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QlAPTER I

I NTRODUcr ION

purpose

The p urpose of thi s inve stig at ion is t o study t h e

effect thRt tre1ning i n a Catholic coe duc tional universit y

may have upon the at titudes end belie f s of non-Cat holic

students on certain r l :Jg ious be lief s . Thi s will be

accompli med by an i nve atiget i on o f the d1. f fe:re nc s in view

point s bet een a g r otp of f re fhmen and group of senior

students by -means of a que ationn ire, a copy of i m wil l be

found in F i "'ure I, . Pp. 31 , 32 , 33 .

The qu stion is of cons i erabl import c be cause of

the con dit i ons i n th rld at 1 e today. Are the y outh s

of our nat i on be influ n ee d in adve rse dire ct ions by the

anti-r 1 i ous at mosphere pe rvad ce rt ain ot her count rie s ,

and t o a certain ext nt our 0 n s 11, or ar theyhol ng

tast t o and developing their r el i ous convictions? I f the re

is such devel opmeIt , t o at e xt nt may we t t ribute i t to

their treini~ while in oollege? Because of t he seemingly

wide dive ence of opinion as to j ust what th youth s of our

nations do bel i ve, esp ci lly in reference t o r eligious

mRtters (and el eo h o thei r beliefs uring th adolescent

period influence t h ir l ater t h i nd b avior), the

consulted number of source e elin . t h th i s probl em.

t he adolescent car i t : l him i nto college certain r el

1



fervor; or is h e l a ck a dai si c al ou t such

2

import ant th ing

as rel ion? Opinions on t h i s p o int very conside rably. For

ex ple , G-arrison s y s , "Th a dolescent do s no t need do ma

or creed to nchor on-e-hd s need i s t o fi~ him se l f , and t o

interrelate in his 0 n t h inki ng t h

with t he ner al p l an of l ife . ,,1

p ro ce s a s of t h

And Col d 0

uni verse

an, " t e a ch

e beyo n d f ift en .fe e r fe er bo y s an i r l s 0 to church
2

and mo re and mor becom cri tical o f reI ion s . "

Brooks, h owe ve r , support s t h oppo site vie wpoint . "Under

favorable co n dit i ons, " h e write s, " r 11 ion o ccupie a a very

i mportant pl ace i n th l i fe o f the ma t ur ing bo y or g i r l . It

satisfies ,h i s g r op ing f or fund r£ al, synt he s ize d unde r anding

of t he mole realm of xperi n ce , I t g i v a him n ee o f

value a, n sense o f p e r sonal r 1 ti on ip s oblig at ions.

It facilitate s the fo ation of high i eal s of unselfi fb

service ••• • i t a i s him in r sol vi ., many confl i ct s of impul sea

an desires , and thus aasi st s him i n tt min soun ment al

h alth .,,3

ith the s various at t i t u des in mi nd, en d t o a i d in the

inveetigsti n , e may fo rmulat t h f o l I o np; hyptho se s :

1) Th t nori- c tholi c student s i ncre s i n their ce rt sin y
of bel i ef, umber of b l iefs, ct c , , in a typi cal
Catholic school s i t u t i on

1 . Karl C. Garri oon, TIL- Psycholoe;y of Adolescence , p . 172 .

2 . L 11 Col d John J . B. ~o
(hil moo d .!!:!£ Adol scence , p. 366 .

3 . Fo l e r D. Brook s , The P syeholo s of Adolescen ce,
pp . 341-42 . - -
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2 ) Th t non- C tholi c st u de n t s 10 se t he i r ce r t int y of
b l i e f ri t he time s e nt in 8 typiceJ. Cetholic
s 001 situst i n

3 ) That t h ere r e n o
C tholi c st udent s

e s i n the belie f s of non 
such p .r i o

4 ) Th t non-e t ho l ic student s , in i n c rt m t y of beli f
i n sa m Ln st anc 8 , com un ce r t in i n oth ers ,
durin ch p rio d .

Ou r m, then, is to certain i ch of th se hypothe se s

n e mp iric 1 stu ul subst nt i t e .

The

cope

n s no int e nt In t h e p r nt st y t o i nv st l t e

t h e rel i ious robl m in . 11 i t s ph B a . e i nv st t or s

ttemptin t t nni n onl y th possible s in rel i gi ous

bp.llef f n n - C holic at u dent In C thol ic univ e r si ty, by

comp ri~ t yp I c 1 r ou of fr m n st u d nt s ith si mll r

g r oup of s nio r s . th e reLig l ous b I i f of non - C t holic

st u de nt s t n d t o unde 0 c rt in s u t o sso cf tl n s

I th C th lies n t r ini in c rt in cours s lied t o re1 io n ,

or c n It s id t h t t he re n ot m te r i 11y ffe ct d by

the a p r l n c

f i n d s one be'Lo , i ng

Definitions

For purpo s of cl rifi c t ion it

i n th i s tu y th wo r Prot .at nt 1s

ou be at t d tht

to one of the enomin t ions of the Ch i st i n Chur ch im

sep r t d f r om the Rom n C t ho1 ic Church duri t he Si xteent h

Ce nt u • Also , ny den i n t i n t h m y h ve d v l o p out ·

o f t h1 s s p retion I s i ncl u d in thi s c1 ssifi c et ion .



Th t erm on -C t h ol i c , i

-i

subsume s Prot s t n t , is

used bro dl y t o incl u y in i vi u al, bel 0 t o ny rel i ous

faith or enomi n tit ion rt from the Rom C h l i e , i .e . ,

ah n , J oslem, t e e,
Fo r our purp o s s .1 ion my fin s t h e d1um

t h rough lch iv t o Go t h h nor 1 I s u HI m,

o r mip by pur l y n t 1 ct s , nd by ext erior ct s

of or t l on . By r l l Rl oua b 1 1 f s e un r at n d h re the

te nets of t h e v r l ou s r el l ion . ny e , of oourse , co mmon

t o diver .nomtn ion .
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RELATED STU S

There 1 8. re1 t l ve 1 ck of p rt inent d t a wi t h referenc

to the probl m under consid r at i on; h o ev r, a number o f

Invest t ion s bear l i ndi rectly on the probl m h n m de

and the s 111 b rev le e h re i th .

The i nv st i g tion s con ducte d by Du y ch , "Reli ious li f s

of College s t u d nt s , " d "R l i g lou s llefs of Co l l e I'

are perh ps the mo clo l y r e l t ed st u dl s.

In th flr st s t u y to be corral d d , Dudycn o llt t acked t h

probl em by p re s nt i to f re m n at Bel I n - . 11 c , Co ,

Dubu u • l ton, onmouth, end Rlpon Colle s , a se r l e of

tent y-flv r 1 1 i ous b 11 f . Th se er, f or t h most part ,

uit s imll r to th thirt y u sed In t he p r s nt st u 1'- Alto e th e r

there ere 852 n In Dudy ch t s st u y . In dit ion ,

t here er senlors from seven mi e st rn co1 l g s - Bal dw1n -

ell c , Co , Huron, illinoi s , i lton, 0 out h, nd Ripon_

Hi s p art l w l ar p rabl m s: \h et are t he re1 1gious b l l e f of

colle s nio r s , and ho do their l lefs diffe r from th s o f

co11 ,e fre h m n1

Fo r each of th t e nt y-flv b 11 fs the r e ere fl ve

p08~lb1 r on s, th subj e ct s in structe to pl c

(X) I n n o f f l v columns, ccor-d u to th l r b 1 1 f . Th

" An column sl nifl t hat the subj ct impllclt l bell v d;

5
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· " th t 1n 11 t 11 but bt J ·c t h

did not th r n t (n n- 1) ; " "
t h ubt ; th t

b l ut •

In r r t t h r t n 8

tu nt t ct u t n

f th f1rst up nt nd 11 t 1n 1

1 o r th t nt y- f1 st x t ly c tr 1n

to th B n th f l r l i st . Th ul t th n

co , th ffl cl nt . 9 1 , I n c t in th t

u Id th 11 v

th ntl f ro , th 1 1 1 I tl

11 v on t h 6 of th t 1 ns , 1

r Inclin r

I nc1 1n t o 1 b 1ut 11 d.

In ane r 1 1 r n t rt n t h

1 1 1 u b 11 f a of co11 ubj cts f

on Co11 t h 1 2 - o.
f rm u th In t h 1th

1 nt1c n s , in r r t I nsur f

on r I n 1v n c n 11 t of 1 u

1tl n t h t 1 c nt r t

t h 1n th flr 1 1 t . 1

t nt - f 1 !nut s f t r t h f1 r n , r1 1 t l

•
tu nt

,
.:..=.;::.::..:;~ of App1 1

f all
), r.:85 - 0 •
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the atudents were oecupi d with oth r t est a .

Thi s t im h e at t t e to er such que stion s s" t

do t hey lieve?" "Are t h Y re t l y i ncll d to I i v t h

eai n

propo sit i o ns su1:mli t t dj is there i ern 1 const ancy in t h eir

liefs or are th y re t l y i ncli d to is I i ve?" " Are

they con rvat i ve , no n · comm1ttal , o r non- con rvative? "

In thi s instance e ell of t he ni ne t y-sev n students

t8ki the g r oup as a whol e ) , implicitl y belie ved on t h e

aver e 6o,t of t h e statement s ; bh e y ere i n cline d t o bel i ve

l 5,t; ere non - co . t t al n 12%; e r e inclined to i s licve •,
and b so lut l y di sb l i e ve ~ of the sta t em rt •

In both inve sti at Lons con duct d by ych t h stude nt s

f i l y be lieve or er i nclin d t o belie ve the re t r numb r

of st t m nt s i ncluded in th l i st of t nty- f i ve .

T 0 othe r s t udi s re me. e by Dud en . In hi s thi r d

stu dy, "The oral nd Popul r B l i e f s of Colle e Fr fhmen ,"

he ain co nducte d surv y s simil r t th o se m nt ion d bove ,

pre sent i in thi s i nst n ee t 0 l i st s of propositions, one

co ntaining t e nt y-f i v mo r al stat me nt s , t he othe r twent y-fi v

deci ded Le ni

p opul ar on s. Th e p rocedure

.1'e sult f o r t he r oup as a

s reI t iv .l y th e s e

01 indicated

d t he

t ow r d s belief in t h.e mor al propositions submitte ,

i ncl i n tion t o dis 11 ev t he pop ul r bell f s ( ich r an t h e

smut f rom " A t sk un on Friday is
3

"The or l d s alo l y g ro cold. " )

2 . Geo
F Itl n, " S

.-..,;;;~~

om d t o f ilure ," to

l iefs of Colle
206-08 •

Colleg
• Geo

Frefh
J. Du ych a , "The oral an Popul r Bell fs of

n , " Sch ool ~ So cl t , XXXII (1 930), 69-72 .
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l i a r p r o cedur c n cl.u de d

thi n s 1Ihi cl1 ml C'l'llt

t h a ?hich ar of Le e s

Fre n , " u dy m a in submi t te

propo sitlons n f ol I o i t h no ' - f

th t "By and 1 e t he y believe tho

exp ct t h m to b I i ve n d is 1 ,v

value or ven r p nent t o us . "

In hi s fourth st u I "The Soci Ell B l ie fs f Col I e

I i st of t e nt y - five

./ ' . T . Bol dt and J. B. t roud co n ducte en inve st i g tion

t ralning upon t he

on the "Ch nge s i n t he Attit u d a of Col l e

, pu rpo se as "To stu y t he eff ct of colle

tudent 5 1 " os

ttitu des of coIl e stu nt s r e spondi t o B ci el , p olit i c al ,

r 11 iou , n intern tio n,l ue stion . " Th authors n t i one

t h t i t m b as sume th at t h colle -trained person excel s

i n many re sp ct a tho s o h ave not h il r t re1nin . The

proce dur f ol I o e d s p re s nt etlon o f H er ' a T at o f

Socl 1 liefs n Attitu s, a t st 3 ne t o m su r

, conservet ism- l ib rel i • Thi s t st s dmin i st r to 738

colle stu nt s of t h Kens st t e T ach r s Colle e mpori I

Kens s uring t he fell o f 193 . Th e r

in t h test . Results i n dic te t hat t h

sev nt y - one i tems

t t itude s f the

co11 e stud nt stat be c ame more l i b r 1, AS t hey adv c d in

school, t w rd th iS8U s brought forth i n thi s perticul r

t e at I pr sumably s result of t h ir t r nin1 • Aecor i n , t o

Boldt n d strou I " uch of the ch ge m nife st e ap pears t o b

du t o t h inf 1u nee of th coll life rat h r t hen to

d i f f r n e s i n n m turity . 1 5 I nt rpr t at i n i

<1 . Ge orne J . ych I "The Soc1 1 .l i f a of 011 e
Fre n , " School ---.£ Socl ty, X XI I (1 9 0) I 846-49 .
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substRntl t e d by t h e f act th t the emount o f e in attitud s

in ac d m1 c course s vari s wi th cours s pur sue d n by the

taet t hat a direct re1 t lonSllp e x! st s bet ee n t he e xte nt or

ch e l n t t i t u de s and the numbe r of hours ork t ake n ln t he se

5subje ct a. "

In a st u dy by . P. Horne and • H. Sten er. " St u dent

Att l t ud s To ar-d Reli l oua Pr act i ce s, II t h ttl tude a of co 11

stud nt a i n t 0 nons ct arien d t Luth r an colleg e a ere

t sted regardi ng at ten dance at church . ob se r vi ng a i l y pr aye r .

Bapt 1 sm. ob ae r vi Holy nun on. an i vin t o t he church .

Bot h s niora and fre'li1.men re used i n all inst c s the

de nomi nat i onal stu e nt a er s i nificantly mor e f vorable t o

t h part 1cul ar ape ct of reli ion , xc pt i n r e ar t o d 11y

p r r. Th e subje ct s numbered 42 9: ,1 57 f r n 1 09 ni r s

i n th non - denomination 1 group , and 117 46 seniors

in th enomi n t Lon 1 ,r oup . The s al us d a 0 d vi d

by H. • Bue s and edit b H. H. Remme r s . It cont sins thirty-

sev n st t ement s sCflle d f rom th most favor bl e to the L at

l' vorable. ith s c ale v Lue o f s i x s the dian .

Th non - denomi ne.t ional f re fh n e ce ded the non-denomi nnt ional

8 nior-a , th form r b i more f v r 1 to r d th r act i ce of

B pt i sn and observi n Holy Communion , 9Jt hou i t Slould be

noted t h t th diff rence s er all . The s nio r s seo re d

high aver e s in the p r ct 1c o f i vi to t he church , tt n ce

5 . • T . Boldt and J . B. Strou d, "01 nge s in the t i tude s
of' C011eg Student s , " J ournal of' E duc t ional P syenola y ,
XXV (1 9M), 611 -19 . (Quot t lon , p , 619)
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t church , an observl 11'1 p r .yer. 11 n , h v r ,

t h difference a re ne 1 Ible. 6

~. Anet h r stu dy a th of F . E . o ret n, " titu s t o

Rel 1 0n Amo A 01 scent s AdUl t a,." wne I''ei n re ons s fr

414 subject a f bov - ve r e int 1 11 n ce , a r Ing

f ro 17 t o 77 , rev e.led th r ou a 01 r t l y

f vor bl t o r 1 i ion. In t hi s p I't l cul r rv '1 mo s of th

roup 1 dom, i f ve r, tt en e d u r ch , thei r f l1i

• y from u r ch tt n ce occurri in mo t c s be t een

t he o f 1 5 n 1 9 . R sp ons s from obh e g r up of non-

church oe r s , i ch "in 1 u e 354 dol cent a b th s

of 11 d 1 8, to !"el l i n 1

f vor 1 then th t of th dult s . 7

H 1 n K . ull In her tu '1, " Comp r ison of Re l ious

Thi nki of re n d S nir in Li r Art Colle ",
ini ster th R e t of Religl ou s Th inking

( A v ce Fo rm ) to 11 f re men n niors 10 l i b r 1

rts coll • Thl t st , h l ch sp c iell y Ith t h ri 1 n

rel Lon a, fil l In by fo rt y - 81 seni r nin ty- s ix

r S1m n . e t st h nine p rt to I t ith ch

id s s Go , J su , th dlur , n ob s v y .

a d b t t r v r e s cor th n id t h e

f re m n, th r be 8 of th fr m n tot 1 co r r I ll

be lo th ien nlor t ot 1 re • As me SU!"e by th l s

6 . • H . St nd r , nt At t l t u fO S
a, II J ou m 1 f 1 P ....ebol~~= SA 0 y,

ton, "Attitu
~~,;;;;,,;;;;_ Journ el -1. -..,;;;;.--...,;;.;;.-,.;;, -. _~-= = '"""

sce nt B
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particular t e st , the se result s t en t o i ndicate t h at t he

reI iou s thinking of seniors is of a h Lghe r' o rder then t h t
. 8

of t he fre Bhmen.

Still another st u y AS th at of E dwar d s , Jone e of the

Universit y of Buf f e.lo , "The Opinion o f Coll student s , II

wherein a g r oup of at teme nt swaB pre sente d t o 248 colle ~e

fre :hmen, 76 upperclnssmen, and 94 st u dent B in t h e middle of

t heir second year of lew . I f the subject wa s etro n y convinced

of a stntement ' s truth , h e oul unde r s cor 2 on t h e xtreme

l e f t o f the que stionnaire f orm . Unde r sco rinr; 1 oul d mean t h st

the subject s f airly cert ai n s st t e n t w s true , or t h at it

s more right t h an wro ng . 0 meant 1ng ent ire l y unce rt n1 n,

or th at th subj e ct had no opinion on t he item. Unde r s corin ,

- 1 . u1 i ndic t e t h at t he st nt mm t ppe red more rong than

r i ght, nd -2 th at th stat ment as ent i:mly f al se , t hat

no re son bl e person oul consi de r it t rue .

Th one ph se of thi s st u dy that is of Lnt e re at t o the

present one i s th t t h e seniors, accor di n t Jone s , t nd ed t o

be far more "l i be r al tl then f r shmen i n re ar-d t o rel i gi on . I t

as brought out t h t se ni ors mo skept ici am on t he qu stion

of lif af t r death whil e th fre thmen are, f or the l'ID s t part ,

convinced that t here i s suf fi ci ent just ification f or ai ch a

belief . The freshm, n t s beliefs t n d t o b in 0 po sit ion to

8 . Hel en K. Mull , "A Comp rison o f ReI Lo us Thinki ~
of Fre men en S niors i n a Li be r al Arts ColI ge , " Jou m
2! Social Psychology, XXVI (1 947 ), 121 - 23 .
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evolu tion wheree s the seniors tend t o accept i t . 'rh e f ect

t h at epproximetely 5a;( of those t e sted we re Prot e st ants whereas

only 28% were Catholi c s , the r ma i n1ng 2 being Jews, h e l p s

explain t he re sul t S obt ained, since i t i s wel l -kno n t hat
9

Catholics are oppo sed t o such do ctrine s as evolut ion.

Gordon i , Allport, J e s M. Gill es p i e , and J acquel inl

Young made a st u y nti t Je d, "Th e Religi on of the Po st -Vi ar

College Student . " Thi s was anot her ttitude Lnve ntory on

aspect s of r eli Lous be l i e f s , th e metrer i el b i ng g at h e re d f r om

414 under g raduate a at Harverd Coll ege and 86 underg raduat a Bt

Ra dcliffe Col l ege . The i nvest i oto r s , h owe v r, mert i oned t h t

the y believe d t h a t on t h e vilol e t h findi l:{'; B 0 f th i s atudy

wo d not differ s ~nific rii ly f r om t h o se obt ainrol e at ny

large, east e rn, private i n st itution , but t h

ell p robability, diffe r from responses comi

they oul d, in

out o f small

denomi nst i on al col l e e s nd out of no n-col le e communi t ies.

Th e re sult s o f thi s st u dy re so numer ous that onl y a fe w of

the f indings i l l be inclu de d h e re . The majority of st u de nt s

mai rE am some fo rm of t r ditional r eli g i ous p r actice , incl i ng

prayer, and report at l east occasional e erienc s of rev r en ee

or depe nde nce on a Supreme Be ing . The majority, l ikewise,

are dissatisfied lth institutional rel ig i on as it e Y.1st s, eo

much so t h at over h alf do not regard t he system of faith in

which th Y ere re are d as s at i sf act ory to t h e i r p re sent needs .

9. E dward S. Jones, "The Opinions of Col l e e Student s, fl

Journal 2£ Applied Psycholo gy, X (1 926), 427-36.
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Sev n out o f ev ry ten st ud nt s fe 1 th t h I' qul so

form f 1 lous r1 nt t10n r 1 1 f 1n or I' t 1 v

full y I'll tu re ph110 oph y of 11f . " h11e the vel' e po t cy

from the p rent 1 f ith i s 50 p er c nt , ong Rom l ics

i t is not over 1 5 pe I' c nt for n o P I' cen t

e fect10n from the rel i i ou system In 1ch th y re

t r in is te Je i S1 st u nt • ,,1 0

In uch s the re I' so f ou r p s of conclu sio ns

s i mil I' t o th a j uat uot e , limit t ion of sp c pre c l u a

th e ir l nclus ion h e r . Ho e ver , t h f ct th t th1 s s t u Y

non -C tholl. c , s t udiec mp re the ttitud

t he ~11 i on of V t

of C t h o1 i c

n s, camp r s tu nt f t un e t

inst itut ion (wi t h no p rticul I' r e f e rence t o I' d 1 v I ) ,

co ne i t If th t h e tu nt t s reI lou p I' cti c e s,

camp re s th st u nt ' s f i th th t h t of hi a p ent s ", e t . ,

1 yf it is ht h orough re dt h t

•

aul d i n ic t

11recommen

• C. Hunt I' eon uct n inv t i t i an, " Ch s in

Col l e e , " i n

Gen I' At t i t u d f Va n stu e nt Durd ng Four Y rs i n

11 south rn, no n- enomi n t i o n 1 , l i b I' 1 rt

co l le for ith l ect enrollm nt f pro 1y

fre rn n

ember, Hu nt 1" a

,ve n y

1'1

P r i od of

r 1 e B f tncl sa

400 st udent s . Duri

10. Ga r on • Allpor t, J
o . , "Th R 1 1 1 n f the Po

J ourn 1 o f P sy cho log y , XXV (1 948 ),

11. I b1 . , p . 3 - 33 .

n J cqu l in
e nt,"



1.

own Test 2f. Social Atti t udes 1ng i nclud d i n t h battery .

This te st consist s of ni t y-four it ms des to y i el d

l i ml ism- conserv ti am cor e s on ce rt ai n racial , political ,

e conomic, soci al, gove r nment al , e du c t ional , and rel Lou s

i s sue s . From t he fourth to t he s ve nth ye ar inclusive , t he

s tt itude t st s admi nistered t o the se nio rs in May of

the senior yc r . Membe r s of four classes, t herefore, h ad en

followe d ove r four y ars of co l leg for t h pur po se o f tr ci ng

ch ang 8 i n attit udes . Only stude nts who re m i ned t h full

f our y ars nd r du t e d ere i nclu de d i n t h study . The

inv at i st or pointe d out t h at t h e absence of y cont rol roup

of non-colle e p rsons was a l i mit at i on th t m de i t inpo s sibl e

to ttribute chang s in attit ude olly to coll ge experi n ee .

The fr filman class s of 1 934 , 1 93 5, 1 936, ani 1 937 comp rised

a total o f 48 9 stu d nt s . Of thi s number, 1 85 atten ded coll

four years i n euc c ssion en d g r a duet d . The number of

r a du t e s i n 1 93 8 , 1 93 9 , 1 940, d 1 941, D S 274, i nclu ding

the 1 8 5, or 68%, of ell r du t e 8 0 h d fol lowe d through

the four ye ar s .

Regarding t he questi ons wit h v,hi ch e re most conce rned,

namel y t hose of a rel i gious n tur e , no me e was found b et e n

fre film n 'end 8 n i o r ye rs . On t h te st as m ol e , h o eve r,

Hunt r report s t hat more se n iors t h n fre n h a definite

att i tudes on mor e i ssue s, definite l i be r al ett i t u s on

more i ssues . S niors er not doubt f ul on as m i t s s

f re l!bmen, probabl y b c us th y h ad l e rn t o rend mor e

c aref ull y, po s se s s l or e r voc buk ry, e r e b tte r info rme d,



and er mol' m u r by four

1 5

ra . A1no, Hunt I' poi nt s ut ,

th re evi e nc f n1 r be dn mol' . inc1. in th en f re In n

t o u s c ut i o n d I' i ft E\ mU e t itu s on l r fi cult ,

bi uou it ms , In h i n or a , " I n th I'e\ m of I' ls,

s c1 1 l i fe , conve r:t i on, th I' sul t " I' l y s eat

th from f reshm n t o ni or I' tt i t u d s b c m ole rome ,

a ccur- te , nd 1tIte ll ii, nb , Subst t1 lly more s m ol' th n

fIf) shmen, f o r inst nce , in 1 ted t t i t u d f vo b l e t o bir th

cont rol, mo re strict uge ru c sup r vi n of r-e 1'0 uctl v

I' 1 Is , l e Indi acr 1min t e m tl , ju d; i ce to i l le i t i t

chil dr n, a" 1 s t f se x mor llt , n more i n t 11 1 nt

so l ut ions to cl p I' 1
,,1 2

s . .h il e re i nt 11 1 nt

l u t l n to social p rob l ems i s de s r bl , . r t e m s t rt

IIunt r' vi oint i s d1 r ct l C thol i c p r- d. p le s.

Th f ct th t u th ir r e l L ou s

t t i t u de s r ult Hunt r , sin ce , in h s

i n rel i ous ttitudopin l ,

objecti ve of th e col I •

I' not

Ho e ver, "A s

cone r n nor

by- pro duct

of t he! I' four ye I' ' S I' m for trut h , s Diors m1 t h ve bee n



K . C. Garr! son an M. Mann m "e

1 6

1nv ati at ion, "A study

of th Opinions of College stu ent s ," us1n l i st f t "ent y -

f 1v stat m nt s on conomdc , ciVi l , 1 al., religiou s , and

soci R1 i aau a . Each st t ment as t o be rade d secor- i ng t o

belief i n i t s ein tru or fals o n a five-point scal.e ,

rang 1ng from strong conv1 ction of the st atement's truth t o

thin1d i t ntlI-ely f el ae. The s t nt y-fi v st at em nt s re

submlt t d to 2 8 co l I ge st u dent s at North C roli ne. s t t e Colle e .

The roup i n cl u d f orty f r Shm n, fift y -on sophomore s, 105

juniors,

cl as s . s

sixty- two senior s, ell being sel e ct d f rom p sy chol o y

g ne r al summary one mi t concl ude t hat on the

aver e th re is no si nificant diffe r enc s b teen t h different

clas s i n c rta.1 nt y of b I i f , but th at mor det ail d stu y

by cl s s s fo r th diff e r nt .l i e f s r venle cl ass di ffe r n ce s

i n rel i Lou s and socio -economic i ssu _s . I t as ment i one d t h t

th ro ith of ce rt inty or unc rt I nty o f sp c ifi e beli e f s

coul d not b t t ribut d whol ly t o th ff ct a o f coLLege 0 rk

on th stu nt s ; but n on consi ders the t ypes of op i n i o ns

that s m to ch e duri r:g t he col leg y Dr S one i a I n d ine to

conclu de th t su ch ch nge 8 re due t o more d f1nit e t yp e of

instruction than oul ordin rily be g ot t n f rom i ncid nt el

experi ence. The xper 1 nt ers pointed ou t t h at t h e t end ncy
.

on the p rt of the uppercl a ssmen t o be mar c aut ious and Le s s

st i ble, alOng th the r st r amount of l i b r l i sm i n

their at t i t u e s on r l 1gious nd mcial i ssue s, oul d s em t o

I ndicete so effe ct o f t r mning . 1 5

15. K. C. Gar ri son and M. Mann, "A StUdy of the Opi nions
or College StUdent a, II Journal of Soclel Psychology, II (1 931),
1 68-78.



17

H. B. Carlson reports in "Attitudes of' Undergraduate

Students." e. stu dy of t t i tude s o f 500 senior students in the

UniverBl ty o f Ch i c 0 t o ord p rohib i t i on , Go d, p ac1!' i ci sm,

Communi sn, d b i rth cant rol; the rel tionship between i nt lligence

of un dergr" t e a and t . i r tt i t u des on th e Be que sbLon e j . end

the interrelationmip o f t hese at t i t udes . Carlson ft;at s t hat

the t chmqu f'o r the construction of t h e acal.e s u se i s

de s cribe d in Th e Me surement 2£. At t i tu s by • J. <h ave . ach

scale cont ain t e nt y to t onty-t 0 st t e nt a e xpre Baing

g r a d tions of thought f' l i n f rom on e t re to anothe r .

Th e subject s ske d t put che ck mark if h e a reed d th

th st t ment , en d cross if h e di s r d; t h quest ion mark

ai nifie th t h coul d not ec i ed bout any particul r at te 

mente

Of pBrticuler i nt 1'" st to th e pre sent stUdy are t he 1'" sult a

of the it ms regard! God and bll'th control . In regard to

God, the mean score s 5.88 ich the wri ter int rpr ted a a,

"1 think 1 b l !eve i n God but really 1 h av n ' t tihoughb much

about i t . " Carl son dded, "Ilo v 1"', bee u se t h e di st ribution

of score s i s irregular 1'" the r th n m rmol , t h i s mo r e or less

neub r-al, at atement do a not i ve f i r x e.mple of th e typi cal

attitude of seniors toward God. '!'hi s somevh at bi dmo nl

d1 st ribut ion p e rn p s shoul d b int e rp rete d as indi c tt ing th at

th underg ro.du t e s h av mor e or le as e finit attit u des toward

God ither favor b1 or ant agoni sti c inste a d of the indifferent



1 8

attit udes i n dicated by the mean score. ,,1 6

On the matte r o f birth co ntrol , the di st r i but ion of scores

is a ad.n bi dmodal wit h 8 di st i n ct br e ak at 4 .75 . The me an

score f o r th e larg e roup i n f avor o f bi rth .corrt roL is 7 .53,

whi ch Carl son int e rpret d as , " Bi rth cont rol 1 sa le i t l rnate

healt h mea sur ," lle t he me an s co r of t he ell g roup oppo s d

t o birth cont rol be i 3 .3 coul d b inte rp r et e d, "Birth cont r ol

is mo r al l y wro i n spite of i ts possible bene f its . ,,17

It wa s like i se brought ou t th t Catholic stud nt a b l i ve

most st roq;ly i n the r e al i t y of Go and are l east SyTllp thetl c

t o pacif ism, communi-sm, and birth co ntrol . Carlson sai d th at

one might concl u de th at an unde r gr au t f S prese nt rel igious

affi1 i nt ions o r h is earl y re1 i iou s training may be a more

i mport 911t factor t han the student's se x or lat e school traini ng

in determini~ h i s or he r att i t u de on t h ee social ue st Lon a ,

In reg ar d t o the se co n d p ert of h i s st u dy, i t as f oun d

t h at i nt el l igence is not corre1 t e d i t h at t itu des t owar d

proh i bi t i on, but i s positiv l y correlate d ith sympst h t i c

ttit u de s t ow r d communi sm, birth c ont rol , p a cifism, am

athei sm. In the t h i r d se ct i o n of th~ st u y , t he inter-

correl t i on s o f ott itudes s e rne t o indicate that en i ndividUal

who is l i beral on one issue i s some at mo re l i kely to be
1 8

liberal th an co nservat i v on other social qu e st i ons.

1 6. H. B. Carlson, " At t i t u de s of Unde rgr adu t e St Udent s,"
Journal 2£. Soc i e.l P syehol o 6Y, V (1 934), P 204 •

17. I bi d.

1 8. I bid. , pp , 202 -1 3 .
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A study, "Rel1 i ous Att itudes of Denominat Lonnl, Coll ge

Stu ent s ," s de b y n el d B. Gr g , to sc rt in t h e

rel ig i ou s t t itu de s of student s of SIn 11 nomin tional coll ge e

of th e south estern part of t is r ferre d t o in the

e xperiment s the ' Bi bl e Bel t , ' no inforntBti on bei g i ve n as

to the ex ct Lo c t i on a of t h e coll g e a . Al so, t he s chool s

were unn DIed, be in referre to t hrou ~out the study s

A, B, n d C.

The r e ere 250 stu de nts (f re m men ) f rom s chool "A, II

1 60 from s chool liB, " and t ent y ight f rom schoo l 11 CIt • The

pl n of the report 1 " s to comp re t he se t hr e e colleges ith

each o t h e r, nd i th enom1nationel end non - enomin t l on al

col l e e s of t h I i ddl 'est nd E st , and to st u dy certain

f cto rs i n re l i!! i ou s at titudes monr; stu ent s o f the south estern

coll ege s.

I t s f ound th at in ener al th e s:; ude nts di d no t vary

to an y ppre ci bl e e xt nt in ny of the ir be l i e f s , nd i t s

further ntioned t h t the Bttltud s of co lle e st u d nt s towar d

God n the Church re much mor f avo r able t h n t he ge n r81

public conmonly ssume th m t o b . The onl y di st in ct di ffe re n c s

found in the e ntire etu dy re t ho se ong rell ,1 01 s and

s oc i al OM r-s, 0, in e very i nst c, h d ven g re at e r

be lle f th an th other st udent s .19

19. Don ld B. Gr , II Rel1 ious At t i tu s of Denomina tional
Coll e Student s," The Jo urnal o f Soc! 1 Psycholo PiY, XV (1 942 ) ,
245-54. - -



G. B. st udy entitle , "The

20

sur m nt of

So c 1 n Pol i t ic 1 Att i t ude

F ctors . n Vet t r co n t ruc t e

th R 1 t e Persone1 it y

s t i t h t h ir ty- six i t ems ,

e i t h vine fi pos i b1 e r-s, the ne 1 ct by

t he b je ct indl c tine; e t h r h e s R Lc 1 , Li r 1,

Con serv t i r R ct ion ry e The tes t i t o 1 t h y t

rep ro duce h e re , but -It 25, Th Chu in pe rtine nt to

t h e pre sen t study , is i ncl u d 8 n e a 1 e of t h t e chni e u se d .

(R d s ) 1. Th O1urch i s i n st itut i on o f a1 ve ry an
ction both i n i t s p s t r ecord d it a p re aent

It h s f ou, h t e v ry in ch of s ci ent i f i c
It ou1 be up re e st ro ye d .

(Lib .)

(R • )

2 . i 1 e t h O1u r dl m y h v h d
n s s t nkin , t o y i t is t oo
nothe r of th e encie s su bs r v i

f rc l3 in s ci e t y t Lch us e i t me re 1
f r t h oon t ro1 of p ub1 i c opi n i on.
1 i t t 1 const ruct i ve om it 0 s m1
done by ot h r en cde s ,

3 . O1ur sere r 1 t i v 1 y inno cuous
or e vil . Th y 0 er t e o n r t h

se ame nt of hum n v or h ardl y t ou
i n current s of our 1i v . e m y

them.

of u
to but
ot he r
s d vi ce
t

11 b e

(Con. )

(R . )

4 . e Church i s subat nt i ency of p r o re s s
i n the servi c of m nkin • i t s fun ct i n s
ne c 8S ri1 y ch ang i n p rt Ith , i t ti l l
1 s ne of th e 1 r ge at c1v11i z i enci e a oi Q';
e c lle nt s rvi ee i n ci 1 in th e indi 1

mek i orde r1 y s c Ie ty po s i ble .

a e v . r n th at n r - b rer
the promo t e r- of vi rtue . To

extend
1 r
1 ok

G. B. Ve tt r , "The e S.1 mea; r Soc i 1 nd P l i t i c 1
nd th R 1 .t e d P rron al i t y F c t o r-s ," J ou r 1 2£

==.;;== --2. Soc i 1 P mo lo , XXV (1930 ) , • 1 09 .



This form s pre s nt t o 710 st u nt s t

21

in on

Squ re Colle unit of N York Un i r it y ) , 1 20 st u dent 8

at Syr CU Be Uni vers jt y , end 204 student s t the Univ rsi t y o f

film ton . R su1t for e ch i t m e r i v n in pe r c nt e s

an , in for illu at rati v p u zpo s a, t h e re sul t a of i a
21

pertim1er i t em ( I t m 25) e.r iven:

New Yo rk Syr cu ee
Un i v rai t y Univ r sity

Radical 03 Q2 01
Li be r al 27 09 1 8
Radical 14 09 09
Conserv tiv 51 74 60
Re ction r y 05 07 12

All t h i rty - s i x i t a er han 1 d in 1 ik manne r . The

semple is pre sent i n th i a et ail d ay inasmu ch as the t st

8S employ d i n s veral aimi1ar stu i s , t h results o f 1ch

ill f otmd 1selmere in th p r s t stu dy . The re sult a of

Vett r' study o t h t colle stud nt a ten d to be defini t ely

cons rv tiv in th i r v ie oint a .

For t he a of b tt r un r st ndi , certain t erms

used in the prec di en n umber o f o t h r i nvest :1g t i on a

i l l b efin d h e r e ith as th e y a r e u sed b th e se Lnve sti ators :

Li be r al i sm. Conc e s in i ts o rki n h o t s is of so cial

adv ce nt t h f r 1ty o f human e tim t e

r i t to diff e r nt vi s ,

d g i ve s o th ra

Con Tho se 1lho attach a cr dne ss t o tr dit i n ,

lo ok t o utho r ity for g ui

t rad1tionel at .

ce , d fe r y ch ein

21 • Gr n g , 2E.• ci t ., p , 16 5 .- - .



R dicalisrn . A co nspi cuou s eh e from def initely

22

e st bli!bed convention 1 h bit s ich h av e the st p of s:>ciel

approval .

R ctionery. The ex ct opposite of Radic81 18JJ1. I t is

more con se rvet i ve bh an conserv ti i t self for it oeseven

far the r th an me rely not i in a ch an ge of trad1t ion 1 set

but re s1 st s i nnovBt ion t o su ext nt e B t o de sire a return

to some outworn set of customs or pr ct i ces

more obsolete and r ctuelly 10 sing social

i en re be comi ng
22

ppr-ov al ,

Gwyn oore .n K . C. Gar ri Bon m de i nv st i at Lorr,

itA Comp r t Lve s t u y of So i a l and Pol i t icol Attitu es of

Col le e St u ent s, It Lch h ed 1t S ori i n p rimaril y in Vet t e r ' s

stu • Th e t hirty- s1 seal, s of fiv steps ch ere ain

used, each scale repre s nti tr

qu at ion of enerel po1it Lc 1

s le ve r i bl e of a i ven

d soci 1 i nt r e st mon

contempo r er y colle e stu e nt s . The f ive ste ps express d1 f f e rent

deg rees of i ntensit y or e xtremit of t t i t ude . 21 6 unde r -

r du t e a 'e r e pre nt e d th i s r up of scales . Th e r e as no

enen e wh tever m e in Vett e r ' s s c e whe n bhe t e st s iven

at North Caro1 in St t e Coll ,e in o r d r th at veli can r ison

o f t he result s of t h t 0 st udi s coul d be m de . 'The result s

th t t he s t udent s t

e re compcred i t h t he Un! ve r sit y of

Un i ve r sit y studi s .

In erie r-al, t h e re sul t s i n i c t

shi n nd ew York

22 . Grsg , ~. ci t . , XV (1930), 14 9- 89.



North C r oli n St t Coll e e r e more re ction ry end

con s rv tive on r c , x en fmn1l, n d ut h ority of r l i ious

an n tionel tr d1tion . In the comp rI son of resul ts of

North C roli n s t te Coll th s of e Y r k

• Sl,1 t on Un i ve r sitie s , t h tUd nt s ' r urpri 1 l y

s1mil r . The North Carol l n st t e st u nt s t n to b mor

l i ke th e st u e nts at th Uni v e r si t of ' 91i t on i n ell xc pt

t h politic 1 ue st Lcna , I n the Be they r mor l i ke th e

students at the Uni ve rsity of Ne York . On the at ions

nt i ne , n m 1 r c , uthority, reli ion , nd

nation 1 tra ition, n n n family, th st u nt s f

North C ro lin st t e Colle e ppe ar t o have er

re ction r y d cons rv t i ve att itu de th n e ith r th e st udents

of the Unive r s it y of N w York or th st u nt at th Uni v r sit y

of !hi ton .

Je prov d t o b th e mo st lib r in ev ry titu e

s t u die d; the C thol i c roup s th most cons rvat i ve in seven

out o f t n co mpar isons . Attitud t o r d r l i ion and Chu rch

810 ed the r te st div r n c of op Lnfon,

A poi nt b rought; ou t as t h t in enez-ai , h i s chol r ip

and l i b ral -r i c n! i ce s are p o s itively 1 t ed, ~though

it s emph s iz th t the s l i s r 1 t iv l y 11 .
23

still noth r expe r iment e.1on the lin s of the V tter

an oore n G rrison st u i es is" s t u Y of th ttitu 8

2 •
of Social
J ou rn 2£. ====-

K. C. Gar r i son, "A Comp r iv 'S y
t t itud s of Coll Stude nt s ,"

Soci 1 Ps, ol ogI, XXVI I (1932) , 1 9 5- 208 .
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of Col l e e Student s;" by K . C. Garri so n . In thi e e xp r iment

modi f i eCl fo I'!l1 of the ettitu e sc e of V t t I' a iv n to

colle stu e nt s from di1'f erent cl as s &t North C r olino

s t t Co l lege . From t h comp ri sons 01' the t t itu Cle a 01' t h e

stu dent s from t h di 1'f e r e nt cl s se e it s foun t h e ch

suece d1 cl sa a more l i b r al nd con st t in its attitude s

ov r the p r e ceding cl s . The te st was iv n in sy m olo y

and sociolog y cl 88 a az:l compl e t e returns e r e vail bl fo r

52 f re 81m n , 1 8 sophomo re s , 36 juniors, end 64 se ni or s . I n

order t h at the re sul t s mi t be mo re Valid, the student 'ere

not re uire t o a1 n t heir n e s . The r Bult s ere ao

rr ng t h t check of 1 a indlc t i on of very conserv t ive

tti t u , i l e ck of 5 s an indie tion of an ext r mely

l i b r vi oint . Th is nec sait t d t r s f rrin t he

spon se s f o r some o f the teat since they e r e not 11 rre ed

in t h a o r er of , r etion . Th e results ed t h t t h

s t u de nt s e re quit !l1 i b r "r g r di au it en s s birth

cont rol, an

fre 81men

l eo th t th re e re si nific t differe nc a bet en

d senior re spon a: 8~ of fr shm n t hought t h t

divorc B mould be r ante only men th I' i~ con sdd r bl e

brtt ach of th m rri e cont r et, i le a m jority o f the

seniora - -pe rce nt not iv n- -felt t hat divo r ce s m ould be

r ant d t the re uest o f bh e p ties o f t he cont r act and
24

t h court mould asume t h role of m di tor .

24 . K. C. G ar~i 8) n, " ft Study of the
Co11 . e Student s , " J ournal 2f. Soci e1 P sy

t t i tude s of
ol ogy , 'VI I I (1 37) , 490- 94 .
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"A S 1i of St u ent Opinion, n by R. R. i 110u by

brought out t h result s obt in from ionn r pr nt d

to more then ei t hundre d student s ( pp roximBt 1y one - fourth

o f the st u ent bo y ) i n April 1 928, by t he stud nt ne sp pe r

t st n f o r Univ r s ity . The re er t ent estions on such

t opics s sex, r I i ion, prohibit ion , poli t i c s , colle e ,

voc tion , n u sem nt , I n sn uch s 0 imme di t e co ncern

i s i th re1 i i on , e ~ 1l1 cons i e r onl y t ho se qu t ion s de lin

with this p rticular subj ct . Th e ere four such u fiji o n •

On s r eI te t o ether or not t h e re1 i on o f c d i te

fo r po1it i cel offi ce ould i nnu n ee the st udent's vote ;

anoth r e n de vor d to ascertain i f col I ,e h d an effect on

the stu ent ' s vi on reli ion; if thi s e r e d in t he

f firm t ive , t h th ird question nte d t o kno ho , eth r

to erd r e st e r f ith or to rd skeptici ; an th fourth

que st ion deal t i th t h st u dent I st at u s i n reg rd to r 1 i ion

t the pre sent t ime .

The f r shmen as a roup ns red the first t 0 qu stions

in t he ffirm t ive but ns er in t h e ne t i ve on the third

it m, ith no furthe r e xplan t i on as t o ether i t a t ow rd

re ter f ith or skepticism; no r s any m rt i on m de s to

t he student's st t u s i n r ar t o hi s pr sent attitude to ord

r 1 i ion. h seniors ans e d i n the ne at lve on 11 i tems

lth qu ati n mark i ns rted 8 t o t h ir pr sent 1 i . f s .

In g e ne r al the inv sti tor foun m rk d sex differen c n

most issue s noticeabl e t re n to r d 1 i ber l i em th

incre B1 x osu t o c demic i nnu en ce s . The statisti c s
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on th s r c t s , h o v r-, f no 1 d1 t c nc to t

s nt tu 25p •

GIl e un I n th lr at I "Ju I f i 1 n f r

1 1 1 u tt.1t u e II b S I " nt t

r ti n 1 10 n t r th lr tit u n c rt I n

re11 l ou 11 f • Th l r Info tlon bt 1n d by r

t h no ~ n.le I n , folI o

t h u atl n s, b t in h cour I nt rvi

t hirt m1nut in 1 h ) p r t le 1 1 t h

polnt a e cov re • Th r on t hou u

lnt r vle e I most f t h m b ~ bov th r of f mn

d e 11y divl t o sex . F r ch x t h e

p rox 1y 375 Prot nt I 7 C t 01 50 J • In

int r v l t st u nt no t r l ct l n p I c

e f 1nl t l on of 10n r th • Th t u y

n de vo r e to c rry the 1 f r 1 l ou b at P

b on d bh e cur nt m sur m nt f t tit d n t

n1 t h e di ct l n s of th titu but t h re n 1

p r on s p nt f o r m int in t h t 1t u s . Sp 1 1

con l d r t l on a I v n t th n ju t l f l c 1 n

m d b t a au op1 h blt t t t n

er typlc 1 d tho a h Be tt n

co Ith t h 1r p r nt s ' t t nd nc • r1 nt

dlvl e d Into a v n in c r l a co r t vry

25. R. " o f Stu nt n ,
Journ of 1 - 69.
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li'l se 01' p rson' s tltu e for or nat r 1 1 l on,

ju t i f l e t ion f o r au tt it u a, et e , , t king I nto con i d r tion

the subj ct 's rel l i ou s , hl s r of int rove r si n -

xtr v r i n , h l s mot 1 n 1 djust nt , l ike . Th

rel t1 n ah i bet n tti u 8 n h blt a, n sel ct d

b c r ou n d xp ri n ce s d p .r s )n l it y t r It s r t oo nu rou s,

of c ur se , to be Ineorpo r d h r • h e tUdy , ho ev r,

rr nta on '8 c r eful p ru s 1 . It my mentioned th I n

g ner 1 t h e tu nt Intervle h ten ency t o r 10n l l ze

r g p t i ul r b l i f a . 2 6

V ry r mot ely conne ct e t o th r b1 m t h nd i th

1nv atl t lon o f thi a t yp , n

nt s . 27

l y th u of t - 1'

In thl v i of t h lit e r t u re e h ve foun t h t t he re

re st ro ten e nci e to r d con serv t i am, l thoUgh it 1s

defln 1t 1y n in th re ult s 0 l' numb r 01' these st u d! 8

t h t c r t in ch . a 0 o c cur .

2 6 . P . c.
R 1 1 i ou s Att itude s
XVII (194 ), 4 6- 68 .

, "Ju
Jou rn

O. ell G. E . Lund en, "Further t y of
B l ie1's 0 Juni r Hi h S 1 Pupi1a, It

Re co r d, XXVI (19M ) , 5- 52 •..;;.;;.=-.....-..



Ql R Ill

HO sur;

Fo r u 0 , t hl i u b 1 f

re p r sl ( 60) t m n tu t 0 )

upp e1 s t t h Unl ve i t t r i t , i n .

A e p y f t h qu t i onn t h 11

e ne pt a, th n t th u nt f r

rln , 111 b f ou n n P • 31 , 2, n

u t i n u b • F .

i n t st ud i a in tr ... I , 1th v ri ou

m t ec r r' 1ms.

numb r r it ems on i re f r n but

1 1m1n t f o r n r n r noth r .

rb1tr r y , but th i t f 1n 11 i n c1u t h e nn

rep s nt t v f t ! e 1 r 1 1 t 1 nn 1 f oun

in urv y f t 1 1t r t u •

hi1 th ub j bot s, v r

t u nt r e thf' u atl i r • In p r t f

t h p1 i n 1 itu t l on ,

r t t n b1! t mb1 1 nlor ,

t h roups h n qu 1 oppo rtun t y t o P rtl Th

rlter n n1 r t r I nt at n th rt r h

1 nt a t t eul stu , r t 1 reLuct ne

n h rt f t h e t u nt t rt I n

n r .



I n thi at u dy t h e ave r e

29

e of the fre ftlmen oul d

proximate th at of colle e stu ent s in e ne r al, , A re t

many of the upp e r cl s en ere Veterana of ' o r1 d 'ar I I so

th at t he facto r of m tur ity m y h av to b considered i n my

conc1u sions dr n f rom th e m t e riA1 t h red i n th i s at u y .

The student s fi1li in t he ue st i onn i re e re f rom se v ral

divisions of the uni ve r si t y , the i r numb rs b i f irl y e u el.1y

divided bet een F Lne er-L ng , Arta n Sci n ee , end Commerce and

Fin811 oe, although no at i 1 a~ e d numb r w s taken from anyone

colle g e. The r a 1 so no di acrimi n at i on t o soc1 1 at d ,
race, or colo r. )

The f relilmen e re required t o fil l i n the copy as soon

after they mat ricul t e d t the univ ersity aa po s sibl e so that

they e re not i nn u erice d by th ssoci et ions or t r ning o f the

i n st i t u t i on. Th upperc1 ssm n , of cour s , h d e n expo se d

for vary-in p r i o s of time to the unive r sity ' a p e culi r

t r ini an s aoc i ti ona , so th t it c e p ossibl e to

determine the ifferences be t een the t 0 roup s :him cou l d be

due to th f a ct o r s of t r inin and a s aocdnt i on .

I t ou1d n t ur 11y be more desir bl t o me a sure t he ch an e

from the f re S'lman t o upp rc1e s sm n lev 1 u aing th same

roup o f sub ject s. Li mi t t i ons of time m de thi s impossi ble ,

end the r fo re t he aub sb Itrut e m t h o , e1I-kno n to p a cho10 ... Lst s,

w s u se d in wh i ch the re sult s obt ained from t he t 0 roups

were conp ar' •

To scert in the differenc s be t ee n f r e ftlman d



belief , th r rr rs o f prop rt i n r nt

met ho utili z • i ffor si f th

proporti n eim 1 f r et i on) o r in i i 18 in

I t ill b b s rv d upon camp ri th re ul t s t f o rth

in T ble s I II (pp. 3 9, 4 0, 41, d 42) th t no sl nifl e t

i ff r ne 8 eeurr d in th bell r of n n -

C h al l st u nt s in t he sit u t1 n b i c sid r , •

I t m y b not th t ,li t h ee rt i nt of li f ,

It ,x i s t n c of Go It r anks fir st n, th

92 c rt i nt y of b li r i t l i ke 1 it h th

senior , 1th th e

t both 1 v I s "nrvi

rt nty I n f vor f the

N ture of Go It 1 th I t rn I th

r •

t he ca n h st p re nt of l i ef, t h b i 77

c rt 1nt of be l! f t th m n 1 v 1 , 8

e rt int y t t he nior 1 v 1 .



F I GURE I

UESTIONNAl RE

Re a d e a ch of the f ol l owi ng st at e ments carefull y . Pl ace an X i n t h e
col umn 1dlich mo st clearly st at e s you r at t i t u de . Thu s . i f you ar e
" ce rt ain of belie f" on any p art i cul ar i t em. p l ace an X in th at
particul ar co Lumn , Use t h e column "Unde c ided" when you h ave g i v en
some thought t o the mat t e r but c annot mak e up your mind . Th e
differen ce between " Do not be lieve" and "Def i nit el y disbel i e ve " i s that
i n the l ot te r i n stan ce t h e individual not only does not bel i e v e but
act ively r e j e cts t he idea o r h o1 cl. s i t in di s dnin .

1 . Effi ca~y of prayer . •

2 . Forgi vene s s of s i n . •

3 . Exi stence o f Go d . • •

4 . Exi stence o f soul • •

5 . Te n Co:rmnandme nt s . • •

6 . Fall of Adem end !t.Ve .

7. B1e s se d Trinit y • • ·
8 . D! vine Natur e of God .

9 . Pu nr:s t o ry • • • • • •

1 0. Ble sse d Virein Mary •

Cert ain
of

Bel i e f

I ncl ined
to

Bel i e ve Un de ci de d

Incline d
not to

Be l i eve
Do not Defi nit e1 y
Belie ve Di sbelieve

------~



FiJ:ture I ( Cont r d)

11 . Ex! s t e nce of el s •

Certein
of

Belief

Inclined
to

Believe Un de ci de d

Inclined
not to

Believe
Do not
Believe

De1'in1tely
Disbelieve

~

12. Existence of He l l • •

13. F x i st en ce of Devil . • 0/

,
14 . Fe.it h e10ne is enough

for sel.vat ion • • •

1 5. Goo d works e.lone ere
enough for
snlvction • • • • •

1 S . Bi rth control is
so c i a l necessit y . •

17 . Freedom o f the will .

1 8. Mi r a cl e s . • . • • • ·
19. Wo r l d made i n six

twenty-four
hour days . • · · •

20 . Divorce is 8 socie.l
necessity. • · · •

~



Fi~ure I (Ca nt' d )

21 . Bi bl e i s the
of God•••

or
• • •

Certain
of

Belier

Incl i ned
t o

Belie ve

Incli ned
not t o

Undecide d Be l i e ve
1):) not
Believ e

Def init ely
Di s be l ieve

22 . Ad D111 end E ve we re
our f i rst parent s

2 3 . Ex! stence o f Heaven

24 • Immort al i t y of the
soul . • • • • • •

2 5 . A dey of final
jUds7.ment . • • • •

26 . The r e ere ce rt ain
moral l aws v.hi ch

st be obeye d . •

27 . One must be b
t o be s aved

t ized. . .
28 . Marri ag e i s

Bocrament • • • •

2 9 . Bi rth control is
, morell y evil. • •

30 . Divorc
e vi l .

is morally
• • • • • •

~
:Jt



Th i rd pl ce is e by " .xi st n ee of t h e So " nd

"Ten Co dm nts" t the f r Shm n 1 vel (7~ e ch ) ; by

re C r t i n or 1 L a ~i ch"Fre dom f t h e i l l " n " he

Must be Obe y d" t t h

i t , t h e r

.n i o r l eve l ( 8 ~

s n incre se in cert i nt y

e Eleb.) . On t h i s 1 s t

t t he sen! I' 1 ve l

I
I

of 1 ich i 2 . t im s i t s at e rror ; but it so o d

i n t h o s i nc1 i n to I i ve of 1 i ch i 2 . 0

time i t s st n rd rror . Th propo i t i n h i eb. r nk s 10 "e st

s " Divo r ce i Soci s i t , " " F ith Alone i . no

for Lv t i on, " " Birth C nt rol i S ci Ne c e s si t y , " one

m1 . be l i e f s i n t h ther di re ct i on . IIo v r , th i s

1s sc i nt i f i c inv . stig t10n of p r t icul r p I' b l em so t h ot

th r P ct of any it m need not b considered h er e .



Non - Cat h ol i c a in g ene r el do not p rof e s s t o a beli e f in

Pu atory, and t hi s s bo r ne out by the r esponses t bot h

level a, dth the i shelie f be comi ng stro e r as t he student s \

advanc d i n sch ool, alt h ou at the fre ah roan 1 v 1 4 2% g ve

"unce rt a in" s t heir re ~ons. t t he fre shm level 14%

responded t h at the y i not l 1e ve end 17% checked t h e

"defin it el y i sbelieve" column. At the s n ior level, 2 0J'

still r m i ne d uncert i n , 17% st ill r e sp on ded " 0 not be lie ve ,"

but the " de f ini t l y 1 s l i eve" h d incr e se d t o 2 ,;e

For t he s ake of cl r i t y , b revit y , and g en ral e f f i cie nc y,

m ene ve r t h e pe r-cent e s a re g i ve n i n the f o l l owing sample s

t he y 111 be m rel y p re se nt e d s f 1gur s wi t hout t he cont i nued

expl n at ion , it be ing un r st oo d h e r i nnfte r t hat the six

p e r cent e s ive n:In e ch i nst an ce i l l fo l I o t h e orde r of

columns, n l y, " Cert ai n of Bel i e f , " " I ncl i ne d t o B l i eve,"

"Un ec i e d, " " I n cl i ned not to Bel i e ve , " " 0 not l i e v -, " and

" Defi n i t l y Di sb elieve . " As an e x amp'L , the pe rc nb ag e a f o r

the item "Pu s t ory" t t he f re man l e vel, i f pr e sent d in

t h i a nner, oul r e a d : Purg nt ory (09, 1 2, 42, 09, 14, l 7) .

On th it em "Bl e s se d Trinity" (fre . me n 38, 22, 3 5, 01 , 03

end se niors 57 , 20 , 1 4, 03, 01 , OS ) , the diff e rence of 1 9%

i n cert i n t y of bel i e f i n f vor of th a n i or s i s 2 .08 t ime s

its st fUlder d r ro r . On t hi s a e i tem the f r efhmen ere 21%

mo r e undecided, or 2 .72 times the standard e rror .

Regar di the exi st ence of el s , t he percent e s a.t

the fre h n l evel e re 23, 37 , 22 , 03, 14 , 01 c p e r i t h

t he senior p e rcent es of 47, 2 5, 12, 09, 03 , 1 0. As wi l l be



8 differ n c f 2 i n t h ni r I dinocti ,
ieb is 2 .8 ti s i at derd error .

On t he item " or1 de in SU T It; y -Fou r Hou r D "•
n1 rs: 1 4 . 20, O. 1 2, 1 , 10 ),

there s 1 diff renee in the item " IncJ.i n d t o Be l v, "

it bei hi

error .

r t t he 15 n1 r 1 vel. or 2 .3 t s it s at

lie the seniors e r Le 1515 i nclined t o 1 iev th t

d1 vo rc is soci81 ne c ssit y (09. 32 , 05. 2 0, 29, 07) 8

eomp red ith the fre m n (1 4 , 32 , 22 , 10, 1 , 1 2 ) , t h Y

ho e v r e r e more i ric1in d t be1iev t h t ivor ce i not

morall y evil (1 4. 20. 10, 1 8 , 23 . 1 5 15 C mpar d ith th

freshman perc nt

of divorce b i ng

8 of 10, 12 • 25, 12 , 27 , 1 5). On t he it m

socisl necessi ty, uncerteinty ecr sed 17

im is 2 . 8 t i s i t B st n r d error; 17 de cre B i n

the "do not be1 1ev " c t e ory

rror.

i ch i s 2 .4 t 1m s it 15 s t n r

One i nc n i st ,n cy t h t i s r t h r dif fl cu1t t o und rst end

is t h t lIe mo seniors c n si e r m rri S cr nt

(57. 2 5, 09, 01 , 05, 03 Bi nst 50, 23 , 1 8 , 03 , 0 5, 0) , th Y

still ens er th qu st Lon of di vor c in th boy mann rJ

On such i t em s "Birt h Contr 1 i s So c! 1 e ce a it ",
i1e t he p rc nt e t tho se 0 re un ci d cre se d ,

the 115 lief in i ncr s d (fre n : 27, 2 , 22 , 07 , 0 9. 14;

niors: 1 , 2 , 17 , 1 5. 17. 12) •
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It wi l l be not th t n su univer sl (hri i on cone p t s

s II xl. t e ne of Go , " " xi. s t ne 01: Soul , " "Te n Cornm n t a, "

"Th ivin f God, " t he t r up a ere uit e

s imi1 r in t h ir r spon s s in e i n at ee t h er

hl o f ce rt i nty of b l ie f , or t 1 a t n i nc1i tion

t o b 1 ieve . Th e ropo Iti ons re r di ro n ro y r i 1 sub je ct a

l ike vorce , birth c nt ro l , 00 ror k s al one Ie e no ugh for

S v t i on, an f i th slo ne 1 no 1:o r e v tion, h d a

i er spre of respon • It is t o n e pp r nt th the s

&r~ t he i te nt i on in p viou s p r r ph t o

1m r spon of . i abe1i f s m nt i o ne d s b i ~ mo

d lr bLe 1:r om p Lm L r at n oint . nt ou1 11 k -

8 b m de t h t tie th 18 u ati nnsd 8 r-e s nt to

non-C tho11c fre fh n nl o r s , th r t h b e Ql ri ins ,

Je , ah dan s , r y oth r reI ou ,rou p, all propo it io n s

I nc1u e h 1 r 11 o f t h e r i s t 1 d no mi n 1 n

but n t cess U y b Y th ere

1'h re s r t h e r au r i a l Iff r c e 1n t h 1 f

I n " xi n ce f 1 a," r e ori se s f th nlor r ou .1ng

47 , 25, 12, 09, 03, 1 0, comp ere to t h f am n r e s on a

of 2 3,37,22 ,03,1 ,01 . h ere' s , 1 1k i s ,

In 11 r in " .xi t nc of v iI," f ro m 27, 2 , 2 0, 1 , 1 0, 07

(f or fr sh n ) t o 0 , 20, 12 , 05, 03 (f or se n i r j ,

On of th moat not b1 dirf r n ce s s th in be1 i r

I n " Immor t i t Y 0 f the So " • t th f~ m 1 ve 1 th

re sp on a ere 45 , 32 , 22 , 0 , 01 , 0, com ith

67 , 22 , 07 , 03 , 0 , 01 t th s n l r leve l . Thls sh s
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increAse in cert ai nt y o f be l i e f o f 22% which is 2. 5 times

it s at ndard error . Lik e L se , this item SlOW S a decrease i n

uncert a.i nt y of 1 5% hi eb. i s 2 . 4 tim s it s st and sr- e rror .

t ever th c ause f or t hi s i ffe rence , t her i t be through

any of t h f ctor s sug e te d i n th i s inv st i g nt ion or oth erwi se ,

such d1 f f r ence is he 1thy one , e spe c1 all y f rom the

t ypicAll y Christian vi e oint . In smucl1 as i t did o ccur whil e

th se s t u de nt s e re at tending C thol i c univ rsity, it i s

re eo n ble 1:; 0 nssum t h t th f ctors t wor k in such a

s i t u t i on in one y or other h ad so t hing to do dth t hi s

i ner se in 1 1 f • .

Tabl In, P 43, i s comp ri son 0 f t h pe r cent e s

o f th v r1 0u a r e spons s by the two r oup s s a v, ol e . I t

will be not , t h t 40. 2% of th n be l i e ve d i th

cert a int y t he ropositions p r sent d c mp are d Ith 45 . 6% of

deg r e e of m t urity i n th at th ave r e stu nt

the sen i o r s.

do s indic t e

i l thi i ff ren ce is not s1 nif1 c nt , 1t

as bett r bl e to ek e up h i s mind t t h s nior l e vel. Thi s

niors (11 . 3% ) th ani s born out lso by the f ct th t 1 a s

fre ame n (1 0 . r.i"' ) ere un eci ded on t h u stion s a ole .

An i n clin tion to believe

rre Sun n comp r e d 11 ith 21 .

s prof ssed by 23 . 0% of t h e

f the se n i o r s; n inc11n tion

no t to bell v b 5 . 9% of t h f re m n nd 8.0J' o f t he seniors .

The re e relet ively fe r spon s to " Do Not Belie ve "

(fr Slmen , 7 .7 0; sen i o rs, 7 . 6~ ) an to " fln1t l y Di sb l i e veil

(rresu nen, 4 . and seni ors, 6 . 7%) .



TABLE I

Responses t o At t i t ude Que st Lc nnef re f rom sixt y (60)
Fr e fhmen et t he Unive r sity of Detroit , Det ro i t ,

ich i g nn . The se re spon ses hov e be en compiled on
p e r cent b a sis i n a ccordonce wit h t he frt;udent I s deg ree
of be lie f

,

n e d
t o IDo not I Defini t e l

PROPO SII' I ONS Belief Bel i e ve I Unce rt atn I Bel i eve Belie v e Disbel iev

1. Ef ficacy of p raye r 60 2 9 1 0 01 01 0
• Forg i vene s a o f si n 57 22 1 5 01 03 01

3 . Ex! st encc of God 8 5 14 01 0 0 0
4 . EYi st ence of Soul 73 23 03 0 0 0
5 . Ten Connnandment s 7 3 27 0 0 0 0
6 . Fall of Adam and Eve 35 32 22 09 0 01
7 . Ble ase d Trinity 38 22 35 01 03 0
8 . Divine Natur e of God 77 1 8 03 0 01 0
9 . Pu r g at o ry 0 9 1 2 42 09 1 4 17

1 0 . Bl e s se d Virgin Mery 38 38 1 5 01 03 03
11 . En stence of Angel a 23 37 22 03 14 01
1 2 . En stence of He l l 38 22 23 05 07 0 5
1 3. En stence o f Devil 27 2 3 20 14 1 0 07

'!- 14 . Faith alo ne 1 s e nough
I I Ifor s al vat ion 1 8 20 2 0 I 1 7 I 1 7 I 09

1- 1 5 • Go o d woms alone are
enough f o r salvat ion I 07 I 15 I 23 I 18 I 2 5 I 12

1 6. Bi rth control 1s a
social. ne ce ssity 27 23 22 07 09 14

17 . ' Fr e e dom o f the w111 60 20 1 5 0 01 03
1 8 . Mi r a cl e s 32 1 8 27 07 1 4 03
1 9 . Wo r l d made in six I ~

t went y- four h our d6yr 27 07 2 9 1 5 1 5 09
20 . Di vorce 1 s a social

necessi t y 1 4 I 32 I 22 I 1 0 I 1 2 I 1 2



TABLE I (Cont'd)

Do not Def i nitely
P ROPO Srr I ONS Be l i e ve Un certain Beli e ve Belie ve Disbel ieve

... 21 . Bi b l e i s the Wo r d of
Go d I 50 I 32 I 1 5 I 01 I 01 I 0

· 22 . Ad Bm en d Eve we re ou r
fir st p ar-errt s 35 2 0 2 9 10 07 0

23 . Ex! s !;en ce o f' He aven 53 30 14 01 01 0
24 . Inmo rt tl1 itY of' t he Soul 4 5 32 22 0 01 0
25. A da y of f i nal j Udgment 4 3 2 9 22 0 5 01 0
26 . Th e re ere ce rt Bi n mo r el

l aws whi ch must be
o beyed I 67 I. 29 I 0 3 I 01 I 0 I 0

' 27 . One must be b apt i ze d t o
be ea ve d I 2 5 I 2 2 I 1 5 I 14 I 15 I 10

28. Mar riGge i s 8sncramen t 50 2 3 1 8 03 0 5 0
2 9 . Bi rth cont ro1 i s mor tll1 y

evil I 1 0 I 07 I 22 I .1 2 I 2 5 I 25
so, Divorce i s mo r el1 y evi l 1 0 1 2 2 5 12 27 1 5

~
o



TABLE II

Responses to At t i t u de Qu e st i onna i re f rom s i xt y (60) Uppe r-c I a a s >
men at t he Unive r sit y of Detroi t, Detroit ,

i ch i g an. The se re sponse s h ave be en compile d on
p erce n t b a s i s i n accordance with t he stude nt 's del2:ree
of be lie f or di s be lie f

Cert aIn t y Incl ine d I nclined
of t o not to Do not Defi nitely

PROPOSIT I ONS I Be l i e f Belie ve Un ce rt ain Bel i e ve Belie v e Disbelie v e

1 . E f f i c a cy of p reye r 58 33 03 05 0 0
2 . Forgivene s s of sin 61 2 5 0 5 05 03 0
3 . En stence of Go d 92 07 01 0 0 0
4 . Exi stence of Soul 8 3 14 01 0 0 01
5 . Te n Connns n dmen t s 8 3 1 2 05 0 0 0
6. Fel l of Adem and E ve 4 3 2 5 22 07 0 03
7 ~ Bl e s sed Trin i t y 57 20 14 03 01 05
8 . D1vine Nature o f God 88 0 9 01 01 0 0
9 . Purgat ory 10 1 5 20 1 2 17 25

1 0. Bl e ssed Vi rg in Mary 4 7 22 10 07 05 1 0
11. Existence of Angel s 47 25 12 09 03 10
1 2 . Ext stenc e of He l l 4 8 23 1 8 07 0 0 5
1 3 ·. E x! s t e nce of De vi l 40 20 20 1 2 05 03
1 4. Faith eJ.o ne is enough f o r

I I Is alvat i on 1 2 25 10 I 15 1 2 3 I 1 5
1 5. Good wo rk s alone are

enough fo r s alva t ion I 0 5 I 1 8 I 0 9 I 22 I 29 I 1 8I

1 6. Bi rth con trol i s a ooc i al
nece ssi t y 1 2 2 9 17 15 17 12

I ? F r e e dom o f the wil l 8 5 09 03 0 01 01
18 . · Mi r a cl e s 32 29 1 5 12 09 05
1 9. Wo r l d made i n s i x twent y - four

l ~h our day s 14 2 0 30 1 2 15 1 0
20 . Di vo r ce i s a social nece ssi t y 0 9 32 0 5 20 29 07
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T ABLE III

A Comparison of Fr e a'lIne n and Senio r s on
Religious Concept s o r B l i efs i n te rm s of

Percents

Fremmen Senior s

Cert ain of Bel i e f 40.2 4 5. 6

Incli n d t o Belie ve 23. 0 21 . 0

Un de cided 1 8 . 5 11.3

Inclined not to Believ e 5.9 8 . 0

Do not B lieve 7 .7 7 . 6

Defi n i tely Di sbeliev e 4 . 9 6 . 7

43



QIAPTER IV

S ARY in OO NCLUSIONS

The pre sent stu dy r re se nt s an nttem t t o det e

the development in rel jgious be l i ef s of non -C tholi c st udents

in typical C tho U c Unive r sity _ I t 1 so p r ovi ed m s

by which e could test the h ypotheses im ere off e re d nd

which ill be r e vi e e in t his ch ter.

The terms Protest nt , Non -C h l ic, d rel i i n ere

defined. Bri e f ly, Prot e at nt a con s dd r t o m none

bel to y denomin t ion ieh d v l o p out of th

separation f r om t he Rom Catho lic O1urch durin th Sin nth

C ntu ; Non- C t h olic 8 define d s i n cl u i ng y indivi u al

belo t o any reli i ou s f aith o r e nomi n tin p t f rom

t h Rom C t hollc; d rel i ion a defi d a the m dium

thro gh i ch e i v 0 God t h e h onor due Hi m.

A c reful revie of th 1 i t r u re de l i i t h t h pr se nt

problem and relate studie s r ve l e th t the re ere no

invest ! tion a al ln sp ,ci f i c lly ith t hl qu st i on,

although numb r o f studies h ve be n m de on ch a of

ettitudea, reli ious beli f s, e tc . To th r i t r's kn le ,

ho ev r , no stu y h s be en m e on t h be l i e f s of non - C t h ol i c

tudents in C t h oli c univer ity . Fr om t h e st u i s revie ed

v rioue dat ere p r ente, ro me of th m ar i dir ctly on

the pres nt problem, n others in mor remot 1 y co ct e d

with it . Re I t e veri d cons i r bl . In some i nst

44



i t p e r th th e nc1u si on s r n b th inve st
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or

r inf1uenc d by h i s e.rt icul t titu s . As n x p1 J

one inv st i tor c nsi re d the ccept nc of b i rth cont ro1

ole someJ m tur viewpoi nt, 11 C t h o1 i c

re 1ts s s i n o f mor 1investi tor ould consi der

dec d nee .

ith fe e xc t i ons t h rt ic1e s inc 1u i n the

bib1i r phy er c r e fu11y eruse • Very tho r o a r eb

f i1 d t o l oc t the u di of Ho 11s, s t r . , Loomb , n d

cL 1. hi1e t h eir inclu s i on u1 h v b n e r bl , it

i no t f 1 t t h t bh l r bs n c 111 t oo r t 1y inf1u n c

r m r i t th p r e nt stu dy m1 t h v • C r t in oth r

rt l c1 e s ere f un t b l n n o rtl nt to our u y

, p ss y , Simp on, n C n y nd u1 1.

n so

S1ut t1e

not inc1 u d . Su v. re t h t u dl s b Kno r,

I t i t 1 t th i nt r at i t 110 up udi coul d b

und rt e n . For i n t n ee , 1mi 1 inv at i ion o d b

mad u i~ one r oup of subj ct s, f o110 t h em h rou the

f our y r co11 cour • 1 e r mp1ino- , too , oul d

nif i c nt r ult s . St l 11 noth rundoubt dly p ro u ce

po s lbi1i t y oul b

r

n t ion i nvo1v c mp r l on

of t h s s i n re r to t t itu s b 1 i .fs f hi s n t u r e .

Any numb r o f p o i bi 1 1t l s

stu i s but on r t o f

nt th m 1 v s . !'hi s p r e sent

v t on th t c u1 d proflt b1y

c rt in the re1 l i u s l n f1u n c s xe rf

n omln lon 1 school.

b

h roup who1 , 4 0 .2 P r c ,n t f t h



n

•

4 6

ts« n bellev d ith c pro oslt i pr nt

comp re to 45 . of th nior. 23 . of t h o fr me n ,

21 . of t he e niors . re ve t he at ete -

.nt a; 1 8 . 5 of th £ shn n 11 . 3 o£ t he sen! rs ere

undecl de ; 5 . of th f r n en 8 . o f t h send o r- re

incl ine d !!2!. to b l ieve ; 7 .7 of' t he £reshmen d 7 . of

the senio r s did !!2t. believe; n 4 . of th e f' r m n c lip

i th 6 . of the niors definit l~ ve d t h pro p o sit i

Th e e e r e p re sente i n T b l e IlI on p 43.

It ill be ob serv' th t e r t i nt y Ln cre d from the

fre n t o mor Le d i nd cls~ on d cr d . TIll e a

not ness 11 m n th t s roup th i r r l ~g ious convictio ns

i pr ove but r h er th at th Y ere t 1 at tt e r b l e to

m ke decisions on c rt :2n Ls su s .

T bl e I , p e s 39 40, in ic te a the re spans i n p r

c nt s of co l le f shm t o the stion n i • T blJ II,

P ge s 41 42, i v s th a m 1 nfo ti n f it' t h upp r eI

r C1lp •

Th r suIts o f tu y 0 m t 1ndi e t e any a nin e

developm It in th ettitll d s bel i e f of non-e h ol i e

student s in t h situ b Lon bel e ns1 • Th i s oul b

i n l 1ne ith our f1 fth h othe si s , n 1y, th t th e re11 i ous

1 11 fa t titud a of mn- C th lie st ud nt s r-e rot

a1 ni fle ntly ff e et by eh sit u t Lon , y sl· h t

e hi ch might h v oeeurre c uJ. d be u e to f ct o r-a ,

i n e u te s mp1 1 g, t h f et th t t 0 if rent rou p



u , o r other re son •

47

o ae rt n t h cliff re nee s , th

st tisti eal. m t hod known a the st d r d rrora of proportion

an p r ce nt e f] l S uti1 i z • Th s fo r a simp1 st te nt

cim 1 f r et ion ) or pe r ce ntof t h e p ropo rt ion

in ivi u 1s i n g i v n sit u tion o 1 t o

of

a ecifie

e t egor y . Fo r ur u rpo s a i ffe rene e s c nsi e d

s n ific nt if i t re t 1 e t th ree t Ime s i t rror ,

th imp1i c t i on be th n pe r c nt e 1e s th n bh t

coul b re Bon b1y tt ribut ~ d t o ( a ling e rror)

Blone. No cliff r n c foun t o b s nifi c n t t th

. 2 6 P r c nt 1 v 1 of c nfi n • Ho eve r , crt in i t ems of

definit int r st m y be consi der fr m th sul t s of th i s

t u dy n th se r p r nte her ith .

I n both " xi st n e of Go " r f i r t , ith n

i ncr s in f c rt i nt y b i n from m n

to n1 r 1 v 1. At bot h level a " Divi n N t u r e

t h ec n hi st rc nt of l ief. The prop o si ti n

ich rank s the 10 est Ith both roup i s "Goo ' o r k o ne

re nough for Sal.v t 10n " • It mu st be mm ai ze d th t t he

cli f f renc s re not s1 ni flc nt in th rn s 1 ve s , but su i t rn a

a t h ee 0 r out th c nt entl n f th fir t hypoth I s

t h t non-C tho11c stu nt o incre in th lr c rt i n t y of

b l 1e f s , numb r r b 1 i f a, t c , , in t ypi c 1 C t holi c

moo1 sit u t i on. I t oul be not f u rthe r th t c rt Inty

of b 1 i f is not th cri t r i on f si r ble re spon i n

11 c !Ie s. On an i t m su ch s th m nt l ned bov (Good
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'ork sAlone re no u f or Salv t in ), swell s such

it ma as "Divorce is Social Necessi t y," "F ith Alo n is

Eno for Selv tion," and "Birth Control is Soci81.

Necessit y," h i p r-c nt s of sbel ief are d i rnbl e from

a C tholic point -of-vie •

Non - C tholics in en ral do not p r of ss to b 1 l e f i n

Pu tory and thi s a borne out by the respons s at both

l e vel s, Ith the lsbel ief comin strong r s the stu dent s

adv nced in colle •

On such an i tem s " Birth Control is Soc i al Ne ce s sity, "

whUe t he per c nt .e of th se 1llho 'er unde cide d ecre se ,

the disbelief in incre s d, s s t rue of t he Pu tor y

item.

ile t h e seniors e re less incline d t o belie v e th t

divorc i s so cLal, n cessi t y, they er mor inc1.in d to

b l i v t h at divo r ce i s not mo r all y e v il . An y t seemin ly

inco ruous f ct i s th t mor s nior s olso lo ok upon marri e

s aaor nt I

I t 11 be not d th at n such univ raal Christ i an con e pt s

a s " xistence of God, " "Exist ence f Soul , " "Ten Comm nt s , "

and "The ivi ne N tur e of God, " the t 0 roup s w re u i t e

simil r in t heir re spo n se a d i n e eh inst en ce ther e as

hi deg ree of cert mty of bel i e f , or t least en incl ination

to believe . Those propositions re r in such controversi81.

subjects as divorc , bi rth co ntrol, oo d orks al ne re

nough £or sel v t ion , and f Ith alone 1s nou for s tion ,
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h d I der sp r . d of r ea on • I t i s t once pp rent t het

th se re the ve ry it s e ntlon i pr vious p r , r h t o

ich re spons of di s a ntio be l sir bl e

f ro t h Cathol ic polnt - of -vi •

co e nt oul l i ke is b mAde t h t h l l e thi s

u a p nt d t o norr- c h olic f r e h men n

s nto r-a , e th r th . be r i ti n s , , Moh r

Y th r re l l "l ou s r oup, 11 pr opo itions in d ude d r h e'L d

by on O I' 11 of the Chri st i n de nomi n t i ons but not

n ce B ril y by ny ot h r . r oup.

il It h s b n r-e e te y p o i nt d out t h t the resul ts

of th u Y do not In i t e sl n ifl c t dif fe nc es, t

t h .26 P r c nt 1 v 1 of c nfl ence, it do a te to In c

th t col l s t u e nt 8 h v c .rt In f inl t r 1 · 1 u s c nvi c t l n s ,

rI3 f t h prop ai t i ons icll r kn n to e co mm n to

number o f reli~ i ou s r p s , such of p r r,

fo Iv n s s o f I n , 1st n c of r ce ive d

c r spon l y i P r-cent , 8 of 1 1 f . The u y f urth r

b ra tout th t st u e nt Inc lln d to bellev . th n not

t o b l i e v . t t t h i r fa , f or t h mo t p rt ,,
fo llo th cc t d t r dlt i on Christ 1 n p ri nci 1 s .

e m i n purpo s o f t hi s st Udy , ho v r , s n t t empt to

det nnin th evelo nt of rell iou cone p t s d i t h s e n

cl rl y brau ~t out th t differe n c s i 0 cu r . " mu t kf'le

In min t h ut i f t n d sex f c t ors h be e n cont ro l l e d n d

1 er a l i n cure , th re sul t o ul not

n caa m y h b e n the s e. Lik l ae , e c nnot
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lIhet h r t hi s diff renc i s thro t h e cou rs t n, th

influe nce of the cl e '1, t h e fri n d i ith C thol i c

st u de nt s, th e r 1 t mo s re pr e v lent, or y numbe r f

oth r f ct or e It is only i n co nsi th i s p rt lcul r roup

of st u nt s i n this p rticul r test itu tion, n u nde r the

co ndi t i on s bro t ut i n this p p r , th t e e n m th

nt th t th re re differe nce t the f mm n nd

8 nior l evel s hi m1 t b i nt rpre te d s evelop nt nl

Iilenomenon du to t heir tt n nee t C t holic uni v rstt Ye
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