl conducted plﬂot studles,_comparlng the Frankl

1~Questlonna1re and a ﬂa{ge number of test 1tems s
f_de51gned to evoke responses belleved reIated to the degree
: to Wthh the 1nd1v1dual experlenced purpose in llfe.p The f;»”mi”*

Yoo

,ditems were scaled accordlng to the leert technlque except}if

¢ o - v,va. -_\

that the quantltatlve extremes of;d'ch 1tem also 1ncluded .

qualltatlve phrases whlch seemed a%proprlate w1th the ex—‘w
b . g;?,r . L
‘”,tremes of the attltude suggested The flnal product of thls’

'study was the Purpose In Llfe Test whlch oantalned 22 1tems ':,,;“

g

ibgithat proved to have a hlqh relatlonshlp w1th the Frankl :q}d

"Questlonnalre, nd thus sho&ld prove to be a Valld measure

.of degrees of ”ex15tent1al frustratlon.,7'

. : : /
B S L 5 . o,
P *

Student Evaluatlon Form.‘ Some of the 11terature c1ted

o . o Iy v, ,\

; earller suggested that vhlues may demonstrate a dlchotomy

. between ”ought" and nis;" between what an 1nd1v1dual mlght

‘be str1v1ng for and what he has actually attalned at present. :

< o * . 3 .

Lol

Some 1nd1v1duals may question whether the results of a per—

son S descrlptlon of hlS Values may not be confused between

1

1these two dlmen51ons..'It is the wrlter s oplnlon that the

]

o A

~"oughtness“ may be espec1ally reﬁdected when a study 1s made



' m5of members of a'partlcular rellglous denomlnatlon or educa— i

i'tlonal 1nst1tutlon that expects members to be governed by a'd“

"fffclearly spec1f1ed code of values rlififﬁYfﬁ’?fvf_ﬁl.“

. (_.

It may also be suggested that an lnstrument such as the

'Q;;fValue Survey lS rather transparent and that subjects may

,1lqu1te ea51ly manlpulate the results to correspond to wt/; ‘;-,N
'd.gever they choose.. A varlety of methods have been used in

-yresearch to check the relatlonshlp of results obtalned on f~;~7'
1ﬂa penc1l and paper 1nstrument to some,“real 11fe crlterlonL’

Shotlandﬁﬁﬁd‘Berger (1970) admlnlstered a questlonnalre,)vi

o 1nclud1ng the'Value Survey to l3l employees.‘ Upon completlng'y;"

'bpthe questlonnalre,v39A of the subjects returned the scorlng

mdf{pen01ls that had been dlstrlbuted to them and 61% dld not

-{Q:They found,that thOSe subjects who returned the penc115 had
-“ranked "Honest”vas belng 51gn1f1cantly more 1mportant to

“r§hem ( pf 008)

. . Cems g :
Homant and Rokeach (%;70) gave 12th grade students an
‘opportunlty to cheat on an exerc1se. These l2th graders were
also asked to rank l2 1nstrumental values for 1mport&nce.
Homant and Rokeach found- that "Honest"-rankrngs correlated
"more hlghly w1th cheatlng in the classroom than dld any of

the remalnlng ll 1nstrumental values——all such correlatlons

”.w1th "Honest“ belng in the theoretlcally expected dxw”




; tant aspect of the study

Summary - : ?» _5d;ﬂf

'tion pOssiblef~ The wrlter chose to empha51

“sions. -

"‘4¢.x: ‘ : \"

Whlle these studles Lndlcate a p051t1ve correlatlon

betwemm penc1l and paper exerc1ses and observed behav1ors,uksf¥‘3f

el mr l“:\" : B . ! >
'fple that rellglous students would feel a greater

'¢<"oughtmess" to f%nk hlghly certaln values, ordlnarlly con~,' |

S -‘_,u‘.- . R . .-79

51dered to be 1mportant by rellglous leaders. The wrlter,u

In the present study an attempt was made to ascertaln

.)
E !

1f at leasb some of the dlfferences 1n students'vvalue -

ch01ces had been observed by teachers. The leert type

Teacher Evaluatlon Form (see Appendlx A) was constructed

4 .

w1th the assastance of a. number of hlgh school teachers not‘

1ncluded in’ the study The 1nstrument was de51gned toiV
e ' "' ¢ .

assure a: reasonable dlfferentlatlon among students as well

.l;as teacher satlsfactlon that thelr knowledge of the students

allowed them to express a relatlvely accurate judgement.

.

3

The deflnltlon of rellg1051ty was outllned as an evolu—‘”j‘

tlonary process in wh1dh varlous researchers made thelr 3ﬁ'

56

o otherxvarlables have been 1nc&ﬁ;¢d It could be suggested 4f

) therefofb,icons;dered some form of behav1or ratlng an 1mpor—db>5e



S;;;;f;/,;'f | R o » S
e Falth (or orthodoxy) was measured by the Th1'itone'f‘“’
Attltude Toward God ScaIe Other 1nformatlon was obtalned

b?tdfrom blographlcal data.d The deflnltron and measurenent of
‘~f:values followed Rokeaoh s‘ValdemSurQey-.vThe PurpoSe In Llfethi:
‘iTestwasmdsed to‘eganine téfldegree to‘nhlch students clalﬁedfri
‘”jd:that\llfe‘was meanlngful to\éhem.: f;nally, teachers‘evalu—
":ated studentsbregardlng thelr obedlence, cheerfulness; hélb“*?

”‘ufﬁfulness, honesty,»and academlc performance.: More 1nformatlon'i*
[ regardlng the above measurlng 1nstruments, the nature of the gﬂ“
h‘gﬂsample, and the method used to collect thn'data are presentedtsf

o 1n the next chapter.}f‘ffo
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' CHAPTER W
¢ :‘.METHODS AND PROCEDURES'

E{h” ‘l;”l
| lhe 268 subjects lncluded in- thls study were grade ll
.ffstudents enrolled 1n three schools 1n Alberta.‘ Two hundred,
‘fftwelvevstudents were attendlng -a large urban hlgh school 1n
| he C1ty 5% Edmonton,.38 students were attendlng a hlgh
v7g:school 1n an Edmonton suburb and 18 students were enrolled
dat.a hlgh schodl locatedAln-arrural dlstrlct'near Edmonton.
;fOne school each fromvan urban,isuburban, ‘and rural settlﬂg
.TWas selected ln order to obtaln adrepresentatlve sanple .d'

drrOf-aprPUlatianl;ylngjlnfsuchﬁvarlous)settlngs,;‘

HiInstruments1f7

Rokeach Value Surv;y, Each'student was requlred}to rank»vl

;?36 values arranged 1n two alphabetlcally ordered groups of 18.b"

'fThe flrst group represents termlnal values, the second 1h-‘
"Tstrumental‘values. Rokeach (1967) developed that.test,
,based on the pr1nc1ple that there 1s an operatlonal dls-v
,tlﬂﬁtlon.between termlnal and 1nstrumental values, that.both
;of these groups of values areifunctlonally 1nterrela€ed
b.,and that both contrlbute to the ch01ce behav1or of the 'L
.1nd1v1dual; o - o

1 ﬁhe“Value‘Survev_has.been;revised:four;tlmes. ‘Form'A;'

. :. 58':: ,
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'fthe orlglnal ver51on, was composed of 12 1nstrumental and 12

ftermlnal values and had test retest rellabllltles of at

g of..70 w1th “an 1nterval of seven weeks.,

.

‘ B

“ least 60 after a peﬂlod of seven weeks. Form D the fourthh'

fver51on and the one used in- thls study (see Appendlx A), 1s:

"nl

bicomposed of 18 1nstrumental and 18 termlnal values and has

been demonstrated to have a mlnlmum test retest rellablllty ,h

e

S

Purpose Inrﬁife Test.. Thls“test (see Appendlx A) was

B developed by C_umbaugh and Mahollck (1969) as an attltude x

scale constru ted from the orlentatlon of Logotherapy.» The

scale 1s 1ntended as a measure of Frankl s ba51c concept,r._:

"'"ex1stent1al vacuum

“) Elmore and Chambers (1967) reported a 51gn1f1cant rega—‘

,?ftlve dorrelatlon between the PIL and the Depre551on scaleﬁ"

Aof the MMPI.r Crumbaugh, Lozes,_and Shrader (1968) found a

'dec151ve range,wscores above ll2 1ndlcate zsé'presence of

”u51gn1f1cant negatlve correlatlon between the PIL and the g

e Anx1ety scale on. the 16 Personallty Factor Test. '

The authors report spllt—half (odd even) rellablllty

V,Of the'PIL_as 90 and 92 (Spearman—Brown formula) ‘ Accore '

ding to a study based on 1, lSl cases reported by Crumbaugh

‘-(1968),YPIL raw scores from 92 through 112 are-in the 1n—'“

3

deflnlte purpose and meanlng in llfe,iscores below 92
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.ihdicate.the,laok ofdolear‘meahing and purpose. A mean
.score of 102,‘withya;standard‘deViatioﬁ of 8}1Was reported,
ThetPurpoSe;IhlLife‘Test oonsists of520,items, each to:.
,bevresponded £°‘bY ihdiCa£in§ hersohaliagreement orndisagreé;
.,ménthon at7epoint écaré, -The SCQre“is thehSum‘ofithe rat;>
T T , T e ‘

G-

”lngs on the 20 1tems.-

Thurstone Attltude Toward God Scale."The Attitude

Toward éod Scale (see Appendlx A) 1s a 22~ 1tem, equarﬁinter—
val instruﬁemt-that‘deals with‘degrees.offbe}ieving‘or‘dise -
'believihé‘ih>éod;;iThe’personﬂs soore isthe_meah of the
‘soale yalaesyor all’jtems;he-hasjdoﬁbie—cheeked. If,no items
iare‘double—ohecked,'his soore_is the.mean of the.scale values'”
]:‘ofsthe'itemsfhe’has*CheCked.. Thls proéedure represents an

-,

r."attempt.to measure 1ntensrty as well as dlrectlon of the
"fxattltude. ‘wih ‘f:;; ;’ ;'.: {_ih . - o ‘f<:\\

3 'bThurStone (1929)rfoand.a,soale—scorelrahge:rrom -1 to
lO 6, w1th low scores 1nd1cat1ng ahstrongiy rellglous attl—f
tude, hlgh scores.lndlcatrng a strongiy athelstlc attltude,

: Qlth Scores abopt half—way—rnfbetween\suggestrng a neutral“
or‘agnostic attitude;

"Likert, Ros1ow; and Murphy (1934) reported a range of
”rellablllty estlmates from .84 to .92 for this scale. Shaw

and_Wright;(l967) suggestedcthathhurstohe's’construction



' metﬁoa sheuld ensure a degree of content validity. They

ﬁfurther'report that the seale is‘not greatly influenced by
' the method of computing scale values (mean versus median),

nor the number of intervals or categories. -
‘ : . ;

Fichter (1969) stated that:

It is commonplace of social researchers
that they stratify the population, or
universe, tunder study . . . . On the
basis of some composite index of rellgl—
‘ 081ty, people are then classified as
‘"high", "middle", and "low", or are
. stratified further with even greater
' refinement of criteria. - The line drawn:. -
between one ‘stratum and another tends .
to be "fuzzy" because the total popula-.
tion can be . arranged on a continuum. of.
individuals from hj ghest to lowest—— ‘
otherwise the "edges" of the categorles '
overlap. Nevertheless,_we are able to
- develop categories that distinguish the
dormant parlshloners from the marginal,
and both of these from the nuclear and
modal.v (p. 175).

For the purpose’of this study,.a'mean~seore in the

lewest-one—third of the. range (.1--3.6) was considered

"positive,“ a mean score in the middle one-third of the
range (3.7f47.2),:fneutral,f and a mean score in the top
one-third of the ;angeﬂ(7}3——lo.6),YWas termed "negetive."

. ) » ’
~ This method of classification is similar to one used by

Thurstone, referred to .earlier.

f
[



“The Teachers Evaluation'Scale o

ThlS scale (see Appendlx AY was‘developed with:the
aSsistance of experlenced high school teachers who werelnot
x'teaching in‘schoolS'inciudedtinQ§he sanple. _The i‘tems
-selected focused on behav1ors conslstent'W1th values’ in=~
cluded in the Rokeach Value Survey and w1th the study of‘yl

re11g1051ty in general. The nature of the wordlng ln the

-~
\/

version used in the study had been ‘revised to avo#é ambiguity

of tenns,(where teachers had indicated”such.
7

Anecdotal Data. This final part of "the total ‘question-

nalre (see Appendlx A) was composed of a varlety of items,

including “age,” "sex, " "rellglous afflllatlon," "frequency

B of thelr parents church attendance,“ etc.

o

The 1nstrument 1tself was designed with reference to
Glock and Stark s (1965) multi-dimensional vrew of rellgl— ‘g
,osity; | |

In this study, rellg1051ty was measured mainly by three
dimensions, each somewhat narrowly def1ned~7 the 1deologlca1
(faith); the ritualistic((devotional), and the experlentlal
(conversion).

'The degree of_thevsubject's faith was measured and s
Vﬂdefined»hy usingrthe'Thurstone Attitude Toward God Scale.

The devotional dimension was indicated by the responses to



"Mffwwagbdete

jmlned by the subject S response to #16--Hav

» “ “ B .

experleneed What is sdmetlmes referred to /s'-i§ belng on- (Y
; St e ’"\’&"\v\i‘” = : /

':_verted belng born agaln, a reblrth being saved.

W Procedure I ; , -j». o & y v N

.y,

il

The present wrlter went to each of the classes’pegsonally

g ’ ’ s ,
to admlnlster the . test instruments. The classroom teachers

~

had beenhinformed-to expeCt 'a fellow from the unlver51ty

<

who w1shwd to do some research about values. After having

a

o

introduced "this person from the unlver51ty, in most cases

o the teacher left the classroom tg complete the "Teacher

- 4 o

Evaluation“Form " The wrltervthen rnformed the students
§

that the test 1nstruments would 1ncl&de some questlons . 7%{

J
1 - }"-

frequently con51dered rather personal, and thatnhe ped i

. - .
P 3 . -

they would 51mply respond "as Lt is" 1n order for, /the results
o : é %o\
to be as valld as posslble.< Students were also 1nformed

y . # ", 6’1 .
"w ¥

that the task was a voluntary~one, that anyone who w1shed;
sy 0 31

A ‘» A . o

_not to complete the papers could hand them 1n blank.

v
. )

b
While studentchompleted the test 1nstruments, the

4 Brg o 2" $

writer c1rculated a, papem on whlch students recorded the

3 = e, u

number on their test 1nstrument and thelr name. Thls was

o
» " -t

necessary: to match the correct Teachen Evaluatlon Form w1th

r
- ° P

<
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4

the appropriat% students' papers. This procedure was used

!

to assure. anonymlty as much as p0551ble.

Most students completed their papers in approx1mately

30 minutes. .

L

. Whlle students were 1nformed that the task of completlng

i

the test lnstruments was a voluntary one, only one studefit

™,

preferred not tO'complete them. The results of six other
. . ) ‘ . \ ¥
students, however,. dould‘not be included in the'analysis of

’ data ﬁecause they had failed to complete one or more parts

of the questionnaire. For these, as well as foria‘number

.

- of other students, the rank‘ordering'of vaIuee on the Rokeach

_,ValuehSurVey.seemed-to'present the greatést*difficulty.

Several students commented that the gquestionnaire was

£2- 3 2ty ‘ “

“rather rellglous‘b'however, with the one exception noted

above, the students did not appear reluctant to respond to
questlons even of a Rersonal rellglous nature. A number of
students comnénted, 1n fact, that“they had. found the task :
helpful\because it pad?made them."take a good lookﬂat themjnu

B *

selves.™ : L o v

Analyvsis of Data N

. r ) A
The analysis compared the va ability of scores within

a group to the Variability of scores between groups. An

g@ F-ratio was computed which signified whether some significant



':fﬂldlfferences exlsted between the responses ma_e by the groups‘“7v‘7

'fbelng compared ' Wher

:aiedlffered 51gn1f1cantly._ Whlle a number of tests of postwaoc"'-

f;multlple comparasons ex1st, HayS'(1973) clalmed that the- f?r':

'._to groups of unequal 51zes,'and sultablllty for any compar1~l<

wthe Scheffe test of multlple comparlsons (Scheffe, 1959)

.<“.

o Fa
31gn1f1cant dlfferences were observed

S

For

. was applled to determlne whlch of the ordered palrs of means B

;eScheffe method’”has advghtages of srmpl1c1ty, ap%%;cablllty

,;(p:‘606);j?Ferguso

N

3to departures from no*’

~vcomparlson procedures, stated that "the Scheffe method 1n

'slgnlflcance w1th the Scheﬁfe metho ,

4 o
' 3

son. @Thls method 1s also known t& be relatlvely 1n5en51t1ve

;ﬁ' , p 4‘\ G‘

'llty and homogene1ty of varlance"

o)

any e/perlment W111 lea@ to?_ﬂgﬁﬁﬁalle%t

ﬁ :

\ -

L@ml),'referrlng to number of mult1ple~

cant dlfferences"l(p 274) : Both Scheffe:(1959) and Fergusom

(1971) stated that many researchers use the 10 level of

v\ti,uSevthe lO level of 51gn1f1cance 1n thls study

,;The wrlter also chose'




CHAPTER V

DISCUSSION OF RBSULTS

L S N

-

IV As w%s meﬁﬁioned earller, the maln purpose of thls

f_gﬂ_ . ;
f‘study was to determlne whether students who varled 1n degreés

“‘9?teachersﬁ°ob5ervatlons{Qfgstudents"behavrors.-.The wrlter

°lfocused partlcular at§§ﬁtibh on»thteefdimensiOns of”reV

"osity:1 falth (as measured by the Thurstone Attltude Toward:gffﬂ

, e.m, : - S e
e God Scale) devotlonallsm, and conver51on. The analy51s ofVﬁ

45}’4)'

*oﬁher lnformatlon gathered 1n the study 1s presented as

Anc1111ary Flndlngs.j-W‘5d7_3, : d 3","1f: ,'Q*f ;&JQ
g The hlerarchy of values (Rokeach Value Survey) and theffdf7}

degree of purpo ’fn llfe (Purpose In Llfe Test) of all f:)fifffh

. ‘ students regardless of degrees of re1191051ty, sex;. etc., 1s U
'.;\ . ‘ : N Sl .“f”ﬂ
'a:nfpresented flrst. Table 1 1nd1cates the means,:standard‘ & _4_7§?

i dev1atlons, and rank order of the termlnal values (Rokeach

t e ".‘ .

Value Survey)

'. : L lcg :

“Qsecurrty, salvatlon, ‘an,

[
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‘jj}”_,,.,_, MEAN RANK sconzs ON THEuéOKEACH TERMINAL L
REEEIT R VALUES FOR ALL SUBJECTS »’*""“

w A Comfortable Llfe

R f‘éExc:Lt:J.nCJ Llfe :glﬂ,'ffﬁ;' Ligld
;,_*QA ense of Accompllshmentgﬁ;f,d

jf”AVWoildvAt;Peace.i

'ij World of Beauty

;Equallty

q'hFamlly Securlty

 Mature Love o

Pleasure 0,8 a5

'Salvatlon 7;;:  , o 'k_ f :f“:713Q2,} i?5;9;ffﬁvij

'v'.

'  True Frlendshlp



Ve

ﬁSkeach reported khat’the youthc‘n‘hlsﬂsﬁﬁdy

? presentvstudy._

» also cons1dered a world
the llst of prlorltles.o'Itils pos—”ﬁﬂf

nt 1n V1etnam and e

:faand equallty as hlgh“on

.51bleuthat because mllltary 1nVOlveme

rac1a1 problems;w1th1n the country have been major concerns gxgw_;-
: ‘ ade, these youth

#rank order’on the 1nstrumental values,_v

youth S

:valso very 51mllaf to the value ch01ce§ of Amerlcan
' °7f1nc1uded

5‘1: S

s the mean scoresvand theistandard
L S 'fq‘

'teachers RN

Table 3 present



TABLE 2 / "
‘FNngEAN RANK SCORES ON THE ROKEACH INSTRUMENTAL

VALUES FOR ALL SUBJECTS

f . fRéhk : .
uN.Ambltlous ia.N.W"' i "5Ni.

roadmlnded

-:fCapable

#!Cheerful

<Clean,
“Courageous .
et o SO G (Y

‘Forgiving



‘ ‘; TABLE 3! ]j.tﬁr;f;
: EVMEAN SCORES ON TEACHER EVALUATIONS ?fﬁp{; SR

FOR ALL SUBJECTS

Vf lObed1ent

'3TNCheerful’

. Helpful,

The data 1nd1cated} however, that, he

results 1nclude al w1de range.‘ ‘ »



 5$¥  WL7$é¥1 ‘§f'TABLE 4 ] ﬁQHff mf;”fH1;ff \‘L-”y-j a

MEAN SCORES ON PURPOSE IN LIFE TEsTuff,l‘-

"‘«‘

. FOR ALL SUBJECTS

“purpose A Life Test

both_ yout‘n an'd f_dults., The sllghtly hlgher mean score

s -



. MaleZFemale

Results from analy21ng the data\w1th regards to sex,""'

'?'f.fferenCes,are_presented~1n @ables 5 tov8;’u - RS
“5Strommenlﬁ19€3)ﬂfound that sex‘dlfferences‘were respone“"”'
',31ble for the largest number of dlfferences in values chosen L
\ - . B .

bf youth

A rev1ew of Tables 5 and 6 1ndlcates that the

the 1mportance glven~to many off

L ermfnalivalueTmeans fgf
N e SERh T e T ﬁr{; gy 55& o ) E
agqf ] Males a§n51de?£d the follow1ng t
n5¢~¢gy aw :g_

0 more lmportant than dld the fe
k’ y e

.(Ef'OOl), happlness ”pf 06), 1nnerfharmony (Rf 001)$ and,,,_
: ;«;.u . .

l7ef3true frlendshlp (23-07)

o Instrumental" value means for male and female Lable QL g R

‘,fThezmales con51defed'the follow1ng 1nstrumental values 51g—]

nlflcantly more lmportant than dld the females., ambltlous



TABLE §
: TERMINAL VALUE MEANS FOR
; MALE_ANDvFEMALE SUBJECTS S

‘1.
Male <. - "‘Fema'le' T o
'n=147  @p=l2l .
w A Comfortable Llfe o , : 82 ; .'5.'0‘ 10.3 4,5 - .001 -

Tl An Exc:Ltlng Llfe : 1 SO ’80 50 9.9 4.8 ©.002 -

A World At Peace ;‘:” 3. 5000 659 7 4.7 1002

"-'jA %orld of Beauty

»

é(d »" ,' :
@Equallty:"4-'v"" SR
i e e e
| Family Seurity | 8.0 4.5 8.6 48 -

e_.

’_l
‘-—I
‘_I
B
@
ul
1S
L]
©

8 -

@ 3

' National Seeurity ¢ 14.1 4.0 13.8' 4.0 . =

 Pleasuré . . l9.5 45 11:7 4.2 - .00l

Self Respectz;fi A

Socnal R_"'c

" A Sense of . Accompllshment "8'-.],. _.'. 44‘; 94 4.1 - .O,l_-“'
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TABLE 6

* INSTRUMENTAL VALUE MEANS

3

.‘~f‘EOrgiVing

i

“ Logleal,

““Obedient.

Ambitious
‘ Broadminded‘.

Capga;bl‘é B

| Clean

. Fr SRS SN
S

~
il

‘Heipﬁu1f .5 
“Hoﬁe$t~:1'f.7f

_Imaginative =

 Loving

o

ey SR

' FOR MALE AND FEMALE SUBJECTS

" Cheerful .

e

" Indépendent’ . .
e L e
Intellectual " ..

. ,,é’ .

G

Pl i
" Respomsible’

 setf-contreiled |

L R

10;7l..
9.8

0.1

Male

v

Female

)
(W
<1

sD



MEANS OF- ITEMS ON TEACHERS'FEVALUATIONS_>

- Obédient

Cheerful'E

Eélpful'

_ Honest -

Academic Performance

e MEANS OF SCORES ON PURPOSE IN LIFE TEST -

Purpose In Llfe |
Test = :

ERRRR

8

MTABLE 7

/ ‘ .
Malek

TABLE 8

:Male-

‘]x[E

. 104.4 .11.4

1’104;91

- R

M |

FOR MALE AND FEMALE SUBJECTS

Female -

. FOR MALE AND FEMALE SUBJECTS~

/Female

EN

314~0M5'

.02
.02

.04

75

ME;03E_0...
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ey

| \“w i
controlledv(E%AO3” é&

‘i “ ~' _' 1 . . . i . i
The females cons1dered the follow1ng instrumental values

¢

gnlflcantly more 1mportant than d1d the males:‘ cheerful

(Ef 002)4 forgiving (p=. 001), helpful (p=. 04). honest
¢

(Ef 003), and loving (p=. 06)

Rokeach (1973) states that

o

S - we may reasonably expect to flmd many
’ o differences associated w ith ‘sex, since
' there is a great deal of ev1dence to
suggest that society ‘sotializes men and
~women to play their sex-roles very dif-
ferently. Men, for example,'are condi-
_ ~tioned to place a higher value on ‘
e chlevement and intellectual pursuits;
.- . women are conditioned to place a higher
value on love, afflllatlon, andvfamlly
Ap. 57) o ’ :

Whlle the dlfferences exh}blted by the students in this

‘study generally are con51stent"w1th Rokeach s flndlngs re-

®

=

gardlng sex dlfferences, there 1s at least one exceptlon

: whlch is s1gn1f1cant tO‘hhlS-étudy Rokeach reported that
- A
females were more orlented toward rellglous values, an obser—]

vatlon made from thelr ranklng salvatlon as belng of more

o

>

*'1mportance than reported by males. In thlS study, salvatlon
B was ranked equally by both sexes.'»"A
Teaohers cons1dered female students to be 51gn1f1cant1y

more\QEedlent,‘ heerful helpful and honest than thelr male

ff}q“ counterparts (see Table 7) The glrls had ranked these




S . : . 2

‘1nstrumental values as belng of relatlvely greater 1mportance'

'. 1" i‘

_than the boys.ﬁ The teachers, however,*madé no. dlstlnctlon

AR

regardlng aCademlc performance.

s

o Gupta (1972) reported that female thh school sgrdents“

v

scored hlgher on meanlngful llfe and reliélous part1c1patlon -

vscales.v Female subjects in thls'study did not rankvsalva— ‘

- tion . SIgnlflcantly hlgher than, dld males, nor is thelr score

hlgher on the Purpose In Life Tfst (see Table 8) ThlS

might suggest that a relatlonshlp ex1sts between the degree

of re11g1051ty and the extent to which a person flnds mean-
ing in life. . . o

FalthL7Va1ues and Purpose In Llfe

The Thurstone Attltude Toward God Scale was used to
determine degrees af faith. Students were*placed into
F : ' : .

three Categories——positive;“neutral, and negative—-according;,

to their scores on thiS'test; Those'inmthe'positive‘cate—

gory obtalned scores between .1 and 3.6. The''statements

‘reflected that 1nd1v1duals ‘in thlS category believe that

God isra very 51gn1f1cant*1nfluencé 1n thelx llves, that

they frequently seek HlS guldance in maklng dec151ons. ‘The

© -

neutral group, W1th scores ranglng from 3.7 to 7. 2 ‘may be

(o

' con51dered to take an agnostlc stance; subjects in thlS

category are not opposed to a faith in God’ yet do- not belleve

. e R . .. -
| g‘*-a ST : : '
B R T ’ :
: . ) u . . _. )
P . T f AR
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‘that He is a Siénificant influence in their lives. The onﬁgf

in the negative group obtained scores from 7.3 téllo.p.

g . .
oy . " u A
- t o,

These individuals identified with an atheistic view, and

. generallxrwere'cbnsidered.opposed to faith in God. v
. ] . :. . . - . . N ‘* s ) . * ‘ q .
The value choices these three groups of students made, z
_measuredabykﬁhe Rokeach Value Survey, are shown in Tables.

L @

-

‘9 to 12.

‘a%erminal Va]ué~Means for Three Groups on Thurstope
Attltude Towardeod Scale (Table ) v | - - ° .

l.. The goslt1Ve group con51dered a comfortable llfe

éigﬁifidantly less important,(p;,ooz, OOl) than the neutral’

@ @

w2 . ) ‘ ’ » kY

and negat1Ve groups. . N PO ;F R : .
.o e . 5o % . o

2.‘ The posrtrVe group consldered an eXCltlng llfe R

r

-51gn1f1cantly less 1mportant (pf 03. .001@ than-the neutraI :

hd A
-

-and‘negatlve groups. The neutral group con51deréd 1t 51gn1—fb‘ %
. ‘ \

~

ficaptily leSs;important {p=. 04) than the egatlve group.j
. o »{ RN *
, 3. "The pOSlthe group consldered 1nner harmonyM s:.gnl— ’
P : X g ‘hﬁe E . :
ficantly more 1mportant (E— 03) than the neutral group.

* ‘ Cor
"4, The pOSJ.tJ.ve group cons:.der’eg pleasure 51g‘n1f1—

cantly less lmportant (p=. Ol ,.OOl) than both the: neutral

" and. negatlve groups. ’The neutral group alsO consmdered it”

Fs

s

.151gn1f1cant1y 1ess lmportant (Ey 03) than the negatlve group.

r,&\\\\ \ . k | g f ~‘4 ) tjfsl.

-
~ . w . ‘.
. - . o .

v
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‘ TABLE ‘9 ' , \
. .
TERMINAL VALUE MEANS FOR
“ ',.THREE GROUPS (THURSTONE ATTITUDE: TOWARD GOD SCALE)
5 g v“‘,'. oy \ 4
I ‘ / Posx%lve Neutral .. Negative i P
T (1) n=71 (2} n=134 '(3).,n=63
o X sp X .sb. X _Sp 1-2 2-3 1-3
A=Comfortable C \ 7 :
‘Life 11.3 - 4.8 . 8.9. 4.8 7.5 4.7 .002 - .00}
An Exciting ' ) | R S B
Life 10.7 4.2 8.8 '5:2 6.9 ‘4.7 .03 .04 .001
A Sense of ‘ . ' h e
Accomplish- , ' oo , :
ment 9.5 4.5 . 8.6 .4,2 8.0 4.2 | -~ - -
A World At ' , *
Peace 7.6 4.9 "7.6 5.1 8.9 4.6 ' - - -
A World of : : ' '

Beauty 11.0 4.4 11.0 4.5 12.0 4.7 - - =
Equality 9.5 4.9 9.8 5.0 10.5 4.7 - - -
CFamily v o

Security- .7.7 4.4 8.4 4.6 8.5 4.5 =S - . -

' Freedom . - 6.4 4.4 " d7 3.7 6.2 4.4 - - =
Happlness 6.4 4.4 5.9 4.2 6.2 4.1 - = - "
Inner Harmony 8.9 5.0 10.9 5.0 10.2 5.2 .03  -. .-
Mature Love 10.7 , 5.2 9.4 4.6 9.1 4.6 - e -
National ~ - ’_ g ' o e

Security 13.6 4.0 13.9 4.2 14.5 3.3 - - L -

Pleasure 12.3 3.9 10.4 4.5 8.6 4.5 .01 .03 .00l
‘salvation 6.8 5.9 15.4 3.5 16.5 2.8 /001 - .QO01
“ , '
self-Respect 9.9 5.1 8.9 4.7 9.5 4.6 - - Q
Social Recog¥ ' C , E -
nition 14.5 4.0 12.3 4.7 12.0 4.5 .004 - .008
True Friend- o s ‘ ’ ‘
ship 7.1 4.r 5.7 4.0 5.9 4.4 - - -
A . £
Wi sdom 7.7 4.8 9.1 4.8 10.0 4.8 . - - .02



RANK ORDERING OF TERMINA

THREE GROUPS (THURSTONE ATT

A

A Cémfortable L%fel
An Exc1t1ng Llfe
‘A Sense of’ Accom@llshment
A World At P§a§e 
. A World 'of Beauty
Equality.d
- Family Security
.Freedom

Happiness

Innér Harmony-
Mature Love
Eﬁ@ional Security
Pleasure o
éélvation
Self-Respect

Social Recognition

" True Friendship

Wisdom .-

TABLE .10

1 o
Positive Neutral

¥
t

15 9
ulé:{  o7
9 6
5 4
14 - 15
w0 12
7 5
2 * 1
3 3
8 14
12 11
i7 17
16 13
1 18
1 8
18 | 16
4 2
6 - 10

L VALUES ACCORDING TO .

ITUDE TOWARD GOD SCALE)

Negative
5.
o
4
6
9

15

14

13
10

17
18
11

16

12

80



TABLE 11
_ INSTRUMENTAL VALUE MEANS FOR
THREE GROUPS (THURSTONE ATTITUDE TOWARD GOD SCALE)

) Positive :Neutral
(1) n=71 (2) n=134
X sb © X SD
| Ambitiousll 8.8 4.é_ 8.3 5.0
Aﬁroadminded 9.4 5.0 é;4 ,4;6/'
Capable:.  11.0 4.1 11.0 4§57'
Cheerful 8.2 4.9 8.2 4.9
‘Clean  10.5 4.8 10.7 5.1
‘ Courageous 9.9 4.9 10.8 5.2
Forgiving 6:6 4.3 8.5 4.8
Hngful"v 8.3 4.4 10.4 4.6
Honest . 4.7 3.9 5.0 4.4
Imagin;tive 13.4 4.7 .12.3 5.0
quependéﬁtg 10.7 5.9 8.5 5.1
Iht;lléctual 12.2 4.9 11.8 5,2
Logical ° 12.4 4.7 '11.7 4.8
Loyiﬁg gﬁ 6.7 4.7 6.5 4.4
ngdienta 12.1 4.4 13.2 4.1
‘éolité - 10.2 r???’* 8.9 4.7
ééspons;bie ' 6.6 3.8ﬂ 6.7 4.0
~5;1f;c;ﬁ— o : |
.trolled. 9.4 ‘4.8 1Q.1 5.0

~

Negative
(3) n=63
X sD
6.9 4.7
9.6 5.2
9l9 5.0
7.6 4.6
10.2 5.3
10.2 5.4
110.7 4.8
9.4. 511
7.1 4.6
12.1 4.9
é;7. 5.5
11;8 5.1
11.1 4.9
6.8 4.2
13.5 3.8
9.7 4.6
6.1 3.6
9.3 5.3

3

b

.008

.006

81

.001

.008

"
L
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'TABLE'LQ‘
S RANK ORDERING OF INSTRUMENTAL VALUES ACCORDING 0
THREE GROUPS (THURSTONE ATTITUDERTOWARD GOD SCALE)
Pos;tiyé Neutfal' Negathe-
Ambit;éus’ “75”,[= 5 ’; 1-_'3:
Bgdaamiﬁded" 8 “ 6‘ o ;§9
'?fCaﬁablé N | 14 1 _ S S B
Cheerfull : 5 4 5
Clean ¥ | . 12 12 "13
' Gourageous ' ' 10 '13 12
Forgiving - | . 3 ’ 7. 14
‘CﬁCiﬁéu}’. S ; 6 11 8
HCnestv B ' Q& . 1 1 4
Imaginative _ 18 17 7
Independent . 13 8 . 6
Inte}lectual ‘ S 16 1 16 ‘. 16
\&egical . ' 17 }a: 15 ' 15 |
Loving . 4 i« 2 o 2°
Obedient 15 18 18
polite - 11 9 10
. . - v, .
Responsible 2 3 : 1

Self-Controlled N 9 10 7

o
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5. The p051tive group con51dered salvation 51gn1f1—

“

cantly more important {p=. 001, OOl) than both the neutral

e

and hegative groups.',- : oo
6. _The pOSitnve‘group oonsidered social'recognition'

‘Siénifioantly lessiimportant (p¥.004;‘;008f~thanvboth-the

neutral'and negative:groups. ',':" T e

© T The'positive_grqup'oonsidered'wisdom significantly :

. : L+ - oo . K
~ more important (p=;02) than‘the negative group.
! o . & .

Rank Orderlnq of Terminal Values for Three Groups on -

-
’

“Thurstone Attitude‘Toward God Scale (Table 10) . All students

agreed that freedom, happiness, and truefriendship are
. - ' ’ o ' & -
- among the mostgimportant terminal valueés. All agreed that

national security and social recognltion are among the
‘ least‘impOrtant. The most distingulshing fgztor is the
extreme differences ascribed to salvation; the positive

group ranked it as being most important, while the others
. } . . ‘

t, e
rahked it least important.

Instrumental Value Means for.Three:Grogps,on Thurstone

Attitude_Toward‘God Scale (Tabie 1) .
1. The positive grdup considered forgiving to be.

,siQnificantly more important (p;;03, .001) than both the

-
N e o

neutral and the negative groups. ‘The neutral group also\\

considered it more important (p=.008) than the negative



» Dm
@ . ;

group. It should be noted, however, that,ﬁas reported in
' 4

Table le, the differences observed here may, at least in
l :

part,;, be the result of the.sexes responding significantly

differently.
. 2. The p051t1ve group con51dered helpful 51gn1f1cantly

more 1mportant (pf;01) thanfthe neutral group

more 1mportant (pf 008) than the negatlve group.

. group also considered 1t 51gn1f1cantly morevlmportant c
(p;.606) than Qié negative group. .
. i
4. _ The positive'group consiaere? independent to be -
signiﬁécantiy less importapp (p=.02) than th:ﬁnegative
, ‘ P

2

_group.

Renk Orderinq of Instrumental Values for Three Groups

on Thurstone Attitude Toward God Scale (Tébie 12). All

three groups of'students agreed that to be honest, loving,
and responsible are among the most important values. All

agreed'that~to‘be-imagina£ive, intellectual, and obedient -

are among the least important.

Means of Items on Teachers' Evaluations for Three Groups
m -

- on Thurstone Attitude Toward God'Scale (Table 13). Table 13

: ) , : . .
includes a division of the students into the three categories,

positive, neutrxal, and negative, based on the Thurstone
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I \

. r‘,y . . . " ‘ \
Attitude Toward God Scale, and shows)thg results of the

4

A

 teachers' .evaluations. S

TABLE 13 : \
MEANS OF ITEMS ON TEACHERS' EVALUATIONS FOR
THREE GROUPS (MIURSTONE ATTITUDE TOWARD GOD SCALE)

Positive Neutral Negative P

- . p=T1 n=134 n=63 A
* X sp X SO X 8B .1-22-3 '1-3
Obedient - 5.9 1.8 5.7 1,1 5.5 1.1 m.‘ - .05
o -, 5
' . W C e
Cheerful =~ 5.5 1.4 5.5 1.1 5.3 1.0 =- - -
Helpful 55 1.4 5.4 1.1 5.2 1.2 - - = '
Honest =7 1.2 5.5 1.1 5.2 1.3 - - .05
Academic Per- . ‘ , Co .
formance - 4.9 1.3 4.5 1.3 4.2 1.3 - - .01 .

s

The teachers evaluated students accofdihg to observed obedi-

ence, cheerfulness, helpfulhess, honesty, and,academic per-—

%
’formance.

1. The teachers considered the positive groups to be '

'significantly more obedienf (p=.05) than'the'negative group.

2. The teachers considered the positive group'to be

~

significantly more honest (p=.05) than the negative group.

3. The teachers considered the positive group to have

’ ) . : ®

R
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\
a significantly higher aqagemic performance (p=.01) than
the hegative group. . e

Mean Scores on Purbose In Life’Test for Three Groups on

=Thurstone Attltude Toward God Scale (Table 14) . “Table,l4
¢
presents the ﬂésults for the three groups “of students (cate—

-

gorlzed accordlng to the scores on the Thurstone Attltude
~ ° /
Toward God Scale) obtained on the Purpose In Life Test.

< . 14
TABLE 14

MEANS OF SCORES ON PdRPOSE IN LIFE TEST FOR

N
a

"THREE GROUPS (THURSTONE ATTITUDE TOWARD GOD. SCALE)

/ - L

Positive Neutral Negative T p ¥

n=71 =~  n=134 n=63
X SD X SD X sb 1-2 2-3 1-3
burpose In ) 4
Life ' -~ ’

- Test 109.9 - 12.9 102.1 11.7 104.0 12.5 .001 - .02

+ The positive group had a significantly higher score on
the Purpose In Life Test,(p;.OOl,_.OZ) than both the neutral
e

and negative groups. : ¢

Analysis by Sex of Three Groups (Thurstone Attitude Toward

God Scale - | " - C
After the anlaysis of the data had been completed, it

. was apparent that males and females differed in numerous

aspects (reported in Tables 5 to 8). The guestion that

——

“N
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obviously arose was whether the differences found among the
‘students, when grouped according to deérees of religiosity,
were related to differences in rellglos;ty or, in fact,

could be attributed to differences in sex. A further

analysis for dlfferences between males and females was done .

of the three groups (Thurstone Attltude TOWard God Scale).

\

hese results are reported in Tables 15 to 18.&

While it is evident that»1n a number of 1nstances the

responses made by males and females differ; in general,

however, these are isolated .cases rather than consistent’

0

\
patterns. In theé Rokeach Scale, it is only for the Instru—

‘mental value of forgiving that there is a consistent, \bet—

o -3

ween-group difference when analyzed by sex. The females,
\

in all three groups, ranked forglvenass as belng 51gn1f1—

B

cantly more“important than did the mdles.

The Negative group, it wlll be observed, has proportion-
ately more nales than females. While this could suggest
that between-group dltierences mlght thus be the resﬁlt of
a larger number of males in one group than in another, the
reality of this beihg the case gppears’not.to be a major
factor when it is observed that throughout  the study, the

responses, in most gases, form consistent patterns, regard-

less of- the proportion of malesqbnd females in the“warious
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groups.

It might be considered, at'fipsﬁl_that; as studies cited
earlier indicate,lfeﬁaies frequently are more re;igious.than
males, conse&uently the relatiVely larger number of males
than fema;es in fhe Négative‘group} woul@’substagtiqts sushs“_
results. Closer examinatibn sho@s, however, that fémales,
in this grQuﬁ, ranked salvation (Rokeach's measure of selig—
iosity) as being'significantly less importaht than males
did. ‘

However, whi

f“,;‘;..\there.is only one value on the Rokeach
o

Scale that has beeg sonsiséently ranksd significantly dig;
ferent when/énalyzed by sex, there is evidence of some other
variance related to sex differences. In general, the teach-
ers hsve evaluated females as being somewhat more positiye:
than males. Tﬁe implications of some evidence of sex-

related variance must be kept ih mind when observing between-

group differences. -

o ¥ -

. e

Discussion. The positive group's view was‘that a som—
fortable life, an exciting life, ahd pleasure.are'relatively
less important to them than shey are to the neutral and
negati&engroups. This may suggest that individuals who
score high on the religious dimensions considgr life as

being rather serious and sober. It may also be poss}ble

¢



s

a
that_they consider‘the values mentioned.above as being sel—

P

Y

{~fish; -The latter may. be the reason the p051t1ve group con- .
.gw 31dered soc1al recognltlon as. belng of less 1mportance.<'”

The p051t1ve group S greater empha51s on 1nner hannony -
- _ -

and w1sdom, when compared to the others, mlght suggest that
o ; .

a rellglpus' person believeS‘it,to be important to under-
= : ' ’ . . ‘

—_

stand the philosophiqal and metaphysical aspects of life
and of the universe and to live in peace with them.
The obvious difference given to the importance of

salvation' is verf.apparent when one considers that the posi-

-

tive group ranked it as being most important (#1) and the

3

neutral and negative groups ranked it as least important
(#18) of all terminal values.
The positlve group considered forgiving and nest\as
‘more important than others. These two values'are regarded
as virtues in most religions.‘ Further analysis;'however,

indioated-the females in each of the three groups considered
forgiveness significantly more important than did males.

As a result, the differences observed among differing

E

religious groups may not be as significant. The positive
group considered being independent relatively less &mportant.

One may wonder whether the students in this group feel a
lesser need to be independent from parents than the others
« ';v: " o

~ e S
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do, or‘Whéthér it may be éttributed td'a'éfeater‘dependenqy
T on God.

It is of idterestWto,hote whether the claims students
madé:aboﬁt'thefrelatiV¢,importance of differéﬁt values have

“béeh'confitﬁed by'£hei;_teach§réf evalﬁation10f behavior;

Whilé_thefe is some evidencé thatjﬁhé‘gdsitivé‘group‘
considered obedient as more imbortaﬂfathan~£he'others'(thef
difference is%not'statistically significant), £he‘teabhers
rated the positive group aS'béing>more obeaient'thag the
péga£ive‘group <E=-05)§ As’noted @bqve,qkhis difference
is, in part, the result of differing evaluatioﬁ;ifOr males
and females. |

Neither.%he students' choicé nor the teacheré' evalua-
tions demonstrated any differences for cheerful.

.The positive groﬁp fanked'helpful moré highly than the
neutral groﬁp; the teachers aid not observe ahy significahéJ
difference. ‘

Both tﬁe positive and the neutral groups ranked hénesty
sigﬁificantly highér thanAthe negative group. The teachers
indicated that thgy considered the positive group to be more

) . -

honest than the negative group (p=.05).
. L8 '

-

All groups indicated that they considered intellectual -
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i

" to be'of_relatively’low-importance3(theY‘ranked it l6th out
of 18 instrumentalbvalues); The teacherg indicated, however,'
o ‘ . " o

that*the academlc performance of the p051t1ve group was
: 51gn1f1cantly hlgher than the negatlve group (p— Ol)

t‘ The p051t1ve group scored s1gn1f1cantly hlgher than the
other two groups on.the Purpose In Llfe Test }It would
appear that 1nd1v1duals who belieue that%God is an’active,
/"force‘in their lives experience a greater degree of purpose
and meaning and, consequently, likely egperience.iess anxiety
»thanxdo‘indﬁ‘iduals who do not‘helievejthatﬂGod influencest

their lives to the same extent (Crumbaugh &’Maholick,'l969).

: SeVotionaiism, Values, and Purpose“ln Life

S s . ) . B

The subject“s degree of devotionalism was measured by
the frequency of prayLng alone, and the frequency of readlng
the Bible and other rellglouSVllterature.‘ These acts of.
devotion would likely be a more Voluntary.nature than would
church-attenﬁance and hence might be more indicative of the
‘Subject's personal attitude of the importance of religion.

The data for each of the three-categories wqreagrouped
as‘follows; )

frequent-—those who,pray and read the Bible or other

religious literature at least every two or three days.

Infrequent——those who pray, read the Bible or other.



religious :literature once a week or once a month.

. @ - . P ,
- Never--thdse who indicated.that they never, or not more

‘than once a y%ar, prayed, read the Bible, or read other
. Sy

7f¢iigi0us‘litefaturg. 3

 ;Table 19 indicatés;%he terminal value Cﬁdiées made by
studengé wholpray;.féaé'the Bible, or réa% othér‘religiouéw Ai,/.
‘ litera£ure frequently, infrequently, o} never. 7

1. _ The frequent group considered a ‘comfortable life~l f

significantly less iﬁportant (p=.001) than the never group.

£a
o

.2, The frequent grdup considered én exqiting life
vsignificantly.less iﬁporthpt (p=.07, .001) £haﬁ the infre-
gquent and ﬁéver groups. ‘

3. The frequent group.considefed inner harmony signi-
ficéﬂtly more important (p=.04, .08) than the infrequent and
hevefbgroups. ’:‘1 . - K

4..' The frequent group considered pleaguge éignifiéantly

less important (p=.10, .001l) than the infrequeht and never
- ) . .\ . ) . . . )
groups. The infrequent group also considered it less impor-

tant (p=.09) than the never group.

5. The_£frequent group considered salvation signifi-
' L

cantly more important (p=.001, L001) than the infrequent

and never groups. The infrequent group also considered it

= -

‘more important (p=.001) than the never group.
. - - ‘
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U TABLE 19 <
s e ' TERMINAL VALUE MEANS .
FOR THREE GROUPS {PRACTISING DEVOTIONALISM)

Frequent Infrequentj - Never ‘ jo R

(1) n=59  (2) n=89 (3) n=120
+ X .$D X SD X SD 1-2 2-3 1-3
A Comfortable. o B ) : S

Life 11.3 4.3 9.4 5.0" 8.2 4.8 - - .o0l
An Exciting : -.'- : ~ -

Life = 11.2 4.2 9.1 5.0 7.7 4.9 .07 - .00l
A Sense of °

Accomplish-. » g : : .
~ ment . 8.9 4.3 8.9 4.7 8.5 4.1 - - -
A World At o : . K ’

. -Peace 8.0 4.9 7.2 5.1 8.6 4.7 - - -
A World of " : : \

Beauty 10.9 4.1 11.5 4.3 11.2 4.8 - - -
Equality 9.3 4.6 9.7 5.0 10.3 4.9 - - -
Family . —= ._ V ‘

Security , 7.9 4.5 7.6 4.5 4.8.9 4.4. - - ~
Freedom 6.9 4.2 6.0 4.} 5.6 4.0 - - -

‘ Happiness 7.0 4.3 5.7 4.3 6.1 4.1 - - -
‘Ihner Harmony 8.5 5.0 10.8 4.9 10.5 5.2 .04 - . .08
Mature Love "~ 10.8 5.3 9.8 4.7 9.2 4.5 - - -
National ’ ' . - 'n

> Security 13.8 4.1 14.2 3.8 13.9 4.1 - - -
Pleasure . 12.5 3.8 10.8 4.5 9.3 4.7 .10 .09 .00l
Salvation 5.9 5.6 13.6 5.2 16.2 3.0 .001 .00l .001
Self-Respect 9.8 5.5 9.2 4.7 9.0 4.7 - - -
Sotial Recog- ' ' ] ﬁﬁg

nition 14.6 4.1 12.3 4.7 12.4 4.5 .02 - .02
True Friend- ’ .

ship 6.8 4.2 6.2 4.1 5.7 4.1 - - -
Wisdom 7.0 4.5 9.0 4.6 9.7 5.0 .07 - .01
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6. The frequent group considered soggzﬁ reoognition
‘significantly less important ig;.oz, .02) than‘the‘in&requent
and never groups. o

7. The frequent group considered W1sdom srgnlflcantly
more important (p;.O?, Ol) than the 1nfrequent and never‘
groups. .ﬁ

All three'groups ranked true friendship, happiness, and

L™

~ — .
freedom as being important and national‘security and-social

recognltlon as belng among the least 1mportant values (see
Table 20).° Extreme dlf%erences existed for the ranking of
salvation; the freguent group regarded 1t as most 1mportant,
while the infrequent and never groups ranked it among the
leqst important. o | >

Tablel2l indicates the instrumental value choices made
by students pract1c1ng devotlonaglsm.

1. The frequent group con51dered forgiving 31gn1f1—
cantly»more 1mportant (p=.001) than the rnfrequent and never
groups.\ It'shou;d be.noted, however, that some of the
variance may.be attributed by fhe differing responses by
sex, aspstated earlier.

’2. . The frequent group considered independent signifi-

o o

cantly less important (p=.004) than the infrequent and neuer

groups.
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TABLE 20
A\

..' ﬁ

RANK ORDERING OF TERMINAL VALUES ACCORDING TO

!

THREE GROUPS (PRACTICING DEVOTIONALTSM)
Y R . B | .

-

Frequent ’Infréquent Never
A Comfortable Life 15 9 s
An Exciting Life o - _iwl3 ' -7 ‘ . .4
A Sénse of ACcompiiShmeht 9 6 ,ﬂ: 7

. i ’ ' ] . ~ . : fo v

A World At Peace - . 7 4 6
A World of, Beauty  14 15 15
Equality - 10 11 13
Family Sééurity r 6 . g U»SVA .9

;reedom - . a4 _ 2 / “z‘y
- 3 B 1 3
anef Harméhy .'WT 8 14 | 14
Mature Love ; 12 _ 12 10
Natiohai'Security‘ '17 o RT- | 17
Pleasure o | lé 13 12
Sleation, .l 17 18
Felf-Respect - 11 “ lq'> .8
Social Récégnition - - 18 | 16 | 16
True Frieﬁds?i§¢ : : 2 " 3 | 1

‘Wisdom : 5 - e 11

PSS ol



 Ambitious

¥ -3
Broadminded
Capable

Cheerful

Clean

‘Courageous

&
Fgfgiving
Hélpful
Honest
ImégipatiVe

ihdepﬁndent

‘ Intellectual

Logical

Loving

_Obedient

Polite ’
Y

Responsible

Self Con-
trolled

102

' TABLE 2L

INSTRUMENTAL VALUE MEANS'
FOR THREE GROUPS (PRACTIC:NG DEVOTIONALISM)

9.1

Frequent
~g=59
X SD
8.8 4.9
9;0 5.1
il.lv 3.9
8.4 4.9
11.5 4.6
10.0 ‘5.2
6.6 4.5
9.2 4.3
4.5 3.9
13.3 4.9
11.1 5.8
11.4 5.4
12.1 4.8
6.5 4.5
1.8 4.2
9.7 4.7
6.7 3.3

Infrequent Never o P -
n=89 " n=120
X - s X Sb 1-2 2-3 1-3

8.3 4.9 7.7 4.8 - . - -

9.5 5.4 8.1+ 5.1 - - .04
12.0 5.2 1%.0 4.9 - - _

12.1 4.5 11.4 5.0 - ~ -



TABLE 22
"RANK ORDERING OF INSTRUMENTAL VALUES ACCORDING TO

THREE GROUPS (PRACTICING DEVOT IONALISM)

Self-Controlled

Frequent
»Ambitibqs 6‘
..Broadminded-o 7
" Capable | 13
Cheerful 3 *5
Clean | 15
Couragepus 11
Forgiving "3
Helpful 9
Honest. 1
Imaginative: 18
. Independent *12
intellectual 14
Logical *k’“’ﬁ\\vi/,/é 17
Loving ; _ 2
Obedient 16
Polité~ 10
Responsible

o

Infrequent

5
\;ﬂb
14
4
11

13

10

15

¢ 16

{

Never

4

7

12

14

13

11

17

16

15

18

10
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7

All three groups agreed that honest, loving, and reg-

_ N\ :
ponsible were among the most impoktant instrumental values,
. . N i ]

while imaginativé, obedient, and logical were amon§ the

. A

least important (see Table 22). . \

>
- Table 23 shows the results of the teachers' evaluations’

when,students are grouped adcording-£o the frequency Bf
prashicing prayer, Bible reading, and the reading of other
reiigiods litérature;

TABLEJ23

-, .
MEANS;OF ITEMS ON TEACHERS' EVALUATIONS &

FOR THREE GROUPS (PRACTICING DEVOTIONALISH)
L Frequent Infrequent Never ‘ P *
Ly (2 _ (3)
X SD X 8D X sb '1-2 2-3 1-3
Obedient 5.8 1.4 5.7 1.0 5.6 1.2 - : -
Cheerful 5.4 1.4 5.5 1.1 5.5 1.0 - - -
. :
Helpful 5.4 1.5 5.3 1.2 5.7 1.1 - - -
. Honest -~ 35:7 1.2 5.4 1.1 5.4 1.2 - - -

Academic Per- »
formance 5.0 1.7(}4.5 1.3 4.4 1.3 .06 " - .02

There is evildence that as the frequency of devotional acts
N .
increases, the students are regarded as being more dJdbedient,

however, the differences are not statistically significant.

The teachers regarded the academic performance of the
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10%

-

frequent group significantly higher (p=.06, .Q2).thdnkthu
infrequent and never group:.

VY
On the Purpose Iﬁ Life Test, the frequent group obtained

a score that was significantly higher (p=.09) than the never

group (see Table 24).

TABLE 24 /

‘ MEANS OF SCORES ON PURPOSE IN LIFE TEST

FOR THREE GROUPS (PRACTICING DEVOTIONALISM) ‘
Frequent Infrequent Never ” P
(1) . (2) (3)
X s X SO X' SD  1-2 2-3 1-3
Purpose, ’
In Life ’ : :
Test 108.6 12.7 104.1 12.0 103.4 12.6 - - .09

0

Discussion. When the students were grouped. according to

the frequency of praqﬁdciné devotional acts, %eﬂerally the

same terminal values were ranked significahtl§ different as

~

when students werezgrouped according to degrees of faith

.

(as measured by the Thurstone Attitude Toward God écale)f

The relative ranking differences for inner harmony and wisdom

- ’ '
were somewhat more\pronounced when students were grouped .

accor®ing to devotipnalism. This would appear to be

. ©
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\"consisteﬁt when it is considered'that prayer is a form‘of"
med;tatioﬁ.often associateé witbra desire forvinner peace
"for the seul." The increased valuing of wisdom is very
likely demonsﬁrated by the frequent reading of the Bible
and other religious 1i£erature. It. may also ﬁe associated

[

with the frequency of prayer, eséecially when one considers
the Biblical 1njunctlon "if any man lack‘W1sdom, ask God"
(James 1:5). A
There were fewer significaﬁt differences on the-instru-
mental vélues when students were grouped according to the
—
frequency of practicing devotional acts than when grouped
according to the intensity of faith. (I£ should be noted,
however; that in b h cases the more Ureligious" etudents
coneidered forgiving more important and indeperident iess.
important, than did the "less—religiogs" stud?nts;) It may\
be reasonable to expect'that the Thurstone Attitude Toward'
* God Scale, which includes questions like "My daily life is

positively influenced by my faith in God" may be more dis-

criminating regarding the relative importance of instrumental

¢s than the frequency of a person's devotional activities.
The grouping according to devotionalism dlso resulted
bw statistically significant differences in the results

obtained from teacher evaluations. Teachers perceived the ~

y
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frequent group as being higher in academic performance than
the other studehﬁs. There ié some evidence, although not
statistically significant, thaf the frequenﬁ group regardéé
helpfulAand obedien£ as being relatively more important than
sy the othef studenté: Teachers also rahked this group slightly
highér in both of these values than other students. |

| While the Stﬁdents who practiced devotional actsiséored :
higher on the Purpose In Life Tést than thoée who‘did'not
participate in such practices, the degree of'discrimi_n‘v-atix
was not as great as the resultsiobtained when students wej:
grouped.according to‘levels of faith (Thurstone Attitﬁde
Toward God Scale). Faith, which includes charadteristics
of trust and confidence, is likely more related to purpose

and meaning than the motives that cause a person to pray or

read religious literature.

Conversion Experience, Values, and Purpose In Life
Experience is one of the five categories of religiosity

outlingd by Glock and Stark (1975). 1In addition to a cbnver—

sion or rebirth experience, they included such dimensions as

sensing the neafness of God and seeing religious visions in

the experience}qategory. The present study examined only

the conversion or rebirth dimension.

As mentioned earlier, relatively little research has

,,!
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included Fhis.dimensién. Part of tﬂévreasqp,for the paucity
.of resear;h fegarding tﬁe cogxersion éxperience is tha£ﬂthé
matter is génefally feégfdedyas being very persoﬁalland con-
fidential and ;lso because of the diﬁficulty of‘ébtaininé
empifically ahaleable datalregaraing’Suﬁjéctive reéﬁo@sesv
‘abdut a phenomenoﬁ aefihed quité.diffefégtiy byﬂéiffereﬁ% |

_religious groups.

One-third of the:studénts in the gresent study indicétéd
tﬁat théy eithel did not understand‘thg megning ofjthé term
or theylwere not sure whether they had experieﬁced it. Even
among those who indicated that.they had»or_had not experienced_
conversi;n, the term was likely understood gquite diffe;ehﬁly.
Some apparently understood it‘to mean being converted from
one réligion to another, othefs<%nderstood it to mean being
a member ofca church, while others equated it with receiving
forgiveness of sins. Iﬁlérder to make at least some meaning-
ful comparisons, most of the analyses focus‘on thése who
claimed to have experienced“a conversion (yes group) and
those who claimed not to have expefienced a conversion (no
group). While Tables 23 and 25 show the results of all stu-
dents; the analysis focuses on the two groups mentioned above.

Table 25 indicates the terminal 'value means for four

groups according to conversion experience.
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lL\ The converted group con51dered mature love to;be

significantly'less important‘(pr 06) than the nonconverted
: K AR o e o ';'
.group.. . ooo® . P o SR

- G e

2. The converted group conSLdered pleasure 51gn1f1_.ﬁku
' LA

t

cantly less 1mportant (p7»07) than the nonconverted group
| 33>r“The=converted group con31dered salvatlon‘slgnlfl—‘
cantly‘more 1mportant (pf.OOl) than the nonconverted group.«
‘;; Both groups ranked true frlendshlp and happlness as
‘belng among the ‘most lmportantvvalues, whlle both agreed
hat‘soc1al recognltlon and natlonal securlty were‘among the‘
least 1mportant (see Table 24) The converted group'&anked
true frlendshlp as belng‘more 1mportant than salvatlon.ﬁa e
The‘;nstrumental value‘means for the four groups accor—v
dlng to conversion experlence are 1nd1cated in Table 27.
l, The converted group con51dered rorglv1ng 51gn1fl—
cantly more 1mportant (97.03)‘than the nonconverted group.
: _ v
ThlS dlfference may, however, be 1ess 51gn1f1cant in view
‘l of dlfferlng responses by male and females,‘as’reported in
'fTable 14. *
2. | The converted group con31dered 1mag1native signi—
flcantly less 1mportant (p=. 09) than the nonconverted group.
' %

3. The converted group considered obedient signifi-.

cantly more important (p;.Ol) than the nonconverted group.

e
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TABLE 26

- RANK ORDERING OF TERMINAL VALUES ACCORDING TO

. TWO GROUPS (CONVERSION/NONCONVERSION EXPERIENCES)

-

‘.

' ,A ComfoEtable Life "“ 13-

‘An"Excitin&?Life

a Seﬁserf Accomplishment .-+ . - 8

"A‘WOrld At Peace = . 9

A World Of Beauty = 15

'Equality SR = .10

Family Security R - 45
Fréedom e . e " 4

Happiness R | 3

Inner Harmony o ST
'~ Mature Love - ' -  >14
National Securitys ' ' : 18

Pleasure 16

‘Salvation A ' {f‘_ 2
Self Respect . - 12

Social Recognition ‘ 17

True Friendship' PR 1.

Wisdom , o - 6

1L

Converted - Nonconverted

11

" 15

13

12

17
14-
18
6

10,

112,
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TABLE 28

RANK ORDERING OF INSTRUMENTAL

Self Cont:olied

vzg;Es'ACCORDING TO

TWO,GROUPS‘(CONVERSION/NONCONVERSION EXPERIENCE)

Noriconverted

- Converted

~ Ambitious . . 8 - | 5
Broadminaed 11 / 6

* Capable B 14 13
Cheerful ~ 5 s
Clean . . o 13 14'5‘
.Courageoﬁs : 10 \ 11
Forgiying 4 ] 8.
Helpful 6 9
Hones£ _ 1 1
Imaginative 18 16
Independent 12 7
Intellectual -16 17

-~ Logical | 17 15
Loving 2 3
Obedient . 15 18

‘fPolite 7 12
Responsiblet 3 | 2

ot 10

115
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. A

Both groups ranked honest, loving, and respénsible as’
the most important valﬁes, and included imaginative, intB1-
lectual, andébeAient aﬁong thg'least importantttsee-Table
28). . ‘ | o /

According to the percéption ofﬂteachers, the gwo groups
were not statisticaily significantiy different.on obedient,
. cheerful, helpful, hénest, and academic performance (see
Table 29). :

-  q- TABLE 29
JMEANS OF ITEMS dN TEACHERS' EVALUATIONS

FOR TWO GROUPS (CONVERSION/NONCONVERSION EXPERTENCE)

kY

Conversion \ Nonconversion . he)
: X sD X )
Obedient . 5.9 1.1 5.7 1.1 -
- [}
Cheerful - 5.5 1.2 5.5 1.1 -
Helpful 5.3 1.4 5.4 1.1 ~
Honest 5.4 1.3 5.5 1.1 -
Academic Performance 4.7 1.4 4.7 1.3 =~

o ’

The converted group obtained a significantly higﬁér
BN : : ¥
score (p=.007) on the Purpose In Life Test than the noncon-

verted group (see Table 30).
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J
TABLE 30 .

w

MEANS OF SCORES ON PURPOSE IN LIPE TEST

b
FOR TWOsGROUPS (CONVERSION/NONCONVERSION EXPERIENCE) ®

o

— -

' (' o Conversion . ‘Nontonversion P

SD

D

<1

. Purpose In Life : ' . IR
Test - 110.7 13.5 103.3 2.6 .007

<
hY

~Discussion. As was mentioned earlier, the results of
‘ P - _ |
this part of the stuéycéppeaf rather confusing. 1In general,

4

there were fewer significant differences régarding the rela-
tive choice of values between bpnverted and‘honcqnverted

groups than betWeen'greups classified according to the de-

1 0

al pra tices. The converted did

grees of faith or
‘not régard a comﬁértable'lifevor an exciting life'signifi—
cantly less imporéént than the nonqpnverted'groﬂp. The
‘Former did regard‘pleasure as.beihgilgss importantqand
salvatibn as being'more'impértdnt than, the nonconverted
gfoup.
,Thelconverted group considered mature love as béingl

~—

less important thah thénnonconverted. Hagﬁe (1968) found
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that priests ranked mature love lower than laymen. He

suggested that priests likely observed that sexual intimacy
: : > 2

“was included in the definition of mature love and thus ranked

it as being among theiless important values, similar to plea-
, . B ‘

- sure, likely éonsidering both values to be rather .selfish.

Y

The converted students considered obedient more important

than the.nbnconverted group. While none of -the differences 

I

" indicated by the teachers' evaluations reached-stat;stical

N
)

: 9 : '
significance, obedient was closer to-it than any of the -

Y

other items, with the “converted being perceived as more

obedient. > o

o y

The mean score on the Purpése‘In Life Test for the

CQEVerted group-was sigpnificantly higher than for the non-
‘converted students and, in fact, was higher than those in

-the positive group on the Thurstone Attitude Toward God

Scale andAthevgrqup practicing devotional acts most fre-

>

dquently. If ‘conversion is understood to include "a turning

3
to God," these results are consistent with Fisher's (1962)
1N ,

. view that "Belief in the purpose of God as presented In the

Bible gives the Christian a sense of direction for his life"

(p. 173).. : - . N

_Ancillary Findings K N

* The biographical'déta obtained from the students allow *

X
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for the ekamination of similarities and differences of

value and degrees of life pﬁrpose using other categories
than the ones presented up to this point. Are there Aifferw
ences tetween efban and rural students? Do the teacher
evaluations ditfer from one echool to another? The list of
"these kinds of queries coula reach a considerable lehgth.

. " The fellowingfsection is a b;ief presentation and dis—
cussion of some‘of the results reported in Tables 31 to 70
(see Appendlx B). The'tatles are.presented in the order
that the questlons appeared on the blographlcal data i;ret.

Schools. Students included in thlS study were enrolled
in three schools:~ a large urban high school in Edmonton,
a high school in an Edmepton“suburb, and a high school in
u‘a rural district near Edmonton. Tables 31 to 34 present
. the results.dbtained from each school. Very few, between

schools, differences were found.

’

Church Membership. Results from analyzing the data
with regards to church membership'are presented in Tables

35 to 38. _

Among other significant differences, nonchurch members
con51der freedom and independent s1gn1f1cantly more impor-
tant (p=.002, .003) than church members. It is p0551ble

=

that the former group might feel that(becoming a member of
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They

aluing

it more hlghly than, the church members.

Church Attendance. Those students attendlng church at

‘fleaet once a week were grouped as frequent attenders' once
a montn or‘once a §earras infrequent attenders; and never
ineluﬁed those who inddcated that they did not attend churChm
Resulte of analyses are reportedwin Tables 39 to 42.
Tables 41 to 56 each contain datdftorxthree groups:
frequent--consists of ‘those where the ectivity mentioned
7 was perfoﬁned at least once a week; infrequent--the activity
' Qes performed once a month or once a year; and never--the-

particular activity was not performed at all.

Sharing Religious Values. Results are presented in

L]

Tables 43 to 46. ~ .
9 1

-

Mother Attending Church. Results are presented in

Tables 47 to 50.

Father Attending Church. Results are presented in

Tables 51 to 54. o

Family Prayers. Results are presented in Tables 55

to 58. ’ =

sChrist's Divinity. The Bible reports an account in

which Jesus asked the question, "Who do you say that I am?”
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(Maefhew 16:15). Students were essentially asked to iespond
to.this question. The metter of Chrise'sudivinity is, of.
course, a ceﬁtral issue in orthodox Chrisfiahity.‘ Divine
includes the responses that "i believe that Jesus Christ

was the DlVlne Son of God"' doubt iocludes ihose who |
doubted Christ's divinity or else considered him to be an
extraordinary man; legendary includes those Qho»believed

that Chrlst is "a figure who may never have existed.

Results of analyses are presented in Tables 59 to 62.

Helping Friends. Tables 63 to 70 pfovide information
regarding the consequential dimension of Glock and Stark's
classification of religiosity.

s v
Helping Strangers. It is of interest to note that .

neither those students who frequently help friends nor those

who frequently help strangers consider salvation (Rokeach's

measufe of religiosity) more important than the othefs who

do not help people.as often.

/
i

4
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CHAPTER VI
'SUMMARY, IMPLICATIONS, AND SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH
Summagg

I ' L

Ny The purpose of thlS study was to determlne whetner
students’who varleddln dedrees of rellgloslty demonstrated
significant dlfferences 1n thelr hierarchy of values and
'dlfferences 1n thelr degrees of purpose in life as well as
behavrors observed by teachers. The results indicated that
dlfferlng p051tlons regarding rellglon are s1gn1f1cantly
related to certain value preferences and to dlfferlng degrees
of purpose'in life.. | )

As‘might be expected, the greatest difference was ex-

hibited in the relative importance of salvation. o Other

terminal values ranked significantly'higher by students |

scoring high on the religious dimension (religious students)=

were: inner harmony and wisdom. Students scoring lower on

the religious dimensions (less-religious students) geneggi%gg
ranked s comfortable‘life, an exciting life, pleasure, and |
social ;ecognition higher.. The religious students ranked
the instrumental ueiues of forgiving and honest ‘as being
more important. It was observed, thever, that in"all groups

females ranked forgiving as being significantly more impor-

tant that did nales. The less-religious considered

o
]
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R
N

fiﬁdependént significantly mbre;importaﬁt. Thé“réligigus
studénts‘repéatedlylobtaihedléighifiéantiy higﬁér 5c§res dn
the ]‘?_uif‘pos'e".,», Ix%:‘e.fev‘.’l‘é‘s‘t. | y :
Tﬁeifeaéhefs4§ﬁite-c6n§istén£lY'eﬁalﬁatédurgiiéiousi
',gtudehﬁsﬂéé%e#hiﬁiﬁing¢é'ﬁighéi'aéaaeﬁiépéffofméﬁcélthaﬁ'
the'éthér‘étudents.> Th%fé weié”also-seVérdlistaiistiéally

significant differences in the evdluations made by teachers

#Hed the religious.studeﬁts to be
"

indicating that they reg
more obedient and mqre honest than other students.
N n:\

&{The male'and,zemale students regarded the relative -

h® .

'significance of a number of values quite differéntiy. Boys

were more achie?emeﬁtivldgically, gnd pleésure priented =
’ whilé girléiplgced-a higher value on love, cheérfulnesé,
and a personal life free of innér conflict. Girls apparently
were no more‘oriented toward religiou§ values and foﬁnd‘no
greater degree of purpose in life thanyboys. The teéchersi
regarded giris to be more obedient, cheefful;‘heipfui; and
honest but no better in academic perform;npe than boys.

The Ancillary Findings included somgyinteresting‘find—,
ings. Very few differenées were found when the results were
compared to ascertain if one school differed froméanother.

It is of interest to note that whether students consid-

ered Christ as being divine or not was related to a number
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of significant differences in ranking instrumentgl]values‘

while the frequency in which a family says prayers together.. '

' did not relate to any_$dcﬁﬂvélﬁe differences. ThQSévWﬁo"~'

5

\

- doubted the divinity of Christ obtained a low sgore on a ~ -

o,

purpbsé:innlife-tésﬁ;;bothfpossibly‘indicativé\bfhéﬁ eieméh£*#

~of confusion and anxiety.

Implications
) As was cited_earlier}_research‘has eStabliShed,that ﬁ/ "J

definite relatibnship exist§ bet&een Qélues-and<b¢hayiorg>\:‘/{
CognifiveICOngruéhqy theOfisﬁs have suggesﬁed}thatMSuch t A\
reiationship-woﬁld teQd tG’bé1¢onsistent‘Setween vélués and
‘behaviors in éach pérson}s life.\ If oné Wishes tb‘predict |
an individual'sfactioné, iénis.important to be knowlédgeable
abQUt his vélue;. The_fin@in§s in7£hisistudy c§ntain impori

@ . o v “ ' . o
tant implications for educators, counselors, and church

-

/
!

leaders.

Itfwés gbserved that a large pércentagemof the students,

although. especially the'less-religious dﬁés; regard obedient
/ g . . . 7 . )

as one of the least important values. In view of thi's, it
£ : ' : : '
would appear that many students may be reluctant to éompiy

with demands simply for the sake of being obedient. It could

be concluded that teachers and other leaders in society will

need to continue recognizing that to win the respect of
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FStudents,nill be‘much more prbductivefthan simply to‘demand "
obedience. It would llkely appear a profltable exerc1se 1f‘

students were prov1ded w1th opportunltles to dlscuss the o

lsubject of obedlence and dlsobedlence and to ‘examine the

“implications:both‘to“the‘indiV1dua1ﬁand‘toysoc1ety. leely

‘counselors would frequently be the most appqurlate personnel

A .

to 1nstlgate such dlscuss1ons.u

.

o

Although mostvr, igious groupsKStress:the importance_oflﬁ
Love‘and:heipfulness; the~relrgious.studentslinciuded.in.thish
‘study'didrnot‘rank'these‘signifioantip more.imp0rtant‘thant

:‘other students}_.ﬁokeach.(l973)_COnoiudedthat‘FThere istnot‘

/ . ]

evidence from the national sample ‘that being loving and help-
fuldare diséinctiveiy Christian values" (p, 83). Jesus, -
however;vstated that Chrlstlans are to be known for thelr

Bk

demonstratlon of love (John, Chapters 14 and le, The L1v1ng
Blble) It is poSsible»that‘Christlanlty orrother rellglons.:=

have permeated our soc1ety to such an extent that thelr
influences and teachings are demonstrated by the_behaviors

'even‘by‘individuals who do not consider_themselves religious.
. This writer is of the opinion, however, that church.leaders

ought to ponder the implications of such a lack .of distinc-

°

Ed

tion.

It was noted earlier that the less-religious students



A s 126

regard obedlence as one of the least lmportant values.f :

" These students also placed a hlgher prlorlty on 1ndependence.
thanvd dvthe rellglous students It is poss1ble, however,
that rellglous students regard obedlence and dependence as -

' ilncludlng an obedlencevto and a dependence on- God.

K Whlle there was some ev1dence that teachers observed

L the rellglous students to be more obedlent and honest than

-

hjthe less rellglous students, the dlfferences of behav1ors
obserued by teacherslls not as marked as the}dlfferences of

.l';\\values 1nd1cated‘by students on the Rokeach Value‘Survey..

| Accordlng to cognltrve cons1stency theorles, the 1mplementa—

tlon of bellefs”and values may frequently be affected by the/

L .
51tuatlon in whlch the behav1ors occur. It 1s possxble that

‘peer pressure and yOuthS“ need to conform (Mltchell 1974)‘
“may account for the drscrepancy between expressed values and_
‘ obserued behaV1ors._ If the needvfpr acceptance 1s,‘1n fact h
hstronger than certaln rellglous bellefs, the apparent dls—s B
crepancy mentloned nay,_ln fact, be another conflnmatlon of
the valldlty of.cognltlve congruency theorles. On the other
hand, it is also p0351ble that such dlscrepanc1es may create
anxietlesband dlssonance~w1th the 1nd1v1dual Teachers,

:counselors, and youth leaders should be alert to the possi-

blllty of such dissonance and the implications lt has for
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’-‘More accurate and meanlngful results would be obtalned by
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young peopbe whom they seek to understand and help.

$
Lastly,.lt should not be overlooked that mOSt students

N

‘agreed that belng honest, respons1ble, and lov1ng are among -

™

}the most 1mportant values., If these Values are expressed

1n con51stent¥behav10r, here is- reason to- be optlmlst1C'

~that, 1n splte of whatever the prophetg.pf doom may suggest,

@

'the world in thevhands of these young people may not fare

A\

any worse-than-it has-ln past generatlons. o ' ‘ ;9‘*7”

: leltatlons'

Several llmltatlons of this study are. apparent..‘The;

students who part1c1pated in the study were ‘not randomly

Hsélected. Because of the rellglous nature of the study, not

all schools contactedfwere willing to part1c1pate- Any gen-
eralization of:resultS'obtained in:this study will- need to

be'done withhcaution;

The data were analyzed us1ng 51mple analy51s of varlance.

employlng a more sophlstlcated analy51s of the data. For
example; 1n this studyvthere was ev1dence that males-respon—
ded dlfﬁfrentlyblnbsome 1nstances than females, 1t was not'
always clear to what extenty if any, results‘that appeared

13

to be differences/among groups differing in:religiosity,

- were influenced/by:differing male—femaleuresponses.

e b
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Suggestions for Further Research - e

An attempt was made to aScertain by‘means of teachers'

2 .

evaiuations‘whethér students Qho reported differing vaiue;
on a penc%i—and—paper'téstialso'behavea differently'in‘real
life éituatiggs. The teachers dia( in.fagt;ﬂdbéervé¢certain
differénces at-IEVéls‘Ehat‘were s£é£istié§lly significaht;

o

~In most insfénces, £Qwéver, the:aifferencéé4Were quite mini—ﬂ;
.Aal{ ‘Sucﬁ a'lagk ofidifferenbes might'ﬁeybécauSe tﬁe'téaéﬂi
‘e;s.evaluatéd}ﬁdst studénts'as being sémewhat abbvé'average
on each of thé-fivecétegorieév(pfobabiy an attitude of
giving them the bengfif of the doubt). Likély, if teaéhers
were given more time‘tﬁ cqmplete:tﬂeIQQaluafioﬁ, they might
be able to recall indiVidda1TSthdeht reactions ﬁo particﬁlar‘ -
situét%ons ané'heﬁce ;ndiééte sfﬁdent differeﬁées"mére éccur-
~ately. Items frgm,the terminal valués, such as soéial‘redog—
;‘hiEioniand freedom, coula be added to'thé teacher evaluation.
The‘inéﬁruméhtvalsé needs.fﬁfﬁhérArefining to asshré a‘high :
degrée“df vaiidi£?-and‘reliabﬁlit§;
Furthéf_reséérch should also explore whether students

and teachers had similar definitioﬂs'for é Aumberydf the 4

S N . N <
values. - For example, it_seems quipe possible that they;may 
nbﬁ define obedience or helpfulnéss in the same Wéy; In
addition,.by controlling for sex d{fferencés it;wQuld be

possible to determine to what extent the findings were
' : w ’ .



influenced by differing male-female responses.

tLikelYa such.individuais eensider their lives to be "in the

129

&

It is also suggested that future research provide an

_oppoftunity for indivfduals who.claim to have had a conver-

sion experlence to deflne more prec1se1y their ownvperception

of the nature of such an experlence.' There were lndlcatlons

that in, the present study the,stﬁdents' perceptionsvof tHis

e *
.

- - o
‘'experience varled markedly.

Whlle the purpose in life test used in this etudy was

based on Frankl s theory of the "exrstentlal vacuum, it

'-would be of 1nterest to ascertaln whether other measures

breportlng a person s meanlngfulness and sense of éurpose
would be con51stent with the findings in this studf.

It was also observed’that mahytof'the religious students
indicated that "My‘life.is out of my,hands and‘CQntr01led by
external ﬁerees"——an item inAThe pPurpose In Life Test. |

Q-

hands of God" ratﬁer‘than‘withiﬁ their&own control. This

: . T e .
could prov1de a slgnlflcant dimension for studies involving

~ekternal/internal locus of control.

. . . B . . - . °
Our society is making increased reference to "basics,”

"a quality of life,” and wyalues." It seems imperative that

the.nature of research should continue that wogi? result in
.more precise definitions and more accurate measuring devices

" of such phenomena that are more qualitative than duantitative.

A
?
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/ o - ROKEACH VALUE SURVEY

Below is a list of 18 values arranged in alphabetical order. ' We are interested
in finding out the relative importance of these values for you.

Study the list carefully. Then place a 1 next to the value which 'is most important
for you, place a 2 next to the value’ which is second most important to you, etc.
The value which is least important, relative to the others,: .should be ranked 18.
Qhen you have completed ranking all of the values, go back and check over your 1ist.
~ Please take all .the time you need to think about this, so that the end result is
a true representation of your values
. A COMFORTABLE iIFE (a prosperqus life)

AN EXCITING LIFE (a stimulating, active life)

A SENSE OF ACCOHPLISHMENT\(lasting contribution)

A WORLD AT PEACE (free of war and conflict)

A WORL& OF BEAUTY (beauty of nature and the arts)
.EQUALITY (brotherhood, equal opportunity for all)
o FAMILY SECURITY (taking care of loved ones)
o FREFDOM (indépendence, free‘choice) o ' &
HAPPINESS (cpntentedness) -
INNER HARMONY (freedom from inner conflict)
MATURE LOVE (sexual and spiritual intimacy)
NATIONAL SECURITY (protection from attack) = ® '
{PLEASURE (an enJovable, leisurely_life) .
o SALVATION ﬁsaved, eternal life) |

v SELF-RFSPECT (self- esteem) '
| ‘SOCIAL RECOGNITION’(resnect, admiration)

9

TRUE FRIENDSHIP (close conpanionship)

l

WISDOM~(a mature undersﬁ’nding of life)
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P o

- Below 18 a liét og another .18 valuls. Rank these in order of impbrtance in~
- the same way- you ranked the first lisgfbn the preceding page. ) :

A B

_____ AMB1TIOUS thatdfworkiﬁg, éspiring)
'BROADMINDED (open-ninded) 7 - o
CAPABLE (cbmpetent{ effectivé) . »_\. o
CHEERFUL (1ighthe$rtea¥ joyful)
| CLEAN ‘(neat, tidy) :
6dURAGEOUS (standing up for your beliefs)
FORGIVING (wiiliﬁg.tO‘pardon others)
- HELPFUL (working for the welfaré of others)

HONEST (sinceré truthful)

: . IMAGINATIVE (daring, creative)

te

"INDEPENDENT (self-reliant, seif-éufficieﬁt)
INTELLECTUAL (intelligent, reflective)
'ﬁOGICAL (¢consistent, rational) .

" LOVING (affectionate( tender)
____OBEDIENT (dutiful, respectful)

______ POLITE (courteous, well-manpered) .
ﬁESPONéIQ}E (dependabie, reliable)

' SELF-CONTROLLED (restrained, self-disciplined) 0

L g
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For each of the following statements, wglrcle the number that ﬁopld be most.ﬁéarly
true for you. Notg that the numbers always extend from one extreme feeling to -its
opposite kind of feeling. "Neutral" implies no judgment éither way; try to use
' this rating as 1ittle as pogsible. ' : ' ‘

it

1. I am usually: Y S , ‘
1 2 3 C 4 5 6 : N .
completely ' - (neutral) v ~“exuberant,
. bored ‘ '_:_ ' enthusiastic
g. Life to me seems: - ’ ‘
7 s 5 4. - 3 . 2 1
always ' S " (neutral) . - . completely
gxciting , : : : rougépe
3. In life I have: - , : .o L
« 1 o2 3 © 4 “5 6 -7
no, goals or ’ . (neutral) * very clear goals
aims at all ‘ ) . ‘ and aims
4. My personal existence 1s: B o . !
y 1 o2 3 45 .5 6 7
: 4/ﬂf~ utterly meaningless (neutral) , very purposeful
‘ without purpose ® _ and meaningful
5. ‘'very day is: v ' ‘ ' .
. ,. v‘ s 7 ) ,u6 5 4 ’ . 3 ) e 2 1 .
‘ constantly new " (neutral) © exactly the same
and different } , -
6. If' I codiakéﬁaé§e;71«would: o o
N 1 - 2 . 3 . - 4 5 - 6 7
- prefer never to : ‘(neutral) like nine more
have been born . : i lives just like
, ' ' this one
7. After retiring, I would: . . : -
w1 6. 5 4, 3 . 2+ 1
: do some of the exciting , (neutral) , loaf completely
-, things I have always wanted to - the. rest of my life
v+ » 8.-In achieving life goals I have: ‘ o ( .
”' ‘ ' T 3 - 4 5 6 ‘ 7
' (neutral) progressed, to - com-
. ' ‘plete fulFillient
. PN
Yo . . : 4 ’ A -
R . . . -
#%%NE (neutral) ' running over with
" U . e exciting good things
ayi, /I would feel that my life has been:
B D 4 3 2 1
‘ (neutral) T . ( completely

worthless



( o

11. In thinking of my life, I: _ REESN
= "1 2 3 4 5 - 6 7
~ often wonder why , (neutral) . N always see’'a
= 1 exist ‘ ) il ‘reason for my be-
o ' : . ing here
12. As I view,the world in relation to my life, the world: .
1 2 . 3 4 5 7 o6 7
completely confuses me - - (neutral) fits meaningfully
' ' . with my life _
13. I am a: o ' J '
1. -, 2 3 4 | 5 .- - ¥ 7 .’
very {rresponsible o (neutral) ' En very responsible jg
. person, . ' ’ ¥ person i

: @ - ~ o oG #
14. Concerning man's freedom to make his own choices,’% bekleve man is:

7 5 ° o 4 3 2 1 -
absolutely free #g Toe-(neutral) completely bound by
make all life choices “ | limitations of heredity
L A ) and_envirogﬁ?‘ﬁ“
15. With regard to death, am: o ) R .
7 0 6 ~ 4 3 2 S T
prepared and (neutral) unprepared and \
1wafraid v ' e frightened
_16. With regard to suicide, I have: C .
1 e 2 3 4 5 6 7 s
thought of it seriously (neutral) | never given it a
as.a way out : second .thought
. : : - 4
17. I regard my ability to find a meaning,’purpose, or mission in life as: %&
7 6 . . 5 . 4 e 20 1 A
very great ‘ 7 (neutral) : practically none ° %%
N o
18. My life is: .
7 A 6 5 - ° 4 v 3 .2 . 1-
in my hands and I : . (neutral) X out of my hands .’
am in comgfiEnl of it ‘ ) and" controlled

-8 by external factors

? 19, Facing my daily tasks is: ' . .

o7 0 6 5 -7 4 : 3 2 1
a source of pleasure . (neutral) a painful and bor-
and satisfaction - . : ing" experience
¢
. 20. I have discovered: . - /
v -1 2 .. 3 4 5 6 7

no mission or E : (neutral) : clear-¢ut goals
purpose in lifeé : : and a satisfying
‘ _ life purpose

)
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= THURSTONE ATTTTUDE TOWARD GOD SCALE



' .This is not an examination.

)L

Ty 2.1

)-5;.

) 6. -

) 7.

) 8.

) 9.

y10.

)11.

T never attempt any major éctivity without praying for guidance.;
I am uncertain whether the idea of . Cod influences my conduct .or not.,' B 5.
) 4

Put a; double ‘check ( ) if you ‘TRONGLY AGREE with the statement.
Put a cross ( ) if you DISAG E with the statement.

People differ widely in their opinions about whatl W&
sue. Please indicate YOUR- OW1l- OPINION by a check e
ree and by .a cross when you disagree. S ‘ ’

1is right or wrong in this -
or, double check when you

I get all kinds of good thrills out of life without assuming God

.

I pattern my life after Jesus Christ and yield my whole life to God.. l: “
I am much happier since I gave up all pretense of believing in God ,',w e
C g
To me God 1§ the constant inspiration and support of the best we try to achieve. <

I am doing all I can to eradicate such’ religious rubbish as the idea of God

I'don't think the idea of God influences my daily living.
/
1 would ‘not hesitate to die rather than deny my faith in God. '/
T g ide my conduct by the findings of good sciehtific men and not by the idea of
God's will, : S . . ° o

I neither approve the idea of God by worship nor show disapproval of the idea by

. any careless word or dct,

)12,
)13,
)14,
)15.

)16.

)17,

)18.

)19,

)20.

- )21,

”yéz.

-

I feel a growing power to achieve my ideals as I reflect upon the way of God.
I am afraid of lasing ‘my faith in God. . , o ,
I am an: atheist and am delightfully free from what so%e regard as duty toward God.

<

I need God as I struggle to realize my ideals. oo F RN

-My rules of conduct are based wpon experience and are quite unrelated to%%ny ideas =

of God. & . . , . : . = .

&

I think it is necessary to believe in God but I.do not dexpte a lot of time to gion

I believe in God but I find that God helps me when I help myself.
I'm not opposed to the idea of God gut personally do not find any values in it.

The idea of God is not necessary to me as I attempt ‘to achi®e the good 1life.

My loyalty to God is very dependent “upon being with good religious persons.

A

'Whatever may be the truth about God 1 db not let the question prevent me from having

a good time. ) , '

7 -

} | " D i ’ »xv
2 - ) ' .
. Ly
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'VALUES FOR QquVIONs;oN‘

' THURSTONE ATTITUDE TOWARD GOD SCALE

_A"Que'&_;tj_on’  value . . Q'uest'j;_on;_vv' . Value
P e e 12-”35f;j;”;;2;0~*
2 - 5.6 13

3 8.3 .14 T o10.3

8 7Y 19 6.0
9 .5 ' 20 7.9
q .

10 . 8.8 -2l - 3.7

11 5.8 S 22 | 6.6
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PART A .  NAME OF STUDENT.__

. Parr B -/._:’PLEASE INCLUDE ONLY, PART B m, THE APPROP}@IATE"‘f;s,zjubmvr?'s
SR -QUESTIONNAIRE : R ) e T

L

”~CIRCLE THE NUMBER THAT YOU CONSIDER TO BE THE MOST :

" - APPROPRIATE DESCRIPTION OF THIS STUDENT.: "NEUTRAL"
IMPLIES NO JUDGMENT EITHER WAY;. TRY TO USE THIS

S
P SR S :

TRATING AS LITTLE AS POSSIBLE.(

’défiant . | ‘ ,'(néutféi)'_v - : f;T Very respectful
i - T ARV - and obedient -

“TTZ. Is he (she) gehera;ly déprésséd’or“cheérful? \f"_f“"_ | g
L2 s g s . /
dejected . (neutral) . always cheerful

-vfrustrated . e ) . and’ happy

3. Is he (she) sympathetlc and w1111ng to help others or generally unsympathet;c’.
1 2 3 .A"4.‘m. 5 6 7

hostile, cold

: “(neutral) . g f/'  sympathetic..
unsympathetic : '

always willing
to help others

4;TTs:he:(she) truthful and honest or dishonest? - o
12 3. 4567
dishonest '  (heutral) ~  ~ totally truthful

oo lies readlly

5. What s’ the level of hlS (her) aCademlc performance? _
1. 2 3 4 5 6 7

very unsatisfactory (average) | excellent, at the
. generally gailing =~ . o : top of the class

&
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5.
>-6

‘;__';

Age _;;___ years 2. SeX‘(circle) M F. " 3, Grade'T»: .

‘4#5'§at, if any, is your religious affiliation (none, Baptist, Roman Catholic,

Lutheran, Unitarian, United Seventh Day Adventist Jewishl etc J

lf_you have_any religious'affiliation»(#é), are‘you,a_member'of'this group?

Y‘e‘s' Lo ot No . . e,
: : ’ L : »»-ixi

How often do you attend a reiigious meeting or church service (check bne) s
"several'times a week S f‘ R nce a week B : i once‘a month

once a year B L never :

, ANSWER THE NLXT SEVEN. QUESTIONS BY CIRCLING THE MOST . ACCURATE RESPONSE FROM

THE FOLLOWING SIX CHOICES

8g

9.

10.

11.

: »lZ;

1.

14,

15.

1 once. a day L o
2 every two or fhree days -
3 once a week AT
4 once a month . ‘ F S
. 5 once a.year e _ C e
' ' 6 never R S LR .
I pray (while not in church) TS B 3 405 6
I read thEJBible L R SR 203 5 6
1 read'other.religious‘literature"A 1 2 3 . 4;{1175 - ﬁ‘v
As I talk-with others, I try‘to share 1~ 2. 3. 4:ffz‘ 6"
my religious values -
~Myfmother‘goésftoachurchi‘ S : 1 2 <i3” ‘54v ',"5' .6
My'fathér=goes to church R S 2 -3 W‘A 5 . 6
Our> family .says prayerq together _ 1 2. -3 b 56
at home ) B | ‘ e e "
I believe that Jesus Christ was (is) (check one)
the Divine Son of God. Divine, although sometimes I doubt it
a ma although an extraordinary one ~a figure who may never.
ST , W —_— | o :
‘have existe = other (explain) L ' o o ;{-

During the past year, I have helped a friend or. neighbor meet normal reSpon-
sibilities in his life when he or she couldn t (helped finish a 1ob when he
was sick, did yard work for an elderly person, etc.)

o o
often - ’ joCcasionally . never
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i t ! T L o : _/ o ) [ ! , a . | ‘ S
16. Have you experienced, what is sometimes referred to as: being converted,
_being born again; a rebirth, being saved (chethﬁne):
" Yes Not sure - .. _No = _. " Don't understand question’

© 17. During the past year, I contributed to a special fund for people whom I.did -
.7 -not kanow personally but had either read about or heard about who had had
some tragic event occur: = : R v e

. B

~often . ... fi occasionally - R aneVerf
18, 1If you wish, write aﬁy?addifiohal‘cdmmeﬁfé below. "Fof examp1e;lydu‘you'feelw g
that these questions‘allowed you to-express your true opinions? If-not% how

b‘gare they different?

'THANK YOU. KINDLY FOR YOUR COOPERATION.
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TABLE 31 .
. ' ‘ K
» TERMINAL VALUE
- MEANS FOR THE THREE SCHOOLS
Urbah - ' Suburban - Rural : P
n=212 ~ n=38 ° ' n=18
.. . X s . X~ 8D X S 1-2 2-3 1-3°
A Comfortable, | . | : - o
Life’' -+ 9.1 4.9 9.8 5.0 .8.6 4.6 - - -
An Exciting . R S o . _
Life - 8.9 5.1 8.5 5.1 - 9.4 4.6 - - =
- A-Senéé’of‘ '
Accomplish- o . - L
ment ~ °  8.4. 4.3 9.9 4.2 10.2 4.1 - - -
A ‘World At R - . |
. . Peace - 7.9 5.0 8.4 4.7 7.3 5.1 - - =
A World of = : e |
' Beauty = 11.6 4.5 9.0 (4.5 11.6 4.5 .004 - -
" Equality 10.0 5.0 9.9 4.4 9.2 4.9 - - ~
Family ry L | " : ‘ 4
‘ Security - 8.1 4.4 9.2 4u% . - - -
Freedom 5.9- 3.9 6.4 4.7 . . - - -
Happiness . 6.1 *4.1 5.8 5.0 . . - - -
Inner _ B e ' : : . ,
Harmony 10.4 5.1 10.0 5.0 8.5 4.7 - - -
'Mature Love  10.0 4.7 7.8 4.5 984 5.5 .03 - -
 National ’ ' | | B

)

Security | 13.7 4.1 15.5 2.5 14.0

3.9
© salvation ~ 13.4 5.9 11.3 6.5 14.9 3.8 CQ\\ .10- -
5.7

self-Respect = 9.2 4.6 '10.2 5.3 8.2

[ ]

Qo
*
1
|

SQcial~Recog-'

pition  12.5 4.7 13.9 4.2 13.4 3.7 - - -
True Friend- S o | ’ o
chip 6.3 4.2 .5.5 4.0 5.7 4.2 - - =

Wisdom ~ 8.8 4.9 9.6 ‘4.2 9.3 5.4 - - -



TABLE 32
. t
INSTRUMENTAL VALUE
' MEANS FOR THE THREE SCHOOLS

Urban  Suburban Rural = P
- n=212 n=38 . n=18
X s X SO X, §b 1-2 2-3
Ambitious -~ 8.3 4.9 7.0 5.0 8.2 4.5 - -

Broadminded = 9.1 4.9 8.2 4.8 8.1 5.0 - -

P

‘gapable o 10,5 4.6 10.2 4.3 10.4:;3.7 - -
Cheerful 8.4 4.9 5.7 4!}1 8.9 3.9 .007 .07
Clean ©10.7 5.1 10.0 5.0 9.3 4.8 § | o
.céurageoué ©10.0 5.2 11.7  4.3 11.7 5.6 - ’—_
vEOrgiVing 8.6 4.8 7.6 4.9 9.0 5.6 - -
Helpful 9.7 4.7. 8.7 4.8 10.0 4.8 - -
' Honest N '5.5 4;5'\5.5 4.5 4.0\-;;7 . —."'i‘

Imaginative 12.4°4.9 11.8 5.1 16.0 2.5 - .0l
Independent 9.0 -5.6 10.5 4.7 7.9 5.3 - -

Intellectual 11.6 5.2 13.4 4.7 11.9 4.4 - -

Logical 11.5 4.9 13.2 4.2 12.7 4.0 - -
Léving 6.7 4.4 6.2 413 6.8 5.5 - =
' Obedient 12.8 4.2 ,13.7;.4,0 13.3 4.1 - -
Polite 9.3 4.7 10.4 5.0 8.9 4.6 - -

Responsible 6.4 3.8 7.3 3.9 6.5 4.0 - -

| Self-Con- . : ) ,
trolled 9.9 5.1 - 9.8 5.0 8.1 4.5 - -



o *\ :
EABLE -33 ‘;5 - B
MEANS OF.iTEMs ON TEACHERS;;EVALUTATIONS n
| 1F6R'THE THREﬁlscﬁobné
Urban . Suburban 3ﬁﬁr§1 ' | B é
X, s X s X s 1-2 23 1-3 .
Obééignt '3 :5.6’vlil &.8 1f2“ 6.i~'1.3 - - -
chéefful - S.4¢ 1.1 5.5 1.3 5.6 '”:8 -~ - 3
Helpful = 5;4; 1.3 5.3 1.q 5.7 .8 - - -
Honest 5.5 1.1 5.3~1.4 5.7 Ly - - -
Académic'Per— | o ;
formance 4.5 1.3 4.6 1.2 4.7 1.2 = - -
o . |
g \\\f\\\f\\\\\TAB g“34 | o
. MEANS OF SCORES ON i;;;;;E\EN\L;gE TEST
. . . .
FOR THE THREE SCHOOLS
kUrb§p~ , ~Suburbah  ~ Rural P
X & X = E s 122313

‘Purpdse In
Life _ .
Test 104.7 12.7 105.8 11.3 101.4 14.7
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. Vg % ,TABLE 35~ . W,
e ! INAL VALUE MEANS ' ‘
SN @RERS AND NONCHURCH MEMBERS, .
. BRS
A\ Lo ’ . .»'.> "'.,‘ & ! )
o SR ?”"~ﬁ32mber . Nonmember
T ¥Ry =105 - .n=163

4t i y

b@fof%ﬁﬂﬂe Life - 10.3 4.8

\n.\
e , St
NN AR J L. Lo ’ ﬁ ‘
; ,An Exc1t1ng Llfe ; v % 9.7 - 5.1 8.3 ’&;9 .03

@h w,orld At Peace . 6.9 4.8 #.6 4.9 * .006
IR \° . ] . b . .
A World of Beauty = 11.0 4.6 | 11.4 4.5 - .

Equality = : . 9.3° 4.8 10.3- 4.9 -

Family Security . g 7.8 4.6 8.5 4.4 - i
Freedom d"”y. , 6.9 4.4 5.4 3.8 | .002
' Habpihess . ' B 5.9 4.1 6.2 4.3 -
Inner ﬁarmony ! 10.1 ;’4ﬁ%m iO.3 Sjé | - .

Matﬁre Love '10.3y;)5;;3 ‘9.3 4.6 .09
‘National Security T 1307 4.1 Man 3.9 -
) . T S, : . ER . “{A

pleasure .. 11.6 %.4.2 9.8 4.5 .01,

IR LT |
salvation - . .. 104,7-6.9 15.2 4.1 .00l
T T o N,
Self-Respect ¥ 9.5 7 5.0 9.2 .. 4.7 ¥ -~
- . - P A % v
. . s S T R @ %7 ’5’ N . .
Social Recognition 13,7 4.2 w 12,2 4T .01

Trye Friendship o lele 4.2 5u6 4.0 .01

. -, I Y S o . v
Wisdom G, ov8as we t9.2 149 -
. L R 4
: Brua @ ‘
. ; . , !
. 3



ol

Ambitious

Broadminded'

éapa?le
‘Chgarful
Clean

{
Courageous
Forgiving
Helpful
Héne;t
‘imaginative

Indepeﬁdené

Intellecfﬁak,"

-Loqical
Loving q
ébediept
Pqiite"

Responsible

Self-Controlled

F

.

TABLE 36

INSTRUMENTAL VALUE MEANS

B

e
)

Member
n=105
‘X s
7.7 5.0
9.0 " 4.8
10.7 4;1
8.4 4.7
10.9 5.1
S
10.4 5.1
7.7 4.5
9.1 4.4
4.8 4.0
12.7 5.1
0.4 5.9
11.7 .5.4.
11.9 4.9
6.6 4.6
12,7 4.
9.5 4.6
6.5 3.7
10.0 4.8

n=163

o

FOR' CHURCH. MEMBERS AND. NONCHURCH MEMBERS

. Nonmember

161

X
- oAb
03
08
003 :
_ &.
- P



O\

g MEANS OF;ITEMS ON TEACHER&' EVALUATIoNéf ]
FOR CHURCH MEMBERS AND NON@KSRCH'MEMBERS L

. Membet ‘Nommember: p

Obedient . . 5.9 1.1 5. 1.1 .06
Cheerful . , ‘5.6 1.2 . 5.4

"Helpful ~ <" . 5,5 1.2 . 5.3

Honest - ._’j

. Academic Perform

‘ 'ffTABLE'38:{TW

MEANS OF SCORES ON PURPOSE{. IN LIFE ‘I‘EST

FOR CHURCH MEMBER§ AND ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂuacﬂ@MEMBERs L ﬁ;”
154 . 1

‘ Membgr ~’;* Nonmember  p R

SD .

>l
O
I

CﬂPﬁfROse‘In Life - a‘vﬁ' SRTIREE S T T PO
Test | 107.3 13.0°102.9  12.1 ..006

R
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oy TABLE 39 . A
TERMINAL VALUE. MEANS R

‘FOR THREE GROUPS (CHURCH ATTENDANCE)

. :?5)'5’.i53r3qu¢nt«‘ Infreqﬁent Never'fefl ,'Eje
: S Q(l)-g;ﬁSf, (2) n-llS (3} n—85 ’“v’ ‘

',A Comffortable :v_ ) v 5 \ o O .,':‘:f’.,:;-'z‘-':_.":’ IR
Life . 11.0 4.3 88 5.1 + 8.2 4.8 .01 - 002
An EXCltlng° A T e e e e
~Life . 10.¢ aMk 9.0 5.1 7.6 5.2 - = L0070
‘A Sense of o ' ' e o - ' o :
' Accomplleh— : - Y DR e
“ment . 8.7 4.4 8.9 4.5708.4 4.1 - - - e
-. .A World At R : e ) .' o : S e
Peace’ . ‘8.3 5,2 7.1 4:8 . L
A World “of- f;~_f‘cé~” S - o
&, Beauty “11.7 4.6 11.2 4.5 .5 . | '
Equallty © 9.5 5.0 9.8 4.8 10.3 5.00 ‘- “=
Security 8.0 4.3 8.1 4.5 8.6 4.6 L=
Freedom o a7 0 - 4.2 5.7 4.1 546 3 9 = , SO
3 5.7 4.1 - = o7
5.0
4.5

/FJ‘Q’

Happlness.'d 5.7 4.2 6.6 4.
Ipnet Harmony. 8.5 4.6 10.9 5.2 10.6
Mature Love . 10.8 4.9 9.5 4:8 9.0
Natlonal s ‘,0”: ) S o Coaelm
o SeCuEity LBFQK 3. 8 13.8 4.1 14,25»359?,e7”5e f‘ -
"-.Pleasure . 12.2.-3 "10.9 4.4 8.6 4.5 . .-~ ~.002 .001 ..
Salvation . 7.0 6 géﬁ’ls 1 4.2 15.6 3.9 .00L - .00L
Self~Respect v_9}6:\5,4, 8.9 4.5 »_9{6%74.7-;v- o e =
‘.pSocie;uReeog— o EA - et o
‘nition 14.4 4.4 11.7 4.7 12.9 4.1 .00L .~ -
'i True Frlend— 75’: j - - B ' | ;ﬂ_ s )
shlp o '_6;8_ 4.1 5.6 4.0 6.3 4.3 o= =T
wisdom ' . 7.6 4.7 9.1 4.9 9.7 47 - - 03



B R ,;‘;g‘-,;»< L 1éa

S o TaBLE. 4ou
| “!‘INSTRUMENTAL VALUE MEANS
| FOR THREE GROUS (CHURCH ATTENDANCE)

Frequentv' Infrequent - Never ;'fif:sgiﬁﬁ.?_ e
, (1) n= 68e"(2) n—llS (3) n= 85 '.”fl;_‘ﬁ ; o

°’f1‘]",f:7ff"ii’j:;geaigggg"ffx‘;w SD “x A SD 1'2;Tg;3‘ 1=3

'.“:iAmblthué ;e¢ '8Q§vL4;§ j;j?é_;4i§ fKéF1et%?8efTéi;i?5‘ ';;egffv

;:ﬂeBroadmlnded"?f?;lmesibfefs;gf“s?o »eg;g;.é;6 te;il??+yqu;{e’
hﬁcapable‘, :::io;sz4;O }ig;4 _4,4j!1l;3e35:61 f;?}%w7 :
vCheetfulxi. e é;iJréiéf;'é.s 4.7 ‘j7}5:;4r9._Lf ‘;:;f??';'
,»éiean -  T1;ﬁ 11;4 f4£?e ib‘§f‘5;0kjib;6 '5;4 t; o ,’; .

‘ %bfgiYing SRR " B T C
”Helpful
| 7lHonesth

.Imaglnatlvej

o

:Independent"

{

o Nt
O v N

=R

'ﬁeeﬁlnteLLQCtual . S
FLOgicaliffk - PR ¢

_~Leving . . -

Obedient
;?dii#ei_ | 9.85:4’7 «egiii;4:8 Vf9;7ff4,7,>__ t;e,ve%
'ﬁéQPéﬁsieiéfkjfé,ov 3.4 6.5 3.6 "7;0’4.2'f;;:‘e_5;}fxe%e,’
'5Seifeéon;e : "h:‘ :.;;. | L : et

.~ ''trolled = 9.5 5.0 10.4 5.1 9.1.°5.9 - - = -

EL e TEONL S e . &
o e

R A DAY - R
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b

e T _-~wvﬂ_ BTl

MEANS OF ITEMS on TEACHERS' EVALUAT10N3'€'j".Mp;J
FIeQUGDt' Infrequent NeVer,jj°RRf”ESv»-

ﬁ§25‘:fgl:ﬂSDA”f152“:253 1-3

3

o<
11
wn
U“
INI

ﬂvobediéﬁ£7"R' 5.9 1.2 ':5;5.;1,2**5;3Sv1.Q_V/;R;T‘_R, B
}Cheerful e 5;5} 1,3;: 5;5;‘1{lvR5.jifl.Qfo_SR-S_;;-héSv

. f-Helpful 5.4 1.3 “_5.4k‘1,2R35_3‘ S
o memest .57 L 5.3 12955 12 - ';~.»aeiréﬁ?i':’
L ¢Academlc Per—'7‘ },_ iﬁiff;a,ff’f*ﬁ ,;f;l“,*ﬂ';_fi}f'f . fﬁ:if;T”

formance ,510' 1;_; X

(@]

o

™N

|
4 ‘. e
o

(S}

TABLE 42

MEANS OF SCORES ON PURPOSE IN LIFE TEST
FOR THREE GROUPS (CHURCH ATTENDANQE)
R Frggugnt_w;jlnfrequent Never_‘ ‘ ' "LE;:

Cep

1313

"§Q

,jxlS
fﬁ*ﬁ*

Tumseme T e T e T
ﬁJL%fé 'V"~¥>S‘ = T L e fff;fiﬁ¢fﬁf fii:ﬂ
Test 107.9 13,5 104.3 1l.6; Ip2.4 12.8 - .- .03

’?




5..

A Comfortable;i
: f;O.85’

Lo

Llfe

An Exc1t1ng
Llfe_

’f A Sense of,V

j»

: Natlonal

; wa;sdqmwﬁ

Accompllsh—

ment

A World At
Peace

A World of
Beauty

Equallty

Famlly
Securlty

Freedom

~

Happlness

Inner Harmony
Maﬁure Love

**“Securlty

ﬁ%%&aﬁre"'

Salvatlona;
& Self R spect

Soc1al eco%,
gnltlon ‘

True Frlend—
i shlp

”'11 2
“ _._>8 3."v‘3-‘".

| léﬁgifﬁﬁ.a
;3;7Q
7.5 9 ¢
ﬂ5:4!

Ji5;4f_

.
|
v

P
o

o ;‘“‘@* TERMINAL VALUE ‘MEANS SR
FOR THREE 'GROUPS (SHARING RELIGIOUS VALUES)
o .h\\‘ o |
Infrequent
(2) n—81
. sp

‘:Freqpent
»{gxl)kg?44

il;iiEL

9.9

“7;4j:'"
‘6.8
7.9 s.
10. 55fy*

212.0

1o 6“

:Eili4Qa4

11.1-
513,14+ 5.7

e 8.3

TABLE 43

X\

5.3

306 159
4.3 9.7 4.
. 15.5°
5;0;‘19!25?

%M8;§

8.5

ST 1.2
;2islo;bjr

‘t=8€4
“'~6~2'

10,7 5.
,?;TF

Never S
‘, s -2

q]/;;;f:f

f 4;9?N‘

 5}11.:

4.2

001 003
PR

R S
RV LI

6 001 4

‘Elrgi»‘

:iﬂQiJQ ﬂﬁf‘ -




( .

T Ambltlous o

FOR THREE GROUPS

Broadmlnded

-TCapable }f

”AiCieAni.“

Courageous-';“ .

Forglv%ﬁg

Helpful

Honest‘~

Imag;natlve

Independent

Intellectual

Loglcal

L@Vlng

Obedlgnt

Pollte

Self—Con—‘J
trol&ed

*f 12 o 4 ‘7

~.Respon51ble”iE§5{Bhf

TABLE 44

.‘ w

uv."

INSTRUMENTAL VALUE MEANS

@

Frequent ‘
(l) h=44

aiﬁ/‘,ggf'ﬁ'i”
‘9;4 4.7,

39;5Vs5;

o n

8 5

4 3}>

l3 9" 4 51‘}%2 3

ll 4 5 9

13 o 3 9f;

4 4M;f
‘9 4 4 7};{
_3Q3T7;

L 9.7 43

8.4

41Lffff~“”'

- :I, ’9..7 : v. ‘

“12;333

"Inﬁrequentf
(2) n=81 "

v e

9.2

,:Never

e

4J5”;;° 6‘
; ::8> ‘

:::;P:STAJ
o
9.3,

10.0" -

7.6ﬁ

(3) n=143
.gT

ROV iy B

4 7

sp, -

47

o
(SHARING RELIGIOUS VALUES)

'*‘Ef

1-2°

(R

2.3

1
2

1-3

5
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'TABLE545
R ‘ T S u
‘ MEANS OF ITEMS ON TEACHERS' [EVALUATIONS o
| FOR THREE GROUPS (SHARING RELIGIOUS VALUES);»

,Frequent‘, Infrequent Never'1f s E R

j.SDfialéZ‘,2—3f 1-3%

'|x|5

X sD «’_,g sp
. Obedient ,; 6.1 .9 5.6 1.2 5.6 1.2 - 1 .05

L Cheerfulq& U 5.5°1.3 5.5 1.205.4 L1 - - -

1f Helpful %"[ﬁ*es;sy_lfzf 5.5 1.2 5.3 1.2 - o -

T S

”ﬂﬁfffﬁijfﬁ»ﬂ,5§§f“;;f f7
"*f?&TABLE 46‘ :
MEA&S Of SCORES“ON PURPOSE IN LIFE TEST
FGR THREE GROUPS (SHARING RELIGIOUS VALUES)
Frequent i Infrequent ii?lyeve:-ni n;' p
ﬁ@ﬂt iE?s j N :

.j Purposelln e

(>
-
o

o |

Test 107 2 16?4 f;05;5gd12;b;f1§3;3; HOL R e RN




X

—

A’bomfortable;“’

. Life . 10:4,

An Ex01t1ng

Life ,~f"9.7g1

A Sense of

Accompllsh—u

‘ment - ,w_'4l8;2e

LA World At
Peace .

| A World of
Beauty

Equallty,» .

( Famlly

Security
: %m

o Fvee&om -,. .76}95'
”T HQPplness o ~35:8;
7§Inner Harmonyf”9 6'

LL“Mature Love. lO ljj

v fNati%nal

Securlty.L 13,81;
vaNﬁ;Pleasure f._* ilMSLL
4AiffSalvat10naTi 9. 9;j:‘
._LTNSelf-Respect 9,6i"

:3f8001al Recog- -iAff
nition jf;}¥§;4Qf,

fMTrue Frlend—.:;f

LT ehip |
‘~f§,w1sdom f:p‘j.}a;l_#

L}

o~

TABLE 47

TERMINAL VALUE MEANS
FOR THREE GROUPS (MOTHER ATTENDING CHURCH)

Frequent
(1) 3?86-
sD

Infrequent -

(2) n=74
X sp

8.2 14-9f"

8.9 5.5 "

X

R S

8.9;

8.2

Never
(3) n=108

D

-

4.8

4.9

;ﬂ14.ofL4.52\
9.9 4
L¥;14$6T%5
9.3, 4.6

B

1-2

.02

7 .03
Ofi;QOlf

- 2-3
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.‘@ﬁ‘

s FOR THREE GROUPS (MOTHER ATTENDING CHURCH)

 Ambitious
Broadminded,
Capable.f((,
. *‘erful_ e
AT E,;
wClean_‘

 Courageous*

'..-Hone%ﬁ

U'Imaglnatlve LY
e

VjIntelleqtual

' Logical

:Helpful

FO-rgivin ;";

u‘i@:

eIngependent

 Loving'
'15*%Qb¢diéh£E~;.'

Polife‘

e .Responsn_ble

’ajSelf-cont__

' rolled;“fe

TABLE 48

INSTRUMENTAL VALUE MEANS

Frequent
(1) n=86

X

8.2 .
V 9-1 '
10.4 -

9.1

eelo;a ;
f?éébf~

i1l.9

Infrequent

(2) n=74 .

X

7.9
. Q
8.5

10.1

8.9

SD.

4.5
SQiE?EE
5.1
Ca.2.
‘iigfzs
'::4;6_

,‘4;51 

Never
- (3) n—108

)’_g .

)
4.5
X
)
, 4.7

;'3;5:0 o

1-2

I

- 2-3

170

A\
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- TABLE 49 -
_ MEkNS OF ITEMS o’ TEACHERS' EVALUATIONS
FOR THREE GROUPS (MOTHER ATTENDING CHURCH) -

Frequent Infrequent Neveru - p

<
W
w)
Ll
)
=)
<

igg_'if2’253fel;3
U'ﬁéﬁéaiéﬁﬁ-~Tf T_5,8Url.2 5.5 11I;LE;§.;1.1 a e
Chééfful‘t‘.' 5.5 1;2..‘5.3"1.2, 5.5 1.0 - 2 - :
\ﬁelpgul co | _5.411{2 ‘f5.3 T.Et 5.5 1.1 ";[ S
‘Hene;t SR ‘T5;5:_1.2 ;‘5}éf:1:é’ 5.5 1.2 - '_E‘H S

CAcademic Per— . . o - o A |
formange . 4.8 .1.3 . 4.3 +1.3 "4.5 1.2 .02 - - -

= TABLETSO , | |
-\ v~fvmg‘_"' O

MEANS OF SCORES ON PURPOSE IN LIFE TEST

- FOR THREE GROUPS (MOTHER ATTENDING CHURCH)

Frequent‘j _Infrequent['Kp-Never "v:f”'ugjy

“1x|
Bl
“ixff

Purpose In
| Test ;v196-1~11%-6'.103f55,12¢311194;2_ 12.9 - . -

SD. 1-2 2-3'1-3

T et i e

[
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a@,XSalvatlon

TABLE 51
TERMINAL VALUE- MEANS

FOR THREE GROUPS (FATHER ATTENDING CHURCH)

A Comfortable

Llfe

: An Ex01t1ng
Life

A Sense of

Accompllsh-

ment '

. A World Ate
Peace

A World of
- Beauty

Equality
Family
' Security
‘i';Ereédom
"; Héppiness.
Inner Harmony

"'Matufe Love

Natlonal '\z,‘

o Securlty

Pleasure

Self Respect

Soc1al Recog-“-

nltlon

True Frlend-f

Shlp

,-Wlsdom.Elj'

‘»felz,i

'Frequentb Infrequent Never
(1) n=70 (2) n=69 (3) n=129 -
X. s X s X S 1-2
10.1 4.7 8.3 4.9 9.1° 5.0 .09
Y : .
9.8 4.7 8.6 5.3 8.5 /5.0 -
7.8 4.2 8.7 4.4 9.2 4.3 -
7.9 4.9 7.8 5.4 7.9 4.7 -
11.0 5.1 .11.8 4.Q 11.1 4.5 -
10.0 4.8 9.9 4.9 9.8 5.0 -
8.4 4.4 7.7 4.5 8.5 4.6 -
6.77 5.6 4.1 5.9 4.2 -
6.0 4.5 . 5.9 6.2 =
9.4 4.8 11.2 5.0 10.1 5.2 .10
10.1° 5.2 9.6 ‘4.5 9.5 4.7 .=
13.7 4.1 13.9 3.9 14.1 4.0 -
10.0 4.1 9.9 4.6 .02
9.2 6.6 14.8 4.9 14.5.5.1 .00l
10.1 5.4 8.9 4.4 9.0 4.7 -
j13.6°g4;7 12.0 5.0 128 4.2 - -
7 .-- : o . ' 3 . -
8. . .. . -4 4. -

.03
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| - TABLE 52 : %
. K INSTRUMENTAL vAﬁbE MEANS .
®OR" ﬂﬁRﬁ@ GROUPS (FATHER ATTENDING CHURCH)

%\qu;e ' Infrequent ‘Never 5 P

-

)19570 - (2) n=69  (3) n=129

Ambitious h7,5.;5.o 8.1 5.2 8.4 4.6 -~ o~

Capable '10.2 4.4 9.9 “4.,4 11.5 4.5 =~ .05
 Cheerful ' 8.6 5.0 8.4 -419A 7.5 4.7 -~ . =

Clean. 10.9° 5.0 ,%0.4' 5.4 10.4 4.9 ~ -

Courageous = 10.6 4.7 '10.4 5.2 10.3 5.4 = = =

Forgiving 7.5 4.7 9.0 5.0° 8.8 4.9° ~ -

Helpful. 9.0 4.8 9.

"Hohelstow . /‘. .'5\-3“ 4.1 5.

Independent  10.7 5.7° " 9.1 5i4 8.3 5.2 o~ -

I - - : o : ' N
" #

© Intellectual 12,2 5.2 11.7 5/0 11.9 5.1 =~ -
Logical™ « . _ 12.1 4.8 ¥1.0 4.7 11.9 4.9 © ~ =
 Loving 6.4 4.7 67 4.3 6.6 4.4 =~ =

-Obedient 12.4 4.1 12.8 4.3 13.3 4.1 .~ -

polite - + 10.2 4.8 9.3 4.4 9.1.4.09 = -
‘Responsible 6.0 3.2 6.6 4.2 6.8 4.0, - -

Self-Con- &

trolled 9.2 4.9 '11.2 5.3 9.3 4.8 .07 .04

s X -SD X $b 1-2 2-3

Broadminded 5.0 4.5 8.6 5.0 9.1 5.1. '~ -

Imaginative 12.7 5.0 12.3 5.2 12.6 4.7 =~ =
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KRV \ ' TABLE 53 o

. & E ‘. ' \ ’ : ' “
' MEANS OE,ITEMS ON TEACHERS.' EVALUATIONS

A

SR uFOR THREE GROUPS (FATHER ATTENDIﬁG CH(JRCH)

e?uent Infrequent Nevera.-

g X 82/ X :§Q_»ﬁ';:

11’

i Opedient . - 5.8;-1.2 5.5 1.2135L7L -
" Cheerful 5_4L 1.3 5,5 1.1 545 "

»
o

Helpful 5.3 1.3 5.4 1.2 5.4 1.2 =
Honest 5.4 1.2 5.4 1.2-5.5 1.2 -

. Academic Per- o : ’ _
formance = 4.8 1.3 4.3 1.3 4.5 ,1.2 .03

©  TABLE 54 '
© BN

MEANS OF , SCORES ON PURPOSE IN LIFE TEST
FOR THREE GROUPS (FATHER ATTENDING CHURCH)

Frequent Infrequent' Never

¥ s X = s X . S 1-2
Purpose In o . . ,
’ : ‘ } 1)

Life e : a
‘pest  106.2 12.7-104.3 .13.2 103.9 12.3 -

»

2-3

174

1-3



../ TABLE 55 . . ;
BXiA ¥ A .

 TERMINAL VALUE MEANS

o L a
FOR%EHREE«GRCUPS(FAMIHH PRAYERS)
Fféquenﬁw Inf;équehﬁ * Never? . p
(1) n=41 (2) n=36  (3) n=191

X s X s X sp 1-2 2-31-3

—

A}Comfoftabieyi N X .
Life =~ ¥123‘ 4.1 8.1 4.4. 8.9 5.0 ,02 S - .02
An Exciting- t/.% LT e ) : . . .
Life “'9.6°.4.8 9.4 5.4 8.6 5.0, - T &« -
A Sense of “ ) ' | '
Accompliéh- ‘ ‘ . ' "_hA - .
ment ' 7.1 4.2 9.8 4:5 8.8 4.2 .02 - 107
A World At o s , L . .
Peace , - 8.5 5.1 8.4 4.9 7.7 4.9 - - -
A World of ‘ o, - L l’ |
Beauty = 11.2 4.5 11.8 4.7,  11.2 4.5 - - -
Equality . 10.0° 4.7 .11.0 4.9 9.7 4.9 - - .
Family = RO |
Security -+ 8.5 ' - _
. Happiness .. . 6.0 - -
‘Inner _
 Harmony 10.2 - -
‘ Mature Love 9.9" 4.9 ’T -
Natiohal::‘  ’ ‘

' Security -13.6 - -
Pleasure . . 12.2 <4 - .03
salvation  7.8" -+ .001

.pSelf—Respect' 9.9 N
Social Recog- :
nigion = 12.9 - -
True Friend- 2\ . -
ship . 2 .007
Wisdom T 7.7 .- -
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’ 7'_'1.,,. v ‘:,“‘ . ";‘ . TABLE' 56 e R “ ‘J - , y
EER N 'f‘INSTRUMENTAL VALUE MEANS : - |
i FOR THREE GROUPS (FAMILY PRAYERS)

: W‘Frequent . Infrequﬁrt Ngver T  £.' _
w2 (1) h=41 (2) n=36 (3) m=l9l - SRS
S.oo Xuivsp r.x SDL X U oSD: '1s2002:30,1-37
. A J" . .1'l - . o N \"’-.I. o .‘ '
Ambitious, 7.7 4.9 9.1 4.9 8.0 4.9 '- - -
ST S ; T -_h - R
‘Broadminded . 8.9 4.3 9.2 5.3 8.9 4.9 V-7 - -
capable ¢ 11.1 4.4 104l 5.0 10.8 4.4 - - = -
Cheerful 9.0 5.0 ‘7.6 4.4, 7.9 4.8 - - Co
ciean - 10.2 4.8 11.4 5.2 10.4 .5
' Courageous 10.2 5.0 10.9 4;9’ 10.4 4,3 - - -,
' Forgiving 7.8 5.0 8.4 5.0 8.7 4.9 - -
iy A8 . .

Helpful 10.2 4.7 8.7 4.0 9.6 4.9 - - .-

4 N 3
" . Homest . . . 5.5 4.7 .*4.7 4.1 5.5 4.5 - - -
, Imaginative 12.1.5.2 13.1 4.6 12.5 4.9 - - -
‘Independent’ 10,4 5.7 - 9.9 6.0 8.7 5.3 - - C

Intg;;ec£uar 11.4° %7 11.8 4.5 12.0 5.0 - - - o
"Ldéiéai' o 12.1i 4.9 1173” 4.6 . 1;.8 4.é .- -
Léving o 6;6 4.5 6.0 5.0 6.7 4.3 - - -
Obeéieﬁt ' ¢ 12.5°,3.8 13.0 4.0 ‘13.0 4.2 - - _
Poi;te Ta.e a9 ‘9.3f,4_4',‘9.@ 4.8 - -
Responsib1e  6.2 3.4 6.0 3;5 | 6.7 4.0 - - -

Self-Con- C,
trolled 8.6 5.2 10.3 5.2 9.9 #5.0

I
|
|



. * MEANS OF ITEMS ON TEACHERS ' EVALUATION

o

obédient . 5.6

‘" Cheeyful - 5.5

© oHelpful 5.4 1

.Honest . 5.5,

Academic Per- ,
formance .4.8

MEANS OF SCORES ON PURPOSE IN LIFE TEST

w

“TABLE 57

'FOR THREE GROUPS (FAMILY PRAYERS).

Freguént = Infrequent Never .

&)
o

i<
w0
O

1>
W
)

TABLE 58

.
® -
0
T —_—
IS

'

FOR THREE GROUPS (FAMILY PRAYERS)

- ) Frequent
X . SD

‘Purpose In ‘.

] Life oL
@ Test 108.5° 12,1

A

‘ Infrequent Never -

Jo< |
0
w)
>

SD

207.1 11.2 103.3. 12.5

/.

E .-.

S 1-2 2-3

" 177

“';1;3‘:7

1-3

.06
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b - TABLE 59 R
; | . TERMINAL VALUE MEANS = " . .
, ' "FOR THREE GROUPS (CHRIST s DIVINITY)
: . Divine . (l) Doubt (2) Legendary‘(3)ﬂ ok
=116 n=82  'n=70 .- . . = o
X  Sp X sD X 8D C1-2 2-3 1-3.
A Comfortable ‘."‘: : o e '. ‘;71  1;fﬁA
Life:  10.1 4.9 8.4 4.9 8.6 4.7 .07 - -
~An Exc1t1ng o ,:_~',. v f/kn i . . : - 2  ,_ L .
Life. *i 9.8 4.8 8.1 5.3 8.3 4.9 .05 - -
S A Sense of 8 EERRES L o ' y SR '
B Accompllsh— T e g g S
. ment - . 9.3 4.7 8.1 4.2 8.4 3.7 - —jﬁ -
s World At R ST S el N
‘ Peace 7.7- 4.9 7.6 5.2 8.5 -4.6 . - - =
A World of PR S o .
_ Beauty 10,9 4.5 "11.3 5.8 1i1.8 - - -
Equallty 9.9 4.8 9.9 4.9 9.8 5. - - -
Fanmily S LT
.+ Security 7.5 4.5 ' 9.2 . . . .03 - -
. Freedom 6.8 4.1 . 5.6 4. .27 3. = - .03
3 L X o
Happiness 5.8 4.2 6.4 . 4. s = -
“Inner Harmony 10.0 5.0"1q.7' 5. 9.9 5. - - -
. -Mature Love ' 9.9 5.1 10.1 4.6 8.8 .4. - - -
- Natlonal S . ' e
. Security 13.9°' 3.8 13.6 4.1 14.4 4.1 - - -
Pleasure: 11.3- 4.3 - 10.6" 4.2 8.9 4.8 - .06 .002 '
salvation > 9.7 ‘6.7 15.2 3.7 16.6 .001 - .oo01
 Self-Respect 9.8 5.0° 9.0 4,7 + 8.7 4. « e .
Social Recog—a _ ’ . .
" nition - ,;3_3. 4.4 11.8 4.7 .12.3 4.5 .01 - -
Trué Friend- ugﬁ . 2 ", :
. ship | '6:374.0 6.5 4.6 6.5 3. - - -
Wisdom . 8347 8.6 5.2 10.4 4.4 - .07 .0l
“X; ALY ~ *1



\

'Broadmlnded

Capable
Cheenful

: Clean‘_ﬂfh"
o~ R VR i N

_» - Couragepus '’

RO A

 forgiving - . 7

B Hélpfdll

_Honest - |

.9

Imaginative

e

Independentv"

’Ihtellectuél

Logical _ -
Loving

Obedient

,PoliteT'

.Résponsibleﬁ

SeI%—Coné
trolled

. Ambltlous;fchr

x;ﬂ5'

TABLE 60

INSTRUMENTAL VALUE MEANS

9.8

iq?i@?3f~

'FTS;?T

11405

‘13DiV1ne (l) Dodbt (2)
n—ll6

—82

0. 10.5 5.6 .

9.2 4.7

612,
g.1 -
11.4.- 5

11.5

5.1 ¢

41

FOR THREE GROUPS (CHRTST S DIVINITY)

Legendary (3)

n 70

5-itTkT; i

L1790, 0
.

TERgTK.'




e ;7~ ."‘,.r- TABLE 61 f%\"r'".fVJ ST
s : T*MEANS OF ITEMS ON TEACHERS' EVALUATIONS

IR : /// ..R..'_A&_ S

Tk FORé;HREE GROUPS (CHRIST S DIVINITY) '~»“1f“7 - T

'_D1v1pe ]Q% Doubt Legendary :.EE”

‘TISDVLI“LET;TSEVI#:E :,SDEI 1f2“I2—3q}1;3IIII'T

L}
ulxi'

"v};dbeaiehtlj,“R“E5,8,‘i,1“§“5;6f'1;1fj5;6 '1@2.}55O3-f~‘»,”;_O'”

"'

Chesrfal . 5.5 1.2 5.4 1.0 s 11 - b-n

o
&

CHelgful. . - 5.5.1.3 5.3 NS D PEE S BERLS S

HQnest'jm‘

TAELE'GQ
MEANS OF SCORES ON PURPQSE.IN LIFE TEST
f‘_»'* FOR THREE GROUPS (CHRIST S DIVINITY) |
D;VIne :";; %PQRbt ”,: Leg;ndary Ifi‘OOEii

1-2 2-3 I=3.

= : Lt e

il
w0
o

1P
o

1
163}
o

derpése In _1‘ B o : E L ‘ L
Cife e el et e e
‘Test  108.2 11,4 101,4 11.5 102.5- 14.3 .001 - .01 ..
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;'TABLE 63

é

[Q;-" | TERMINAL VALUE MEANS'

FOR TWO GROUPS (HELPING FRIENDS)

A Comfortable Llfe

v

An Exc1t1ng Llfe

.’f‘

o A Sense of Agcompllshmentmb

A World At Peace.v.

" A World of -Beauty -
. Equality = -
' Family Security

- Freedom

';Happiness'rf‘ G S

Inner Harmony .

"Mature;Lové:‘

‘National Security .

. . Pleasure’

‘Salv3ﬁion
.SelfﬁRéspect¥
‘Soéial“Récognition,
"True Frfendsﬁiﬁ

Wisdom = °

Often (l)

n=63

ixj

14.2

10.7 -

12.9

8D . .

seidom (2Y

'n=205

13.3
9.6

12.9

. 181



o . ' TaBLE 64

INSTRUMENTAL VALUE
K . S ‘ "' . v“ .‘ ) e
. MEANS FOR TWO GROUPS (HELPING FRIENDS) .
. Often (1) = Seldom (2).
' p=63  n=205"

. Ambitious . - 8.0 4.6 B.1 .5.0°
:}BrOadﬁinded‘ s '?9;1' .51 8.9 4.8
Capable - -© 11.3 4.2 - 10.6 4.6 -

Cheerful ~ - - .°  .8.9 4.7 7.8 4.8

Clean
. R

. .
A L

Courageous
Forgiving
.VHelpfu1f ‘J

- Honest

Imégihative
Independent 9.5, 5.5 9.0 5.5

Inteliectqal.?b’ "v ‘
- Lég%ééifh f,.;’, . 12.0 4.6 ?Li§7   459
LéVinq'ﬁ;  . _5 'f”. '_v :é;Of‘i4;2ﬂﬁ 6.8 .. 4.5
obedient - . ‘13.6 '4.2 'v1éJ7_’»451._‘
vﬁqlite"  §" -7 9.3 4.9 9;5‘ 4.7

' Responsible 6.4 3.6 6.6 3.9

Self-Controlled 1 10.1 - 4.6 - 9.7 5.2
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- .TABLE 65.. . .
'MEANS OF ITEMS ON TEACHERS' EVALUATIONS

e ' FOR 'TWO GROUPS , (HELPING FRIENDS)‘_ S

e W - j?ééén' - Seldom .;‘/'E

o T e xhLsD | g‘u ‘.SD5 -

Obedient

Cheérful -~ ~ . - - 5.4 1.2 - 5.5 1.1 - -

Helpfulf. S - 5.3 1.3 °

1.3 5.5 1.1 -
/7 ) -

' TABLE 66

| MEANS OE SCOAAS‘ON-PURPOSEAIN LIFE'TéSTi
«,FOR TW6 ROUPS\(HELPING:FﬁiENDsjt

o ’Often : Seldom P

v - '8sD

v X sD

<1

se’ In Llfe B . _ o co .
\}gé - 107.3 10.6 103. s "13.1 .05

»



TABLE 67"

| TERMINAL VALUE MEANS_

FOR TWO GROUPS (HELPING STRANGERQ)

A

ﬁ//
,»A Comfortable Life

An Exc1t1ng Llfe

A Sense of Accompllshment
A.World‘At Pgace.

' A.Wdzld of Bégut;,
Eqﬁélity' ’
Familynséqurity
,Freédom |
H;pbinesé Hc-'r .
Inner'ﬁarmony
Matur? Love
ﬁationél Secufify 'S
Pleaéure

Salvation
Self—Ré;pect

‘ chiai Recognition
True ﬁriendship

Wisdom

Often

n=157
X §2\
9.7 4.?‘-'
9.0 '5.% |
9.2 4.?
. T
7.5 5.1
10.9 ‘4.L
9.7 4.8
8.3 4.0
5.9 4.0
‘.‘ R
5.8 4.1
~ oz
10.2 4.9
9.6 4.7
14.1 3.9
10.6 4.5
13.1 5.9
9.1 4.9
12.8 - 4.5
6.4 4.0
9.1 5.0
R ) _\

Seldom
n=111
8.5 5.1
8.8 4;5
8.0 4.3
6.4 4.7
11:7° 4.4
10.2 s:pv
6.2 4.4
6.2 4.2
6.6. 4.3
10.2 5.3
9.8 - 4.7
13.8 4.1
10.3 4.5
13.4 6.0
9.6 4;8
12.7 4.7
5.7 4.3
8.8 4}6
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};42‘ 'TABLE 68
R o ‘: j - INSTRUMENTAL VALUE
’ MEANS FOR TWO GROUBS' (HELPING siRANGERS)
: B ~ often ' -Seldom‘i
n=157 .. n=1ll
3 N —_ | ' ‘ - ‘
: S X sb X S " p .
////;Ambéfiou§; | 1f . es 4.8 7.6 5.0 "2
- Bréaqmihded - »-;'_ 9.0 §;6 '8.9- " 4.9 -
capable - - C i1 44 1003 a7 -
Chéerful = ; 7.8 4.6 8.3 ‘4.9 -
Clean ,'7~ " 10.6 5.0 10.4 5.2 -
Céou}:ag,eéusﬁ | R ‘10.2'/ 5.1 ‘. lO..°7> 5. 3 -
-ﬁorgiving‘ S . 'é.o 4:6 9.2 -f419 .04
Helpfuix S ’1 ) 9.3 4.8 /-10,0' 4.6 -
wHongst"~: | a7 4;6 6.4 4.9 ;.003.
Imaginative S © - 12,57 7.8 12.6 _ 5.0 S
W :’I;ndeperident . T -9.5 5.3 8.7 5.7 -
| Inte;;ectuél | _ 12.3 5.0 11,5 ‘5.1'J .09 -
Loéicai, | - 12.1, 4.7\ 11.3 5.0 -
Loving | 7} | 6.0 4.4 7.5 4.3 .004
Obedient /Y 130 4.2 . 12.9 41 -
Polite R 9.4 4.9 9.5 4.6 ! -
\_ Respons.ible‘ : ' 6.8 3.9 | é.l 3.8 -
* Self-Controlled ~ 10:4 4.9 8.8 5.1, .0l
) . : . _ , ;
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'L\;,,— | | TABLE 69
. MEANS OF ITEMS ON TEACHERS® EVALUATIONS
‘ "FOR‘TWO QkOUPS”(HELPING STRANGERS)
’ Often ‘Seldom | . p /
X-s X SD
obedient 5;7‘.1.2 -~ 5.6% 11 -
Cheerful _- R 5.5 1 Cosla 1.1 -
Helpful - 5.4 1N : 5,3ﬁ 1.3 -
Yonest e ;‘ 5.5 11 s 1.2 -
T Academic Performance . ate 1.2 4.5 1.4 .
)
A TABLE 20 b ' -
' 'MEANS OF SCORES ON PURPOSE IN,LIFE TEST )
FOR TWO cROUPS (HELPING STﬁANGERs)
| Often . Seldom "A'p
| "% s X 5
" Purpose In Life . - N L
Test © 105.2 12.4 1038 13.0 ° -

2
~ » M



