
Brigham Young University Brigham Young University 

BYU ScholarsArchive BYU ScholarsArchive 

Theses and Dissertations 

1975 

Reasons For Non-Enrollment and Low Attendance in LDS Early Reasons For Non-Enrollment and Low Attendance in LDS Early 

Morning Seminary at Minneapolis-St. Paul Morning Seminary at Minneapolis-St. Paul 

Wayne P. Smith 
Brigham Young University - Provo 

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholarsarchive.byu.edu/etd 

 Part of the Educational Assessment, Evaluation, and Research Commons, and the Mormon Studies 

Commons 

BYU ScholarsArchive Citation BYU ScholarsArchive Citation 
Smith, Wayne P., "Reasons For Non-Enrollment and Low Attendance in LDS Early Morning Seminary at 
Minneapolis-St. Paul" (1975). Theses and Dissertations. 5123. 
https://scholarsarchive.byu.edu/etd/5123 

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by BYU ScholarsArchive. It has been accepted for inclusion 
in Theses and Dissertations by an authorized administrator of BYU ScholarsArchive. For more information, please 
contact scholarsarchive@byu.edu, ellen_amatangelo@byu.edu. 

http://home.byu.edu/home/
http://home.byu.edu/home/
https://scholarsarchive.byu.edu/
https://scholarsarchive.byu.edu/etd
https://scholarsarchive.byu.edu/etd?utm_source=scholarsarchive.byu.edu%2Fetd%2F5123&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/796?utm_source=scholarsarchive.byu.edu%2Fetd%2F5123&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/1360?utm_source=scholarsarchive.byu.edu%2Fetd%2F5123&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/1360?utm_source=scholarsarchive.byu.edu%2Fetd%2F5123&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://scholarsarchive.byu.edu/etd/5123?utm_source=scholarsarchive.byu.edu%2Fetd%2F5123&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:scholarsarchive@byu.edu,%20ellen_amatangelo@byu.edu


ol01

REASONS FOR enrollmentnonenrollmentNON AND LOW attendanceATTEN

IN

dancinDANCIEdancic

LDS EARLY MORNING SEMINARY AT

PAUL

A thesis

presented to the

department of church history and doctrine

brigham youngyoang universityuni

in

versitv

partial fulfillment

of thethle requirements for the degree

master of religious education

by

wayne plattpiatt smith

april 1975

J

minneapolis ST

0 L



satisfsatish ing

blarrflarr is ornmittee

this thesis by wayne platt smith is accepted in its present

form by the department of church history and doctrine in the college

of religious instruction of brigham young university as satisfying the

thesis requirements for the degree of master of religious education

ames R harris committee chairman

L
lamaramar C berrettfberretta department chirrnanCHirrnan

6 w74
date o5department chairmansairmansCh signature

11

the sis

YL

degree

CO w
11

an

berret tf chca4rban

ovdep ent

eza

ol MALJ
ichardlehard 0 cowangowan ommitteecommittee member

walz

ovsep



simplifsimplic ing

exhibitexhibietedlted greabgreat patienceatiencepatience and concern

111iiilii

acknowledgements

the author wishes to express appreciation for the encourage-

ment and help of dr jamesjarnesjannes R harris and dr richard 0 cowan who

served as his advisory committee

paul W wilson president of the minneapolis minnesota stake

offered encouragement and helpful suggestions for simplifying the

questionnaire kenneth D peterson coordinator of seminaries and

institutes of religion in the central states division offered encour-

agement and assisted in gaining permission to survey the students

this study is dedicated to the ithorsauthor s wife gwynne without

whose faith encouragement and labors it would never have been com-

pleted and to their children who helped with the enve lopes y prayed for

their daddy and exhibited

minnesotastake

yl

he ped envelopes

P

at



I11

LDS church in

TABLE OF CONTENTS

page

acknowledgements

vi

chapter

I1 introduction 1

LDS church education programs

paul

4

hypothesis to be tested 6

definition of terms 7

IL REVIEW OF THE literature 9

seminary enrollment

23

IILIII111illlillii RESEARCH procedures 28

questionnaires

31

IVTV ANALYSISANALYST OF THE nonenrollmentenrollmentNON DATA 35

distance to seminarySern 0inary S 10 35

school conflicts 42

work conflicts 45

iv

acknowledge ME NTS 0 0 0 0 0 9 9 a iiiU

LIST

i

OFlistoftablesTABLES

minneapolis st a 0 0 0 9 3

statement ofol01 the problemProb lern

0 0 0 S 0 0 IF v IN 0 ir & 10

seminary attendancesemiilary 0 0 0 & A 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 212

summary

1

0 0 t 11 0 f 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 28

mailing and acceptance

9

3 ENROLLME NT



v

chapter page

negativenegatidegati reaction to previous seminary experience 45

inactivity in the LDS church 50

V ANALYSIS OF THE LOW attendance DATA 58

effect of gasoline price 58

distance to seminary 62

efficiency of seminary transportation schedules 63

school conflicts 66

work conflicts

68

inactivity in the LDS church 72

lack of parent support 73

VI SUMMARY 75

findingsWin 9dinIs 10 0 0 16 0 0 0 01 0.0 0 9 0 0 77

conclusions 83

comparisons with previouspreviou studies 84

recommendations 87

bibliograpibibliographybibliograph IY 90

appendixes 92

A letters of transmittal 92

B questionnaires 95

C summarysumniaryof of suggestionssuacrestions for improving seminary 99

ve

OFTIJE

trans portationsortationpor tation

6 6

0 0- 4 0 0 0 it a 67

negative reaction to current seminary experience

10

0 0 f 0 0 0 0

b 0

s 19

semi na rybb



larnar schoolactivities

LIST OF TABLES

tabletabie page

1 summary of student writeinwrite reasonsin for non enroll
ment or low attendance from previous studies 27

2 summary of questionnaires mailed and received 33

3 comparison of distance to seminary for non
enrollees dropouts and attenders 37

4 summary of bishops generalized reasons for the
respective seminary performance of non enrollees
dropouts and attenders 38

5 summary of writeinwrite responsesresponsein explaining biggest
reason for the respective seminary performance
of non enrollees dropouts and attenders 39

6 summary of responses to the transportation options
in the check list of additional factors applying
to non enrollees dropouts and attenders 41

7 summary of seminary or institute of religion
enrollment projections of ofstudentsstudents and parents 41

8 summary of responses to the schoolschoo options in the
check list of Additionadditional factors applying to
non enrollees dropouts and attenders 43

9 summary of extracurricularextracurricul school activities of
non enrollees dropouts and attenders 44

10 summary of work schedules of non enrollees
dropouts and attenders 46

11 summary of previous seminary experience of non
enrollees dropoutseroDrocro attenderspoutspoats and their families 47

12 summary of responses to the seminary options in
the check list of additional factors applying to
non enrollees dropouts and attenders 49

vi

tab ae1e

prev S tud ie s10 USS

R

generalizedaliped

s

0 IF 0 0 4

andattenders

l1

at



I1

vilvii

table page

13 summary of parent feelings about the value
of seminary

viivil

feelisfeeliidigsigs

boutsuouts

51

14 summary of student church attendance as reported
by students and bishops 54

15 summary of effect of increased gasoline price on
dropout and attender family driving 60

16 summary of early morning seminary teachersTeach
suggested

errserts
reasons for the individual seminary

performance of dropouts and attenders 61

17 summary of student transportation schedules
on school mornings 64

180 summary of invitations or encouragement to
dropoufcs and attenders to go to seminary 70

19 summary of responses to the encouragement options
in the check list of additionaladditionaadditions factors applying to
dropouts and attenders

0 0 IP

18

dro

v 9 4 s 0 71
Addi tionatlona



I1

1

oioidv

arlsrlrath

chapter I1

introduction

LDS CHURCH EDUCATION PROGRAMS

from its beginning the church of jesus christ of latterdaylatter

saints

day

LDS or mormon church has fostered numerous educational

programs for its members of all ages

in the early 18303 the prophet joseph smith first president

of the church indicated a broad base for these programs when he

taught as recorded in the doctrine and covenants that membersmern ofbers

the church should

teach oueone another that you maybe instructed more
perfectly in theory in principle in doctrine in the law of the
gospel in all thingsthinors that pertain unto the kingdomkingdo of god thathatthad aret
expedient for you to understand

of things both in heaven and in the earthearthy and under the earth
things which have been things which are things which must shortly
come to pass things which are at home things which are abroad
the wars and the perplexities of the nations and the judgments
which are on the land and a knowledge also of countries and of
kingdoms

that ye may be prepared in all things

and study and learn and become acquainted with all good
books and with languages tongues and people

the doctrine and covenants salt lake city the church of
jesus christ of latterdaylatter saintsday 1959 88778090158877 809015

programsfor

18 30s pre sidentaident

may be
in princ aptelpte

which

andlearn

L he
1959 88778080 90 15

1

nm



over the yearsyear these continuing educationaleducationateducation deavorsendeavorsen have

included encouragement for personal study regular meetings a wide

range of publications and periodicals adult education programs coll-

eges and universities and a varying number of parochial schools

during the early 19003 as the church turned its parochialparo

schools

chiat

in the united states over to local public school systems it

continued to encourage a well rounded education this was made poss-

ible in many areas by providing weekday religious education programs

for its student membersmerrl

for

bers

college age students institutes of religion offered

classes compatible with college and university schedules for youn

ger students eminariesseminariesemin wereariesarles organized grades nine through

twelve ofot these seminary programs eventually became daily classes

during school hours wherever state laws provided released timetime11tibe for

religious instruction anda therend was a sufficient LDS population to just-

ify erecting a building adjacent to public school facilities

later in states without enough church members to make rel-

eased time seminary practical or where there were no released

time provisions in the law classes were offered each morning before

school in conveniently located chapels or homes As this phase of the

program caught on it becamebecamtbecart known as arlyearly morningilrnorningnmornin seminarygil

during the 1972731972 school73 year there were 230491 students

enrolledenrol inleI somesorne kind of seminary or institute of religion program in

all fifty states of the usoUS and thirtyseventhirty foreignseven countries early

z

s

eventuallybecarne

facilitiesaties

th s

pr grarn 1

230 491

at

ariygaarn



additaddia onalonai fore

eapolisempolis st paul and four other cities within about one hundred miles
4 5and the first stakestare in minnesota was organized it was named the

9197273419727341972 seminaries73 and institutes annual reporfcunpub
lisheddished report of the church educational system ppap 2 2714927

andrew

149

jenson encyclopedic history salt lake city
deseret news publishing otttffm

stake4staked in

3andrewcandrew

5deserodeser etnewsetness

morning seminary accounted for 51264 of these students in forty

three states four provinces of canada and three additional foreign

countries

LDS

s

CHURCPICHURCH IN minneapolis ST PAUL

the first LDS missionaries to proselyte in minnesota appar-

ently came in 1868.1868 this was a few years after the mormons had

begun colonizing in the rocky mountains following persecutionpersecutionand and

removal from several midwestern states progress in minnesota was

good and many of the converts migrated to utah territory in 1876 a

scandinavian congregation the first branch of the church in minn-

esota was organized in isanteasante county by 1885 LDS emigration from

the state had subsided in 1930 there were 967 members in the state
3and four chapels were owned by the church

by 1960 there were about 2600 members concentrated in minn

A take11 is an lesiasticalecclesiastical administrative unit with local
church leaders presiding over several congregations or wards

deseret news church news salt lake city november 29
1960 pp r n

3

51 264

ign

2c

we re

report I1 un abubk P
lished

co 1 1941 p 514151.41

aa4a tarell ece

2 9
15

1972



morniborning

4

minnesota stake untiluntitunbit early 1974 when its name was changed to the

minneapolis minnesota stake to reflect the geographical location of

its headquarters

about the samesa timeme the stake was organized early morning

seminary was introduced in the paul area during

1973741973 there74 were over two hundred students enrolled in thirteen

classes the author a native of utah is presently employed full

time by the church as area director of this seminary program and

has lived in minneapolis since june 1972

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

for the last few years only about 50 percent of the potential

LDS students in the minneapolisMmneapolis st paul area havehaven been enrollingrolling in

early morning seminary most of those who enroll have been com-

pleting the year with credit

during 1973741973 the74 usual 50 percent of the potential students

enrolled but this time fewer than one half of them even came close to

80 percent attendance to receive credit for the year

this study will attempt to determineterrnineterraine why only 50 percent of the

potential LDS students in grades nine through twelve enroll why so

many students attended poorly or discontinued part way through 1973-

74 and what effect the significant increase in the price of gasoline

during the year had on attendance

several studies have been made on enrollment or attendance

s

minneapolis st

en

dt

studiesdieg

terrolnenineoine
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among LDS seminary or institute students the author found three

dealing with early morning seminary and applicable to the questions of

the present study of these three studies two dealt with enrollment

and one with attendance

differencedifferences s in LDSIDS church population

the enrollment studies were done in geographical areas utah

1959 and southern alberta 1972 where the LDS church is much

more populous than in minnesota and they reached different con-

clusions about the reasons for non enrollment this suggested the

possibility of broadeningbroa thedensingdenting samplesampie and perhaps adding new findings

the attendance study was conducted in montana in 1965 at

that time the LDS church population was comparable to minnesotasminnesotalsMinnesotaminnesotanMin

but

nesotas

there must have been some differencesdifferencel because since then the

number of church members in montana has increased almost 300 per-

cent while in minnesotaMinne itsolta has only gone up about 50 percentper

utah
6

clent

is about 72 percent LDS the figures below compare

the relative LDS church population in alberta montana and minn

7esotadesota at the end of 1964 and 397319733.973

1974 church almanac salt lake city deseretDesere news in
cooperation with tiiefchetileache church historical department n d p 197

7 recapitulation ofaf formforrndorrn E unpublished reports located in
the LDS church historicalhistoric department archives salt lake city 1964
1973

5

haut or

quest fionslons 0

rea sons

montana

montan&has

6

v ith

in
al lal-e

clusions

fc

ls

differ encel s
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alberta montana minnesota

1964 25366 8513 5262

1973 31049311049 23317 807781077

price of gasoline

in the fall of 1973 after a summer of rumors and fluctuating

prices there began to be a steady rise in the cost of gasoline in the

minneapominneapolis paul area it started at about thirtysixthirty centssix a gal-

lon and stabilized at about fifty cents a gallon early in 1974.1974

many people wondered about the reality of the shortage but1

they were repeatedly and convincinglyconvincinglv assured that it was real and

could remain for several years

hypothesis TO BE TESTED

it was felt that some factors in the present study would be com-

parable to the findings of the three previous studies but there wouldouldouid

also be significant differences A hypothesis was developed that dis-

tance from seminary classes would be the major reason for non

enrollment and the higherhilyherhilcher price of gasolineofgasoline would be cited as a hard-

ship and the biggest reason for decreasing or discontinuing attendance

re s ea rchach design

an attempt was made boto survey each LDS student in grades

nine through twelvevelve in the

lon

paul area during 1973741973

and

74

his parents through the mail over four hundred letters were

6

minne s ota

25 366 81 513 5 262

zaz3 317

in

is st

manypeople

W

attemptwas

throu yh t minneapolis st

minne

Minne apo

convincing lv



siousituskoudents

veniwent

eapolisempolis st

aa8a oishopbishop is a lay ecclesiastical leader who presides over a
wardt1wardtoward 11 or cngregationcongregation within a stake A ard11 consists of any-

where from boutabout two hundred to about seven hundred membersinembersembers

sent out student and parent surveys together

about two hundred questionnaires wentvient to students not enrolled

in seminarysernsenn aboutinary one hundred wentweatwe toat studentsstudent who enrolled but then

attended poorly or discontinued and about one hundred ventwent to

students who attended regularly
Q

the eight bishops and thirteen early morning seminarysern

teachers

inary

in the paul area were also surveyed the

author intended that the bishops and teachers evaluations could be

compared with the responses to some items orionorl the questionnaires of

studentssitudents who were not enrolled and students who attended poorly or

discontinued andaridarld their parents he also intended that the responses

of students who attended regularlyregular ly and their parents could be com-

pared with some of the responses of the other students aridanda parentsrid

particularparticularly on the distance and gasoline items

de limitations

about twentyfivetwenty studentsstufive insdento an isolated area away from minn

paul and about six other students all of whom participated

in homehonnie study seminary rather than early morning were not included

definition OF TERMS

A oi shop

7

s

8

minneapolis st

and

wh0

respo qses stude ntsants

in

ward
a

ily

in

went

arld

bishop

ases



for purposes of this study the following terms will be used to

identify students except in chapter II11 review of thethel literature

where each author had used his own terms

nonenrolleenon

an

enrollee

LDS student enrolled in grades nine through twelve during

1973741973 but74 not enrolled in seminary

dropout

LDS seminary student who paid for his materials and started

to comecorne but even with some excused absences did not reach 80 per-

cent attendance during the year

attender

LDS seminary student who attended 80 percent or better

during the year

8

14

ldsserninary

attende r



chapter II11il

REVIEW OF THE literature

some reading was done by the author to begin to determine why

only one half of the students in the paul area enroll in

early morning seminarysernserd whyinary so many attended poorly or discontinueddiscontinudiscontinue

part way through 1973741973 and74 the effect if any of the recent increase

in the price of gasoline

the literature yielded some valuable information but the

author felt that new research was justified particularly the effect of

higher priced gasoline has apparently never been studied in the LDS

seminary and institute system because it is such a recent develop-

ment

many studies have been compiled on high school enrollment

and attendance but potential LDS seininaryserninaryserpinaryseinsernseln studentsinary are enrolled in

school and attending so there has been a feeling that these studies

would not hebe exactly applicable

severalsevera enrollment and attendance studies of LDS seminary

students were read A total of nine were found which had findings or

conclusions focusingfoc ontising nonenrollmentnon orenrollment nonattendancenon of0attendance theF

nine eight were concerned with enrollment and only one with atten-

dance each of these studies will be reviewed followed by a summary

991

LITERA ICURE

minneapolis st

was

apparentlynever

s

m e nt

1

coric lusionsfusions

willbe bya surmnsuranary
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percperepede pouts parti c

chucchurch

faf9
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SEMINARY enrollment

eight enrollment studies containedcontlained findings or conclusions on

nonenrollmentnon en inenrollmentvoltment LDS seminaries five were conducted with

released time students in utah and idaho and three with early morning

students in utah alberta and arizona

released time

in 1961 hatch queried 125126 utah students no longer enrolled in

seminary and spoke of the 11ll

less

than 45 percent of the dropouts participated in athletics or extracurricextracurr
2ular activities regularlygularly or occasionallyoccasionally1 continuing he said

10 V the dropouts seemed to like physical activities class
participation and to be challenged a feeling of accomplish-
ment help with their personal problems a teacher who
has a sense of humor helps themthern with their classworkcllasswo and has
variety in his lessons the dropouts dislike busy workworky studies
which do not apply to their livestivesilves and teachers who will not allow
them to express their own opinions

he found about one half of the parents and students active in the

LDS church and about 40 percent of the mothers worklingworkingswormling

roy F hatch A study of dropoutsdrop fromouts twelve seminaries
in utah conducted during 19606119606111.196061111960 gilf6111 unpublished61 masters thesis brig-
ham young universityuniversituniversia 1961 p 100

id t pp 101loi bibid3ibid p 102 4ibidbibid ppap 103104103 104

S E M1 NARY

w ith

seminary 0 V difficulty encountered in finding the

real reasons for the students dropping seminary many of the students

did not say why they had quit the class t

his lengthyriathyrinthyle profile of the seminary dropoutdropout11 noted n

tha 11 A ent dro ac1cpated

act v atiesities goI1 I1 re gularlyariy 11 nti nuingcuing

p arsonalars onalonai he r v ho
rk

T he

3

act livetive

stud y
bria

y

3 4ibid 10 1 ibid 1 ibid

11

1

contla ined

pated extracurr

tea c

thelir

wor kling 4

Univer sit
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eieelfele ctiveschives

ppap 82838688

11

students were asked to write in why they were not presently

enrolled in seminary 11 but since almost allailali the reasons given were

also includedincludedininclude in the checklist that followed this question no complete

tabulation of the responses wasvlaswlas givencriven A summary of the imcompletecompleteincompleteim

5listing of responses reported in his appendix follows paraphrased

unaccounted for 50
other class needed or desired 31
negative response to seminary class 10
negativeegativeelative response to seminary teacher 8

other conflicts 1

hatch did summarizesum themarizemarise most frequently checked reasons for

dropping out of seminary the top elveneleveneivenel areven paraphrased below

felt other classes more important 58
class conflict couldnt work seminary in 52
too many required high schoolschools classes 46
too much stress on journal work 38
would have taken seminarysennseun ifiiinaryluary sevenyevenC periods 36

learned little lost interest and quit 34
too much repetition from sunday school MIA 29
see little value in religiousrelicfious education 24
plan to register for seminarysern nextinary year 23
seminary too routine not enough challenge 22
did not feelfeet at home in seminary 212

hatch

1

concluded

YO

1 manymary of the students who are not enrolled in seminary would
like to be enrolled but because of the increased state require-
ments it1 was difficult for many of the students to take seminary
and some of the other electives that they desired and sucillsfcillstitt graduate
from high school in the normal number of years

8 if the students desire to take seminary many of the excuses
offered were not valid

9 many of the teachers are not recognizing the individual diff-
erences of their students

5ibtd p 113 bidibid

enr olledbolled a 11

N

5 0

3170
70

mr os t

6
1

5 8
5 2 1

1

4 6

3670

re cistervister 2370
2 2

ar e

sem inary

teachers are rec ognizingognizing

5 yb id
6

82 83 86t 88
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continuicontinua

thanthethanghe

certaibertal

12

10 where there is only one teacher at a seminary sometimes
personality conflicts develop and some of the students refuse to
take seminary from that particular teacher

12 the attitude of the parents in the home influenced the lives
of the students more than any other singleinglesingie factor

in 1963 schramm surveyed 101 students in grades nine and ten

who were preregisteredpre inregistered pocatello idaho schools for the following

year but not preregisteredpre inregistered seminary and 368 students pre regis
Q

ceredtered in both he postulated six major areas of possible differences

in attitudes between the two groups

0 0 1 satisfaction in terrnstermbberrns of seminary goals personalper har-
mony

sorial
with certaincertal LDS religiousrellareliareila principlesrinciplesprinciplesiouslous family pressure to

continue or discontinue seminary training peer group pressure to
continue or discontinue seminary training student interest in the
seminary program and studentsstudent sic interaction with the sem-
inary faculty 7

he found the continuing students mean responses were nearer

the positive end of the scale those of the noncontinuingnon studentscontinuing

nearer the negative end of the scale in all six areas and

deve ioptoplop

theparents
s 7

and368
8

i n P

studentinterest
s

9

ng

11
fo

greater variance in the responses made by the noncontinuingnon thancontinuing the

continuing students 11

after

10

a lengthy analysis schramm concluded as follows

7ibld7jbid
7 ppap 106107106

Q

107

clarenceciarenceglarence F schramnschrammschram u A study of differences in attitudes of
continuingritinuingCO and non conhlnuing seminary students at the pocatello
idaho LDS seminary unpublished field project brigharnBrig youngharn
university 1963 p 17

id 7 p 18 ibid I1 apppp 484948p 49

8ciarence

if

91bid 10

n

Continui

conti nuingcuing



I1

difdlfdifferencesjecerences were significant in all areas ex-

cept attitude toward extracurricular activities

ppap 515252

gerald F tayirtaylor A study of the differences between
seminary and nonseminarynon studentsseminary at the ogdenweberogden seminaryweber
196364196364111963 unpublished64 masters thesis brigham young university
1964 ppap 343

ibid

4

experieesperie incingpersonal

tinulticuli ng

influeinflux I1 ce

aatiacti vfties theth area with the

most significant differences was influence of the family it in the

lllbidilibid

alsrls

13

2 the probability of a seminary student continuing or
discontinuing the prescribed course of study was significantly inf-
luenced by the extent to which the student felt that seminary
classes were interesting that his family and friends expected himhirn
to enroll in seminaryseunsern thatinaryluary he was experiencing personal satis-
faction in the seminary programograinpr that he had a favorable assoc-
iation with the seminary teacher and that his personal life was
harmonious with church standards

3 tllethetiletiie noncontinuingnonnou c seminaryontinuingcontinuingcontinuing student his friends nor his
family did not identify as closely with the church as did the con-
tinuing student his friends and his family

4 factors within the seminarysernseun programinary or adult expectations
or public school scheduling resulted in a greater proportionroporflon of
girls than boys continuing seminary instruction

in 1964 taylor studied 181 studentsinstudentsstuden in grades ten through

twelve enrolled in the ogdenweberogden LDSLDweber seminary and one hundred

students enrolled in the weber high school but not enrolled in sem-

inar y 12inary he postulated eight areas of possible differences in attitudesattitude

between the two groupsjgroups five appear to have come from schramm

p 16

c on

instruct ionlon

S

oi in s

0 association with the seminarysern facultyinary student situation
in the high school attitude of peers toward seminary studentstuden aatt-
itude

tt
toward I1extracurriculaextracurricular activities influence of the family

student attitudeattlatti towardeudeCude the church student interest in seminary
and attitude toward churchcharch adersleaderste

he

13

found that the

in

51

maste

13 p16

tsin

ft

extracurricula r

1 2geraldgeraidjgerald

6411

pig



I1

encenrolledbolled

interestininteresting

ijaij4

aaa7

15 16

continueontinue

14

area studentistudent interest in seminary the nonseminarynon studentsseminary

responses were more positive than negative over 50 percent indic-

a ted 14atedabed a positive interest in seminary tr

taylor also gave students an opportunity to write in the most

important reason1reasonifreasonsreason why1if they were or were not enrolled in seminary

his findings are paraphrased below

unaccounted for
other class needed or desired
negative response to seminary class
no reason or blank
negative response to teacher
negative response to religion
did not feelfeet need after graduating
lacked information
new convert

9

50
18
12

3

3

2
2

I11

he

t10

concluded n the factors which determine the probability

of a student enrolling in seminary are the association with the sem-

inary faculty the studentsstude situationnalsntls in the high schoolschoot 06n

in 1965 salisbury compared sixtysixsixty seniorssix enrolled in the

burleybarley idaho high school but not enrolled in seminary with sixty

one seniors enrolled in both like hatch he found it difficult to get to

the real reasons for students discontinuingdiscontinuina seminary because someomesobeobe
n did not respond well to the section listing reasons 11

ibid ppap 100101100 ibid101 ppap 8992992899 ibid61 92 ppap1 102103102

charles

103

D salisbury A study to determine what caused
students to discontinue attending the bur ley seminary before obtain-
ing a fourthyearfourth certificateyear 1961 65 unpublished masters thesis
brigham young university 1965 ppap 676 7
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he askeasked the students to write in what they considered their

n most important reason for discontinuing seminary before ob

f Q

tainingtalininctbaining a fourthyearfourth certificateyear u his findings are paraphrased

other class needed or desired
negative reaction to the teacher
did not feel need after graduating
quit school or got married
moved seminarysern notinary available
did not answer
negative reaction to seminary class
negative influence of peers

he also found that

45
17
14
11
4
4
3

2

thirtyone percent of the students who had discontinued in
this study did it at the conclusion of their third year 0 seminarysem inaryt

nearly one third of the students indicated a preference
for physicalphy educationsicalsicat rather than seminary

parents of seminary students who discontinued seminary gen-
erally had not taken seminary themselves or thay had discontinued
0 0 0 brothers and sisters of students who had discontinued sem-
inary usually had similarsirni recordslaar of discontinuance

seminary students expressed a desireadesireadesime to participate in sem-
inary activities those who had discontinued seminary had part-
icipated in fewer seminary functions than did those who had re-
mained in seminary

he drew no separate conclusions

in 1966 cutleruttercubler used ninetyeightninety seminaryeight dropouts in grades

nine through twelve in the saltsalbsaib lake valley for his study he

asked them to write in why theythex had withdrawn from seminary his

ibid p 43 ibid

0
daniel Ww1wa cutlercuttergutlergutier A study of seminarySern dropoutsinary in the salt

lake valley seminary district 1964661964 unpublished66 field project
brigham young university 1966 p 56

d
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findings are paraphrased below

other class needed or desired
negative response to teacher
negative responseresponsrespens to class
negative response to religion
negative influence of peers

additional findings included

48
25
19

4
4

0 it 1 out of those students who were categorized under the
heading of other class needed or desired 37 percent tooktoo elec-
tive classes such as physical education P E study hall arts
and raftscrafts and shop

the percentage of students who were engaged in extracur-
ricular activities at the high schools was 75 percent 37
percentwerepercen engagedtwere in more than one

seminary dropouts were above average in attendance at their
church meetings

less than 45 percent of the students indicated that they were
employedemp loyedtoyed during the school year

he concluded

1 many students are faced with the difficult problemprob oflernlennienn ful-
filling course requirements for high school graduation and of
finding time and opportunity for classes at seminary apparently
this is a particular concern of students who are followingfoifot collegeLowing
preparatory programs

2 the fact that thirtyfivethirty studentsfive took such classes as arts
and crafts shop study hall and physical education suggests a
motive other than conflictconflictconflic of schedule

3 seminary dropouts were generally active in timeconsumingconsuming
extracurricular activitiesaclhvit atiesles the high schools but were not
engaged in such other timeconsuming activities as afterschoolafter
employment

school
driving or working on cars

4 even though students withdrew from seminary they still had
an active interest in the meetings and affairs of the church somesorne
students expressed the desire to serve on a mission for the
church 23

2ltbid21
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24donald24donald G janson factors influencing student enrollment in
the LDS church early morning seminary program in the irving junior
high school area unpublished mastermasters s thesis university of utah
1959 p 10

25ibid p 15 26ibid p 17 ibid p 30 ibid ppap 21 32

itailatta

ponnonbon enrolleeenroll parents stronglystrongly1

307o3070 all

seminalseminarly program in their reaarea

students were asked to mark the most important reason they

were not enrolled in seminary in a list of ten options with blank lines

9 Rfor writeinwrite answersin the results are28 paraphrasedaphrased below

unaccounted for 29
negative response to religion 23
lack of transportation 20
disliked early 745 class time 47 a reason 17

lack of information 30 a reason 11

lnaina

pacpar

17401710 ibidej

17

early morning

three early morning seminary enrollment studies were

reviewed one was done in utah in 1959 one in arizona in 1963 and

one in southern alberta in 1972

in 1959 janson questioned 102 ninth grade seminary students

sixtyeightsixty ofeight their parents forty nonenrollednon studentsenrolled and forty

24three of their parents in salt lake city he found 97 percent of the

enrolled students parents and 86 percent of thethelteethew nonenrollednon studentsenrolled

parents desireddesired11ildesired their children to attend 5 with 65 percent of the en-

rollee parents and 35 percent of the nonenrolleenonenrollnon

A
desiring their children to attend but he also found only about one

half of the enrollee parents and very few nonenrolleenon parentsenrollee knew

27very much about the seminary

10 2

25

e e
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results28
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notmot more than 20 percent of nonattendance could be acc-
ounted for in terms of lack of church conviction or activity either
on the part of the non attenders or on the part of their parents

ibsits coutelcould probablyprobablybe be more effective than adults in
enlistment workworld

flefie

ppap 353635

A

36

smallsmail ward education committeecommittee1committeescon was1irnitteell responsible to keep
track ol0101 the seminaryserryserra activityinary 0 allaliail potentipotential seminary students in
their ward encouraging them tcofcotto enroll and attend and helping to arr-
ange transportation these committees have now been superceded by
one executive secretary in each ward who is assignedassicyned the same res-
ponsibilities along with other duties he has

18

concerning these regalesresalesresutts he observed

a 0 0 it is singular that 20 percent of non attenders and 14
l 1

1

percent of attenders 729 lived weliwellweil beyond to miles from the sem-
inary building most of them somewhat scattered and isolated
from eligibleeLig studentsibieible

thirty percent also indicated in answer to another question
that they might havehavre enrolled had they known more about the pro-
gram with 17 5 percent indicating that a personal contact might
have influenced them to attendattends

onlyonty 15 percent of the attenderslttenderstenders inindicateddicalted that they would
not have enrolled in seminary regardless of how they had been
approached n

he further found that

ap1p IN

attendance seemed to be significantly greater among children
of families of four or more children

there were no significant differences in church activity be-
tween attenders and eligible non attenders

the early hour of class time was universally disliked and men-
tioned as a reason for non enrollment

he1le1 drewle no separate conclusions

in 1963 Loosle comparedcomp theaxed early morning seminary enroll-

ment of thirty wards in arizona fifteen with and fifteen without

32organized ward education committees he wanted to see if wards

ibid p22 ibid I1 p 32 ibid
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36 studytudy to determine reasons why
LDS students were not enrolled in LDS seminary in the southernuthernathern
alberta seminary district during 197071111970 unpublished7111 masters
thesis brigham young university 1972 ppap 37 13 20

37 ibid I1 p 36 ibid ppap 23

19

0 1with organized committees had a higher percentage of enrollment
34he found that there werewer no significant differences but one

of his conclusions was that 1 contacting students does slightly

increasincrease enrollment if they are contacted before they register for sem

35mary

in 1972 mcclung surveyed eightyoneeighty studentsone not enrolledenrolenrot inted

LDS seminary in southern alberta their bishops and seventyfourseventy

of

four

their parents he had a mixture of released time and earleari mor-

ning students but did not give a breakdown the present author
5

assumes the majority were early morning students six students

were in the ninth grade fourteen in tenth grade seventeen in eleventh

37grade and twentyonetwenty inone twelfth

he said education in canada was very different from the united

states and that somesornesonne of the seminary programs in alberta were very
00

unstable during 1970711970 when71 he was making his study

he asked the students tozo write in why they were not presently

gordon S loosle A study to determine the influence of
ward education committees on nonreleasednon timereleased seminaryserninaryserpinary enroll
mentment11bent unpublished masters thesis brigham young university 1963
p 6
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enrolled in seminary n instead of compiling the responses he simply

39quoted about one half of themetheinethernetherteher as samples our summary of these

samples follows

unaccounted for
negative influencenf ofluence peers
negative response to seminarysennsern teacherinary
negative response to religion
lack of transportation
negative response to seminarysern classinary
school starts too early
lacked information
illness
outside influence

58
21

4
4
4
2

2

2
2
1

A check list followed the writeinwrite questionin A paraphrased

summary of the fourteen most frequently checked reasons for not

being enrolled40 is presented below along with the approximate per-

centage of students who checked each one most of the questions were

taken from hatchesilatchslatchsI 1961 questionnaire

too early in the morning 54
too much repetition from sunday school MIA 44
hard to wake up in time 43
not enough study time if take seminary 42
couldnt work seminaryseminaryin in 41
did not feelfeet at home in seminary 40
seminary not helpful 31
see little value in religious education 31
seminary too routine not enough challenge 28
did not have transportation to seminary 26260

had I1 done my part S would have been enjoyable 26
seminary is only for the religiousreligiobeligio few 19
I1 plan to register for seminary next year 14
too much emphasisemdemo onhasis journal work 14

for the parents he found 49 percent of the mothers working

ibid ibid
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outside of the home he found 78 percent of the parents wantedwanted11

their children to attend seminary andaada 77ad percent felt they understood

what seminary was and about 61 percent of the familiesfaifat wereniliesbilies

holding family home evening regularly or occasionally

but then he concluded

1 the lukewarm attitude of parents towards the church causes
an unfavorable attitude in youth towardstovtou enrollingards in seminary

2 improving conditions under which youth attend seminary will
improve seminarysern enrollmentinary

3 adoption of serviceinservicein training for parentspare regardingrits the
real purposes and benefits of seminary will resultresuit inin increased
enrollment

5 very little change needs tofcotcotto be made in the quality of
instruction or in the seminary teachers approach

SEMINARY attendance

there was only one seminary attendanceatte studyadance tnin 196519&5 arnold

surveyed eightythreeeighty attendersthree and thirtyninethirty nonnine attenders of early

morning seminary in grades nine through twelve in montana

he asked the students to write in their reasons for not

attending seminary his findings 046 are paraphrased below

ibid p 22 ibid p 32

ibid 44
I1 p 34 ibid p 64

richard J arnoldAr factorsriold contributing to attendance and
nonattendancenon ofattendance LDS public high school students to nonreleasenon
time

release
LDS seminaries unpublished mastersMast thesisertserys montana state

university 1965 ppap 2Z 3 17
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unaccounted for 10
too hard to getgeb up that early 25
simply not interestedinter insted seminary 20
too many other responsibilities 12
other conflicts 10
negative response to teacher 7

negative response to class 5

school starts too early 5

negative influence of peers 3

lack of information 3

in response to the scales that followed this writeinwrite questionin

over one half of the nonattendingnon studentsattending agreed that religionrelirellreil wasodon

important seminarysennsern wasinary held at a time they could attend they got

along well with seminary students had a testimony and transpor-

tation was not a problem 28 percentperc gaveelit some indication that it was

by disagreeing at the other end of the scales they furtherfurtheburthe

granted that their parents had not discouraged attendance they did

not liveuve too far away were concerned about religion got along with

the teacher y did not have other obligations during seminary were en-

couraged by someone to attend and got along with seminary students4studentsvstudentsstudent

he

4

concluded

1 students who want to attend seminary will be able to do so
2 students who dontdonn want to attend seminary willrill findintfrindffind

erestscrests
int

or responsibilities which conflict with the time of
seminary instruction

3 the time of class instruction is not a deterrent to atten-
dance students who attend regularly indicate that getting up in
the morning is hard forfoxfot them as frequently as do those who do not
attend seminary

5 transportation can be obtained for students who are
really interestedi in attending seminary
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SUMMARY

one attendance study and eight enrollment studies concerning

LDS seminary students have been reviewed to discover areas of

emphasis by previous researchersresearch in trying to determine why students

do not enroll or attend regularly findings or conclusions focusing on

reasons for nonenrollmentnon orenrollment low attendance were noted

ilatchhatchlatch 1961 was apparently the first to study released time

enrollment ilepielleflefie encountered difficulty getting at the real reasons for

non enrollment but by asking the students directly through a write

in question and a check list he produced evidence that many students

were choosing other classes over seminary either because high

school graduation credit was needed or some negative experience with

seminary had made other elective classes seem more desirable

twentythreetwenty percentthree of the students said they planned to reg-

ister try seminary again the next year he noted about 40 percent

of the mothers of nonenrollednon studenstudentsenrolled working outside the home

schramm 1963 did not ask the students directly why they

were not enrolled but did find evidence that many of his subjects had

had a negative experience in seminary

taylor 1964t1964 did ask the students directly why they were not

enrolled and the answers confirmedconfirm hatches1 findings that they were

choosing other classesglasses and for the same reasonsrea foundsolassollssoils by hatch

salisbury 1965 and cutlercuttercublercueler 1966 continued to ask the students

researchersin
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directly and confirm hatchshatches findings salisbury noted parents of non-

enrolled students tended to have discontinued or notnobtaken seminary

cutler noted a high 75 percent participation by nonenrollednon studentsenrolled

in extracurricular activities and above average attendance and

interest in church affairs

table 1 page 27 is a summary of the writeinwrite answersin by

students it shows repeated confirmation for hatchshatches original con-

clusion that released time studentsinstudentsstuden in utahttah and idaho choose other

classes over seminary either because of needing high school credit

or because of some negative experience in seminary

the early morning enrollment studies presented a different

and not so consistent picture see table 1 page 27 janson 1959

was apparently the first to make inquiryinqui helieilepieiry was also apparently the

first to consult the parents and although they didnt seem to know

much about the seminary program practically all of them wanted

their children to participate

his study was limited to ninth graders with no previous sem-

inary experience he asked them erectlydirectlyrectly why they were not enrolled

their answers indicated disinterest either in religion or the early

hour of class or a lack of transportation or information

janson found that about the samesarne number as indicated lack of

transportation also lived more than two miles from thehe class helielleile found

no significant difference in church activity between enrolled and non-

enrolled students he noted enrollment did seem to be significantly

nottaken
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higher in familiesmiLlesfa withwithfourfour or more children

mcclungIVIc 1972Clung had a mixture of released time and earyearly

morning students an unstable program and did not give a very com-

plete accounting of student answers to the direct question of why they

were not enrolled extreme disinterestdisinter in the early hour of class and

some negative reaction to seminary experience came out in the sum-

mary of his check list

he confirmed jansons high percentage of parents wanting

their children to enroll and found over 60 percent holding family home

evening like hatch he noted a high 49 percent frequency of mothers

of nonenrollednon studentsenrolled working outside the home

the present author feels his early morning enrollment study

is justified to pursue the distance and transportation problems raised

by jansons 20 percent and mcclungsmcclunesMcC 26lungs percent of studentsudents who said

they lacked transportation and as hypothesized as a major reason for

nonenrollmentnon inenrollment the paul area

another possible contribution would be to investigate the

reasons for the negative reaction to early morning seminary experience

missed by janson because of his ninth grade sample but confirmed by

mcclungsmcclunesMcC checklungs list mcclunguau2 mayclung have been unable to pin down these

reasons because of his mixed released time and early morning sample

and the kunstalunstable program in albertaaluerta during the year of his research

the enrollment portion of the present study may be the first to

be limited strictly to early morning students and have a complete

stud entsants
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range of grades nine through twelve

A third possible contribution suggested by jansonjansons 47 percent

and mcclungmcclungsmcclunes 54 percent of students who cited the early hour of class

as a reason for non enrollment would be to see how much time if

any is lost between early morning seminary and school if it is sig-

nificant then recommendationsrecommendarecommendrecommends lionsa could be made for the latest possible

seminary starting time

arnoldarnolds lone attendance study 1965y asked the students dir-

ectly why they were not attending disinterest and laziness after

attending for awhile and other negative reactions to seminary exper-

ience were predominant suggesting again the need to investigate why

all
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tabletabie I11

summary of student writeinwrite reasonsin for nonenrollmentnon e orenrollment low attendance from previous studies

researcher
year
grades involved
location

loilol

tyo150

lleo1170
101loi0 100loo

of responses
unaccounted porfor
school problems

other class needed or desired
school starts too early

seminary problems
negative response to sernserasermsemmse classcrn
negative

las
response

s
to sem teacher

did not feel need after graduating
simply not interested in seminary

personal problems
negative response to religion
negative influence of peers
quit school or got married
other conflicts
lack of transportation
dislike early 745 class time
too hard to get up that early
too many other responsibilities
illness

other problems
no reason or blank
lacked information
new convert
moved seminarysemi notnarznarx available

released time
hatch
1961iggi
9129 lz12

utautah
1012101loiz1

125
utah

50
100

31

9

10

50050

8
18

i

3
2

3

12
2
1

salisbury
1965196

12

idaho
66

45

3

17
14

2
11

4

4

cutler
1966
9129

utah
12

98

48

19
25

4
4

early morning
jans on

1959
9&p
utah
40

29

23

20
17

11

me C lung
1972

1

taylor
1964
10 12

alberta
81
58

2

2

4

4
21

1

4

2

2

arnold
1965
9129

montana
12

3931
lo1010
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12
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54

hypothehypothec sis

chapter III111ili

RESEARCH procedures

the purpose of this study was to find out why only about one

half of the potential LDS students in the minneapolis paul area

enroll in early morning seminary why so many attended poorly or

discontinued part way through 1973741973 and74 what effect the increase

in the price of gasoline during 1973741973 had74 on attendance

A hypothesis was developed that distance from seminary

classes would be the major reason for non enrollment aridanda therid higher

price of gasoline would be cited as a hardship and the biggest reason

for decreasing orox discontinuingdiscontibisconti attendanceabingauing

reviewing thlethe literature also suggested an investigation of

reasons for negative response to early morning seminarysern andainary the

efficienceefficiencefficiency hof dschool umorning letransportation sschedulesI1

questionnaires

y

the author reviewedeviewedreviewed the instruments used by the researchers

cited in this study and noted cutlercutlersgutlergutier s finding in the preliminary testing

of his instrument that a brief questionnaire would be best

cutler op citcil

s tude ntsants s st

nding

sc e

r

Minneapolipoll

arld



berninasernina ry

29

using some of the hatch and ivicclungmcciangIVIc questionsClung and comments

from the early morning seminary teachers in the area on the reasons

for nonenrollmentnon andenrollment low attendance the author developed four one

page questionnaires with different questions for students parents

bishops and seminary teachers samples of these questionnaires

and the cover letters can be found in the appendix

student and parent questionnaires

most of the student and parent questions could answered by

placing a check mark by the most correct option and many of the

items had a blank line or space to write in additional options each

question was set up so that non enrollees dropouts and attenders

could respond

the students were asked to give their grade and school starting

time and then check the best description of their transportationirtransportation pro-

cedures and timing each school morning their work schedule extra-

curricular activities church attendance and seminary experience

prior to 1973741973 one74 question asked them to check everyone who

had invited or encouragedorencouraged themthern to attend seminary the past year

after checking the best description of their seminary activity

during 1973741973 they74 werevere asked directly why they did what they did

immediately1 following was check list of possible additional factors

applying to their situationsittia mosttion of the questions in the check list

were adapted from the hatch and mcclung check lists theytheywerewere

stud ent

the ir

onequestion

wereadapted

or

were
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intended to elicit reaction to several areas of the studentsstudents1 1973741973

seminary

74

experience

there was a separate question to indicate their seminary or

institute of religion enrollment plans for the next year and an open

question asking for ideas or suggestions to improve seminary

the parents were invited to indicate the prior seminary exper-

ience of other family members their general feelings about the value

of seminarysern theinary general effect of the increased price of gasoline on

their driving habits and the distance to seminaryserpinary

they were then asked to check the best description of their

students seminary activity duringdurino 1073741073 and74 then writewyitewvitewuitewriteavite in why they

thought each one did as he did the same check list followed for par-

ents to check additional factors they thought applied to their students

again there was a separate questionque forstionsidon indicating their feel-

ings about student plans for seminaryorseminary or institute of religion enroll-

ment the next year and a request for ideas or suggestions

bishop and teacher questionnaires

bishops were given the names of the non enrollees dropouts

and attendersattendersin in their wards adanda askednd to generalize church attendance

patterns for each group of students and their parents and write in why

they thought each group of students did as they did at the bottom was

a request for ideas or suggestions to improve seminary

seminaryse teachersn werebinaryiinary given a list of all the students in their

members

a

studentplans

seminary

1

seminaryor

attendersin
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classes and asked to tell why they thought each one perfomred as liehelleile

didd atI1 thed bottom was a request for ideas or suggestions

MAILING AND acceptance

using the ward rosters and seminarysern rollsrolisinary current addresses

were obtained for 412 students in 286 families who could have enrolled

in early morning seminarysern inininary the minneapolis st paul area during

1973741973 each74 student and set of parents was sent a questionnaire

the student and parent questionnaires were mailed in the samesaine

enveenvelopeslopes with a cover letter on top on june 14 1974 the bishopsbisuis

and I1

hopsy

teachers mailedailedquestionnaires onwere june 17 1974 each

envelopeenve alsotope contained a stamped and selfaddressedself envelopeaddressed for

convenient reply

in about a week most of the bishops teachers and families

were contacted by phone with a followupfollow requestup to return the ques-

tionnaires A very few were interviewed over the phonephonepho duringae this

followupfollow callup

response

attenders and dropouts and theirthe1zthesz parents responded very well

but because of the low response from nonenrolleesnon twentyenrollees more of

themthern were interviewed by phone early in july

replies were eventually received from all eight bishops all

thirteenthirtthirteen teacherseencen 163 students andaada 112ad parents this represented

v hy

in minne apolis

was

june17m

pli ionelone 4an

tionnaires

and
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40 percent of the total number of students and parents who were sent

questionnaires and included 21 percent of the non enrollees 42 per-

cent of the dropouts and 76 percent of the attenders

table 2 page 33 gives a breakdown by grade sex and cat-

egory of the students who were sent questionnaires and the total num-

ber of responses received in each category

for non enrollees the grade in school was determined by

noting the average rangeranae of birth months in each grade among the stu-

dents whose grades were known and then assuming thabthat on an average

those nonenrolleesnon whoseenrollees births fell in the same months as most

ninth graders would also be in the nintninthaint gradearadeorade and so on

twentyonetwenty familiesone had students in more than one category

this represents only 7 percent of the total sample responses were

receivedrec fromelved nineteen of these families

acceptance of questionnaires

the students and parents inih each family returned their question

aires in the samesannesabesaune envelope they were told in the cover letterietter that it

was not particularly intendedL that answers be compared but the author

has no way of knowing how many were compared or what effect this

may have had on the honesty of responses most of the questionnaires

appeared to have been stacked together and then folded as a unit before

being placed in the return envelope

theuherhe responses were tabulated manually and the author noticed

0

que stionnaires

ngarn 0

assum ing thatonchaton

h

le atertter

hones itytty
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tabletabie 2

summary of questionnaires mailed and received

gradegrad

8

9

10

11

12

total
mailed

student
replies

percentage 21

nonenrollees

M F T

17 26 43

29 30 59

31 21 52

22 18 41

99 95 194

40

dropouts

M F T

18 18 36

13 IS18 31

22 15 37

11 14 25

64 66 130

55

42

attenders

M F T

1 1 2

12 17 29

10 14 24

7 8 15

9 10 19

39 50 89

68

76

total

2

108

114

104

84

412

163

40

T ab le

non enrollees
e T ota A

5 9

2 1 4270 7 6 4 0
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only two obvious cases of changed answers since they were answers

to factualfac questionstucaltudal they were accepted nine parents or students

filled in questionnaires for the other in their absence in these cases

answers to the factual questions were accepted and answers that

expressed feelings were rejected

on questions two and three of the parent questionnaire where

they indicated their feelings about seminary and the effect of gas

price on their driving habits if more than one option was checked

indicating something in between the lower option was taken the

author felt that if the higher option had been true it alone would have

been checked question four on the student questionnaire concerning

attendance at church activities received the same interpretation

factualquestions answers

riceP



chapter IV

ANALYSIS OF THE nonenrollmentenrollmentNON DATA

questionnaires were mailed to 412 students and their parents

in 286 families and eight bishops in order to determine why about one

half of the potential LDS students in grades nine through twelve in thethelthed

paul area do not enroll in seminary

responses were received from all the bishops 163 students

and 112 parents representing a 40 percent return for students and

parents this included 21 percent of the non enrollees 42 percent of

the dropouts and 76 percent of the attendersttendersa the responses of the

bishops dropouts and attenders and their parents were intended to

serve as comparisons for the responses of nonenrolleesnon andenrollees their

parents

distance to seminary classes school conflicts work conflicts
a

negative reaction to previous seminary experience and inactivity in

the LDS church were investigated as possible reasons for non enroll

ment

DISTANCE TO SEMINARY

parents were asked to indicate the approximate number of

miles one way to seminarysemin althoughatyaxy only fourteen nonenrolleenon

35

enrollee

minneapolis st

42percent

thedropouts

possiblebie
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parents responded to this question table 3 page 37 does appear to

show that nonenrolleesnon tendenrollees to tivelive further away from seminary

classes than dropoutsdro andpoutsponts attenders fifty percent of the nonenrolleenon

parents

enrollee

who responded said they lived ten miles or more away from a

class compared to 28 percent of the dropouts and only 10 percent of

the attenders

the bishops were asked why they thought the nonenrolleesnon inenrollees

their wards were not enrolled in seminary all eight of them as

shown in table 4 page 38 cited inactivity in the LDS church butfour

of them also thought distance was a factor in some cases

students and parents were asked to write in the biggestllbigcrest

reason1reasons for the students seminary pe rformance table 5 page 39

summarizes their answeanswersansbe interestingly none of the nonenrolleesnon

or

enrollees

their parents whovl respondedio wrote in idistancedistance t

A small 7 percent of the nonenrollees and 11 percent of their

parents did say transportation1transportationtransportations was the major reason for non enroll

ment but this is not unique to nonenrolleesnon becauseenrollees a similar 9 per-

cent of the dropouts and 8 percent of their parents aidsaidsaldald the same thing

besides their biggest reason

I1 ve

ved awayfrom

reason 1

rs

ti

non enrollees

s

11 students and parents alsoaiso

checkedche additionalcled factors applying to their situation table 6 page

41 shows the responses to the transportation option only eighteicxht non

enrollees and eleven of their parents responded to the check list so it

maybe inconclusive

A similar 45 percent of nonenrolleenon parentsenrollee and 43 percent of

isoa

sl

may be

1

gilo
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table 3

comparison of distance to seminary for
non enrollees dropouts and attenders

miles

0
1

2

3

4
5
6

7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15

20

total

nonenrolleesnon enrollees

1

3

2

1

2
1

2

1

1

14

7
21

14

7

14
7

14

7

7

29

21

36

14

dropouts

1

3
3

6

2
6

4
3

5

2
6

1

2

1

1

2

1

49

2
6
6

12
4

12
8
6

10
4

12
2

4
2

2

4

2

31

41

22

6

attenders

5

7
7
9
2
7

4
5
2

2

I11

2

2

53

4

TO

9

13
13
15
4

13
8
9
4

4

57

34

6

4

MI L E S

a
tr O0

IV

2 goa90a to
12110

to 1 oto
1

1 40-0 to to

710

3670
410

1

40-0
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tabletabie 4

76707570

summary of generalized reasons for
thebhe respective seminary performance of
nonnou enrollees dropouts and attenders

suggested reasons

for non inactive in LDS church 8 100
enrollment distance 4 50

lack of parent support 1 12

for low laclacklach ofk parent support
attendance distance

get worn out
too early in morning

6 75
0
5

2

pressure 7 88
5 63

number of responses 8

38

bishops

P

10010
5000
1200

4
2 2570
1I az1z al0

for high uceureparent support or press
attendance personal desire

Surn macymary
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table 5

summarySurn ofmary writeinwrite responsesin explaining biggest reason
for the respectivespective seminary performance of

non enrollees dropouts and attenders

writeinwrite reasonsin

blankbiank or dontdonn know
SCHOOL
activities
starts too early

SEMINARY
too early
lost interest
overcame P pressure
negative reaction to T

enjoyed it
PERSONAL
inactive in LDS church
disinterest
changed 3yr3 gadyr rule
rebellion against auth
needs more sleep than most 6

no friends in seminaryseinselnbein
too

60inacyinary
tired

lo10

health

21702110

personal desire
parent expectation
felt obligated
to see friends
parent pressilpressure
habit
graduate early 8th gr
class in home

OTHER
transportation
work

moved
gas price

promised a car

number of responses

nonenrolleesNon

S

enrollees

P
30 36

5

6

5 11

37 17
10

2 6
6

6

7 11
2 6

40 18

dropouts
S P

18 14

6
2

9

20 20
11 2

5 4

2

2
za22z2 35

2 2

9 8

2
2

55 49

attendeattendersattended
S P

26 19019igo

12 9

34 42
7 13
7 2

4 4
3 4
3

3

6

2

68 53

re spec tive

r s

B lank 3 0 3 6 2610 19o

570

2 0 to 2 0
ovescameercame ppressure I1 1 0

1

i 1

1

1
1

3 7

0

770 1370

770 270

1t vo

60-0

enro ilellelie e s

re

goo

ath
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dropout parents did check a transportationnsportationasportation problem as compared to

only ZI21 percent of the attender parents and 18 percent of both non

enrollee and dropout parents chackedchackee too far as compared to 10 per-

cent of attender parents so distance problems are not unique to non

enrollee families but it does appear that nonenrolleesnon hadenrollees a little

bit harder time finding dependable rides since 36 percent of nonennon

rollee

en

parents checked undependable ride compared to 25 percent of

dropout parents and only 10 percent of attendertondertenderat parents

after the check list students and parents indicated student

enrollment plans in seminary or institute of religion classes for the

following year table 7 page 41 summarizes their projections the

fact that 11 percent of the nonenrolleenon parentsenrollee said yes they

thought their students would enrollen androiirotLroli IZ12 percent of their students

said maybeimaybe 11 suggests that there were and will be again a few non

enrollees looking for dependable rides to seminary

with 50 percent of the nonenrolleesnon livingenrollees 10 milesmitesbilesblies or more

from seminarysern classesinary but only 11 percent of nonenrolleenon parentsenrollee

citingitingbiting transportationtransport asaHon the biggest reason for non enrollmentyenrollmentenrollments and

the only unique difference between the transportation problems of non

enrollee families being the 11 percent difference in finding dependable

rides it appears thatthallthail transportation as a function of distance is notnob

a significant factor in enrollmentnonenrollmentnon in more than 11 percent of the

cases

tra

comparedtoparetto

percentof

c I1

transpor leationlzation
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table 6

summary of responses to the transportation options in the
check list of additional factors applying to

non enrollees dropoutsDro andpoutspoats attenders

options

trans problem
too far
gas price
undependable ride

number of responses

nonenrolleesnon enrollees
S P

63 45
25 18
12
37 36

83 11

dropouts
S P

42 43
14 18
22 18
20 25

50 44

attenders
S P

25 21
6 10

17 13
5 10

65 42

tabletabie 7

summary of seminary or institute of religion enrollment
projections of studentsstudem and parents

projection

yes
maybe
no
lankblankbiank

number of responses

nonenrolleesnon
S

enrollees
P

11
12
42 39
45 50

40 18

dropouts
S P

55 67
11
18 10
16 ZZ22

55

870

49

attenders
S P

90 89
1 4
9

8

68 53

7 were seniors

11 o0

Pti0n

6 3 4 3 2 1

2 2 1870

tab le

S ummaryemmary
s

70 goto9070
120 1

0

39110 01a loto1070 70

B 45 ofo010 5070 1670

711o7110

atil enders
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SCHOOL CONFLICTS

tabletabie 5 page 39 shows 5 percent of the nonenrolleesnon andenrollees 6

percent of their parents wrote in a school problem as the biggest

reason for non enrollment but similar percentages of dropouts and

their parents also wrote in a school problem

table 8 page 43 summarizing the school options in the check

list is inconclusiveconclusiveih for nonenrolleesnon butenrollees again howsshows possible simil-

arities in the school problems of nonenrolleesnon andenrollees dropouts with 64

percent of nonenrolleenoaenrolleenonno andenrolleea dropout parents checking a school prob-

lem fortynineforty percentnine of the attenders and 44 percent of their par-

ents also checked a school problem as being applicable to their cases

in a separate question students were asked to check the best

description of their extracurricular school activities table 9 page

44 summarized the responses and shows 58 percent of the nonennonernonennon ener

robleesrollees said they participated but they were not as busy as the drop-

outs and attenders with 71 and 78 percent participation respectively

about 16 percent of all three groups of studentsstuatu saiddents they par-

ticipated before school but iflf this didnt hinder the dropouts and

attenders from enrolling it shouldnt have hindered very many non

enrollees either

school conflicts do not appear to be a significant factor in non

enrollment in fact it appears that the most active students in school

also do well in seminarysern inary

tab le pa ge

in

s agaln S

aritarlt iles

asked

percentof

havehindered
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summary of responses to the school options in the
check list of additional factors applying to

non enrollees dropouts and attenders

options

school problem

studies

activities

starting time

number of responses

nonenrolleesenrollees

S P

63 64

50 27

12 9

12 36

8 11

dropouts

S P

60 64

28 18

16 25

32 36

50 44

attenders

S P

49 44

28 27

18 12

15 17

65 52

non entenr ollee s

49

5 0 2800 1800 2870 2770

ac tivicetivide s 1670 187a

1270 3 6 5 1770startii ng
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tabletabie 9

summarysum ofn extracurricularyaryiary school activitiesactivitiactivity of
non enrollees dropouts and attenders

responses

none

one

two

three

five

before school

during school

after school

all year

four or moremor times

nonenrolleesnon

42

enrollees

42

16

16

16

42

47

wkly 21

dropouts

29

49

15

5

2

16

35

6665

31

5970

40

attenders

22

53

19

6

15

38

59

41

37

number of responses 19 55 68

tab le

extrzacurri es

dropoutsspouts

42

4 2 4970 5 3

3 8

3 1 4 1

e 2 1 3 7
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WORK CONFLICTS

students were asked to describe their work schedules table

10 page 46 shows 47 percent of the non enrollees 34 percent of the

dropouts and 47 percent of the attenders working the only signif-

icant difference in the three groups is a very smallsmail 6 percent of the

nonenrolleesnon andenrollees 2 percent of the dropouts who reported working

before school which would preclude their attendance at seminary

regularly

table 5 page 39 shows only 2 percent of the nonenrolleesnon

citing

enrollees

workmorknork as the biggest reason for non enrollmenthrournent work conflicts

do not appear to be a significant factor in the nonenrollment of more

than 2 percent of the non enrollees

NEGATIVE REACTION TO PREVIOUS
SEMINARY experience

students were asked to describe their own previous seminary

experience and parents were asked to describe it for their families

table 11 page 47 summarizes the responses it shows 50 percent

of the nonenrolleenon familiesenrollee had previous seminarysern experienceinary com-

pared to 71 and 78 percent of dropout and attender families respect-

ively only 12 percent of the nonenrolleesnon thernselvesfchexnselvestheunthernenrollees hadselves previous

seminary experience compared to 60 percent of the dropouts and 63

percent of the attenders

table 5 page 39 shows none of the nonenrolleesnon orenrollees their

wor k

perce nt oftheodthe

none

non enrollment

it

enro utees1tees

e
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table 10

summary of work schedules of non enrollees
dropouts andaada attendersad

responses

didnt work

before school

after school

weekends only

all year

four or more times wkly

nonno

18

n enrollees

53

6

41

29

dropoutsdropout

65

2

32

11

16

attenders

53

37

10

21

19

number of responses 17 55 68

nonenrollees S

5 3 6 5 5 3

41110 32 3 7 70

2 9 z 1

1670 0

and
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table 11

summary of previous seminary experience ofe non enrollees
dropouts attenders and their families

experience

STUDENT

blankbiank

completed one or more yrs

attended

available but bidnydidndidny go

unavailable

not old enough

number of responses

FAMILY

blankbiank

one or both P graduated

one or both P attended

one or more children attid

none

2

non

870370

enrollees

12

5

7

65

2

7

40

6

22

28

44

dropouts

36

24

11

7

22

55

2

20

6

45

27

attendersttendersstenders

4

60

3

3

3

26

68

7

30

6

42

15

number of responses 18 49 53

1 1

E

Attenders

B lank I1 z 00

on

6570

770 370

770 Z 6 D

4 0

by ank geo670

2 2 al0 2000

bo th

2 7

lenceexpeelpe r nonenrollees
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parents feltfettfeit like a seminary subject or teacher problem was the most

important reason reason for non enrollment and almost one half of

the students with previous seminary experience 5 percent simply

thought seminary was too early fl

table 12 page 49 summarizing the seminary options on the

check list does show some negative reaction to previous seminary

experience as a possible secondary factor in non enrollmentenrollments though

the figures are inconclusive for non enrollees because of the small

number of their responses to the check list 25 percent of them and

18 percent of their parents appear to have experienced a subject

problemprobie or heard about one from other family members and 37 per-

cent of the non enrollees with 18 percent of the parents appear to

have experienced or heard about a teacher problem

the fact that 35 percent of the attenders also checked most of

the same problems shows these problems are probably real but not

significant as a factor in non enrollment

parents were asked to check the best description of their

feelings about seminary it is assumedassur thatned many of these feelings

would be based on previous seminary experience A summary of

their responses is found in table 13 page 51

it shows that 55 percent of nonenrolleenon parentsenrollee felt seminary

was extremely valuable or probably good 11 compared with 82 andaad

87 percent respectively of dropout and attenderattend parents who felt this

way seventeen percent of the nonenrolleenon parentsenrollee felt that school

was

somenegative

parentsappear

askedto

is

is

s how sthatschat

er

some

un
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summary of responses to the seminarySern optionsinary in the
check list of additional factors applying to

non enrollees dropouts and attenders

options

subject problem
scripture chase
text
filmstrips
worksheets

teacher problem
personality
discipline
methods

great subject
scripture chase
text
filmstrips
discussions

great teacher
personality
preparation
interest outside class

spiritual boost
testimony
mission goal
templetempie marriage goagos

number of responses

nonenrolleesnon

S

enrollees

P

25 18
12 9
12

9
37 18

25 18
25 18
12 18

37 9
12 9

25 9

25 9
25 9
12

9

12
12
12

il 12

8 11

dropouts

S P

26 14
16 7

12 5

4 7
18 7

28 23
10 14
10 7
22 14

52 18
12 9

8 7

34 11
32 14

46 30
32 27
30 16
16 14

38 34
22 25
16 9
32 18

50 44

attenders

S P

35 8

18 4
6 2
6 4

14
35 38

12 17
12 19
26 15

71 37
23 17
18 17
32 21
46 21

75 37
54 29
48 33
46 17

69 63
61 54
26 31
52 44

65 52

tab le

2 5 1870 2 6 810

970 1670 1800

770
1800

3770 1870 2 8 Z 3 3570 3 8
1

2 5 12010

2 2 1 Z 6 oo00 150o1500

3770 geo970

1270 1270 Z 3 100190iop

770
3 4 2170

2570
2 5

32110 4670 2170

2570 910 3 Z 70 270-0
1270 3 0 1670 4 8 3370

970 1610 4 6

6970 6310
2 2 2510 gito6170

1270 to 910 2 6 3110
goal 12vo 4470

1001-0 1470
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was more important than seminary compared to 12 percent of the

dropout parents and 9 percent of attender parents

this suggestssuggsuga thatests nonenrolleenon parentenrollee feelings would have an

effect on enrollmentnonenrollmentnon in some cases perhaps where a student wasvas

wondering about seminary and came to his nonenrolleenon parentsenrollee for

advice but in many case it appears he would be advised to try it

fifty percent of the nonenrolleenon familiesenrollee but very few of the

nonenrolleesnon themselthemselvesenrollees indicated previous seminary experience

they had heard about or experienced no more seminary subject or

teacher problems than attenders and in many cases would have been

advised to try seminary so negative reactionreactioreaction to previous seminary

experience does not seem to be significant to non enrollment

inactivity IN tlleTRIETITEtile LDS CHURCH

table 5 page 39 indicates that 37 percent of the nonenrolleesnon

said

enrollees

the biggest reason why they did not enroll was inactivityinactivityin in the

LDS church ten percent of the nonenrolleesnon wroteenrollees in disinterestdisinterest M

as their biggest reason and an additional 30 percent did not answer

this question

when the bishops in the paul area were asked

why they thoughtthous the listed nonenrolleesnon inenrollees their wards were not en-

rolling in seminarysennaern tableinary 4 page 38 shows allalailali eightleight of them cited

inactivity in the LDS church

there are several possible indicators of activity or inactivity

ves

n

minneapolis st

th y ht

f
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table 13

summary of parent feelings about
the value of seminary

feeling

blank

extremely valuable

probably good

school more important

nonenrolleenon
parents

enrollee

28

33

22

17

dropout
parents

6

45

37

12

attenderattendeattendeeattended
parents

4

55

32

9

number of responses 18 49 53

r

2 8 610

5 5 TO

2 2 3 7 3 2
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among LDS church members attendance at sunday meetings week
1 7night MIA and family home evening were investigated and the mim-

eographed ward membership rosters were checked for completeness

of the family unity in religious affiliation of the parents and progress
0

in the priesthood for3 LDS fathers

some secondary indicators at least of interest or disinterest

in the LDS church and its seminary program were also noted in the

percentage of response to the questionnairequestionnaircy suggestions for improving

the seminary program and plans foryor enrollment in a seminary or

institute of religion class for the next year if available

attendance at church meetings

members of the LDS church are doctrinally obligated to attend

regular church meetings every sunday and it is strongly urged by

their leaders for each family to hold a regular family home evening

each week and for the youth to attend MIA weekly therefore

MLA is an abbreviation for the mutual provementimprovement assoc-
iation an evening youth activity program which meets weekly

family home evening is a strongly recommendedommendedcommended program
for individual families to meet together each monday evening for a
spiritual discussion andor activity and refreshments no church
activities of any kind are scheduled on monday evenings

Priesthoodpriesthood11 in the LDS church is authority to act in the namena
of

me
diety in performing ordinances or giving blessings it is conferred

upon all worthy male embersmembersrn age twelve and oveover with advancing
age and continued worthiness the performance of an increasing number
of functions is authorized in several steps

in priesthood3

or

meetings

111mia irnProvement
activityivirty

rec ommended

3priesthood

r

eo-l

eographed

11
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attendance at these meetings is one measure of church activity and

harmony with its leaders

bishops were asked to generalize the sunday meeting and MIA

attendance patterns for non enrollees dropouts and attenders in

their wards students were asked to check the best description of

their attendance at these same meetingsmeetinas plus family home evening

the results are compiled in table 14 page 54

this table shows the bishopsbishopsybis evaluationhopsy of sunday meeting

attendance of students was very close to that of the students them-

selves the bishops also felt that student attendance at sunday meet-

ings was about the samesarne as their parentsparents1 the highest difference being

9 percent of the dropouts attended more than theirthein parents the rest

of this study will assume students attend sunday meetings about the

same as their parents

it will also be assumed thatthattthailthall the percentage of student attend-

ance at familyfam homeliy evening is an indication of the percentage of fam-

ilies holding family home evening

table 14 therefore shows that by their own evaluation about

65 percent of the nonenrolleenon familiesenrollee were totallytoutot inactivebilyilly in the

LDS churchychurch because 67 percent never attended sunday meetings 64

percent never attended MIA and 64 percent never held family home

evening this compares with only 5 percent of the dropouts and I11 per-

cent of the attenders who never attended eitherelthereuther their sunday meetingsbetings

or MIA and about 17 percent of the dropouts and attenders who never

th s

0 E

theirparents

percentnever71

mt1 etings

1

mee tinostinas
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summary of student church attendance as
reported by students and bishops

responses

SUNDAY MEETINGS

regularly

occasionally

never

attend more than parents

MIA

regularly

occasionally

never

FAMILY HOMIHOME EVENING

regularly

occasionally

never

number of responses

nonenrolleesnon enrollees

S

25 11

8 11

67 78

4

8 10

28 12

64 78

8

28

64

36 8

dropouts

S

87 92

7 8

5

9

84 88

13 12

4

31

50501

18

3

55

2

8

attendersattendeattended

S

99 100loo

1

4

93 100loo

6

1

51

32

16

68 8

tab le

r s

co 810 ieo170leo

6770 7 8

8870

2870 vo 1370

6 4 7 8

J

870 3170 5110

2 8 0

1870
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aa4a 11templetemple11 marriage is one solemnized for time and eternity
in one of several LDS temples throughout the world
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attended faintlyfa homemilymity evening table 11 page 47 shows 65 percent

of the nonenrolleesnon saidenrollees seminary wasvas availableavailable but didnt go ll11

implying inactivity or disinterest

possible confirmation of the earlier transportation problem of

some non enrollees is shown in table 14 page 54 by the 8 percent

who attend MLA regularly out of 25 percent who go on sunday

status of parents

the mimeographed rosters of members of the wards involved

in the study werevere checked to see how many families had one or both

parents non LDS one or both parents missing a father with no

priesthood or a father who hadllad not advanced in the priesthood after

about age fifteen

if11 both parents were non LDS this automaticallyautomatic impliedailyalty somesorne

inactivity in the family one parent beingbeincrbeinar non LDS implied the other

parent was out of harmony with LDS church doctrine which requires
4high church activity of both parents and a temple marriage

if one or both parents were missing it was assumed that even

though death was a rare possibility the most probable explanation was

a divorce or separation this implied either emotional or doctrinal

disharmony in the family

if the father held no priesthood or had not advanced in the

A

tn

hone

tempie

family
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priesthood since about age fifteen it implied that he was out of har-

mony with LDS church doctrine which requires advancement in the

priesthood for all worthy malesmatesmaies over age twelve

it is not assumed that all of the families described above would

be totally inactive in the LDS church but it is assumed that many of

them would be

the figures below compiled from the ward rosters show 46

percent of the total number of students who received questionnaires

came from families described above there is no way to tell how

many of these students responded or to identify them precisely with

findings of this study but 71 percent of the nonnou enrollees 2727perrpercentent

of the dropouts and 19 percent of the attenders came from these fam-

ilies

NE D J tot

students in sample 194 130 89 412

students in described families 138 35 17 190

percentage 71 27 19 46

response to quequo s tionna ir e

even with a follow uplipuipulp phone calcallcalicailcai only1 eighteenghteen nonenrolleenon

parents

enrollee

and twenty nonenrolleesnon enr6lleenrollees returned questionnaires through the

mail and they were not as consistent in answeringansweringall allaliail the questions as

were students and parents in the other two categories twenty addit-

ional nonenrolleenon studentstudeenrollee responses were obtained over the phone

agefifteen impliedpiled

churchdoctrine ad cementancementanwl

7

J

questionnaire

A

2710 1970 4670

el

es

nt

returnedquest ionnaires

answer ingaLl

uncement
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but all of them seemed very disinterested and were also unwilling to

take the time to answer each question

suggestions for improving seminary

only 7 percent of the nonenrolleesnon andenrollees 22 percent of their par-

ents offered suggestions for improvingimp seminaryrowing compared to 65 per-

cent of the dropouts and 53 percent of their parents and 57 percent of

the attenders and 74 percent of their parents who showed high interest

by offering suggestions the suggestions are summarized in the

appendix

plans for further enrollment

table 7 page 41 compares the enrollmentenroltme plans for each

group of students with what their parents thought it seems to show

87 percent of the nonenrolleesnon andenrollees 89 percent of their parents

expressing disinterest by checking mno or leaving the question blank

summarySum ofmarz inactivity

about 65 percent of the nonenrolleesnon wereenrollees totally inactive in

the LDS church with 37 percent writing inactivity as11 their biggest

reason for enrollmentnonenrollmentnon and 30 percent leaving it blank an addit-

ional 10 percent simply indicated disinterestdisinterest11 as their major reason

seventyoneseventy percentone of the nonenrolleesnon cameenrollees from families

where one or both parents did not appear to be in complete harmony

with the LDS church

seminary

parentsants

summarizedmarizek

mt

pa rents

no

11
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rtationretation scscheduleshedulesreduleshe schooldulesduies con-

flicts work conflicts negative reaction to current seminary exper-

ience inactivity in the LDS church and lack of parent support were

investigated as possiblepos reasonsasonsafonsresibie for low attendance

EFFECT OF GASOLINE PRICE

parents were asked tofcotcotto check how gasoline price affected their

58

chapter V

ANALYSIS OF THE LOW attendance DATA

questionnaires were mailed to 412 students and their parents

in 286 families eight bishops and thirteen seminary teachers to find

out why so many students attended poorly or discontinued early mor-

ning seminary in the minneapoliminneapolisminneapolis s- st paul area during 1973741973 and74

what effect the increased price of gasoline had on attendance

responses were received from all the bishops and teachers

163 students and 112 parents representing a 40 percent return for

students and parents this included 21 percent of the non enrollees

42 percent of the dropouts and 76 percent of the attenders the res-

ponses of the bishops teachers and attenders and their parents

served as comparisons for the responses of dropouts and their parents

effect of the increased price of gasoline distance to seminary

classes efficiency of seminary transportationtranspo

thelir

28 6

the ir
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familyfamilys driving during the year the results are given in table 15

page 60 dropout families do appear to have been a little harder hit

by the price increase than attender families with 65 percent of the

dropout parents reporting slightlyslightly11 or much less driving compared

to 48 percent of attender parents

the seminarysenn teachersinary were asked why they thought each drop-

out in their classes had such low attendance table 16 page gly sum-

marizes their answers they felt that only 2 percent of the students

had low attendance because of gasolinegasolibasoli price

when the dropouts and their parents were askedskedsred to write in

their biggest reason for low attendance table 5 page 39 shows no

dropouts and only 2 percent of their parents wrotewro gaste price ll11

A check list of additional factors applying to student situations

followed the writeinwrite questionin table 6 page 41 y reports the res-

ponses to the transportation options it shows a slightly higher per-

centage of dropouts and their parents checking gas price as a sec-

ondary factor than attenders and their parents but the figures are

low at 22 percent for dropouts and 18 percent for their parents com-

pared to 17 percent for attenders and 13 percent for their parents

with only 2 percent of dropout parents citing gasoline price as

the biggest reason for low attendance and only 4 percent more drop-

out parents than attender parents checking it as a secondary reason

it appears that the increased price of gasoline was not a significant

resonreason for low attendance
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61
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table 15

summary of effect of increasedcreasedgreasedLi gasoline price onoll011olioti
dropout and attender family driving

responses

no effect

slightly less driving

much less driving

blank

dropouts

33

47

18

2Z

p i

at tenders

53

36

12

number of responses 49 53

P lic e

Attendetrende rar3

5 3 o
0

4770 6 jo
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earleari morn inglug
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attendaattendsnce dropoutsofdropouts

DONT KNOW replacement teachers
regular teachers

SCHOOL sports
too early

SEMINARY lost interest
too early
overcame parent pressure

PERSONAL no desire to learn
lost interest in religion
too lazy
to spite parents
health
got married

OTHER lack of parent support
transportation
distance

2

work
gas price
moved

61

table 16

summary of early morning seminary teachers suggested
reasons

czi

for
Y

the respective minaryseminary performance
of dropoufcs and attendersattende

for low attendance of

13
6
2
I11

15

apoaloopo

5
S

I11

E

8

MINAR

4

Y

3

2
1

I11
16
12

2
6
2
2

numbernumbex of dropouts 130

for high attendance of attenders

personal desire
parent support
parent pressure
be with friends
attention from teacher
graduate early 8th grader

63
23

7
4
1

1

number of attenders 89

se
dropouts

S C HO0 J J

370

0T HE R 4

270

0

dropoutsspouts

6310
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DISTANCE TO SEMINARY

parents were asked to indicate the approximate number of

miles one way to seminary table 3 page 37 compares these

distances for each group of students it showsshow dropouts living further

away from seminary classes than attendersattenatter

sixtyninesixty

derso

percentninenins of the dropouts live five or more miles away

compared to 44 percent of the attenders and 28 percent live ten or

more miles away compared to only 10 percent of the attenders

bishops were asked why they thought dropouts in their wards

had low attendance table 4 page 38 shows 50 percent of them cited

distance table 16 page 61 shows the teachers felt distance or

transportation was the major hindrance to 4 percent of the dropoutsdrop

table

outscuts

5 page 39 shows no dropouts or dropout parents indic-

ated distanceidistance as the biggest reason for low attendance and only 9

percent of the dropouts and 8 percent of their parents wrote in trans

portation11 as the biggest reason

the summarysurn ofmary transportation options in the check list table

6 page 41 shows about 42 percent of the dropouts and their parents

checking a transportation problem compared to abouabout 23 percent of the

attenders and their parents percentages for specific problems are

lowerlo aboutwEtr ZZ22 percent of the drodropoutdropoutspoutspoatsn and their parents checked

undependable ride 11 and about 16 percent checked too far n

with so many dropouts living further away from seminary than

numberof

s
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attenders but so few citing distance or transportation as reasons for

low attendance it would appear thatthaiteaiteat transportationtransptransi asortationtationhortationor a function of

distance is not the major reason for lowlovloiovlog attendanceattev butndancenuance seems to

have been significant in about 9 percent of the cases and a secondary

factor in about 19 percent of the cases

efficiency OF SEMINARY transportation
SCHEDULES

during 1973741973 two74 seminary classes mettret from 615 am to

70570 a m and the others met from 600goo a TO to 650 a m on the

questionnaire students checked a description of their method of trans-

portation to seminaryernenn andinary school and a description of what they did

between seminary andalidarid school table 17 page 64 shows the results

practically all the students get to seminary in carsy with about

55 percent in car pools about 78 percent of the students go home be-

tween seminaryseminaryand and school about 50 percent ride a bus to school 31

percent of the dropouts and 16 percent of the attenders walk and 15

percent of the dropouts and 26 percent of the attenders go by car

twenty percent of those who ride the bus to school catch it at

715 am and by 730 am 69 percent are on theirthelithell way it would

seem that if so many go home from seminarysernsornsoin presumablyinacyinary to eat

breakfast and then ride a school bus that they need the ten to twenty-

five minutes allowed by the 1973741973 class74 schedule to get home and eat

herethere would be at least two ways to move the starting time of

trans 0 tationP r

s a rn

5 othe r s m e t fr onnorn 6
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table 17

summary of student transportation
schedules on school mornings

responses

TO SEMINARY
car pool
car alone
car with parent
walk

blank
BETWEEN SEMINARY & SCHOOL

home first
straight to school

blank
TO SCHOOL

bus
car
walk

blank

dropouts

60
16
11

13

80
11

9

44
15
31
11

attenders

51
15
24

3

7

77
13
4

54
26
16

3

number of responses 55 68

bus time

655 a m
700
705
710
715
720
725
730
735
740
745
750
755
800
805
810

of responses

1

1

1

12
7
8

12
5
2
3

1

3

2
1

2
61

70

2

2
2

20
11
13
20 69

8P
3

5

2
5

3

2
3

school time

740 a m
745
750
755
800
805
810
815
820
825
830
835
840
845

2
8

13
5

10

3
1

10
2
6

1

61

3

13
21

8
16

5

2

16
3

10010loo

2

0

5 1

2470

1170
0 47097

4470
2 6

3 1

o
0

270
270

2070

z 0 6 9

7 U 40

570

8 05
8 10
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1

sponsessponaes

4570 0
0

75 0 2 1

8 0 5
8-010

270

6 1
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seminary classes a little later have the students eat breakfast before

seminary andor have the students transported directly to school from

seminary the transporting of students directly to schootschool especially

if done by carparoar pool would possibly allow for a 630 am to 720 am
seminary class schedule with twenty minutes before the earliest

school starting time at 740 am

with all the car pooling and parent driving already being done

and with 16 percent of thetletie dropouts and 15 percent of the attenders

driving alone to seminary and 15 percent of the dropouts and 26 per-

cent of the attenders getting to school by car there ought to be enough

cars that could go to each school to do the job

in cases where school doesnt start until 750 am a 640 am

to 730 am seminary schedule might even be feasible

table 4 page 3833 shows 25 percent of the bishops answered

why dropouts had low attendance by saying they get worn out and

12 percent of the bishops said seminaryminary was too early 11

table 16 page 61 shows that the seminary teachers feltfeit that

only 5 percent of the low attendance of dropouts was due primarily to

seminarysern beinginary too early

table 5 page 39 shows 5 percent of the non enrollees 11

percent of their parents and 9 percent of the dropouts who wrote in

that seminary being too early was the biggest reason for their per-

formance another 22 percent of the dropouts and 35 percent of their

parents wrote in too tired as the biggest reasonneason for low attendance

a m

atte der swi n

until a m
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fe it

a s reasonfor

formance
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in the check list there wasvas one option where students andabd par-

ents could indicate if tired a lotalot1lottiott applied to their situation sixty

two percent of the dropoutsdropoudrapou 45 percent of their parents 37 percent of

the attenders and 33 percent of their parents said yes it

among all these families there might be enough support to

spark some interest in experimenting with transportation and break-

fast schedules in exchange for a later seminary starting time

it is difficult to assess the impact of seminary transportation

schedulessche onduiesdutes low attendance if students must eat breakfast after sem-

inary then it maybe a moot question the 197374 schedule does

appear to contribute to tirednessixedness11tirednessednessmixednessix tf11 however

SCHOOL CONFLICTS

table 5 page 392 shows only 2 percent of the dropouts and

only 6 percent of their parents wrote in a choolschool problem as the big-

gest reason for low attendance table 16 page 61 shows the teachers

felt only 3 percent of low attendance was due to school problems

when students and parents checked options in the check list

however table 8 page 43 shows 60 percent of the dropouts 64 per-

cent of their parents 49 percent of the attenders and 44 percent of

their parents felt that schoolschoot problems applied to their situation

the only significantsignifical difference betweenbetbei thekieenvieen school problems of

dropouts and attenders seems to be starting time 11 thirtytwothirty pertwo

10 41
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cent of the dropouts and 36 percent of their parents compared to 15

percent of the attenders and 17 percent of their parents checked

starting time however since the latest seminary class wasvasgas dis-

missed by 705 am and the earliest school didnt start until 740 am

since table 17 page 64 shows 80 percent of the dropouts going ome

first IT11 and table 5 page 39 shows only 2 percent saying schootschool starts

too early 11 a problem with startingI time probably means not

enough time between seminary and thetlle bus for breakfast and not a

school conflict as such

table 9 page 44 shows almost equal percentages of dropouts

and attenders participating in extracurricular activities in every phase

investigated about 75 percent of the students appear to participate

with about 25 percent participating in more than one activity nothing

appears particularly unique in one group compared to the other about

15 percent of each group even participate before schootschool

school conflicts do not appear to be a significant factor in low

attendance except as the high participation in extracurricular activities

might contribute to the i tirednessredness discussed earlier

WORK CONFLICTS

table 10 page 44 shows slightly fewer dropouts working in

all phases investigated than attenders and no other significant diff-

erences although table 16 pagepag 61 shows the seminarysern teachersinary

thought work was the biggest reason for the low attendance of 6 per

a tn

home

andattenders

thestudents

4

erences

I
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cent of the dropouts table 5 page 39 shows no dropouts and none of

the parents writing in vorkvork11 as the biggest reason for low attendance

although 34 percent of the dropouts were working on school

days compared to 37 percent of the attenders work conflicts do not

appear to be a significant factor in low attendance except as they may

contribute to tiredness 11

NEGATIVE REACTION TO CURRENT
SEMINARY experience

when writing in their biggest reason for low attendance table

5 page 39 shows 31 percent of the dropouts expressed a negative

reaction to seminary twenty percent said they lost interest 11 and

11 percent said they overcameovercame parent pressure n an additional 5

percent wrote a negative reaction to the teacher

none of the bishops mentioned a negative reaction to seminary

in their generalizations for lowiollol attendancev tebie 16 page 61 shows

the seminary teachers felt that 15 percent lost interest in seminary

and this was their biggest reason for low attendanceattendance

tabletabietab 12le page 49 summarizes the seminary options in the

check list and shows a similar or higher percentage of attenders

checking every seminary subject or teacher problemprob checkedleunlern by the

dropouts and the dropouts being less enthusiastic than attenders on

all the positive optionsoption particularlyarticularly teacher interest outside class

fortysixforty percentsix of the dropouts and 75 percent of the attenders

in II forlow

appear

theyovercame

in genera lizationslibations

seminaryteachers

s p

11gork
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checked that they had a great teacher but only 16 percent of the drop-

outs checked that the seminary teacher showed interest in themthernthenn out-

side the class compared to 46 percent of the attenders

in another question students were asked to check everyone who

had invited or encouraged them to go to seminary table 18 page 70

summarizes their answers it shows 49 percent of the dropouts feltfettfeit

like they received encouragement from their seminary teacher com-

pared to 65 percent of the attenders

table 19 page 71 summarizes the responses to the encour-

agement options in the check list it shows 40 percent of the dropouts

checked having received encouragementencourager fromtientrient their teacher compared

to 58 percent of the attenders who feltfeit this way

ttit appears that about 17 percent fewer dropouts than attenders

felt like the teacher encouraged them and 30 percent fewer dropouts

than attenders felt like the teacher was interested in them outside the

classroom this seems to correlate with the 31 percent of the drop

who either lost interestinterest11 in seminary or overcame parent pressure H

an additional 5 percent appear to have disliked the teacher and let

that keep them away from seminary

even so it is interesting as shown in table 7 page 41 that

55 percent of the dropouts indicated yes n they planned to register

for a seminary or institueinstituteins oftitue religion class for the next year somesortie

saidsalds maybeal theyid would some left it blank and only 16 percent said

feltthis

11
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table 18

summary of invitations or encouragement to dropouts
and attenders to go to seminary

responses

parents

priesthood leader

seminary teacher

friends

home teacher

none

number of responses

dropouts

78

29

49

62

13

55

attenders

88

28

65

53

21

1

68

priesthood leader as used herehede would refer to a students
bishop or one of his close assistants

hornehome teachers are pairs of male members assigned to be
responsible for three to five families in the ward includingnc aluding monthly
visit to the family and monthly report to one of the bishopsshops assistants
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tabletabie 19

summary of Responseresponses to the encouragement options in the
check list of additional factors applying to

non enrollees dropoutsdropout and attenders

71

LIst
s

8000 6 6 7 8 7 5

6470 gleo6170gito 6970 6770

5070 3570 2 7 mioalo

4070 3070 5 8

1610 2070 1270

4 70 3670 3270 37570

3 2 2710

1 K 370 470

470 570

80 470

Dropoutsouis

S P

attenders

S P
options

80 66

64 61

50 39

40 30

18 16

78 75

69 67

35 27

58 40

20 12

encouragement

from parents

from friends

from teacher

priesthood leader

42 36

32 27

10 18

4 7

8 2

32 37

29 29

3 4

5 8

6 4

pressure

from parents

from friends

from teacher

priesthood leaderleadem

number of responses 50 44 65 52

6

dropouts
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o0 n this may indicate the willingness of many students to try again

each year and see how seminary goes

inactivity IN THETRIEtiie LDS CHURCH

table 5 page 39 shows no dropouts and only 2 percent of

dropout parents wrote inactivity in the LDS church as the biggest

reason for low attendance table 1.63616 page 61 shows the teachers

felt like onlyonty 4 percent of the dropouts had lost interest in religion

the bishops said nothing about church activity in their generalizations

about dropouts

tabietable 14 page 6454 shows over 83 percent of the dropouts and

over 92 percent of the attenders going to sunday meetings and MIA reg

ularly withvith only about 5 5percentpercent of the dropouts saying they never

went to sunday meetings or MIA

the difference in percentages of dropouts and attenders par-

ticipating in family home evening regularly was greater only 31 per-

cent of the dropouts had family home evening regularly compared to

51 percent of the attenders then the percentages evened out so that

81 percent of the dropouts and 83 percent of the attenders had family

home evening regularly or occasionallyoccasion andailyalty only 18 percent of the

dropouts and 16 percent of the attenders never had family home

evening

it would appear that dropouts had about 10 percent less activity

in sunday meetings and MIA and about 20 percent less activity in reg

C ad4d

thle
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ularly held family home evenings than attenders

the figures on page 54 indicatedindicate that 27 percent of the dropouts

and 19 percent of the attenders came from homes where one or more

of the following conditions existed one or both parents were non LDS

one or both parents were missing the father held no priesthood or he

had not advanced in the priesthood since about age fifteen

inactivity in the LDS church does not appear to be a significant

factor in the low attendance of more than about 5 percent of the drop-

outs

LACKLACXlachlagh OF PARENT SUPPORT

when the bishops were asked why they thought the dropouts in

their wards had such low attendance table 4 page 38 shows 75 per-

cent of them suggested lack of parent support

no students wrote this in as the biggest reason for their low

attendance and table 18 page 70 shows 78 percent of the dropouts

and 88 percent of the attenders felt like they did receive encourage-

ment from their parents to enroll in seminary this correlates with

table 13 page 51 which shows 82 percent of the dropout parents and

87 percent of the attender parents who felt that seminary was

extremely valuable or probably good H

tablerabletabierabie 19 page 71 summarizing the encouragement options

from

0

the check list shows 64 percent of the dropouts and 69 percent

of the attenders saying they felt they received encouragement from

d

D

5 1

r

attenders



alzlappear that lack of parent support was not signif-

icant

signusiginu

to the low attendance of more than 10 percent of the dropouts

74

their parents the lower percentages here may indicate about a 14

percent decrease in parent support to dropouts during the year and

about 19 percent decrease in parent support to attenders

seventyfiveseventy percentfive of the bishops felt that their was a signif-

icant lack of parent support to dropout students but only 10 percent

more dropouts than attenders did not check having received encour-

agement from their parents to enroll in seminary and fewer dropouts

than attenders seemed to indicate a decrease in parent support during

the year it would

fewer



daydax saints has fostered

educational programs for its members of all ages throughout its his-

tory weekday religious instruction became a separate church pro-

gram in the early 1900s and expanded to meet the needs and varying

situations of LDS students all over the world

early morning seminary was introduced in the minneapolis

st paulpau area in the early 1960 and by 1973741973 had74 over two hundred

students enrolled in thirteen classes

discontibiscontinuedaued

chapter VI

SUMMARYUMMAR

the

Y

church of jesus christ of latterdaylatterlatterd a y

however only about 50 percent

of the potentipotential IDS students in grades nine through twelve were

enrolling acheach year and during 1973741973 more74 than 50 percent of those

who enrolled either attended poorly or discontinued

this study has sought to determine why only about 50 percent

of the eligible LDS students enroll each year why so many students

decreased or discontinued their attendance during 1973741973197 and3743 what

effect a significant increase in the price of gasoline had on attendancetendanceaf
A hypothesis was developed that distance from seminary classes

would be the biggest reason for non enrollment and the increased

price of gasoline would be the biggest reason for low attendancattendance A

survey of previous seminary enrollment and attendance studies

75

S

Ish

in

1 1 960s

potentiallds

e

of

74

d

alLDS

dis conti

attendanc e



I1investigated as possiblepossi reasons

uriurt

for

e

non

n

enroll

tment

cac1

76

suggested that efficiency of the school morning transportation sched

ulesofulesoo students and negative reaction to seminary experience might

also be applicable

an attempt was made to survey all the potential LDS students

in grades nine through twelve duringdaringdarlng 1973741973 in74 the minneapolis

st paul area onepageone questionnairespage largely adapted from the

hatchleatcheatchI and mcclung instruments were mailedmailemallemalie to 412 students and

their parents in 286 familiesfam theliLies eight bishops and thirteen early

morning seminarysern teachersinary also received onepageone questionnairespage

responses were received from all the bishops and teachers

163 students and 112 parents representing a 40 percent return for

students and parentsparentis this included 21 percent of the non enrollees

42 percent of the dropouts and 76 percent of the attenders compar-

isons wecewere made between the responses of the bishopsshops teachers and

three groups of students and their parents

of the forty nonenrolleesnon 21enrollees percent who responded as few

as eight 4 percent gave answers to somesornesoune of the questions partic-

ularly the checcheckchez list of additional factors applyingapplyiapplei to student situations

thereforetherefotheredo some of the findings concerning nonenrolleesnon maybeenrollees

inconclusive

distance to seminary classes school conflicts work conflicts

negative reaction to previous seminary experience and inactivity in

the LDSLPS church were
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effect of the increased price of gasoline distance to seminary

classes efficiency of seminary transportation schedules school con-

flicts work conflicts negative reaction to current seminary exper-

ience inactivityactivityint in the LDS church and lack of parent support were

investigated as possible reasons for low attendance

FINDINGS

non e nrollmentenrollment

1 fifty percent of the nonenrolleenon parentsenrollee who responded

saidsald they lived 10 miles or more from a seminary class compared to

28 percent of the dropouts and only 10 percent of the attenders

2 fifty percent of the bishops in the minneapolis st paul area

felt that distance was a factor in non enrollment

3 none of the nonenrolleesnon orenrollees their parents cited distanceDistance

as the biggest reason11 for and as many dropoutsdropoufcsdropautsdrop andoutsauts

their parents cited transportation as the major reason as did non

enrollees and their parents

4 thirtysixthirty percentsix of the nonenrolleenonrion parentsenrollee checked

undependable rideridell as a secondary factor compared to 25 percent of

dropout parents and only 10 percent of attender parents

5 only 11 percent of the nonenrolleenon parentsenrollee felt their

students would enroll in a seminaryserosern orinary institute of religion class the

next year if available and only 12 percentpe ofrcentrecent the nonenrolleesnon evenenrollees

said maybe

nonenrollment

reason 11 non enrollment

classthe

s- id

11
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6 the only significant ferencedifferencedirdiS in the school problems and

activities of students was in extracurricular activities with 58 per-

cent of the non enrollees 71 percent of the dropouts and 78 percent

of the attenders participating

7 the only significant difference in work schedules of the

students was a very small 6 percent of the nonenrolleesnon whoenrollees reported

working before school compared to 2 percent of the dropouts and none

of the attenders only 2 percent of the nonenrolleesnon aidsaidsaldaldenrollees work was

their biggest reason for non enrollment

8 fiftyfitty percent of nonenrolleenon familiesfamilienrollee had previous sem-

inary experience compared to 71 percent of the dropout families and

78 percent of the attender families

9 only 12 percent of the nonenrollees themselvesthern appearedselves

to have previous seminary experience compared to 60 percent of the

dropouts and 63 percent of the atfcenders

10 none of thetae nonenrolleesnon orenrollees their parents felt that a sem-

inary subject or teacher problemprobie was the most important reason for

non enrollment and as many attenders as nonenrolleesnon checkedenrollees

subject or teacher problems in the check hablisthat of additionalofadditional factors

11 fiftyfivefifty percentfive of nonenrolleenon parentsenrollee said they felt

seminaryminary was extremely valuable orll probably good M compared to

82 percent of dropout parents and 87 percent of attender parents

12 thirtyseventhirty percentseven of the nonenrolleesnon saidenrollees the biggest

reason why they did not enroll was inactivity in the LDS church ten
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percent said disinterest it and an additional 30 percent left this

question blank

13 all eight bishops in the paul area cited

inactivity in the LDS church as a factor in non enrollment and felt

that about 78 percent of the nonenrolleenon familiesenrollee were totally inactive

14 about 65 percent of the nonenrolleenon familiesenrollee were found

to be totally inactive in the LDS church in chat they never partic-

ipated in sunday meetings MIA or faea y iomenomelome evening this com-

pares with only 5 percent of the dropouts and I11 percent of the attenders

who never attended sunday meetings or MIA and about 17 percent of

the dropouts and attenders who never participated in family homehorne

evening

15 seventyoneseventy percentone of the non enrolleesnrolleesenrollees compared to 27

percent of the dropouts and 19 percent of the attenders came from

families where one or more of the following conditions existed one or

both parents were non LDS one or both parents were missing the

father held no priesthood or he had not advanced in the priesthood

since about age fifteen

16 only 7 percent of the and 22 percent of their

parents offered suggestions for improving seminary compared to 65

percent of the dropouts 53 percent ofoi heir parentspar 57nts percent of the

attenders and 74 percent of their parentswhoparents showedwho a higher

interest in seminary by doing so
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wasthewaithe biggest reason

60 about 42 percent of the dropouts and their parents checked

a transportation problem in the check list compared to about 23 per-

cent of the attenders and their p arentsirents

7 practically all the students go to seminaryserdsernsend byinary car with

about 55 percent coming in car pools about 78 percent of the students

xtyaty

80

low attendance

1 sixtyfivesixty percentfive of the dropout parents reported slightlyislightly

or much less driving due to the increased price of gasoline during

1973741973 compared74 to 48 percent of the attender parentspa

2

rents

no dropouts and onlyonty 2 percent of the dropout parents and

seminary teachers said that gas price was the biggest reason for

low attendance and practically as many attenders and thertheir parents

checkedcheck gas price in the check list of additional factors applying to

their situations as did nonenrolleesnon andenrollees their parents

3 sixtyninesixty percentnine of the dropouts live 5 miles or more

from a seminary class comparedconlconi topared 44 percent of the attenders and

28 percent of the dropouts live 10 or more miles away compared to

onlyontyouly 10 percent of the attenders

4 fifty percent of the bishopsshops cited istancedistance as a factor in low

attendance but the teachers felt distance or transportation was the

major hindrance to only 14 percent of the dropouts

5 no dropouts or dropout parents indicated distance as the

biggest reason for low attendance and only about 9 percent of the drop-

outs and their parents felt transportation was the
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go home between seminary and school about 50 percent ride a bus to

school 31 percent of the dropouts and 16 percent of the attenders walk

and 15 percent of the dropouts and 26 percent of the attenders go by

car

8 twenty percent of the students who ride the bus to school

catch it at 715 a m and by 730 a TO 69 percent are on their way

the earliest reported school starting time was 740 am
9 twentyfivetwenty percentfive of the bishops felt students getting

worn out was a reason for lowtow attendance y and 12 percent suggested

seminary was too early

10 nine percent of the dropouts wrote in that seminary being

too early was their biggest reason for low attendance and another

22 percent of the dropouts and 35 percent of their parents felt being

too tired was the biggest reason

11 the seminarygernsern teachersinary felt only 5 percent of the low

attendance of dropouts was due to seminary being too early

12 twenty five percent more dropouts than attenders said they

were tired a lot in the check list

13 there was no significant difference in the school or work

schedules of dropouts and attenders

14 thirtyonethirty percentone of the dropouts expressedexpeap ax negativeessed

reaction to seminarysern asinary their biggest reason for low attendance of

these 20 percent said they lost interestnt 11erest and 11 percent were able

to quit only after they overcame parentparant pressure to attend seminary

perc ent
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an additional 5 percent wrote a negative reaction to the teacher

15 the teachers felt that 15 percent of the dropouts lost

interest in seminarysern asinary their reason forcor low attendance

16 about 17 percent fewer dropouts than tendersattenders felt that

the teacher encouraged them and 30 percent fewer dropouts than

attendersateatU feltenders the teacher was interested in them outside of class

17 fiftyfiveliftyfifty percent of the dropouts indicated they planned

to register for a semioary or institute of religion class for the next

year if favailableaailablcy and only 16 percent said they were not planning to

18 only 5 percent of the dropouts never went to sunday

meetingsmeetin oras MIA compared to no attenders who never went but 18

percent of the dropouts and 16 percent of the attenderslenderstendersat neveenever had

family home evening

19 seventyfiveseventy percentfive of the bishops felt lack of parent

support was the biggest reason for low attendance

20 no dropouts or teachers mentioned this as the biggest

reason andbindaind only 10 percent fewer dropouts than attenders said they

did receive encouragement from their parents to enroll in seminarysern

fewer

inary

dropouts than attenders seemed to indicate a decrease in parent

support during the year
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conclusions

based on the findings of this study the followingfolfoi conclusionslowingtowing

about reasons for nonenrollmentnonrion andenrollment low attendance in early morning

seminary inin the nneapolisminneapolis st paul area were drawn

nonenrollmentnon

1

enrollment

contrary to the hypothesis distance from seminary classes

doesdocs notriot make much difference to the percentage of enrollment except

in a few cases where it contributes to the difficulty of arranging

dependable rides

2 the major reason for enrollmentnonenrollmentnon in early morning

seminary in the minneapolis st paulrauldauloaul area appears to be disinterest

and total inactivity in the LDS churclchurchychurchChur includingcl no attendance at sun-

day meetings or MIA and no participation in family home evening by

the families

3 school conflicts work conflicts and negative reaction to

previous seminary experience seem to be insignificant factors in non

enrollment

low attendance

I11 again contrary to the hypothesis the increased price of

gasoline was not cited as a hardship and was almost universally

ignored

ap1p

by

an

students parents bishops and teachers as a factor in low

attendance

C 0NC Lussi0NS

s nneapolismi1s

t o0

pr evious semgem inary

liardsh



inalna

domanysomany

jeopajeomardized

confilcanfili cts

84

2 the three major reasons for low attendance at early mor-

ning seminary in the paul area appear to be losing

interest in seminary as the year goes by getting too tired to get up

every morning for seminary and transportation problems as a

function of distance

3 lack of teacher interest in the students outside of the class-

room seems to contribute to the loss of interest in seminary part way

through the year

4 the early starting time of seminaryofseminary classes contributes

significantly to the students feeling too tired to get up and come to

seminary

5 the fact that so manybany students go back home between sem-

inary and school also contributes to low attendance because if a studentstuden

misses seminary he usually has not jeopardized his way to get to

school

6 lack of parent support contributes most to the transpor-

tation problems of students

7 school activities work conflicts and activity in the LDS

church including participation in family home evening appear to be

insignificant factors in low attendance

comparisons WITH EARLIER STUDIES

thereviereteerewiereV wereierelere five released time and three early morning sem-

inary enrollment studies and one early morning attendance study
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the released timemirnemirdirmiu studiesstudine foundboundrounds about 50 percent of non enroll

ment to be due to school conflicts either scheduling and credit or

classes being more desirable than seminarysern betweenbeinary 18tween and 34 per-

cent wasvias because of negative reaction to seminary classes or teachers

and the rest due to miscellaneous factorsfactory there are no releasedteasedleasedre

time seminariesseminsebin inartiesarlies the minneapolis paul area and there do not

appear to be any significant comparisons of the nonenrollmentenrollmentnon data

the previous early morning enrollment studies reached diff-

erent conclusions partlypartlybecausebecause of their sample but of jansonsjanson

ninth graders 23 percent seemed to be disinteresteddisi 20aterested percent

lacked transportation and 17 percent disliked the early seminary

class time as their major reasons for non enrollment mcclung did

not summarize his students writeinwrite reasonsinei for non enrollment

but when his mixed released time and early morning sample checked

secondary factors in his check listust 26 percent said they lackedtacked trans-

portation 54 percent said they disliked the early class hourbour and

about 30 percent checked several seminaryaanaryse class problems they

both found over 76 percent of the parents wantingwaiiwaliwall theirting children to

attend seminaryseminarlseminara and average activity in the LDS church

the present studyshady was limited1 to earlyearty morning seminary

students and had A fullfuli angerange of gradesgrade nine through twelve it found

only 10 percent disinterest11Disinterestdisint comparederesterast to jansonsjansonlhansonl 23 percent but

also found a high 65 percent total inactivity in the LDS church there
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were 11 percent having significant problems with transportation com-

pared to jansons 20 percent and mcciungsmcclungsmcclunesMcCmcg questionablelungs 26 percent

there was much less overall interest in seminary and no significant

negative reaction to previous classes the LDS church is not as pop-

ulous and well establishedestablishedinestablish in the minneapolis ststeinneapinnear paul area as it is in

utah and southern alberta where these studiestudiesstudle were done

the previous early morning attendance study done by arnold in

montana found about 25 percent of the students losing interest in sem-

inary 7 percent withvith a negative reaction to the teacher and 25 percent

too tired to get up with lots of other miscellaneous items

the present study confirms arnold in every point it found

about 31 percent of the dropouts losing interest in seminary compared

to his 25 percentpercentypercentaper 5centy percent with a negative reaction to thetlletiie seminary

teacher compared to his 7 percent and 31 percent too tired to get up

compared to his 25 percent it also found several miscellaneous items

only one unique attendance finding stands out in the present

study about 42 percent of the dropouts checked a transportationitransportati

problem in the present check list compared to 28 percent in arnolds

secondary check list but onlyony between 9 and 19 percent of the present

transportation problems were unique as major reasons for low attend-

ance compared to none of ofarnoldlsarnolds he concluded that transportation

was available focfor allailatlatiali who wanted to attendatte seminarysemad ininary montana again

the LDS church is a little more populous in montana than minnesota
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recommendations

11. experimentation with breakfast and transportation schedules

could probably result in later seminary starting times and students

not having to go home between seminary and school the beginningsbecy

of

innings

such innovations might include the relief society or students or

families rotating a breakfast schedule at church or in homeshornes before

or after seminary and more car poolingpoolimy from seminary directly to

school each ward should brainstormbrainstorm1brainstorms some solutions for their

situation

2 further study is recommended on otherothe facets of parent

support besides encouragement t suchisuch as assisting with transpor-

tation and setting up home schedules supportive of seminary attend-

ance

3 seminary opening and closing times should be held sacred

by the teachers

4 dependable rides should be arranged for every student who

wants to attend early morning seminary this is probably the respon-

sibility of ward priesthood leadersaderste

5 parentsparentmoremormone mighte enjoyS beingmig involvedvolvedevolvedin in atlontransportation

if there were a study group or institute class organizedorganizedfor for them

during seminary

6 perhaps some kind of physical exercises could be developed

for periodic movement of students during class to help them stay

sem inary

r

bes idesldes transporanspon

for

ht transport

1

sibi lity

hsuch



I1 signmsignag ving spec

I1 I1

I1

likeilke

88

awake these could be something ikelikeI the rest exercises foundJound in the

elementary indian seminary curriculum

7 teachers could show more interest in students outside class

by remembering their birthdays calling them if they miss classclas3clasa

giving special assignments and projects greeting them at church

attendingattendina sports events at their schools keeping up with school act-

ivities through the school papers and finding out some of the studentsstuden

hobbieshobbleshobb

8

ie

the

s

seminaryeminaxy area director should visit classes period-

ically and be sure bishops and parents are kept informed of the pro-

gress and attendance of the students

9 some kind of correlation betweenbet seminaryseminaryandseminaveenween andryand the bishops

youth council is recommended agenda itemsitem might includecludelriiriirl recruit-

ing of students arranging transportation fellowshippingfellow andshipping student

feedback to bishops and seminary personnel

10 further study is recommended of the effectivenesseffectiveneseffectiveness of peer

group recruiting versus adult recruiting of seminaryseminar students

11 the effort should be continued to select only the best sem-

inary teachers following the advice of the highest LDS church leaders

since earlymorningearly seminarysernmorning classesinaryinacy are held five times each
week the seminary teacher usually has more teaching contact and
therefore potentially greater influence with the young people who
attend earlyearlyrnoraingmorning semiseminaryary than other teachers in the ward
for this reason persons with the strongeststromstrob testimonyyest of the gospel
and the greatest teaching ability should be chosen as earlymorningearly
seminarysern

morning
teachersinary the selection of earlymorningearly seminarymorning

teacherstchers is the responsibility of the seminary area director with
thethtbheaht prior approval of the bishop and stake president bishops are

exercisesjound
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encouragedencouracyed to make the right persons available for seminary
teaching even if this involves reducing the churchservice load
of uchsuch individuals in order forbior them to have adequate time
available for seminary responsibilities

12 A goal of 65 percent enrollmentenrollmeenrollee for the potential seminary

students in the paul area is recommendedrecor thisunmendednmended

would bebee slightly higher than in years past and would include those

nonenrolleesnon whoenrollees indicatedindicallindi theycaldcall wantedvaned toted come but had troubletroubie

finding adependable ride

ithe priesthood bulletin VII augustaugust 1971197 4
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appendix A

letters of transmittal

14 junejane 1974

dear students and parents

enclosedEnc arelosea two differentfferentefferent questionnaires one for each student in
grades 9129 last12 year and one for either parent

this is a chance to tell how you felt about seminary last year each
questionnaire can be completed in about four minutesminute they will helpheip
me evaluate seminary and make somesorne recommendationsmecom inmendationsmendat myionslons ma-
sters thesis

I1 need to know why some students enroll in seminary and some do not
I1 need to know why some students who enroll do not attend regularly
or stop altogether

I1 am confident that you know some of the reasonsreasondeason and have some ideas
and suggestions you would share

it is importantimportantto to answer each question completely and franklyankayo no
attempt will be made to identify you

one preaddressedpre andaddressed stamped envelope is provided to return all the
questionnaires but it is not particularly intended that anyone see the
answers of anyone else

thanks much

wayne P smith

dlfferent ques tionnairestionna ires
parent
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17 june 1974

dear bishops

with presidentpresiden wilsonwilsons permission I1 am surveying through the mail
nearly all the students in the stake in grades 9129 last12 year their
parents and their seminary teachers

this is in connection with my masters thesis in which I1 am trying to
pin down the reasons why aboucaboud half of the students do not enroll and
why about half of those who did enroll last year did not complete the
year

the enclosed questionnaire is part of the survey ad is designeddesign I1 hope
so that you could complete it in less than ten minutes it is intended
to be done in one sitting without gettingzetting up or referring to any record
books etc

thanks

wayne P smith

t
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prespros wilson suggested I1 might ask you to help me get all the ques-
tionnaires back perhaps you could hint around that if they dont sendgend
it back it will blow up

iftheyinthey dontsend

94

17 june 1974

dear teachers

with president wilsonsvilsonsWil permissionsons I1 have sent you a short seminary
questionnaire that can be done in about ten minutes

it is correlated with a questionnaire recently sent to most all of the
students in grades 912 in the stake and their parents the bishops
are also receiving a short questionnaire

this survey willvillviii help me evaluate our seminary program and make
some recommendations in my masters thesis

thanks

wayne P smith

15 recentlysent
in

thissurvey
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appendix B

questionnaires

TEACHER questionnaire
1 why do you think each of the following students completed the year

with credit

2 why do you think each of the following students attended poorly or
discontinued

3 what ideas or suggestions would you give that would improve
seminary

95
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BISHOPS questionnaire
1 please indicate with numbers the approximate attendance before

march boundary changes wherever significant of each of the
following groups of students not individuals cross out any
unfamiliar names

A students not enrolled 1 sunday mtgsmegs reg some never
A attend about same as parents
B attend more than parents
C attend less than parents

2 MIA regular some never

3 why do you think these students did
not enroll

B students who attended 1 sunday mtgsmegs regrg someS neverome
poorly or discontinued A attend about same as parents

B attend more than parents
C attend less than parents

2 MIA regular some never

3 why do you think these students att-
ended poorly or discontinued

C students who attended 1 sunday mtgsmegs reg some never
regularly A attended about same as parents

B attended more than parents
C attended less than parents

2 MIA regularrelyular some never

3 why do you think these students did
so well

2 what ideas or suggestions would you give to improve seminary

B IS HOPS QUES T IONNAIR E
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templotempiotemdio marriage goal

10 do you plan to enroll in a seminary or institute of religion college class
for next fall if it is available yes no

ito110ite what ideas or suggestions would you give to improve seminary

springstrinr all year
C once a week 232732 73 times3 weekly 4 or more times wkly

3 please check best description of your extracurricular school activities last year
A none athletics music student goatgovt club

afterkfter

allali year
D once a week 232 times3 weekly 4 or more times weekly

4 please check the best description of your attendance over the last ycaryearsacar
A sunday meetingsMeo regularlytings occasionally never
B miaMTAHIAmih regularly occasionallyOccasion neveralV
C family home eveevo regularly occasionally never

5 please indicate your seminary experience PRIOR to last year not old enough
completed 1 or more yrs attended available but didrittdidn1didnt go unavailable

6 please check EVERYONE who invited or encouraged you to go to seminary last year
parents

sex school starting time last fall grade last fallfalifail

STUDENT questionnaire
1 please check your transportation to school or seminary most of the time last year

A to seminary didntdidt go walkwaikwalic car alone car wparentsparentwp cararent pool
B between seminary & school doesndoean apply home first right to school
0 toth school walk car bus what time did it pick you up

2 please check bost description of your work situation during the last school year
A didnt work before school school woekendsweekends only

B fall winter

B before school duringjuringburing school after school
C fall winter spring

priesthood loader seminary teacher friends home teacher

please check the best description of your seminary activity last year
none attended 454 times5 wkly tendedattendedfitlitjit 131 times3 wkly discontinued

8 what was the biggest reason for what you did about seminary last year

9 hisoalsobiso please checkchock AS marymanykiny of the following as may have applied to you
A school problem studiosstudies activities starting time
B transportation problem too far gas price undependable ride
C subject problemoblenobienft scripture chase dextleet filmstrips worksheets
D health problem longiong illness short illnesses tiredllred a lot
E encouragement from parents fiendsfriends teacher priesthood leader
F pressure from parents jfriends teacher priesthood leader
go greatgroat subject scripture chase text filmstripsFilin discussionsDiscussionstrips
H teacher problem personality discipliiiedisdiplhae methods
1I great teacher porsonalitypersonality preparation interest outside class
J spiSTAsnisidsra ritual boost
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templetemploteaplotempietemdio marriage goal

8 I1 think

sernserdsenni nary

I1 R E

fi1ristripsfilrnstrips discussions
H teacherteachen problem personality discipline methods
I1

faniraniallysllyselys

leoieo

dladia
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PARENT questionnaire
1 please indicate your family seminary experience PRIOR to last fallfaufailfali

Ait graduated fatherfattierfattlerrather mythermothernother childrenohiChiohl gradeidronidren 9 or up
B tendedattendedit father mother children grade 9 or up
C available but didnt attend father mother children grade 9 or up
D not available father mother children grade 9 or up

2 please check the bestvesthest description of your feelings about seminary last yeadoyear
extremely valuable probably good school more important

3 please check how gasoline price affected your familyfamilys driving last year
no effect slightly less driving muchmich lessloss driving

4 please circle the approximate number of miles ONE WAY to seminary last year
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 20 2 30

5 please check best description of seminary activity of your students last year
1 none attended 454 times5 wkly attendattended 131 times3 wkly smsJUs continued
2 none attended 454 times5 wkly tendedattendedLt 131 timestimostinestinos3 wkly discontinued
3 none attended 454 times5 wkly tendedattendedA 131 times3 wkly discontinued

6 what do you think is thothe biggest reason why each student did as he did

2

2t

7 alboalso please indicate AS MNY of the following as you think may have applied to
one or more of your studentsstudent situations

A school problem studies activities starting time
B transportation problem too far gas price undependable ridoride
C subject problem scripture chase text filjnstrips worksheets
D health problem long illness short illnesses tired a lot
E encouragementencouragementfrom from parents friends teacher priesthoodRiest leaderhood
FP pressure from parents friends teacher

great teacher personality preparationpreparationProp interestaration outside class
J spiritual boost testimony mission goal

none 1 2 3 of my students would enroll in a seminary or
institute of ligionrcligionreligionrc tcollegoTco classllego for next fall if it were available

9 lahatlabattabat ideas or suggestions would you give to improve seminary

P A R E N T Q U E S T 1 0 N N

4

25

d

3

i

G s
pi strips

priesthood loader
G great subject scripture chase text

religion7college

wouldyou

prep

at



ito170ieo

appendixappend C

summary of suggestions for improving seminarysennSern

suggestion

inaryluary
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blankbiank 93 78 35 47 43 26 15 12

latelater time 7 1120 io10 10bovoiovo 6 8

better transportation 6 1 1 2 25
home study seminary 6 4 8 4

better lessons 7 2 2

cancel it 5 1

three or four times wkly 4 2 1 6 12

released time seminary 4 10 3 8 25
bettezbettel discipline 4 2

start and end on timetim 4 2 3

closer class 2 4 2

thursdays after MIA off 2

outside speakers 2

more advertising 2
more time to talk to friends 2

start earlier 2

better teacher 2 12 16 30 8

better communication in
bad weather 2 2

more activities 10 2 8

requirerequiaequi more work 3

go slower 1

70 percent attendance 1

more reports to parents 4 15 12
more parents transporting 2 8

attendance incentive 2

better correlation with MIA 2 15
sunday night 2 hours 2

hard chairs if at home 2
more parent involvement 8
no classes smaller than 10 students 15

pay the instructor 7 students 12
have parents visit class 12
more reports to bishops 12
more regular and systematic

teacher supervision 12

number of responses 40 18 55 49 68 53 13 8
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REASONS FOR enrollmentnonenrollmentNON AND LOW attendance
IN LDS EARLY MORNING SEMINARY AT

PAUL

wayne plattpiatt smith

department of church history and doctrine

MRE degree april 1975

ABSTRACT

this study sought to determine why only about one halfhaff of the
potential latterdaylatter saintday students in grades nine through twelve in
the minneapolis st pautpaul area enroll in early morning seminary each
year why so many students attended poorly or discontinued part way
throughl973through1973 74 and what effect the increase in the price of gasoline
had on attendance about 40 percent of the potential students and
their parents all eight of their bishopsbisho andVs all thirteen seminary
teachers respondedresponde to a mailed questionnaire

the main reasons for enrollmentnonenrollmentnon were inactivity in the
LDS church disinterest in seminary and difficulty finding dependable
rides because of distance the main reasons for low attendance were
losing interest in seminary partly due to lack of teacher interest out
of class being too tired partly because of the early seminary hour
and transportation problems due to distance and lack of parental
support
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