‘ In' he second ohr-square an"‘ nig, the class of Unxverslty
‘”ﬁ ExemptxoWVCertlflcate\was examlned (thh the High School LeaV1ng

't'Certxfl e caﬁd1‘ates ellmrnated from the calculat1on) Aga1n,

= no srgntfxcann'

ference was found.‘ ,2 4.73, d. f 3 P;r o. Orm

. o

: , In h1s concludlng analysxs, Land (1966 P 107) gmves hrs 7
Lcompar“trve f1nd1ngs of hls KDHS ‘and Control Group pupxls.t He flnds riﬁﬂt
that B _hough.both schools d1d very well 1n the examlnatzons, the k
‘results of the two- schools differ at the,lz 1ev°1, show1ng the KDHS

e results &8s belng slgnrflcantly above those of the other school., Yet

~ the analysls of the material collected from both groups did net pro-»'”57;:l
v1de any explanatlon for the dlfference,i “Both groups were hxghly

: motzvated and there wera mo factors 1nfluenc1ng e1ther group to the

- extent that the one would aohreve results that were slgnlflcantly
,better than ‘the other group". His conclusxoﬁ is. that the KDHS

4 vi.,’”'i matrxculate "reacted far more strongly under the influence ‘of the'

motivating forces and has thus achieved better results..«“f From

‘:all this, he summarlses “The motivating forces: appear to ‘be very

Esrgely Gocro-polltlcal and are determaned by ‘the past hxstory of
; the Jew and also by“the pollt1cal an& social forces actlng on h1m
b today .

The present 1nvest1gator ¢annot accept Land 8"

- *’u :M eosciusions.~ It is felt that a possible explanatzon for the S
 excellent KDHS resnkts may be drawn from personal commmications _"‘ﬂi 1 rf&;is7'”i
jand digcussions. It was learned that, dLrlng the years under SRR et o
) 1nvest15atzon, a determlned etfort was. beitig mad6 by the KDHS -

authorltles to achleve outstsndiﬂk m#trrnulstlon results./ To -

'thls end. gcholars -who appesre& to find it dlfflcult to marntaln

~ the school's standards and cope with a seven-snbjert matrrtulatzon
examlnatlon 1ne1udlng Hebrew, . were wither encoursged by the sshool

i L authorities to transfer to other schools, or d1d so of thewr own

k volltlon, It would seem, then, that the.drxve of the schoﬂl

xeks

authorxtzes and of the parents, mmght well provxde th: explanatxon.,_ o
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M:.hf:aLy Tramug.

The :mformatlon relatlng to mhtary t'/'ammg 15 mcluded

'cause 11; affected the year: of entry to post-sc,hnoi o

_ . educatlonal or tral :mg estabhahxnents fo" numbers of male member‘s i
of bcth the RDBS and ’Control Groups.v : ' :

Accotd:.ng to 1nformnt1on supphed by the W:Ltwaterarand' L
Comand of t:l'ue~ South Afncan Defence Fotces (1970), -the ballot:

: system was used for the call—up for: compulsory m111tary t:rammg” g
Y f maIe yout:hs at t:he agf‘ of 17 years during the per:l.od 1.937 to. o
. ‘11963».' G:ns are not called upon. to undergo military trammg.;l 7 ffjjf

A Table 6 (nr) grovulea an analysm of the male mat:lcu{.,,_ S

lates, showmg; the numbers who underwent mzln:ary trammgo

© TABLE 6 (iv),  MILITARY TRAINING OF MALEV MATRICULATES
GROUP . - | . YES ~ s | - ToTALs

lwoms 0 27 | s 7mz | 70 1007
covroL | 15 ‘2% | 49 77R | 6k 100R

‘xz = 0.230,»"d,.f., 1 P 7 0.05 N/S. After Y'%gtes' Cprréét:idﬁgv} ‘

The 'Yes category 1nc]udes those who recelved mxlxtax.y

: t:ra:.nmg, mcludmg training recexved 1n Israel. It is noted here ‘
_that young . mele immigrants to Israel from South Afnca are requn:ed

to undergo m111tary t*-ammg there. However, the deemmem: cf

'Israel gives at 1east part:1a1 recog-uuon tai:ht penod of tram.m.ng

whn:h such nngrant:s recexved in South Afrlca ‘bt.fore emgratz.ng. R

The ch:\.-square analyns of Table 6 (J.V) sz = 0. ’230, d £, I3 RN

1r7 0 05 N/S, shows chat t:here were no sn.g,nli‘wam: dlfferences
between the two Groups. B :
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5 It was also found that thnre.wete no d fferences of

s1gn1f1cance 1n.the.comparlson of partlclpatxon by the members

of the twa vaups of matriculates ln the various branehes of the

South African Defence Forces.

~iv. Post Schdolf'rrainig& Estublishment.

It was ‘to be erpected that 1n,a group where so many

puplls obtaxned Unlverszty Exemption Cert 1f1cates, latge numbere

would contlnue their education. The expeéctation was, however.,

exceeded in that of the 226 matriculates involved in this study,
only'Z d;d not continue with way type of edueatlcnal training, and
1 other falled to-respond to this qyestlon. The’ xnvestlgator
ledrned- that the 1 matriculate did; in fact, embark on aelengthy

and 1nten81weetype of in-service training in his father's

= buslness. In fact, therefore, only 2 of the 226 matrlculates had

no post— school training whatsoeverl.

- I% is now lmportant to enmpare the,types of post—school ‘

‘ educatlon or tralnlng the KDHS and Coﬁtrol Group matriculates

chose in order to fit themselves for the1r adult lives w1th1n the
general and Jewish communltles. Such a comparlson.ehould test :
the £1rst part of the hypothe31s on whlch thls study is based,; ‘

- This. part of the hypo*hesls postulared that the standard of general
educatmon.provxded by KDHS would be higher than that provided by
the Control Group schools. Table 6. (v) rep*oduced on page 47

. and entltled "pogt-School Training Establxshment" glves the complete

analysis.

From Table 6 (v) 1t can be seen that, of the very smail

number of matrlculates who dld not,go to university, 8 KDHS Q\F “18
Contrml Group studied at techn1ca1 1nst1tutes. - Four KDHS. females .
and 1° male and 1 Gontrol Group female attended the ¥ ebrew Teachets
Semlnary to become Hebrew teachera; 4 KDHS and 1 Control -Group

femaiva emrolle& at the Johannesburg Lollege ﬂf Educatlon to tra1n L

as: prmmary school teachers, and 1 female in éach Group undertock

tralnlng to become nursery school teachers°

r;'rﬂr
e s




TABLE 6 (v). Posr—smoox, TRAINING,ESTABLIsmm.,

"] UNIVERSITY | TEACHER TRAINING INSITUTTON | TECHNICAL 1w
SOUTH AFRICA JOVERSEAS | C.O0.E. | NURSERY | H.I.S. |TRAINING | NONE - | -RESPONSE
. 4 Y f e ¥ Akkk : VSCHOOLV kR e | RESE
Mm 6187z .fi ; 72 1 o ‘ " Q — ‘ 1'5z — =
Clwms £ ] 21 s2s fa 102 | 5o 12.5%f1 7,52
" lControl m | 52 81z 2 fo o
fcontror £ | 40 T | 1 .

South Afrlcan Unwers:.t'v - 1nc1udes

B

"-' H,T 8. =~ Hebre.w Teache'l‘s Semnary Dlpll‘)ma., :mclhd‘mg 1 KDES male and L ContrcI female who co1t1nued
mth a post-dv.ploma one-year course Tt Jerusalem. :

‘College of Educatmn .nciudlng oiily those without acadelm.r smatus (see *y

Tec’hx‘xic‘:al Tralnmg - 1nclud es Pharmacy, Optomecry, Shorthand-typing, Book-—keepmg, Apprentxceshlp
in Eng:.neerlng, Inst:.tute of Actuaries (AIA), Textlle Englneermg,' Computer Cawers, 5 ;L.S.,
'Oci(. Bazaars Bus;mess Management:, Insutance Institute, Night Schccl at Zionist OPgam.satlon of

America H’ouse (ZOA) to become a gm.de in Israel.
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b‘;v Control Groups in thls regard.

'4ach1evements of thoae who enrolled at a university, the matricu~ ;
‘ laces rep11es have been placed in three groups, namely, those T
v:who dld‘not complete any ‘academic course; those who achieved 2 .
first degree, and ‘those who achivved hlgher (that is, a status
~,h13her than that of a first degtee) or p*wfe581onal status.,
%'Included in the‘:1gures in th zs latter category are those

. the analysrs of the replies in the terms descr:.bed°

iy

Analysxs of uulverSIty and non—unlversxty enrolment

'*_shows a chl-square value, after Yates Correctlor had been

applied, of 0,398, 4. £, 1 P57 0.05 N/S. In 0ther wcrds,

. there is no difference of 51gn1f1cance.5etween‘the KDHS and

Turnlng now to a comparison of - the extent of academic

matrleulates vwho, at the time 2f cémpleting the questlonnalre,
were in their final year of study or awaiting their final
examination results. Their results were subsequently verlfledQ
Table 6(vi) entitled "Extent of Academic Achievemsnts" sets ‘out

--TABLE 6_(vi). EXTENY OF ACADEMIC_ACHIE EVEMENTS. ,‘
, ' H~—-7_IuHER pno"'pzs“'—“smmz “TOTAL
NONE | FIRST DEGREE STATUS ENROLMENT |
15 162 | B 9% 68 5% ST 1007 |
15 162 | 13 147 67 707 | 95 1007 |

= 1,082, d.f. 2, P> q.os N/s.

It is to be noted that 167 of those who enrolled at a .

ﬁnlve;51ty fram both the KDHS and Control Broups, did not uvmpl:tn L
a degree course. It is also wcrthy of note that percentages as

‘hlgh as 70 in the case of the Control Group and 75 in the KDHS e : s a

Group, contlnued thelr academle studles after obtalplng a first degteeo
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. ZABLE 6 (vii)' (a).!'  MATRICULATES' OCCUPATIONS (1968).

Noccuparronar crove . - | ¥oBS YCONTROL }.
o e (110) herotE |

| Professional l‘lor:‘kers.; RN R SR BN
§ Accountant}Audxtor o ol B R A S
) inesearch Workex: RN qf - : : 1 |

' ‘Engmeez ,' A 4 " |

=
o

Medical Pract:.noner Mol - 11

B

: Dental Surgeon

I Phamexatlﬁptomtnst

8O M

- l‘Vate:mary eurgeon :

i - Actua"xy
: Teacher/Lecturer

' 7'Barr1:{r;ter/Lawy,er
Journslist
Librarian

g Social Worker

: , i , Physiotherapist
TR SRR P,u?f:hothef@pist g

00 O MM NNW
R RO Ry B e R e

o Mé’ifia Pianner

. | sub-Total | 44| 46 |
A.immutrat:.ve, Technical and Related Workers: | -~ |

‘ Director of Companies - . pw .} 6

. Manager = o o v oo  12[ S

B S . Sub~Total - - | . 10 18 -
'clééica; ’Workets: : ' R |

(‘Ierkn ‘

Typnt:s

Bl i o v

: T ; Sub-Tpt:ai
,_Sales Worketn.,,; SRR OO ‘

; Famrni ete.t | :
© o+ | service, etc. ﬁorkers\. T T 1 e
s ~ 7 - - .Sub-Total . 41 I &

L R R
o omn O8N

RTINS TT S AR, i S

. Students f2 e}
Qﬁe@lo?ed ; o - ‘ E . = : L IR 2 Z o
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, 51,
From Table 8 (vii) (a) a composite picturer of the Occupational
,Groups ig. g:.ven in Table 6 {vii) (b). Far th:.s purpose the
o :espondents were divided into 2 msjor groaps of ’Prcfessumal' and

- *Other"' workers.  The housew:wes, students, unemployed and "No

Bl Lo Response' greups ‘were excluded fzom the aualy's:.s to which Yates
‘ /, o Correctz.on was. apphed. :
. i o ST 7 - ’ |
! TABLE 76- (vn} (b). ~  MATRICULATES' OCCUPATIONS (1968).
erour | - PROFESSIONAL | OTHER |  TOTALS |
jkors = S 4k 1% ‘ 18 297 | 62 100%
fcontror 46 68 | 22 322 | 68 1007
o Cx* = 0.047, d.£. 1  W/s.
jé; .
i Twentyone KDHS and 37 Coaﬁrbl Group feﬁal’es wete,qccupiedi
“in running;'the'ir homes at the time of comple’tigno,f the questionnaire
and-were not occupied in the work for which they had had post-schbcl '
training. It is inte’res;ing to note, nevertheless, whsat pgst-
school training these women had undertaken in order to prepa'ra them~
selves for occupatibns other than that of housewife. Table 6 {viii) (a')“ :
reproduced on page 52 shows the éisiﬂribution of their qualexcatmnsa N
In Tabie 6 {viii) (b) the d:.stnbut:mn shown 1n Table 6(vﬁi) {a) ’
’ ' is znalysed under the headings 'Av;ademc/Proress:,onal', '*Otherv and -
'None', and shows a chi-square of 0.106, d.£.2 PP 0.05 N/S. R
TABLE 6 (viii) (B). QUALIFICATIONS or'mmcm;mz JOUSEWIVES
e 1 ACADEMIC/ ' '
[CROVE | PROFESSTONAL OTHER | NONE |  TOTAL
DHS g 13 622 | 6 297 2 9% | 21 1007}
antfol 22 sex | 12 322 | 3 9% 37 100%
TR x* = 0.106 d.Z.2 P70.05 N/S.
4
T TR T I TR A




| IABLE 6 (viii)(a).

Lf-*mmamm o f wms | ocommmon |

B Bachelor of Artu

T Teacher o
Secretary/TyplstiCIetk R .
. Orthudonnc Nurse o 5
- lHed:.cal Px:actn:xoner

e kMaster of Arts - S
'Bachelor of Arts » L.T.C,L.
R Phamac:.st '

~ {Comptometex Planner :
" Ipipiomas (Law, French, Librarianship) ™

" No qualifications

A el e o e g by T, 3 i i i TR e s I

"4{.)

. QUALIFICA’I‘IONS oF MATRICULATE
Ll 'uousswzvns ‘

Bachelot of Comerce

o e W]

Moo o oo o 0 dhH

S

Bachelor of Arts (Hons) TRAL »‘ | / :

»Phynot;herapis,t‘

: In conversatlon wx.h a CIOS'-'P" ect:.cn of the f.emale

k"matr.tcu},ates of both Groups, the mpr«sssmn was’ gamed that many were
B ah:eady plaunmg, if mﬁ’:actually studying, for higher quah.fzcatzone

orx - d:.fferent degrees. Several expressed the intention of retum;.ng

- to employmenr. ag soon as the:.r fmhes were complete and old encugh

_.for them to do s0.

{\?1) Conclus:.ons o

; In the eax:ly part of thu chapter, there was dz.scussmn of

- "Land’s (1968) findings, the greatest at:tent:.on bemg pau{ to Iu.s
e f:.nd:.ng ‘that the ma\‘:nculatmn results of hxs KDHS and Northv:.ew

. Groups showed a s:.gn1f1cant dxffetence. By contraab, !:he present e




L
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| g e
D : L |tudy has ahown. t:hat mo slgmﬁcant dlffetence was to be foumi in
‘ : 7 re;gr& to ‘the mtnc.ﬂauon results of the KDHS and Control Groups. S
Nor were subsequgnt dlﬂferences relat:.ng to mlxtary tra:.mng, “la
"un:.vgrnty or other enrolment' extent of academc achxevementn or ‘ .: o
occupatxons, fouvd to be of ugnlflcant d:.fference. ' S LB
{ ; : In otaet cﬁ*s, analysu of :he responses to t:hese :ut:tetl - R
ﬁ k . by the 110 KDHS. mal:t ulates of the years 1956 to 1962 mcluuve .
and of the ,516 matmcu:ates of the Contrul Group showed no
dxfferencers of mgm.flcance.‘ Consequently, the sect:.on o£ the - : /
; - fn':t: part of ‘the hypat:heus énunc:.at:ed on page 36, whu:h refers” - )
o 't's t‘ne high standards of genersl education of the KDBS mat:ncuhtes, /
A t ba Ablmtoned. ‘ A
The second saction of the zlrst part of the hypothes:.s ‘
reTa;ea to Jewish education and Jewish values. Attenguon turnq
: niw, in chapter 7, to these matters. | o
{;/
j =
R
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CHAPTER 7. -~ = . "JEWISH ‘EDUCATION. - : o /’

i

The rephes of thﬂ ma*rlculates to the questlons relatn.ng
to thexr Jem.sh stud,les will ‘be exammed 1n this chapter. The
hmtoncai and ttad:,tlonal bac‘kgtouncls of Jewxsh st.udles are essent:.al

e ot R R

elements in such an exammatlo:\., in fact, analyas of current studies

is compx:ehennble omly \m relation to the past.

e o » e ‘ Evidencs of the importance wh:.ch has always been attached o

to Jewish educatxon can be found throug’nout the hteramre from t:he

‘earhest times. Josephus, who_ lived from the year ’U <] t“e year -
100 c. E. s stressed the tremendous impottance of the education of
the children: "Our principal care of all is this, to e‘ducate our

SEa children well and we think it to be the most necessary business

"
R
WEA

of our whole life, to observe the laws that have been gzven ugy S
_ and to keep those fules of piety thau nave been denvered,_ down 4
Bl o to us". (From "Flavius Josephus Complete Works" trans, WilTiam
e . . E Wh{ston' 1964, p. 610 Book 1 v.12). Another early ‘e:;:atﬁisyie} features
in a tractate (volume) of the Talmud \,DO C.E.}3 "Jewish Educatmn
occupies an utuque position in Jewish 1ife. The study of Torah ...' o
(which includes the Pentateuch, Prophets, Sacred Writings, Talmud . s
Rabbinic commentaries and other " rellg:l.ous wntmgs)..; is a a,ardh.ai oo
principle of the Jewish falth" (peah a}. :
Emphasis on theneed for education has continued through
%, successive generations. Education stands second on’.ly‘bto‘ defonce in
Israel’s priorities today, and, as stated previously, it is a major .
preoccupation of‘Diaspora Jewish communitieés in this second half of the

twentieth century. Currently, the suggestion is often made that
- Jewish parents strive for the best possible general educa(:mn o*“ theu:
children in order to prov1de them with physical and economic secu% x"y
: s This may well be so, but without doubt the :unpottance of education,
’ . both Jewish and secular af a good in itself, has long been hlghly ; M

valued by the Jewish people.
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i. Barmtzvah Eatmtw.ah Ceremom.es.
T

- The Barmitzvah ceremony (see Appendix V p.152,4ppendix VII

. 1.156) const:u:utes a crucial phase in the life of the Jewish boy."
* Bar Mitzvah ("Son of the Commardment™) is defined by Roth (1959) as

the ?'caremony marking the initiation of a boy at the age of 13 into

the Jewish religious comunity and into observance of the precepts

- of the Torah". Roth is of the opinion that the ceremony may have

been in practice much earlier than the first specific reference to
it in the 13th century. The keynote of tha ceremony is the reading :
of the relevant portion ¢f the Law in the syn‘égogue by the celebrant:
on the Sahbath nearest to his thirteenth birth date. This follows }
his father’s reading of avbléssing in which he thanks God for freeing -
him from legal responsibility for his child's actions. The first
laying, or wearing of the Tephillin (i.e. Phylacteries) is a part
of the ceremony. According to Roth (1959) ths Tephillin are "two
black leather boxes fastened to leather streps, containing four
portionsof the Pentateuch written on parchment. (Exod. 13: I-16;
Deut. 6:4-9; 1I; 13-21). They are bound ("1aid") on the zrm and
the head (Deut. 6:8)". The regular "laying" of the Tephillin bef;’:omeu» -
a religious obligation for all males after their Barmitzvah. The
practice is carried out with morning prayers except those cn the
Sabbath and Holy Festival days.

Reform Judaism conducts a similar Barmitzvah ceremony for
boys. It also introduced the concept of the Batmitzvah ceremony for
girls at about the age of ‘twelve years. This differs radically from -
that of the ﬁamitzvah, the keynote being the prepératidn of the girls
for the setting up and maincaining of 'proper’ Jewish homes. (See

App(:ndix VI p.154% and Appendix VII p.156). The Batmitzvah rapidly

bectame 2 highly successful social event, and, in receant years, was
accnep"ed into the ceremonia'! of some orthodox congregatmns. In fa-.t:‘
both Barmltzvah and Batmitzvah cetemonles have auch 2 strong social
oyc?‘izy that they do nnt necessarlly give an 1nd1catmn of the extent
tsE reh.g:.ot.s observance, if any; on the part of the celebrant or the
fdmly. Social pressures of themselves appear to be strong enough
to vansure that almost all Jewish boys and ever-increasing numbers ot

gn‘tls, participate in theé ceremonies.
[ . :

i
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The syllabuses of the Barma:zvah and,Batm1tzvah<ceremonles of
: the Unlted Hebrew Instxtutlons of Johannasburg and of the United

:.~Prafresslve Hebtew Schools of‘thanneﬁburg, Will be found iun the A
s Appendzces teferred to: above. The ‘length of tralnlng for the' ceremonlesddn

ig not prescrlbec and varlvs consxderablys One hour classes tw1ce

é ;f; i.-":*f weéﬁly for abaut one.year, seem to be regarded ny'most corigreégations

3,

CRT OSR R =E as necessary to provtde the mlnxmum requlred knowledge and traznlng«,-i B
: % SR T RO It may be of Lntcrest to compare the concept and the% o
B R _f‘prepa*atzon for and programme of these ceremonies thh those cf’other

X relzgxous denomlnatxons. Appendlx VIII (p: 157) cantaing the f
_Alnfermatlon relatlng to tha Dutch Reformed GMurdh“ Appendlx Ix \p.158)

iy e ok R af s

nrelatlng to the.Presbyterlan Church and Appendzx X (p. 159) relatzng to -
- the Rsman Catholxc Church.  The fundamental concept which all- the ;
Vabove denom:natlons have in commor is that the acceptance or ‘
1n1t1at10n of »hn young person brxngs full membership and r1ghts of
the relevant re11g1ous bodies, and preparatlon for-conductzng their
own homes and 11ves in the Bplrlt and the manner prescrlbed by thexr

‘ relxglons. The Jewisk congregatlons 1ntroduce thelr chlldren to :';;’“'

O

 full membershlp at an earller age than,the Chrlstlan groups and

their ceremon1es are morp fotmal than the,others with the young

: people actually part1cxpat1\g <n the servxces.‘,

There are obviousiy; differences ih'the ébiiifieS‘df fhe’,u
" individuals who ‘train boys and girls for these ceremoniegiﬂaﬁ&;in”
the motivations of the pupils themselves. The home attitudes and

e Y - B b e b R 0 S

the expectations of parents Who‘eﬁrﬁl'their'child:eandr'tfaiﬁing Vo
slso vary. -~ Nevertheless, it can be argued that the Barmitzvah

and Batmitzvah ceremonies provide Jewlsh chlldren with a common
experlence which is des1gned to help them. f1t into the Jew1sh

culture whlch has psrsisted for ‘thousands of years despxte the

éngj R B v1c1531tudes of Jewish hxstory) antl-semltlsm, na21sm,and

L | ,assxmllatlon. ~Jewish culture is not somethlng-that is 1ﬁherxtedg,
‘.“It has to be. learned, and.the participation of the chxld on the

‘v verge of adolescence 1n the rellgeo-soclal ceremony, is his

o 1ntroductlcr ta it and to the modification of h18 attxtudea. It

B marks a major change in h1s acculturatlon as a full member of the :

',JEWlsh ccmmun1ty.‘», S Tt ;,f;k W th"\‘~: ffwf

“ For “the- purposes of the present study, it has been assumed

that all the male matrlculates recexved 1nstruct10n for the Barmxtzvah
ceremony. It 1s very unllkely. however, that all the girls undertook

the Barmzczvah ceremony. S A S ,deff,f
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’matrlculates took advantage of the opportunltzes of thls mlnlmal

1;eJewxsh stud1es. . One of rhe basie purposes of the KDHS is to stlmulate

) and foster contlnuous Jew1sh studles. The school 8 mqtrlculates in

'ljtultlon as: they may have had before entering the high school. The,'pi
f@ontrol Group, on»the;otner~hend, had to acquire thelr,lnstruction’ 
. eur ofeéehodl'hburS'by“meabs'bf private tuitien or'part-tiﬁe classes.
] The\essentlal analy81s of’post—Batmltzvah or Barmxtzvah Jew. sh,Studles‘ .
:5mUBt, therefore, be done. 1n two sectlons. Congideration must be g1ven s
‘jto the 1nstruct10n glven -at KDHS and secondly, to the more lnfermal :
- voluntary courses which were available for the Control Group '

‘1matr1culates..
‘ii. The School Years. R - :, - ~.e'§

. was taught from Standard 6 up to matriculation 1evel, g1v1ng the pnp11< S

‘years of tu’tlon in the relevant subjects, apart from any 1nstruet10n ‘

: 1n 'Jewlsh Studles were not admitted to the school lnAStandard VI.,,
G Dur1ng'1961 and 1962, such children were able to galn admrssron if’ 1t was
thought that they would be able to qua11fy‘to take Hebrew as a
“matrlculatlon subJect.

‘conducted under the aegle of the Board, is not ‘as reedlly'available.
reIn facr their programme - depanded almost entirely upon their 1nd1v1dua1

: wav .of deallng with "he .problem of asse331ng the mmter;al taught and
'rhe standares acaleved. On the advice of these eﬂu atlonlsts Jewlsh
'~hlstory3 Relrglous Thought The B1b1e, Jewish therature, Zlonlsm

It was con31dered to be,1mportant te drscover whether the

i i‘xntraduetlan, tc study Jewlsh educatlonﬁend culture any further.

*‘Thrs caxled for conalderatlon of thelr‘pos*—Batmltzvah or~BarmLtzvah

this 1nvestzgat10n had had 5 years of 1nstruct10n in addition to such

N

The official JeWISh studics syllabus of the RDHS (Appendlx XI p 161) ?e

rhey may'ha&e had in their primary school days. Jewish studies was a A
compulsory matrlculatlon subject, and very few scholars were exempted
from 1t., “In fact between 1955 and 1960, children who had had" no f
previous 1nstruct10n in the Hebrew language or the subgects 1nc1uded

The content of Jewish studles for che Control Group matrrculates

who either had private tultlon or were enrolled in® \art-tlme classes

teachers., Local Jewish educat1on15rs were consulted as to the best

and Hebrﬁw‘Language were llsted as .the sxx divisions comprxs1ng Jewxsh

studles for che purposes of this 11vestlgatlon.
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The quest1on now: arlses whether the‘members of the Cnntrol

R Group did contlnue ‘their Jewish education after completlng their

,4. 713gtm1tzvah or-Barm;tzvah‘traznlng. Table 7°(i) shows the numbers
and proportlons who d1d so. y e ot

o ;TABLE"? ().  JEWISH STUDIES WHILE AT SCHOOL

: POST BARMITZVAH / BATMITZVAR

CONTROL GROUP

sex | 0 wms ] w  TOTALS .

CoMale | 24 382 | 40 62w | e 1007 |
Femele | 22 422 | 30 587 52 . 1007

%% =0.228, d.f. 1, P> 0.05 NS

There is no s1gn1f1cant dlfference between the numbe#s of males s

~and females. The lmportant obsetvatxonr are that the majorxgy‘of ma;eski*
(62%) and females (582) dld not. contznue Jewish studies, and ‘that a k
sllghtly highar percen*age of females than males contxnued these L

stud1es. Tth is uua?pected and may ‘be exp1a1ned 1n terms of the

probabzlmty that the glrls intended to study Hebrew as a quallfyxngif"
subJect Ior a university degree of Bachelor of Arts, or that they-

' kwere plannlng to enroi at the Hebrew ‘Teachers" Sem1nary to Lra1nhes,

- Hebrew teachers.

: Informatlon was avallaﬁle on uhe length of time the Control"
“',Group continued their Jewxsh stud!es while still at school and this

- ig " gzven 1n'Tab1e 7 (ii).

S ;TABLE, 7 (i), NUMBER OF YEARS OF Pos'r-mlmmmmt JEWISH
T s'nmms WHILE STILL AT SCHOOL (comor. GROUP) 2=

B
STl

T

SEX. . | LESS THAN 2 YEARS | 2-3 YEARS 4-5 YEARS ' TOTALS

i R ml;! i - 4 1‘7‘2" B 2 13% | 16 702: 1 22 1007

|
1
I
CE . Mate | s omr 12 sox | 7 297 | 241002 ‘

e ] DS e T TN
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: ,.  ”r: is noted $hat 507 of the ‘males studled for a further 2 to
g3 yeats and 29% for 4 ?0‘5 years. By contrast, 137 of the females

o jfccntxnued for 2 to3 yaars, whereas 70% did so for 4 to 5 yearsnr‘
"'Thls suggests that the greater 1nterest of the females as revealed

in Table 7 (1) was parallelled by the longer time they wereeprepared=,u

"tr spend on these studles by comparlson ‘with the males.

The'matrxculates were also asked to Lndlcate the klnd of
- studies that,they fo’lowed.~ As the numbers 1nvolved were falrly L
"small, the reaponses were combzned into three categorles, as shown
'v1n Table 7 (iii ' It can.be seen that the majority comblned
k,'further work 1n Hebrew language thh other agpects of Jewish cultureq»‘:

' annd relxgxon. ’ Those. who did no 1anguage work at all, were very tew o

. in number,
TABLE 7 (iii). ~ HEBREW LANGUAGE AND OFHER JEVISH SUBJECTS,
‘ o CONTROL GROUP. )
ex | mEseew | iawcuace | smwismsruozes | |
&ﬁLGUAGE AND OTHER | EXCLUDING HEBREW [ TOTALS |
mate | 9 3 | 13 sa¢ | 2 sx | 24 1o0z
fFemale | 5 222 | i 74z o} o | 22 1007
: It is observed that more than 507 of the males and almost : S ¢

75% of the femaies included all the subjects listed in Jewish'stuﬁies’
' in the courses. Thirty-seven percent of the males and 22% females »
fconcentrated on 1anguage study, whereas no. more than 9% of the males
and 4% of the femalen excluded the Hebrew language from.thexr :

courses.§ o o S o ' - N

b Those mntrxculates who d1d not contznue vxth Jewist: studles

? -  after completlng the Barmltzvah or Batmitzvah ceremony, were asked ,‘:ﬂb; ’
k . to give their reasons for stopping. - Twentyfive males and 11 females ' A’, PR
. declared that they were not 1ncereuted, while 6 membets of each L A

: L tGroup ‘gave no reason. Nine of each sex indicated that such scudles

| ‘were ‘not available to them, while 5 males and 3 females said they had -

H':no time becauae of confilctzng interests. Two males and 4 females




li;the impresszon?"f‘w‘ , scholazs would have contxnued had they*baen
~'ab1e to do so on thelr school premlses.f It must be borne in: mxnd

e tﬁat those Control Group mattlculatea who cont1nued the1r Jewmsh

'if;educ&tzon after Batmxtzvah or Barmltbvah ‘were conftonted.wzth dszi-'

:f'cultzes wh1ch did . not apply to: the YDHS puplIs whose Yewxsh,studxes'

,,,iii:wete a patc of thelr da11y school programme. These.dlfflcultles

affected not cnlv thelr out-of—school act1v1t1es, but were manlfest”"
"Lt wouId appear, in lower‘standards of atta1nment. B

?bst*ééﬁoéi*ﬁewish é&ucatien,i

The next‘matter for cons-deratxon is.a comparzson of the s
extent to whlch rhe KDHS and Control Groups continued. ‘their Jﬂwxsh-,;fp |

educatlon after matrxculatlon,v Thxs comparlson is. shown 1n Table f}?.’:'f

'k'7 (iv).

TABLE 7 (iv).  POSI-SCHOOL JEWISH EDUCATION. '

'1gnns; fL , . ‘ 437 ;§3v'572 - v ,“_';"'r10f2iOOXf;j;ﬂ i
feomeroi | 67 7% 'y 49 437 - 116 100% )

¥ = 2,186, 4., 1, PP 0.05 N/S after Yates .
- Correction. - : ‘ e T

- The 1mportant flndlng here is the cack of sxgnlflcant d1ffet~':{ '
’ :‘ence between4the KDHS and Control Groupe. Flfty—seven percent of the AL T

Control Group ‘an agalnst 43% KDHS had no formal post-xchool Jewxsh

ﬁ educatxon, - It is of partlcular 1mnor»ance to note xhe high petcent-

= age of KDHS'ma:zlculates who ‘dropped all Jewxsh studies after complet-
"1ng the matxzculatzﬁn exam;natlon. - This raises ths question of how
';successful the KDHS was, 1n,fact, ;n achlevlng 1ts objectlve of

ylay1ng the fonndatzons for the contxnumuxon ‘of Jewish studles and :

ptantxces, : It would seem that, although the KDHS matrxcuiutes
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5 cont1nued such studxes throughaut thexr svhool years, no more than o
:: &:577 were suff101ent1y 1nterested or stzmulated to lnclndeAthem in '
 ¢éthe1r post—school progranronf ‘education. The conclus:on must,
"'then, ‘be reached chat the - suecess achzeved by KDHS in this matter, R
 ;was Ilmlted to the facts ‘that a11 its pupils continued to the -
g;vmggrleu+atlon level,’and that 577 continued further,,' :

"vBarmLtzvah/Batmltzvah and post-school Jewish educaﬁlon was done 1nv"

' ,1between the KDHS ane Gontrol Groups ‘continuity of this aspect of

’"thezr educatxon. The flndlngs are shown in Table 7 (v)

/TABL‘E‘V'T(v).;‘) ' POST—BAT/BARMITZVAH AND Pos'r-scuoox. JEWISH AR S

EDUFAIION.
CATEGORY =~ | xoHs - | - coNmroL
: — : o nCROUE _
Eost&ﬁat/Bar@ithah~and pdst—sehool 63 577 ",-3ZV'EZSZ,FEVI
'.Post?Bét/Barmitzvah and no post-schoel | 47 437 ';eFM14¥ ‘12Z:?i,fT

61

A comparatrve analysls of the relatlenshlp between post—

order to ascertain whether there was. any dlfferenee of s1gn1f1cance

'members of the Co ol Group had post-Bat/Barmltzvah Jewlsh educatlou,

'xz_ = 2.608, d.f. 1. P-7 0.05 N/S. after Yates 'ccrr'e,etion‘;l” '

¢+

- Table 7 (€3] includes 110 or 1807 KDHS matrlculates but only
46 or 40% of the Control Group.  The reason for. thls 13 that not all

In fact, 17 members of the Group or 157 had a break 1n.the1r Jewxah' fii‘.ﬁ_ﬂ"i”
" 3 RS i

studles after Bat/Barmltnvah, and then carried on agaln after :

matrlculat1ng. Fourteen or 12% contluued their Jewish studzea ﬁf“i‘ G

ewhzlst they‘were still at school and then terminated them. The ’
_balance of 39 or 45% had no Jewxsh education at all after thelr i

: Bat/BarmLtzvah tralnxng.

Referring back to Table 7 (v),vattehtion is drawn to the

fact that, whereas this Table refers to participation 1n‘Jew15h

studles programmes, there- is no reflerence to the ccntent or quallty

.of such programmes. Nevertheless, the total pxcture shows that
"43z of the Control Group dld concetn,themeelves with the study of
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. e Jewuh su&;ects after: matnculaung, by companson wzth 57: \of :
R the KDHS mtuculates.-;’_ B

, R : ; RN
;Thg nmber of years of post—school Jemah eclucatmn is

s lhovn 1n Tabie 7 (v1)  The petmds 1 to 3 years anél & to 5 yenfs x

. we:e combxned 1n otdet to’ pernu.t o£ clu-square analym.s.»

s 3 f' P

o TARLE 7 (vi). | NUMBER OF YEARS OF POST-SCHOOL JEWIS a

P

. N

It is found that there is no sxg‘n;ﬁcant d:.ffetence ‘betveen

the retums of the KDHS and Control Grguﬂa in connectxon with :he

numbet of years spent on post-school Jewish studies. Agun, it 1: ‘

T :.he absm'u:ﬁ° of any s:.gnxflcant difference that is ugn1£1cant.

, Had the KDHS exerc:.sed an mportant mfluence on its .
pup;tls, it would have been reasonable to expect that’ a much hzgher

"‘proportmn of its matriculates than those of the Conttol Group

would ‘have contmued the:uc Jewish education after mtnculating.
As this was mot thez cage, other possible 1nf1uenceu on those =
m..tr:.culates who contmued, both KDHS ‘and. Control Group members,

reqm.re consxderanon. A major influence may well have ,bgen -

: .pareutal example or influence. However, sufficient wmaterial to

permit of assessment of parental influence was not available.
The other ma;or influence was probebly the development and progreu
of ‘the State of Israel. “This progress led to an enhanced self-

’vre:;aect: and ltatus of almost every South Afncan Jew and created

- among a consxderable number of them, a desxre for more Jewish

knowled;e » mclud:.ng the study of Hebrew.‘ The closo personal aud

-

EDUCATI“N.,’
© jemovr ¢ NONE. | 1-3YEARS | 4-57EARS | TOTILS
':ﬂsm | sz | o2 mx | 13 1m | 7° 1ooz o
ows £ | 12 3% | 17 4@ | 1 oam 40 mozs;:;
[comtrol £ | - 27.522 | 15 20% | “lo 197 52 1003
2% - 6.8237d.f 6., PP 0.05 N/S.
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;.famlly relat1onshlps that were.establlshed with Israel, and the
,itapxd development of study and hollday f36111tles in Ibrael

-~ all contributed to strengtheJlng the desire for a greater‘aware- )

“ness of thlngs Jew1sh.

iZsrael’s.pfogress and academic advancement have, in fact,

‘exercised an influence on scholarship in South Africa.’ PErsonal

1nterv1ews with matriculates demonstrated that the pubilshed
féndlngs in archaeologicai research, investigations into the
eaily*history'of the Middle East, the social anthropology of

' the'different immigfant groups, sociological studies and studies

relating to integration of people from different socio-economic
and cultural levels,vand other iike studies, have stimulated
comparable studies in South Africa. Interest in a wide range of

subgects related to the past and oresent life of the peoples of

Israel has encouraged study tours, under academic leadership,

to that country.

There is a further asﬁect of post—school»studies which
does reflecs positively on the value of the KDHS influence.
Children attending the King David School brought home something

of the spirit and character of the school, and this exercised

- an influence on some parents. This fact was estabiished from

 personal contacts with parents who had been stimulated by their

children to take up Jewish studies.  These, then, are among the

important influences stimulating post-school and continuing studies’

of Jewish 1ife, thought and Ianguage.

i

The venues of post-school Jewish education were considered

with a view to ascertaining the nature and quality of such

education. . The findings are shown in Table 7 (vii).




e @ b o TARET (vid). . VENUE oF POST-SCHOOL - :mwrsu
G LR : : ) i 'EDUCATION. L
: FGRMAL. T [ INFORMAL
| mmmey | POWSEbow| seue- R DR
jcROUP ‘smxmvz;jr UNIVERSITY GROUP ~ | STUDY | OTHER | TOTALS |
. [aESa 1 32| 4 12| 6 172 |16 46z |8 232 |35 t002f
P R ) 4 14% | 6 21z | 7 252 | 6 21z | 5 197} 28 toox| - -
o fcomtrelm | o oz | o ox | 3 11%x f210 722 |5 1x {290 w0z| -
0 feemtxere f'1 4z | 6 x| 2 8 |9 3ez]7 2z|25 to0zf
L
57 § It is reasonable to assume that the znstructlon prov1ded in
2 ~; fbrmal institutions such as seminaries and unxverazt1es, vould be more
;f ; ‘ serlous than in the odd courses or d1scusszon graups or by studyxng on
,f ; R ~‘; one's own. It is noted in Table 7 (vii) that the ma;orlty of
. i KDHS and Control Group matriculates pursued their post~school Jewish:
eddcation,through informal channels,‘whereas much'lmaila:'ﬁﬁmbéti
: enrollgd for such studies in the more formal institutiongV:Ihi!'
T ; B ﬁ : ‘ firding leads to considerable doubt as to the total value ¢Z the ,
Das % post~school Jewish education of both the Control and the KDHS Groups.
% ' ’ It will be recalled that one of the important teasonjrﬂhich
; ' - stimulated the establishmeit of the South African Board of‘Jewish
? ‘ Education and the Day School Movement, was the need to make provxsxon
% | for the training of teachers of Jewish subjects. Table 7 (vii)
% revegla that very few matriculates attended the,Teachgrs’«Tfaiﬁing
: course at the Hebrew Seminary. This appears to indicate that KDHS
E ’ U was not very jucce:sful in promoting Hebrew teaching as a career.
; ‘ ’ Those ﬁatriculates who studied- Hebrew at'university<&id“sd as part
? ’ ‘ "pf‘;he'requiremenfh for the degree of Bachelor of Arts. ‘ e
’? . : . - g
é iv. Reasons For No Post-School Jewish Studies.
. In Table 7 {iv) it was shown that 437 KDHS and 572 Control R
: Group matriculates did not contxnne Jewxsh stud1es after leaving
,; T . school. It should be 1nteresting to find the reasons why they
 7$’ ;1 EE ) é _ ;7‘ y ‘Qia not: do go. - Table 7 (v11ﬁ g1ves ‘the analysis of the rep11es
v . ‘

'to this que¢t1on.; :

R sbee prlrus ot S T
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t g - REASONS FOR O POST-SCHOOL ,Jf;wzsu, STODIES L
. :){, o G : : : .
GROUP MO TIME | NO INTEREST/MOTIVATION |  ToTALS
<. feomsw 0§ 15 woszo ) - 22 sesz o ) sy w0z |
] Hs;f R S 7 S A 8 53, - |15 100%
Control'm § 8 212} 30 79z @ 38 100% § - - . ¢
Jeomtror £ | 5 33w 10 e ] 15 100% |
xz_e-'d.as., a_.a‘:."a. P> 0.05 N/S. '
e ‘ R It can be seen that there was no significant dlffetence bet:ween
: the twe Groups in their reasors for not contuxumg Jewish stmhes post~
L school., It can also be seen that for a‘Il four Gtoups thot 1ack of
interest or motwatlon was a frequent respanse. ~
The important finding here is that fcr all Groups ‘Iack of :mterest ,(_\;"
ar mot:wauon is high. The reasons given hy the KDHS Group. for mot- g
; havmg the time for Jewish studles were expressed ma:mly in terms of
L the fact that they were still busy with their other studlesg. A few gave
e . as thelr ‘reason, either that they were fully occupled 1n busmess, or :
" _that marr:.age and parenthood left them no time. The reactmns of sﬁma L
: of the KDHS matriculates, none of whom declared Iack of appcrtunu:y as
. their reason for not contlmnng their stadles are pussxbly mdlcatzve .
/ A - of the frame of mind at the time. | Two ¢laimed that their 1nva1vement in
the.erouﬁ:Movemem: occnp1ed their timej one declared that his home 1ife
o made full prov:.smn for his Jewish educatlomal neeas, ‘another claimed -
thal: he knew ‘encugh to satlsfy my personal needs’ One stated !;hat
i ' o "hav:.ng heard nothing else throughout my youth” he did not 'want “any more;
‘ ‘ " whilst the other blamed bad teaching at the school which- had led £0 lus
loss of ulteres: and uII::Lmate compxete &15111usmnment" : '
, T ) Hebtev Languages o
; RS » : e R [ e 7 ‘1‘6\5{"
: i Study of the Hebrew language is a most nnportant part af Jew:.sh Fite -
stuﬁ{xes and is included in every cons;nderanon of it.  1In fact, it fc\ SRR
B A

is i*elt in some quarters that "Hebrew' is the only subject of -

' 1mp:artance in the Jewish studies programe. It is consz.ﬁered in

_ 1sollatwn at this stage because 1anguage classes s which do mot”

X
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» sx-u:lmie spec:.f:.c study of other aspects of Jew:.sh educauon, are
,reaéxly avazlabl and are aupported by Iarge numbers of adults.

in Johannesbnrg. Attendance at sucn classes doos, 1nd1rect:1y,

”;’bnug to the parnupants some “nformation on Jewish matters

apar* from languagr study. )

» Har‘xs' (1963) vie‘w that "It appears that language is more
:unportant in the buxldlng up of nstional character than any iy "

. ‘oth&r factor” would receive strong suppart from pol:.cy makers
“in both the Republzc of South Afnca and \‘he State of Israel. S o
_ The extent to which the Hebrew language was': mtudled by the KDHS n
‘and Control Groups when they" were scholats hals been discussed - .

- earlier. Answers are now sought to such quéstions as: EEIs there

any d_iffe:ence of s‘igm’.‘ficance between the Groups” post?~school
study of Hebrew? On the individuals' own assessments d:.d their
knowledge of the Ianguage in 1968 show any ugm.f:v.cant dlfferences'*
The distribution of matriculates who attended Hebrew Ignguage
classes after leaving school is shown in Iablé 7 (ix).

TABLE 7 (ix). POST-SCHOOL HEBREW CLASS ATTENDANCE.

© GROUP YES N TOTALS
[koRS @ 18 267 © 52 74z |- 70 1002 |
KDHS £ 22 55% 18 45% 4 100%
Control m 7 11f 57 897 64 1007
fcontrot £ ; 21 40% : 31 60% 52  100% |

‘ . s
%2 = 12.838 d.£.3. PZ. 0.001

The mportant cencluuon to note is that there is a h1gh1y
significant difference be.tween the KDHS and Control Groups insofar
as post-school study of the Hebrew language is concerned. Thls is
so despite the fact that: the percentage of KDHS mai:nculates who &
contmued theu study of the language after leavmg school was- low.
It mght have been expec,ted that, hav;ng studied the language to
'matricullation level, thef would have wished to maintain and improve
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4the1r knowledge of it. It mghlt: also have been antzcxpate& *hat |
E the atmasphere at KDHS would imb ue its pupzls mth a love of the ‘
: fklanguage, in addlt::.on to an appt‘eczatmn of it as d wital link
»wdx‘;h,lsy_rael, and as ,the iny .meams of understandmg and ' sppreciating :

* .

W ’ Jevii';éh 1iturgy and religious pré;ctices.‘ The importance of a
iknowleuge of Hebrew has been propounaéd for generations by Jew1sh ‘

o Sl P : »nhxlosophers, éducationists, tedchers una leaders, s, and has Been

, S - ‘admrably; summed up by Janovsky (1967). J " beheve vosse That @
- . "Iang‘uagé is the expression of a‘:pe‘ople'?s genius. - Hebrew i i.ht"

o F Y o key to the spzntual and culturall hentage of the Jews,,.w It =
' ' ptovz.des roétage in the Jemsh past and serves as a pﬁwerfnl imk

to the people of Israel and the Jews throughout the warl&“” -

i
1

I; ‘was mxposslble to give the matncuiates any fcrm of test

cf the level of the:.r knowledge of Hebrfew when the quest:.onnalre it

. wag distributed in 1968, @ Iu the absence of any ob_}ecuve test,

St

they were asked to rate their kunowledge as 'fluenj:' 'fa\r s

ool

. L :nuumal' or 'None'. The analysis of the replies is nge,\jt itgv
i H - v\,\ !

Table 7 (x). ' B R Lo

s TABLE 7 (x). KNOWLEDGE ‘OF HEBREW 1968
|erove FLUENT PATR | Mmmear | wone | rorans | e
KDES 37 3z | 23 217 | 34 31z | 15 w4z plo9 po0mf . .
Control | 11 102 | 7 62 | 22 19z | 74 657 | 114 100z| ' o
\4/ ; - .
B X = 45275, duf. 3. P 0.001
“This Table provides some interesting a,ﬁnﬂrvatmns, Further
o ' breakdown of the column marked "None"* showed .,aat 15% KDHS maies.
?’, » * snd 287 females claimed to have no knowledge of the language at ' o
i the time of answering the guestionnaire. To have become so ’ . ,"..\-“\’_ _ o
‘ ' .1gnorant in so short a time, suggests that for these 1ndlv1cn.a;&s g ’
V ; , there never was any substantial knowledge of the Hebrew ].a::xguagmz
; ‘The lack of any knowledge was high in the Control Group - 70% N " ‘
r o maln and 562\\females. Thz.s marked difference” ‘L8‘ a},so seen in
p ‘ .
i E

b

s
»

3

i
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e.‘che comparstlve percentages be ween the KDHS and Cont”ol Groups
VF?Ievels ‘of fluency and 'faxr knowledge of the 1anguage Personal
“nassessment of the1r knowledge of the language in 1968, then, 1
E*Hhowed a h1gh degree of sxgn1f1cance 1n the difference between
slvthe two Groups.‘ ‘ i ’

“,lvngConc1u81sns. 3

‘ 1,Summ1ng up thls survey on, Jewxsh.&tudles after'Batmxtzvah/
UBarmltzvah, 1t xs recalled that, waile all the KDHS scholars
zcontlnued to matr;culatlon.atandardg only 38% of the males and
427 of the females of the Control Group, carried on at a11. Of

those who d;d SOZ of the males contlnued for only 2 to 3 years,
"and 7% of the females did ‘so for as long as 4ors5 yesrs.

Lack of 1nrerest or parental stlmulatlon appesxed to be the :
,maxn causes of the higher number of drop—outs; The dnfflcultleﬁ
'assoc1ated with attendsnce‘at out-of-school classes were axso

partly respon81b1e for 1ower standards of. attaxnment‘ ,J?

Very’sma‘l numbers of both KDHS and Conttol Groups pnfsueﬁif

. formal Jewish studies after matr1cu1at1ng, and there is no. szgnzfx-’{"
cant difference between the Groups in the length of. txme ‘that such
£ e :studles Were continued. Most of those who did continue to study

in South Afrtcs either took 'Hebrew' as a subJecc ﬁr a Bache]or of..

Axts.d gree; or’ underto»k tralnzng at the Hebrew Teachers Sﬂmlnary.

on51derat10n of nhe tlme epent on Je*1sh educaclon and the

,sources of such educarxon after matrlculatlon, has shown no sxgnxﬁz-
‘cant differenees between the KDHS and. Control ‘Groups. - This leads R R
‘to doubt as to the extent of valxdlty of the first part of the = 7‘_.?ff‘?}f
: hypothesis of this study, whlch xncludes the postulste thst KDHS i S
2o 'vnuld‘provide its matr1culates with a Jewish educatlon whzch.they
Wn”,af L t'vonld,waptvto pursue ia their future lives. - On ‘the other hand,ol
o | 'somoasison'of the study and. knowledge of the Hebrew lasgusge, shows
a hlghly slgnnzlcsnt deferenue, 1ead1ng to the’ conc1u51on h;t KDHS f

ks - 5

did exercxse a strong influence in Chls partxcular aspect of Jewxsh

S

' education.” Ic has alzo been shown in this chapter that. KDHS stlmulared:‘

i ST isog i

- . the 1nte:est and 1nvolvement in Jew1sh educat1on of soma parents. On

SR B YAk

‘;‘the ocher ‘hand, fnw matr&culateS‘were stzmu;ated to tra1n st the Hebrew,;k;~
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“ievlnterest in pursulng the study of such subJects as Jew1sh‘hxscory, the -
"%:Bxble, reilgxous thought Jew;sh 11terature, Zionlsm ‘and the Hebrew ,._1f
_1language ‘were examlred 1n Chapter 7 The purpose now in 1nvestlgat1ng v
eiijthelr 1ntetpretar10ns of the coucept ’Jew1sh Values' - is to diSCBVer whetﬁeL{ .
  ]the1r traxn1ng £or 1ntroductzon into the adult Jew1sh,commun1ty thraugh thej 
o jBatmxtzvah ceremeny fer gxrls and Barmltvah for boys, and. thelr subsequent ff

&’Qawh1ch would affect fhe conduct of thelr‘adult lives. Hew do they lnterpre?*
LgthELI Jew1shness Jn Y-hen: day—to-day Iivlng, xn the type of schcollhg«they

_non-sectarlen and on all levels 1nc1ud1ng that of South Afrxcan natxanal

‘aCtIVItles? How does their 1nterpretat10n of thelr Jewxshness affect thexr__
c attltudes ‘towards the State of Israel? = : : i

' e‘ of the cardlnml Jew1sh values, tnere have been mmny confllctlng oplnlcns Gn
what 1s, in fact, meant by Jewish val Y H Gamoran (1924) wrltlng mf :he
ryrffor part1c1pat1on in Amerlcan Jewish life and through ity for: its con-'jflﬁ
»trlbutlon £ Amer1can 11fe, expresses himself "the problem ig one- of
ZAmerlnan 11£e. ‘Spiritual renewal without self—effacement - adequate
’of our. educat1onal po]lcy s

 cons1stent1y with this very problem. - Therefore, lt was consxdered ,
H‘>WDrthWhlle to elicit react1ons from the matriculates which might help in

',£r1end1y terms, asks what you mean by"Jew1sh.Va1nes' How would you -
"Vanswer?" Appnaxlmately a dozen lines were provxded for a slxghtly

,'It was decuded to do a Content Aualy51s of the replles whzehrwere‘

o gtouped 1nto eleven ca:egones° The categorxes are.

TR

The extent of the atrlculates Jewlsh educat:on ard of thelr

,Jewlsh studles, had gzven to them purpo51ve meanlng of 'Jew1sh values

want fer thelr chlldren,k 1u thpxr partL01pat1cn in communal affalrs, JEW1Bh,'

Wher;as Jewlsh studles mus* provxde the knowledge and underst&ndxngﬂ

A'_prob em of JﬂWlsh.edueatxon,mn Amerlca, where the ch11d must be prepared

ttansmlttlng the 1mportant values of the JEWISh soc1al herxtage and at

the same time of effecting an adequate ad;ustmentAto the condxtxuns cf

'adgustment without loss of 1nd1v1dua1xty = these should be the wafchwerds 4;;:;'

Sy
'

The South African Baafd‘of'Jeﬁish Education has been faeed,r< Py

its solutlon. In queatlon 8 (Appendix I p.126) the matrlculntes were asked

“Please asaume that your non-Jewxsh nelghbour, with whom you areeon

extended rep1y=' In view of the multlple answers whlch were glven,,

ok



1 ‘The firéx: 'caregdfy wee Iab'eiled' 'Re’iigieus/'réeidititmel X
) ances 'and it 1nc1uded knowledge of the Hebrew language. The
: 1 categary ‘Tolerance lncluded concepts such: as the: equal:.ty

matkind, merey,. justice and fan'ness. The. importance of the family

E and falm&y relateonslups consututed the thzrd category. Values

; ‘,sueh éls honesty, sxncerlty, uu:egrlty, self-d:.sclphne, h:.gh m:rai

5 _standetrds and humhty were - grouped under t:he Iabel of 'Personafl :
Standatrus e The categery labe'lled 'Char:.ty mcluded phllanthtog:y‘, /P
compas,:smn and offenng help to those. 1n need of 1t. ’Affunty' RRR ST

: ‘fW].th 1he Jewish Group was the des:.gnatlon g:wen tc the category wh:Lch
3 1nc1u:[ed prlde and belief in Judaxsm and the mpgrtance of Bxbllcal and

Jensh ‘hlstoryg Twenty—seven matr:\.culates made comments whlch were

confuned s O contradmtory, or 1rrelevant. For e‘xample, some showed
confumon between ’Jewxsh values s rehgmn and characteruncs.. They -
' contrmsted what they called 'the narrow obshvance of r1g1d, me*cham.cal, o
- traditional practlces w:.th moral “ethical and sp:.r:.tual vaIueﬂl. "Parents‘,w
are ambitmus for the:.r chlldren was one ‘of the values g:.ven 1n thxs -~
group listed under the title 'Reply Meanmgless . The eighth category

 "Love of Learning' included. the :unportance of educanon, of cultural .

N ‘putsuzts and of 1nte11ectua1 achxevements, and a;.so, ‘a respect far
knowledge. The m.nth category 1nc1uded the 24 matrzculates who clamed

' . that there are 'no spec1f1c Jewlsh values' and the tenth category ‘

: entltled 'Identlty with Israel' is self-explanatory, as is the f:.nal one '}‘1 i ’

",ent:.tled 'Mzscellaneous 'y whz.ch included a variety of responses such
as loyalty to t:he State; respect for the older generation; a sense- of
,hmmur, a high regard for human life. Forty matrlcalates (19 KDHS
and 21 Control Group) did not respond to the question, and a few 1nc1uded. ‘
‘in thexr replies ‘items wh:.ch only appeare& once and have no: been lncluded B - e
"'xn'rable8(1) ' ' -

, A few matnculates offered more. extenswe comments. - Most of

. ‘ v .,;hhose who did, held tahe Op:.mon that 'Jewzsh values' have been altered.
e 1 by historical events and the passmg of t::.me. - One uged ds ‘his example
B ‘ v",“Jemsh passz.vxty" which he stated had been regarded as a ‘value' but 3
s B o is no longer 80 consxde:ed. Another, vwhose thinking anpeared tc be.on

,sm:.lar lines, referred to thz, prlde of Jewry in the "Haganah" (the

i




s - 7,1"
" ‘) " g
i'”7Und ground Defence Force of Jewish Palestlne'under Br1t1sh Manuatory
‘:‘f3§31;~)?: He contrasted tnls prlde w:th‘the hlstorlcally commended
»”ﬁpassfue behav1our'of persecuted Jews throughout hlstory unt11
‘e?;ﬁbéern'tlmes.'7 Others sought explauatlons for d1f£etences between ey
>l1present—day andohlstorlcal connctatlons “of the ‘term, They lxsted

»jxfsuch explanatlons as 'lack of antl-semltlsm" '1nte11ectual

_enilghtenment' and the closer contact' which occurs nowadays
~ﬂbetween;Jews,and»nonéJeWS, partleularly atAunlversxty»level.

. < -

The categorles G. 'Reply Meanxnsless » I. 'No Spec1f1c

f‘;bJewlsh\Values and L. Vo Response 'y prov1de a total of 48 KDHS and o
‘43 Control Group matrlculates, that is, 91 of Lhe 226 matrlculates who ey
. 5;are ‘under dxscusslon in thls Study. Thls constztutes some 40%

_’fof the total number and leads to conJecture as to whether thls f1gure
“dsa reflect1on of the uncertalnty that estts among Jewry‘ln regard

to ‘the meanlng of ’Jewlsh values'

The categorles ent1t1ed ’Relxglous/Trad1t10nal Observances

~'Tolerance and 'Importance of Famlly are given high Rank Order
.by both KDHS and Control Groups. Category E. ‘Cﬁarlty’ stands
'approxlmat‘ly mid~wav in both Groups whxle I.F'No Spec1r1c Jewxsh

Values is ranked low in both Groups. It 1s surprlslng to note ;
that category J. 'Identlty with Israel' stands low 1n.both Groups,

- but particularly so in the KDHS Group. One possxb]e explanatlon

‘for this is that 'Identlty w1th Israel' would not have been consldered

"'Jew1sh value' prior to the Iast 20 years or- 8d, and 1t may be that ‘5o:"
the*matrlculates, rememberlng what they had heard in their homes in 7l"b'ff:ﬂ‘;}?
'kthe ir chxldhood days, d1d not give thought to this item when answerxng v S
the: questlon. Category H. "Love of Learnlng also stands partlcularly
- low iu the KDHS Group and no explanation has been found for thxs, v
It is mot only among the Jew1sh people.that "Love of‘Learnzng is ;’

'spoken of as a Jewlsh chatacterxstzc, but 1n the general communxty ‘

thzs value is generally acknowledged.

- Some teference should be'made at tbis étage'to the'v&iues
llsted 1n Table 8 (1) in the context of con51derat10u as to whethet
'they' may 1egzt1mateﬂy be. consldered to be speclflcally Jewlsh. .

‘thle there may be dlfference of oplnlon in regard to category H.
"Love of’Learnzng , there can be little doubt that categories B._
?Tolerance?J( C. 'Importance of Family', D. 'Personal Standards
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E vaud E.— 'Charzty cannot be consxde:ed to be exclusxvely Jewxsh values; S };;‘
;fThese four categorles account for 86 of a total of 179 KDHS commentg I

’. g and 93 th & tctal Of 235} Control Group cgments‘ In Other Words’

- 482 of the.KDHS and 407 of the Conﬁrol Group commeuts referred to

: '"icategorles whlch could,not, with Justzflcat1on,'h “congidered to be

'.,iexcepfienvof'the fifst‘category,'namely, ‘Religioﬁs/TtaditiOhaly

:_exclusxveiy Tlewigh values,q It would seemvthen,,that'wlth the

"Observances whlch‘was ranked first. by both Groups, the maJorlty
_jchose values theh are not specxfzcally Jew1sh. L ‘

“In order to complete the evaluatlon of the data ptovxded 1n
' Table 8 i), a Rank,Order Correlatlon;Coefflclent was calculated. '
The Correlatlon Coefficient Value was found to be 0. 71 showing that .
there is some relationship between rhe Rank ordera given: by the

KDHS ‘and Control Groups. When the sxgnlflcance of the Correlat1on
‘Coefflclent was: calculated, the standard error was 2.85 and the
fprob&b111ty value was therefore less than 1%. The Correlatlon

Coef£1c1ent, therefore, dlffered s;gnxflcantly from zero. it wcuid

‘geem from the above calculation that there is some evmdence of a

degree of dlfference.between the KDHS and Control Groups 1n thexr

ranking of Jew1sh values and thls is. probably accounted for by the
3reatet extent of the Jewish edUcat1on of the KDKS matr1cu1ates.‘

On the other hand, the extent of agreement, and partxcularly on those ;
’ categorles “which d1d not reveal exc1u81ve1y Jewish concepts, sugges;s o
that Both Groups had some difficulty in isolating a ser1es of '
,character1st1cs whxch would indicate to tbelr nelghbours those

' specxflc group concepts identified as Jewxsh°

- Only one of the setiesrof questions posed at. therbeginnigg,k;{,;efy;e.}i
‘of this chapter has, as yet, been considered. In the following. - ﬁif"v ‘?
-chapter, the attitudes.of the matriculates to Zionism and Israel w111 ' e

" be assessed.
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v»ment, brought about the proclamatlon of the Statec

b

CHAPTER 9.. . AITITUDES TOWARDS ZIONISM = .-

:‘m,AND IDENTIFICAIION WITE ISRAEL, -

N

The 1myact on South4Afr1can Jewry or the declatatlon of :he '

i establlshment of the State of Israel in May 1948 has been,refetred to

prevxously; Proper‘understandxng of thls, and apprec1at1mn of its
Effects on the lives of the Jew1sh people of South Africa, ‘calls for i

a minimum of background lnformatlon about the development of the -

‘Z1onlsm was theoterm coined by N. Blrnbaum in 18“3 for tha E

Movement whlch had as its objective the Jewish return to Palestlne, -

the land of Israel., But it expressed Jewish aspirations is old as .;;.ﬂ;

the auoylnn1an Exile (597 and 586 B.C.E.). . The aspirations were
purely renglous until the 19th century and formed a‘pait'of'
trad1t1ona1 liturgy. In the later vart of the 19th century mere -
pract1ca1 ideas were propagated by the Hibbat Zion (Love of Zlon),_
an organlsatlon which came into being in Russia in 1882 and whzch

emphasxsed practical colonisation of, and working for, a 11V1ng in

Palestine. During-the last two decades of the 19th century, auaumbet

of separate bodies was evolved by the Hibbat Zion. ~In 1837 they
crystallised into a World Zionigt Organxsat1on at the first Zanlst

Congress which was held in Basle under the leadership of’Theodor1HErzl.:*' .
' The programme of the World Zionist Organisation which was adopted at
this Congress came to be known as the Basle Programme. It stated that |

"zionism aims to establish a publicly-assured, 1ega11y;seouted

home for the Jewish people in Pales’: "

The South African Jewish community has been acknowledged as

one of the Zionist erongholds since ‘the establishment of the

lforganzaat1on, but it could not be ea1d that all South Afrlcan Jews

were personally lnvolved, or even interested in it, prior to the
Second World War.  However, the wholesale slaughter of European Jewty

‘by the Na:as, followed by the establishment of the State of Israel,

stimulated the personal ;nvolvement in Zionist af£e1ts of almost every

South African Jew.

’ Zlonist Movement which, thhln approx1mate1y 50 years of 1:3 establip*a,i

S

. i . :
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~In th1s study, the attltddes towards Z1onlsm 1n relatlon

Cto membersth of orgsnlsed Zionist bod1es for dlfferent age groups

o - thhln the South African Jewxsh communlty werﬂ oonsxdered. In terms
':; S »;;f'a, “of: the gecond part of ‘the hypothes1s of this study, sucb, con81derat1on
' ' "should determlne whether, 1n fact, the KDHS matrlculates wer&, throughg‘

. RN
.121on1st affllla\lon and asqccxation with Israel establzshtnp | closetxg,<b;

ldentlfleatlon than were the members of the Control Group.

S i Zzonlst Youth Mbvements.

: pr's, - Lo Durlng the ‘school years of the matnlculates, there were 1n

South,Aerca m1x off1c1a1 Z1onzst Youth Movements, namely, Betar,
B i¢:~",vf Bnei Aklva, Bnel Zlon, Habonlm, Hashomer Hatzair and Young Israel.:,

T All these Mbvemento which catered for chzldrsn from about gix years

o _ ' of age through adolescence, were fashioned to some extent on the

; Girl Guide and Boy Scout Movements, but. each had a dxfferent 1deologica1
SR ,bas1s. - Appendix XII ?p.162) gives the officisl programme of Habonlm.

:f - o ‘ which has always been the 1argeat Zionist Youth Movement in South

: Africa, In more recent years, Bne1 Zioa, Hashomer'ﬂatzalr and‘Young
'kIsrael have been 1ncorporated in other Movements or have stopped
‘ﬁunct1on1ng ent1re1y. The Bnei Akiva Movement ig strlctly rellgious

in outlook, and its goal is the achievement of orthodox prac;;ces ;n

o _the lives of its members and of the State of Isrsel. The Betar

Movement is the young arm of a rlght—w1ng militant polltlcal party ‘kjlz*' i;*;

in Israel. The prlncszes on which this Movement 13 based are set o
out in Appendix XIIL {p.163)., : '

_ It was not considered necessary to analyss membershlp of
‘each of'the Youth Movements. Whilst in some cases, choice of
- afflllatlon was directed by parents' 1deolog1Ca1 be11efs, it appears
_to have been more usual that chlldten Jozned that Movement vhxdhhwas

well organlsed in the area where they lived. It was also ‘a common

§
'i L '“*'“practlce for ch11dren to change from one Movement to ano:ber,;l,'»

; : depend1ng on the ‘group to which their friends belonged. What is-
- : congidered 1mportanr to thls study, is whether or ot the scholar
'fl:f}'b' - ;“"'n_b . was an sctlww member of a group, and whether membership lasted for -

L _ L some year: ir whether it was of passing and ephemeral interest.

Table 9 (ﬁ) presenis’ the avaxlable materlalt

e . o : ,ﬂ;,,;
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TABLE 9 (i).  ~ MEMBERSHIP OF ZIONIST YOUTH MOVEMENT

Y E
. ‘OHE YEAR " _"LESS THAN

N »;gB.dUP' | - NO ~OR LONGER ONE YEAR TOTAL
22 mz | 28 sz | 20 20 |70 1002
18 45% 12 30% 10 252 |40 1007 |
Comtrolm | 27 42t | 9 14z | 28 4% fe6s 1007 |
Control £ | 21 40% - j 7 14z F 26 467 | 52 100% |
- 3 o ’ R : *%

= 19.147. d.f. 6 P4 0.01

The figutes‘in Table 9 (i) show that there was a high degree
offsignificance‘in~:he difference between the,participation-6f'thg*v
KDHS’and.Controi Gzoupe in the Youth Mbvements. ~ The pereenteges '
of those who did not join«were high, but that of‘:he KDHS males

" was considerably lower than the other 3 groups. In other words,
- a much higher percentage of KDHS males were members. It is also e“

noted that of those matriculates who had been Youth Movement,membe:s;VV

a4much.higher~p:ogo?:icn came from KDHS, and: they feﬁained.memﬁers

for a longer period of time than the Control Group. . Einallyjfit,in-fgb

noted that the difference in significance between the KDHS,and'Cbntrol o

Groups was a hlgh one.,

Following on this finding, 1: appeared necessary to ascertaxn
why 80 many matriculates had not been members of Youth Movementg.

These Movements did not function on.school,camﬁuses, and it appears -

that pressures at school did discourage some KDHS pupils from joining.

For example, 242 KDHS males and 39% females declared that they had

- not joined any Zlon1st Youth Movement because, being pupils-at KDHS,

no purpose would be served by doing so. The 1mpl1cat10n was that :

_ KDHS provided the same programme of ‘education and act1vxt1es as any

- Zionist Youth Movemenn.

The Z1onlst Youth Movements did not have sufflclent numbers

~of youth leaders to enable them to conduct groups in all the

re31dent1al suburbs of Johannesburg. The more powerful Mbvements,

, that is, those with large membersh1p had, of course, greeter numbers

of gtoups, In some suburbs, there were, therefore, groups: belonglng

TR
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itSome scholats, for a’ varzety of ?easons, were not wlilxng'to

ui'The number of matrlculates who stated that - they had,not joined
35fYouth Mbvements because there were no groups in the .area' where

”-:they lrved, is- very smallﬁ

:as‘thelr teason,for non—partlcxpatlo are very hlgh.} It would ,
~ have been 1nterest1ng ‘to have been able ‘to discover whether tnxs S
, reactzon.was due to the*matrlculatos themselves, or, to the progremmes f'f

T offered by the Youth Movements, dutlng that partlcular perlod. :

TABLE 9 (i:'.‘); -

o ; 5 : <(;\;‘:\_ 77' S R
to more than one Movement, whereas in othezsmembersth was much less.

partzclpate in the activities of any of the groups whxch weres -

located in their home areas and preferred to remain unattached.

The,petcentages of matriculates who gave 'laek;of 1ntetest"

" 'REASONS FOR NOﬁ-MEMBERSHIP*OF
ZIONIST YOUTH MOVEMENT

@4

i

" leecavs pupiL | woemowP | wor | wo § -
. ksgoup ‘AT K. D.H.S. IN AREA | INTERESTED | RESPONSE| TOTALS i

KDHS m s 27z | 3 ux | 1rosoz | 3 147 |22 1002{ .
Lums £ 7 397 1 6z | 9 sox } 1 sz |18 woox| o
|control m| O o | 25 93 | 2 7x}27 100%) . .,
oonret £l o 2 9.5% | v gz | 2 9.57{21 1ooz| -

) lnstltutlons encourage the conduct of a w1de range of soczetaes on
- the campus. Turning now from the school-301ng age group, wh1ch had
" the practxcal difficulties referred to above in joining suitable- ‘

*Z1on18t groups, it should be 1nterest1ng to consider whether, the

- o RN D

ii. Post-School Student Zlonxst/Jew1sh Qggenlsatlons.rv

It is recalled that most of the KDHS and Control Group matrlcu- ,

lates attended tertiary education. Most tert1ary educatxonal

next age group, finding itself in a situation favouring Zionist lnvolve- e

. ment, vould sbow any increased dlfference of slgnlflcance between the
- - KDHS -and CdnLtol Groups. However, comparison of the analysis of
VyTable 9 (i) and Table 9 (ii) shows that, whereas the former showed a

| hlgh degree of szgn1f1cant dxfierence, the latter ahows no dlfference

of slgn1flcance.
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TABLE 9 (iii) T MEMBERSHIP OF STUDENTS' .n«:wxsn AND/OR

ZIONIST ASSOCIATION

L

X2 = 7.729, 4.£.3 PP 0.05 NS,

MEmbershlp does not necessarlly indicate the extent of 1nvolve-'jfx

ment. in the affairs of the relevant organisations. It appeated however, ;

time to time they attended gatherlngs on the campus or in prlvtte

“homes, when they were visited by. 1mportant overseas v131tors, especlally

also reasonable, but study group activity appears to have'beenegenfiﬂede

- to comparatively small nurbers.

In terms of the hypothesis ﬁhich_postulatedAthat«the KDEQ.ngld

~ stimulate the establishment and maintenance of closer links with

Zionism and Israel than would the Control Group, the finding which. has
just been descrlbedAsuggests that the effects of KDHS on Zlonlst‘

affiliation was not 1ong-1ast1ng.

 those coming from Israel. The attendances at social gathetxngs‘were,‘ S

demove -} s SRy N .
S ety ' o QNO |  RESPONSE TOTALS
”l:us n | 32 46% |36 sz 2 3% Q7‘o woz|
oS £ | 20 soz 18 45% 2 sz | 40 100%]
Controlm | 18 287 | 46 7% 0 64 1007
CJeentrol £} 23 4z | 28 Sz 1 22 | 52 1008} -
E

o ftom’discussidné that most mEmbers ﬁaid énnual subscr1pt10ns. From = - fif-l

On the other hand, mention must be made of the fact that numbers el

of KDHS matriculates, including some amcng the group now being studxed,

At this stage, dttention is drawn to the,faet that once the

B mattzculate has graduated from the student category, the’ range.of hzs

or her activities is 1iable to become more limited because.of‘ent:y

‘ ‘1nto employment, the begxnn1ng of homeﬂmaklng and other ,adult

gl

~claimed that their involvement in posztions of ieadershlp within the
Zionist Youth movements left them no time fat;actlve~partlc1patxou in .,
the relevant student organisationﬁ * :

iii, Adult Zlon1st Affiliation.
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i ,‘m then: participation in Zionist affairs.

&;Lom.sts, thcse who had other comments to offer; and those whu gave

World Z:Lomst leadership conflict as to the definition of a "o £

. as. recorded in Columm 3 of Table 9 (iv).

respcnsibilitfes. - Nevertheless, atteation was dire'éted to the ”y&hng‘"“ B
adults and the:.r attitudes towards the Z:.om.st: ?{ovement, as ::eflected

Table g (:Lv) ent:.tled ‘Attivude, Tow zds Zionism' gives an
nelysis of the ilgures of thcse’ .who deciared themselves to be
Zlonlsts, r,hose w‘ho went futther and stated that they were actxveiy

z.nvolved :m Zlonlst work; those who declared themselves to bas non=
as their teply that they 'live in Israel'. There is within the

'thust' , and so there is a difference of opinion among members cf
the Jewish communities on this subject. Bnef.Ly, there are those :
who maintain that a 'Zionist' is cne sho goes to make his homei and :
live in Israel, and that all other Jews who are interested in ‘Isr'aeit 7
are 'friends of Israel' and not 'zicﬁsts'. Others maxnf",alﬁthatﬂf“ BN
one miay live in Israel and not be a -'Zionist’'. Similarly, there ’U Lk
are some who ho’ u:' the view that the very fact of iving in Isgrael
entitles one to e called a 'Zionist'.  For the purposes of this.
investigation, ‘it has been comsidered Eest- to avoid differences of

opinion by hav:mg a distinct category of thcse who 'live in Israal’ SRR

TABLE 9 (iy) ATTITUDE TOWARDS ZIONISM

. k!

| ZIONIST | LIVE 18 | Non- | ormER |
GPISUP ZIONIST | WORKER L 'ISKAEL | ZIONIST | COMMENTS | TOTALS:
THS m 28 407 | 6 o9z |8 11z | 24 342z) 4 62 |70 1007
BS £ 21 527 | 1 2z |5 157 |11 272 2 4% [40 100%
Joontrol m{ 18 28% | 1 1.5Z2 | 1 1.52 | 40 63Z| 4 67 |64 1007 |
control £| 25 482 | 0 © |0 o |23 akz| 4 87 {52 1c0%

’/

The uumbers who declared themselmts to be 'Z:.on:.st woﬂ'ers
are very low. The range of their 'Ziordst work' was a wide ons

including being a Hebrew teacher at ari';\Jewish Day School; holding a
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e wors.v ror the purposﬂs of the pxssent study, however ‘the range '

;‘ufjamong the KDHS Group.,,

'»tregarded as Zlonzst aupporters.

for fundrrals1ng

»of : Zionist work' is nok of 1mport&nve.'
'connept of Z1onxsm, that Ls, the att;tudlnal apprnach, that 1: of
kf1prlmary lnreresg. ) g 8 :

o e The numbers of matrlculates who declared themselves to be
B hnn-Zzon1sts wvre far hxgher in the Control- than in the KDHS Group.
f,¥Nevertheless, a faxrly h1gh percentage of non—Zlonxsts was found

N

:» In Tapr 9 (v) the replles have been puh into. the twa broad

 A ana1y31s. “In thxs group:ng, those who were 11v1ng 1n Iarael uare '

TABLE 9 (v) ZIONIST AND NON-ZIONIST GROUPINGS :
 lemove 1 zzowrst - ..|. ox-zrowrsr | roras | .
CKDHS m. | 42 64% 2 3z | 6 100z | -
v = | 27 iz | 122 | 38 100 |
feomtrorm | 20 331 40 672 ) 0 100% |
{Control € 25 52% | 23 48z} 48 1002}
B
X* =17.271, d.£.3 Pg 0.001 T

! The chz-lquare flndxng leads to the conclusion that the KDHS
'matriculates were s1gn1f1cant1y more 11ke1y to suppnxt 21on19t actzvx-
: ,tzes thaa were those of the<Control Group.‘

» contrast w1th Table 9 (iii) in that it supports Table 9 (i). This 7§§Q'yb‘
",may be attrxbuted to the 1nfiuence of KDHS but, on. the other hand. £

ffhome 1nf1uences may have ‘had some degree of effectu

Identxflvatlonvwmth Israel. , _
In Chapte: 4 reference was. made to ‘the »on£11cts of opznzon

'as to the extent, 1£ any, to wh1ch .the KDHS' - ghould encourage :déntxfl- AL

ca;iqn.gxth Is:ael. : Explanatlon was alao glven of the changes in .

:'7pOS1txon of lcaﬂershlp w1th3n;the Jloulst Youth,Hovements pa;ticié; i

It is the suppcst of the'if?' e

e roupxngs ‘Zlomlat' and 'Non-Zionist' for the purpose of a chl-squate
8

‘This is, 1n fact, in ,,,"

.




' ,5:l;1dec;ogy and pollcy from “the - tlme the Day School was leSt mooteﬁ

;:whether the school dld, in fact exercise any marked xnfluencn 1n ,7
regard to 1dent1F1cat10n Wlth Israel durzng the years whlch are

""[ibelng SﬁUdleds No preV1ous academlc study and no detalled records e

ff’i'have been kept, 50 that oplnlons -expressed have probably been 1arge1y :

: f]stLdy, 1nformat10n was sought Wthh might reveal dlfferences of PPN
s sxgn;fxcance be;ween,the attltudes of the KDHS and Control Groups'f‘ij
-'éow&f&s israél., "Such information included the numbers aﬁd'nature" i

- of v151ts made to Israel by the matrlculates whlle they vere stlll

of asse591ng the matrlculates 1dent1f1catlon with Israel was to

'shows the numbers of matriculates' v151ts to Israel. (Tha Table
“excludes: the 13 KDHS and 3 Control Group matrzculates who ware 11v1ng'f9ﬂ'
Cdin Israel in 1968) : ’

ﬂtli‘lﬁs establlshment and also over'the years‘follow;ng 1ts

'établlshment.f: The:e have aIso been dlfferences of Oplnldn a8 to -

canecture, or the res;lt of 11m1ted factual knowledge. In thls

at schoal how many of them w15hed to settle in Israel and how many
had already made thelr homes there. Thelr attltudes towards Isfael
and the extent of thelr wish for Ldentlflcatlon WLth that country i ;§ j'

were. also con51dered.

a. Visits to Israel.

- One stralghtforward and obJectlve approach towaris thé probiem

dlscover how many of them had v151ted the aountry. Table 9 CV1)

TABLE 9 (vi) .  NUMBERS OF MATRICULATES' VISITS TO ISRAEL . '
Rotp e b e | moRM THAN |
,G_ROU? | NO VISITS ONE yxsn' e vxm:j | Toras
lowsa | s 4er | 13 21z | 2 mz | es ooz |
Jgows £ | 9 297 | 12 352 | 13 367 | 34 100% .
|controlm | 32 517 | 22 357 9 147 | 63 100%
Comtrol £ | 17 34z | 25 sozx | 8 lez | so ooz |




e ixgn1£1cant dszerence between the llkexmhood of the KDHS and -
v Control Group members v1s“tcuz Isreel, and between the frequency

82‘.

Anslys;s of *able 9 (vz) shows rhat there is'a strongly

3; af such.Vlets., It is also noted that 487 KDHS and 51% Centr

1es and 207 KDHS compared with 347 Contlol,Group femllei had‘never

'f.gbeen to Israei. , There was also a slxghtly blgger chance that the

‘KDHs Group would.be more 11ke1y to vzsxt‘IsreeI. . It is shown that
,rwo-thxrds £ many males as females had never vzslted Israel, and.

‘”‘thls dszerence is brought out again in the £1gures representzng

b only one v181t.eb Surpr1szngly, the percentagesof the antrol Group

: the KDHS male and female percentages are. more than thce 48 hlgh as ,"

v

1n this column vere _much h1gher than the KDHS Group= S

In the thlrd column referrlng to ‘Mbre Than One V*s1t’

1those of the Control members of both sexes. In this column, thetre f
is also a great difference between the percentage of males -as compared
‘with. females 1n_each of the Groups.

There‘are several pessible reasons for”thesetfindings.”'

Firstly, it must be remembered that a high percentage of theemsles :1’”v'b“

had to do ope year of military‘training. Secondly, most of the males
hac,commltted themselves to professlonal studies. Such studLes, both

_because of thesflnancxal 1mp11cat10ns &nd the t1me factor, may have

accounted for the fact that.81ngle v181ts were fever in numher than B
in the case of females. Another posszble factor is that more femalee
‘than males studied at the Hebrew Teachers' Semxnary, where:t wae 3 :
recommended part of the course that a final yeer be spent at a Teschers

Tr31n1ng'College 1n Jerusalem.

~Two posslble reasons can be escrlbed to the dlfference 1n the“

"More Then One Visit' column. ~ Firstly, there is the posslble
influence exercised by KDHS. A second,p0551b1e reason ariges from’

the,cause of the orlglﬂal selecteonuof the’KDHS by the parents. In

;lthls cunnectlon, it is of 1nterest to note the repl;es ngen/by parente

‘as t to the reasons fcr’thelr choice of school (pp. 185 186)\

»

b. Nature of Visits.

Siace the escabllshment of the State of Israel, varxous Z1onlst ﬁ; PR

bmdles includi ng thes!npth Mbvements, student orgenxsatxons, unlverslty




B }3 authorltles, soclal welfare organlsatlons and educat1onal bodxes have

‘f arganised coursee in Israel 1n order to. encourage v131ts of varlbus '
age graups, and specxal 1nterests.‘ For example, ‘the Youth Mbvements T
"jccnduct annual study courses for potent1a1 youth leaders durlng the
'Soath Afrxcan summer vacatlon° S1m115t1y, unlversxty student

?r organxset;cns ﬂrrange.hcllday tours whlch 1nc1ude pro"1sxﬂn for rvf'
students to meet and work w1th Israe11 students in their same £ie

‘  of study. Tou:s spec1ally arranged for the keen student, ox the', i
amateur archaeoiog1st, may be conducted ir Israel or 1n Israel and :
Greece, and 80 on. o - :

An analys1s of the nature of v181ts by the'KDH& and‘Cont:ol f'?f
Groups 1s glven in Table 9 (v11) ‘ : 9

TABLE 9 (vii) ~  NATURE OF VISITS TO ISRAEL -

41 | erwvare | stoovomsevice | |
. Jeroup VISITS - o ovrszts | ,TOTALS‘
feoms s |15 2  5 1007{17'5;_

{contral 51 81% .12 19t} 63 1007;:;3g4
2

%% = 0.461 d.£. 1 P ¥ 0.05 N/S after Yates Correction; -

R T T T

Teble 9 ("')‘shdws”thSt whilst there is no significant'

dlfference between the nature<of the v131ts of the £Wo Groups, Q"' o
h1gher percentage of the. KDHc matriculates: wenc on study or serv1ce o
vzs1ts. On the other hand, the vast magortty of -both Groups who

S i 1  o visited the country, did so pr1vate1y.v,

LR R

- f‘e,f o Dealre to lee,ln Israeluv

- S The replxes to the questlon "Would ‘yeu care to~make your home B S :
I © Israel" sre anslysed in Table 9 (viii) vwhere the replies were ) ,'tz E
S L ' divided into the categor;es 'Yes "Nb . 'Qpal1£1ed Reply' and fﬂo

Response'

-

»

" ) b ”“?‘f
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~'persdnai anxieties, were concerned about che dlspatxty of 11v1ng

e‘ Assurance of their personal safety was a cause of concern of 4 KDHS

E Some of thcse statements we:e posltlvely, and orbers were negatlvely

o ccABLE 9 (vidi) - DESIRE T0 LIVE IN ISRAEL
Cove | wes | wo | GmIFIED | N0
PR ¥ REPLY | RESPONSE | TOTALS
, ‘mvn_s’ | oo | 12 ouz | ose s 13 1% | 1o oz
o feomerst |13 11 f 13 112 | 66 578 | 26 21% | 116 100y

‘local famxly comm1tments. The same explanatxon was g1ven by 3 of :
~ the 13 Control Group membexs. +In addition, 2 mambera of the Control ;i”":

“in the column "Qualified Reply'. The 1argest number who speclfled
_standards between. South Africa and Israel. Thxs niser zncluded

- Control Group, almost zll of'whom were qualexed prufeaulanak workers,
'cxpressed concern about being able to get suitable work: in Tsrael.

',whereas 5 KDBb and B Control Group rep11ed to. the effect that they
had not vxslted the country and wished to do 80 be&ore reach1ng a-

‘deczsxon about g01ng to live there.

N
i
it

- xz- ?79355,&.@ 2. 6.01< P £ 0.05 *

B There 1; a s;guxflcant d;fference between the two Graups at
the 12 1eve1. : '

Atteﬁt:on is drawn to the fact that the number 12 XDHS in the i,e1f¥
column entltled "No" includes & who statad that this was because oF o

o

Group stated as their reason "Don't like Israelis",

A varzety of reasons was ofrered for the uncertaxnty shown

19 KDHS and 24 Control Group matrzculates. Elghteen KDHS and 1Q -

and 9 Control Group. ~ Eight KDHS and 11 Conmtrol Group declared *ha;» —
they wou1d go to live in Isrsel if they had no other alternltlve,

cd. Reactlons to_ Israel.,

Question 17 (Appendlx.I pclﬁa llsted 10 statemencs in Qtder : ;f_‘f_”'"'
to test the 1eact10ns of. the matrlculates to the State of Ieraelv .

1




s xsxnked to Israel. M"The matnculates were asked to use in thezf

epl:.ee the 5-category Tesponse, 'Strongly agree’;. k ’Agree

o
\\‘U’*certazn' 'Dzsagree and 'Strongly disagree'. Gh:.—aquare

-.analys:.s was done on the responses to each staf:ement (w:Lth three

by except:l.ons), after ‘they had been grouped into three categor:.es

_'1n wh:.ch ‘Strongxy Agree and’ 'Agree' were combmed, aé were '

'Dmsagtee aud 'Strongly Dlsagree .

» Tne responses Wete then dJ.VJ.ded 1nt0 thrée groupsu The '
i v"' fn:st group consxstcd of those w‘m.ch prodm:ed an overwhelmmg :
: censemus of op:.m.on between KDHS ‘and the ControI G:oup. It was i
g vrnot poss:.ble to do a ch:.-square analvs:.s of the three statements

- :m tlus srnup whlch are shown m Table 9 (ix).

TABLE 9 (ix) STATEMENTS NOT ANALYSED BY ciu-%squm\ o

. STATEMENT

 COMMENTS

The status of the Je&

A positive apswer was given by |

‘the State of Israel

has made life more

‘difficult for Jews in
the D:.aspora.

- -has been enhanced by 977 KDHS males, 97Z KDHS females O
the establishment of 89% Control males and 882 S B
- - the State of Israel.: Control femalem .
lg+ 1 would not choose to 537 ¥DHS females, 81 xnus,mues,'f.,’{','.;]'t
4 - 1ive in Israel under 83% Control males and 79% S
Any circumstances. Control females oppose\. thls
' statement:. :
. {h. The establishment of . /907 KCHS males, 98% KDHS fe_tlnka_\lesf"k RSN

€67 Control males and 85%

Control females dlsagree& with, -
~this statement. Only a few

expressed qualified agreement j
with it and all of them gave as
their explanatlons the pixght‘ ,

.of Jews in Arab and USSR:
‘countr:l.es. E . lz :

T YT




STATEMENTS SHOWING NO eIuNiFICANT DTFFERENGES

’i,Israel is the splrltual home .

2. 4036,d;£h 2,?}‘0
[ﬂofallJamy.> SRR P R S

;;(d)

I am WLlllng'to undertake vo ntary :
work for the benefit of Isra,l - -
because I believe that the dantmnuxty

 of the Jewish people dependsd upon the -
progress of Isrdel’

(e)

Expressions of solidarity with
‘Israel im no way reduce a person's.

: 1.429, d.£. 2°P> 0,05 N/S
loyalty to his country of origin. e EE R

(€5,

Israel‘must managepher affalrs w1thout
“ expecting support, either financial
or manpower, from D1aspora Jewryn

10,263, d.£. 2, P>0.05 N/5 | |

, eald con31def‘mnv1ng to Isrmel
1f I could be assuredtof the game
Tiving standard«as I hmye in this
| country. « : '

2,891 d.fe 2'P'"> 0'05 st :

?l(5)'

. , : R R
You can be a good JeW”Wlthout Ny
associating yourself thh Israel

,'1n any way. B T A TEERRI NN S P IR Sl

f;~uncond1tlonally llke,to meke my-home 1nv15rael". showed a
?cant dxffexence between the KDHS and Conttol Groupsu : %

- Of the ten statements, only one, statement (c}, "I would ,
aighly szgn1£x~ .

-can be seen ..

% '".
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V;ifrom Table 9 (x;) that although there was not a great deal of 7
"'vdszerenge between those.matrlculates who were uncerta1n.about L
"';thexr deslre tc 11ve ‘in Israel the KDHS Group was much more -
: llkely to glveAa clear posztlve response than was the Controi
':Group.k. ‘ o
. TABLE 9 (x{) UNCONDITIONAL DESIRE TO LIVE IN ISRAEL
v ferovp ' | POSITIVE NEGATIVE | UNCERTAIN = | TOTALS {
I o . R B . O AT RTINS
fooms -} a 37 a2 | o100 |
{Control. : 16 | 62 - 38 - 1 116§

- %% = 17.6%9, d.f. 2 P £ 0,001 ***

It has bean shown that there were very great'similariéies
between the FKDHS and Control Groups when their responses to the ten -

,'statements on the1r identification wlth.Israel were analysed 1nd1v1dually‘ ;‘ y

Only one stdtement revealed a 81gn1f1ﬁant difference between the two
Groups w1th the XDHS matriculates showing a greater 1demt1f1catlon w1th
Israsl (statement (c)) One other statement (statement (a)y on :
valuntary work for Israel produced a cnx-squate value whlch was approach-
ing the SZ level of significance. This. form of analys:s, however dld !
not take 1nto account the con31stency'of each matrzculate 8 responses
to the ten stetements. It was decided, thExcxﬂte, ‘to analyse this ‘.

part of the material in a different way. An‘arbltrary numer1cal

~ value was assigned to each of the five cetegor1es of responses, That

which indicated the strongest identification with Israel was gﬂveu 5

points. That which indicated the weakest, T axeg&t1ve relatlﬂnshlp

: with'Israel, was allotted 1 point. v{For seven of the statements the,e - ,;1?5:

’ thh.Israe1.~ Table 9 (xii) shows the frequency‘d1str1but1on for 109 -

allocation was 5 points fbr,e.’séronglyVagree‘ and 1 point for &

‘atrongly disagree’ respohse. In th:ae of the statements, however, = -

~numbers (8). (h) and (3) the 'strongly disagree’ had clearly to be

allocated the hlghest number‘of points. Then,'eaﬁhumatficuiate’s'f :
total score was calculated. It will therefore be appreexated :hat a.
gcore approximating towards 50 1nd1cates a very strong 1denﬁ1f1cat1on

k)
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 KDHS and 114 Comtrol Grovp. .

| IABLE O (xii) . | FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

N Vx't,‘,;f%{ -

o "45-5o{;hf:“1 SR R
cwmess b 23 12
B T IR R Y S R R .
comess b2 L
o 2125
1620
o us

_.AO_O G O e
© 0 rr s

a= | 109} 1

. Mean BEETCE TR B Tt O
Sadu., : - : s “409 . . l e ,514 B

B L e

?‘ Critical ratio = .4;66;"24;; 0.01 ¥

It can be seen from the Table that therﬂ wa:s only a d:.ffetence .
: % 'omeA between the two Groups, and that the standard dr»v:.ations were =
s fa:.rly snnilan . Despite thzs small dszerence, thp dutrx’butzon of

scores was analysed by means of a critical rat:mg . The value was as

AT,

: .'hlgh as 4.66 whzch gave a probability of such-a d:.fference occurnng
. by chance as less than 1 m 100, : ' ‘

A‘u:hough the analysxs showed a 513n1£1cant: dxfference :.n - SN

: 'favouﬁ of KDHS matnculate.s, the d1fference was st:.ll ‘a very small one.;';
‘It would prabably therefore be safer to,_sccept that there was only a o
‘_'-f‘small d:.fference between the two Groups 1n thert 1dent1*’1catz.on thh

TR

SRR
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At dlfferent stages in this chapter, the matrlculates

: responsea, “two slmxlar questlons were analysed, anA1mpcrtant

1nstance belng analysls of the reactzons to the vuestxon 'Are you

a Zzonlst?', and the statement 'T would like %o make my home in

e

Israel' " Table 9 (3111) shows that there Wus the‘probablllty
that on1y~1 1n 1, 000 in the KDHS and 1 in 100 in the Control Grnup

' ” ,cquld have occurred by chagce, . In other words,ﬁghgrg is a1l nked;'ff
"'teiationéhip between being a Zionist and wanting to live in Israel; .
" that is, tﬁéré‘is a considerable measure of internal ccnsisfjncy‘ f’
n £or Both Groupﬂ when thelr responses to 'Are you a Zionist?' and -

S would like tc make my home in Israel' are cross-tabulated.

TABI.E g (xii:.) A " ARE YOU A ZIONIST?

: T womnmr“%‘ﬁi*izm m ISRAEL
" ARE YOU A ZIONIST?
KDHS — °  CONTROL
YES NO - i - ¥BS. . ,»No'
I WOULD LIKE TO
MAKE MY HOME IN :
|ISRAEL. < , e
YES 35 5 ) 12 5
S R 1 g 6 22
'CONDITIONAL | 35 21 ' 27 0 36
n =106 . n = 108
2 . Kk
X* = 23.057, d.f. 2, PL 0.001 2% = 10“__, d. f‘z BL. o o1 .

Analysis of the 106 of a total of 110 KDHS matriculates is given

in Table 9 (xiii). One expressed uncertainty about his reactions to both -

 quest1ons; 2 did not respond to either question and the fourth replied

, , . o
~ that he was not a Zionist, but made no response to the question whether

he would 1ike to make his home in Israel. On the Control Group side of

. Table 9 {%iii), 8 of the total of 116 members have been ‘excluded from .

the analysis. ° Three of these expressed uncertalnty as to whether they

were\Zionists, but would like to make their home in Israel under,certa;n'

)

*C‘
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.vconditionsgrz,whyfdid hot‘fespond to the quéstion-‘Are,you é
Zionist?' would he0§rthe1essv1ike to make their homes in Israel
‘ggdet certain conditions; IAdeclared’tha: he was not a Zionist
‘and he did not'indicate his reaction to the statement 'I would
-likefto'make my hamekin Israel'. The remaining 2 matiiculatéa
v&id-nnt‘indi:ace whether they were Zionists. One ignéred the
‘second question éérwglinghéféés the other expressed the desire
to settle in Israel. ' -

;iv) COnc1u61onsn

» “The second ‘part of the.hypothe51s postulated that the spirit
gene:gted at KDHS would stimulate its matriculates to commit them—
éelvek»to botﬁﬂJewish communal affairs and to Israel to a gtéatet'
extent than would the members of the Contr-~? Gtoup. It is timelyv
to consmder at this stage the underlying intention of this part cc
the hypothe81s‘ Whereas, for convenience sake, there has been
some degree of differentiation between "Zionism' and 'Identification
with Israel' in this study, such differentiation can, at the present
time, only be regarded as hypothetical. By and large there is4¥"
today general agreement among the Jewish people that Jewish affairs,
be they communal, national or international, and/aSSOciation with
the Zionist Movement and with Israel, are all part and paréel of .
“%eing Jews.  In fact, then, each item studied in this chapter is

a part of one picture and the conclusions relating to each q?erj

relate to the picture as a whole.

It has been found that during their school days, the KDHS
matriculates participated in Zionist Youth Movement activities to
a greater extent than Aid those of tche Control Group. There were
no d1f£erences of significance between the Groups durlng thEIt ‘
student days insofar as involvement in Jewish and Zionist affairs ﬁ
wag concerned. But in young adulthood, there was found to be a
high degree of difference of significange between the Zionist
affiliation of the two Groups, and this also applied to the matte:s
of visits to Israel; the desire to emlgrate to Isracl and make
their homes there; and, in generzal, to Zionist affiliation. In

these cases, the KDHS matriculates revealed stromger identification

]
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i slgnlﬂcam: dxffet:em*es Qoncerned the tesponses of the 2. Groups

" with 'Tsfaei:
:.' YVValue ;;udgments on Israel, however, very few s1gn1fxc::::i: dli‘ference
i emerged.

o to the 1dea of h.vm'? 7 "'\‘s‘rael‘ When the mat:rlculates xespo{;‘ses

“ ,hyrothes:,s has been shown to have some degree of validity. In'the

explored.

, - S . . . ; E - \-’
Wherx the twcc Groups were cmared on a series of

it needs to be- remembered however, that one. o{ the :

ey

%

X8
L ot

:were qua//aufled ang a cr:.ncal ratio applied tc these results,”

It is arguecl however, that the

& sig ;f:l.cant dxfference emetgeda
(GTfference between the means of the two f:roups was 8o smaﬁ. ‘that

“this result should be 4nterpreted w:u:h caution.

It: would seem, therefore, ‘that the second part of ‘the

following c‘nayt:er, another aspect of 1dent1f1catxon with uew:.sh valnes,

‘that ‘is, in membership of voluntary service organisations, will be

ga
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CHAPTER 10. =

“,based postulated that the: KDHS matrlrulates would bacome more

i'The term 'South;Afrzcan‘act1vxt1es was 1ntended to be understood‘[
T in the w1dest ppss;ble pOSItIVE +erms. It was therefore xmpertant
N to ascertaln thm extent to- which KDHS ‘had’ succeeded.ln stlmnlatmng

i soc1a1 consczouaness and- in encouraging voluntnty servvce in

: ;\arxous fields of socxal and communal endeawours.g Thes chapter flo
w111 look‘at two klnds of actrv1t1es, namely, Jewxsh sectatLan and ;5.

i non-aectarxan.- The age range of the matrlculates who were 1nve*tih

- gated, was from the early twenties to th:.rty-one° "ﬂf' Also, it
' will be recalled that 24 of the 110 KDHS and 9 of the 116 Control

' '1968/69 (see Table 6 (v11) a. p. 50). It wak clear, therenore,
that in many cases these young people Vnuld not “have erCabllshed
~for themselves a life style'whlch would 1eave them time or money

','to devote to 2 w1de range of voluntary serv1oe act1V1t1eso' It;was,‘
‘ nevertheless, consldered that useful p01nters to developlng *rendsf'7

'»;m1ght be discerned,

v‘by Jewry as mltzvot (blessxngs) to be sought and covetedq Good
‘f'cAngenanip, 1nulud1ng parc1c1pat10n in civie, natxonal and p011t1c&1 _oﬁ,
”,affalrs also commands the respect and adm1rat1on of the Jewish.

- community. The answers to the questlons as to ‘how, and ‘to what

.Ttrends.

- but ‘the act1v1t1es of gome are ‘not. necessarlly confined to Jewlsh

E people. " Some Jew1sh urganlsatxons have a :e1131ous purpose, otﬁcis

| INVOLVEMENT' IN VOLUNTARY. SERVICE E

The thlrd part of the hypoth331s on whxch th1s study was

”volved 1n South Afrlcan act1v1t1es than would the Control Groupazg

Group were st111 studencs when the questlonna1res were "ompleted 1n:fv.

Voluntary service to rallglous, humanitarlan, phllanthrople,j;

soc1al welfare and communal organxsatxons are t1ad1t10na11y :egarde&

extent, the matriculates had begun to involve themselves in communai

and natlonal affalrs, mlght prov1de the p01nters to the developlng

i. Involvement 1n Jewxsh Or ganlsatlons. o , ’;, S ‘*3.”

Membershlp of Jewxsh organzsatzons is exclusxvely’JeW1ah,

tonoéntrace.on~we1fare work. A,thi'd catenoﬂy is concerned thh

L g




: _ : t v1t1ea and a fourth 18 commltted to: Israel-orlentated
 '; affaxtssji The rellglous organxsatlons are Iznked w1th rellglous f7 |
’fﬁ;iobse,van (s’and the r1tes ‘of death but. chey, as the welfare .and e
_4ﬂt,i°hgr ;ahle bodlas, undertake welfare work These orgen1aat10ne:5vk
"VVf;do no; Lonfxne thelr help to Jew1sh people.-' For. example, those

oncentrate on v131t1ng the slck in- the varlous hospltals B

- 31n3 homea, takg gifts and spend much t1me with pat1enrs,»§>
_“,reg dless of- thelr relxglous denommat:.onsa Others g;ve th.;:fud”’x
lte~t1m‘ to: aldlng under-prxvxleged and African chxldten WLth focd,
L ‘,eyfic1°t“1“8 aiid schoollng. Mbthers are taught varxuua crafts and
,vﬂ,f;( ",ei | V;ee"lflrdomestlc sk1lls with Wthh they may be able to supplement their h‘g{ifr
i o *‘1ncomea. The aged and the 1cne1y are given companlonshlp and '
‘f entertammerit° - ’ =

Table 10 () shows the partxcxpatlon of matrlculatPs ;

~in adult Jewxsh organlsatlons, It is:to be noted that very small
’ ' numbers of matrlculates d1d not reply to relevant questzons and
ot “:thelr.numbers are not included in the X2 Table. ]~'
TABLE 10 (i) ' MEMBERSHIP/PARTICIPATION IN ADULT
b T ~JEWISH oncp.msa.nons S
B e AR | e I o % | pesBinee | TOTALS
oS 39 562 27 3z | 4 e |70 1008
;  lemse | a6 st | 9 22w | 1 257 | 40 002}
c loemtrolm | 29 457 33 50% 2 sz. |66 mooml
' } g | contror £ | 26 50z 25 49,57 |1 o0.5% | 52 1007}
i ,;/ Lo - - : ; ‘ . e ~ ﬂ*“’f
: : gk
X% = 9.835, d.f.3 °~°‘°1-‘£”3 &s o,_.},o»s .
; ; The f1nd1ng shuws & s1gn1f1cant dlfference at the 5% level, ,ek
>§ 4:, A _thh the KDHS males aud femmles part1clpat1ng to a greater extent

. than did their opp031te numbers in the Control Group. In both Groupa
~female partxc:patlon was higher than male whach' is not surprzaxng ‘
and firs into the pattern of other adult: voluntary services in the ER

commun1ty.




of :ellg:.ous bod:.es referred,to the s/nagogue :and[o
* ociety 48 to vb.:.ch moBEt
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ii. InVolvement in NénmSectarian:Ogganisations,'

Questlon 15 sought 1nformatlon,about 1nvolvement 1n c1v1c,

~national, polltlcal and soclal welfare organisations, whose membezr-
'shxp was not,spec1f10a11y&JeW1sh,~ It called for replies telatmng

to past and present (as at 1968) service. The reactions to this
quéution'were disappointing.' In fact, the étrikingvfeatuWe of
Table 10 (iii)1s the high percentage of 'No Response' in all

Groups, reachmng over 50% ln‘the KDHS and over 407 in the ControI
Groups. This 1s of additional interest because a number of

replias contalned,cr1t1clsm of the questionnaire on the grounds
that the 1nvestlgator had«not been lnterested 1n matters other

than Jewish or Zionlst. The complaint was that no cons;detatlon
had been glven.to ;oyal participation in matters of South African »
interest. It is possible, however, that thig reaction was caused
by some of the respondents’ awarencss of their small involvement in
.this category of voluntary service, It is also possible that‘there‘ﬁ
wag’ reluctance to reveal participation in the act1v1t1es of p011t1ca1

organlsatmns 5

The positive responses included involvement of university
students who had undertaken various types of voluntary work

associated with the nature of their academic gtudies. hTheSe numbers

-are shown in brackets in the column ¢mtitled "YES", It was. prematuré

to-try to ascertaln the e.tent to which such service would comtinue

»

in post-graduate life.

-

‘ZABLE 10 (iii) VOLUNTARY SERVICE TO NON-SECTARIAN

ORGANISATIONS
[crovp | vEs ¥ | No RESPONSE TOTALS _
KDES m 14(6) 207 19 277 37 53 | 70 100%
KDHS £ | 10(3) 257 9 222 | 21 53 40 1007 |
[control m | 22(3) 342 15 247 | 27 427 64 100% |
fcontrol £ 1 14(4) 272 | 14 2:z | 24 4ex 52 100% |

x% = 2.054,. d.£. 3, P 0.05 w/s.

Table 10 (iii) shows that there is wo 81gnlflcant dlfferenae
between the KDHS and Gonttol Groups.
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o ddd, Comlusicmg ;
g ; It has prevmusly b/een suggeated that: nothmg mre
4 than pomters or trends mx;ght be fmmd in regard to the S : .
:.ntegtatmn of t:he matrzculates dnte aduIL soc:,ety. : xhu | | e
'sectmn, covenng as it does the mvolvnment of matnculaten
in volun ary serv.lce bears out the feehng that Ilttle of
g value on thla speculc aspect of mtegratmn into adult f
socut:y can be found at this stage‘ | |
In addition to the already cbmen?:ed, upon fact ‘that
the No Reéponsexat(e wag go‘high, there ccﬂ& also be',_géingd,
‘, the idea that the KDHS and the Contibl Group were in:é'rers‘te‘d_
in ‘Jewish, but xiot in general iifol'untdry work But thl.s
S ‘cc,nclusmn would be based on’ false prem:.ses in v:.ev\r of the
; ’ fact thac both v:he Knﬂb and Cont:tgl Groupa omtted,/ in almost
| every case, reference to national or ,IOcalj actzv;t;’i’eha :
¥ ‘
P
‘
é
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| GHAPTER 11. . WATRICULATES' REACTIONS TO SCHOOL CUMRICULA.

' exnerxences, the Control Group would rely on hearsay, on oplnlons

’expressed by their parents and, to some extent, on press and other

-is followed by a survey of the exteng to Whlch religious obgervances

 of Educatlon prov1des an analysis of the matriculotes who felt that
“more intensive provxsxon wasg made by I'DHS than by othedr schools for

98,

I

The evaluatlcn of the K1ng David- School High School and the

"Control Schools by young Jew1sb paople who had matriculated durlng
the years 1956 to 1962 inclusive,. should add to the pchure whlch has

presented durlng the analys1s of the material collected for this study.,

1.—]KDHS Matriculaﬁes' EValuatiohs of Theit Gurriculum.

B £ % was antxclpated that whereas the KDHS Groug would base ,

_ Vhezt evaluatzens of the1r<school prlmarlly oit their own personal

news media and their effects on the. Jewish communltyu Fot this

reason, the first part of this chapter is concerned malnly wirh the S

responses given by KDHS matriculates. It relates to their experiences SR

‘at school with the five aspects of education specified in questlon 21

~(Appendix I pf3%), The five aspects were Religious Inz *ructlon,

Ideological Teaching, Cultural SubJects, General Educatlon and Soc1a1 ,
Amen;t;es. Then a brief account is given of tha approach towards the

teaching of religious practicesvand Jewish valuee in the school. Thxs

were belng maintained in adult life and this will be compared with the .

extent of religious cbservances on the part of Control Group matrieulaﬁes;~
‘Table 11 (i) entitled 'KDHS Matriculates’ Reactions to Aspects
the listed aspects of educatxnn. -Aand the numbers who approved and

digapproved of this more ;ntens;ve provls;qn. Followxng on Table 11 (1),j; o ’;;

the detailed comments on the various aspects w111 be recorded.

R AN
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: KDHS MATRICUEAIES' REAGTIONS T0 -
: ASPECTS OF EDUCATION

MDEE INTENSIVE PROVISIDN‘THAN OTHER scnoonsfjf,

.‘,Relzg1ous Instructlon‘ éld'BSZ‘VJSS ‘ V“21 ; j 15;‘,!~ri19' 17ij=dildy~‘

- Idecroglcal Teachnng 34 312 ;“1177 9 -8 176 259Zip5111°.k
Cultural Subjects |38 352 31 - ' 31 s 72 i55zrr: 10
|ceneral Education | 71 esz| so | 1 | 11 | 39 a7

|social Emenities | 33 307 27

YES ‘fAEPROVE 'DISARBROVE Y commm NO"-RESPONSE TorATS |

At this stage, it “is proposed to analyse Table 11 (1) so far as

rellglous 1nstruct10n is concernnd. 1t ig of interest to note from the
VTable that -of the 21 matriculates who dlsapproved of the more Lntenslve o ,ffa;“
prov1s1on;made at. KDHS for religious 1nstruct10n, 8 expressed dlsapproval

of any Bort of religious instry ct1on' 6 complalned.that too much 1nstructlon e
was glveﬁ, 6 were critieal of the teaching methods' 1 made the constructzve 3
suggestlon ‘that he would.llke to see a more phllosophxcal b881s provxded
in the course. It is clear from the Table that there was an emphat1c and-
’general opinicn thac 'Religious Instruct1on was certaxnly more 1ntens1ve than
in the other schools. It is also noteworthy that- although half- the e s
’matrrculatﬂs approved of the extent of re11glous instruction’ offered at.school,
a number wrote freely on the subject at the end of the questzonnalre. -
vFourteen.such commenxs were h1gh1} eritical, 10 tefert1ng partxcularly’to the i“

pocr quallty of Religious Instruction teachlng One- matrxculate .
,1nterpreted 1nadequate' in che sense of insufficiency.  Nine comp1a1ned oi
k‘bigotry‘, 1rrat10nallsm or narrowness 1n the preseﬁtatlou. One suggested
the need for a course in comperatlve re1131on anﬂ another asked that ‘the =
subgect be ‘treated in a~ modern,frelevant way'. Verbal commenra of morevorff
' iess the same numbers expreSSed displeasure at being compelled tO'submi:;ta~'
the disproportionately large velume cf 'Religious Instruction?. o

Explanatxon of what the. school authorltles wanted to achieve lnsofax e
"wcompa:xson of che‘xpﬁs responsea regarding their rerlglous practlces with
those of the \onzwal Group ‘who would have had none of this spec1al tra1n1n33

“w,during their s&huoilng. “Their major influences would have been their own o
:Tbhomes and their o%n prerlences when attendxng Synagogue in thelr'childhood»,, _f

AT

ag re11glous observauqss and 1¢Pology are concerned w111 be followed by ‘,_.~7113
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: g It must be pq1nted out that two commonly held)and eont:adlctory
pelnts of v1ew Jere expressed w1th1n the local Jewzsh communlty from , <
the tlme of the fcundlng of the KDHS at least until the time of the ST
pzesent 1nvest1gacxon.j On the one hand, there was strong cr:tlczsm G
that the school exercxsed pressures for practices and observances whlch

some parents d:d ‘not. themselves follow; and did not.requlre their

f‘chxldren tn follow, - On the other hand, various orthodox sections decrzed

the,re1131ous 1nsftuctlon.glven at. the school whlch.they consldered fell

far shor: of the<mxn1mum requirements. It'mlght be mentioned. hete that

it appears to be a.comon belxef of non—JeWLSh 1nterested bod1es - academlc,
scholastxc and rellglous, that -reference to the: KDHS is synonymous with

reference to a: Jewxsh orthodox schoola That this is 1ncorreet is borne

- out: by a comment«of the Pr1nc1pal of the achool who ‘informed the ,
'1nveatxgatqr (1970) that the school 'provides a broadly national traditional- =~

Jewish education. It must cater for all needs and it therefore steers e

middle course”. This comment has been heard on many occasions from :

individuals and from representatives of the S.A. Board af Jewish Educat*on. e
It has also been said by the school authorltles ‘and by teachers and’ parents"~*‘7afl:
of the scholars, that the KDHS scholars "have been taught the tools or.

skllla of religious practices even if they du.-uot use them"

It shculd also be remembered that several Jew1sh rellglous sects
are to be found, together w1th 4 wide range of be11efs as to what does, ande;’
what does not, constltute rellglous observances. Consultatlon w1ch -
several leadlng local religicus author1t1es yielded unlform,adv1ce whzch
was followed. ‘The matriculates were asked in the questlonnalre to
signify the extent of their present religious observances by marklng g
"Yes", ' "Some or "ane . Table 11 (ii) shows the ana1y51s of the replles

recelved.
TABLE 11 (ii). OBSERVAMCE OF RELIGIOUS PRACTICES .
orove ~ | wowe | ves | some |nomeseowsz | 7tomas

 [oESm | 14 202 | 14 207 | 42 60z} o [ 70 10z | o .
ROHS £ | 8 21z | 9 231 22 552| 1 1z | 4o looZ ‘ }
Jeontrolm | 19 30z | 9 14z | 35 ssz| 1 108 64 1007 | 5
Joontrol £ | 12 23z |13 252 | 27 s22f o | 52 100%

x2 - 4,045, a.‘f'.sf‘- P =¥ 0.05 N/S

L
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The:ﬁhbsquare test showeithat therewas no slgn1f1cant dlffetence

f1n the uxtent of the KDHS and: Control Groups observance or. non= ..
kohservanca of rellglous practices. A similar lack of 51gn1f1cance
.V&S»fQUﬁd.Vhen the males and females in each of -sthe KDHS and Control |
5'Groups were comblned (x? = 3. 451 dcfa 2. pF aOS N/Sn)

Theequestzon pertalnlng to rellglous practxces 1nV1ted addltlonal

elaboratlon. The 1nformatzon obtalned from this source, whlch Was u%ed

by most who responded to the questlonnalre, demonstrated some confu51on, o

funcettalnty'or ignorance of matrlculates of the meanlng of telxgious

observances and practeces. -0f one Group, SZZ stated that they had

'observed 'Some religious practlces' thene rauged from.maintalnlng

Kusher Home' with varylng degrees of kashrut such as "1 don t eat :
pxg"} or M1 buy‘kosher meat'’, or "We don't eat pork in our home, but msv ]

;eiseﬁhere Id the same Group of those who quoted "synagogue attendance“f‘ r:”

ds one of theiff practices, the attendance varied from dally to once &

week; to oeeas1onal visits; and to ngh Holy Days.

.1 It 18 apparent that the findings relating te relxg1ous observances

rmust be treated with reservatiom.

‘What is of importance in regard to the analysis shown in Table lif(ii),{:nQH:Q

is t’hat therewas no significant difference between the KDH3 aud the

Control Groups. The,KDHS Group not only attended a.full-day Jewzsh

school which prov1ded a curriculum of Jewish studles, 1nc1ud1ng 1nsttuct10n:
in the religious "tools" or usages, already referred to. It also provided
what is termed a "Jewish atmosphere". This "atmorphere" included daily

'part1c1patlon in the offering of the correct prayers at the correct times

of ddy and in the correct manner; traditional functlons to’ celeb:ate the:.V

'H1gh Holy days and natzonal festxvals, and %o on. The present f1ndlngs

led to the conclusion that the KDHS did not necessarily st1mulate a

'pattern of’rellglous ooservances in theepost-school lives of the
‘matrlculates. This, however, is not ev1dence of . fallure on the part of

KDBS if, in fact, it 18 not an avowadoobjectlve of the school to provxde"

4nooctr1nat10n of rellglous observances.

Tk: constant fear of Jewish le¢aders and parents ‘that young people

- were increasingly marrying out of. the Jewish faith, led the 1nvestlgator‘
,,to enquire into the religion of the matrlculates spouses, vh1cﬁ might
-provide an indication‘of the,degree:of intetgmarr;age¢ofvhoth Gtoups of
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S thzs subgect. ‘There may have been reluctance on the part of some
' 1nformants to admlt social relatlonshlps which are frowned upon by

;the Jew1sh commnnxty,w

is the Yeshiva College. ~ The first group of scholars from Yeshiva

102,

matrlculates. However, it is shown in Table 11 3ii) entitled 'Religzon
of Spouse that very few of those who were married in 1968/69,that 13,‘ ’
6 cut of 136 matrlculates, had married out of the faith. T} a flguze

,must be treated with reserve because the investigator's pezsonal and R -'{;é
f;_lengthr ﬂSsoc1ation'w1th many'of the families involved in thls study, ’

g prov1£ad “her with evzdence of the unrellab111ty of some responses oft

1

. IABLE 11 (ifiy = RELIGION OF #OUSE A
3 MERRIED S DR T
| JmwisE - |NoN-JEWISH V SRS o
b SPONSE § SPOU ™ NOT MARRIED TOTAL SIS
< it . ., N ol .",‘ . 5 - s - . . . - " . ':};0 :
Cpomsm [ @ 1 8 | 7 .
FDMs £ 32 1 7 b 40
Control m k 33 3 28 1 64 ;
 lContwol £ 40 1 i | os2 {]
In view of the uu"ellabxllty of the figures in the columm = ‘~;f‘7i

emtltled 'anrJewxsh Spouge’ chl-square analysis was not undertaken.

Real understanding and appreciation of the Jewish religion

¥
‘'demands a good knowledge of the HebreW’language. Although it wog

ot Listed in the aspects of education shown in Table 11 (1), a number fﬁy e :N 5

i
i

of matriculates voluntarily commented‘on the subject in the unstructured

S

information which they offered at the end of the questienneire. Such :

' commients were made by 7 KDHS matriculates, 6 of whom expressed dig~

satisfaction with the quality of reachzng, the other expressing. sat13-~

faction, One matriculate included in his expre881on of dlssat1sfac:10n .

hia sreference for locally-tralned, by contrast w1th 'cheder teaﬂhets.-

This last comment was expressed in a number of ways by most of the KDHS '":Jf)
patriculates with whom;verbal contact was establishes, Itrshould be - "]“ ‘  *}

Bborne in mind that the Oﬂiy'secondary school in thennesbutg, apart.
from t%2 XDHS, which gives intenmsive instruction in the Hebrew language,
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College’wrote thefmatriﬁu1ation ekaﬁination at the end of 1962.

From the unstructured comments on KDHS, it was nnted that

" Ideologlcal Teachmg (see se/:tmd lme of Table 11 (1)) was considered

by most matclculates to refet to Jewish matters. Nevettheless, as

many as 707 dié not respond at all. Also, there was a small range

No less than 267 KDHS matriculates disapproved of the
?Ideologic&l’Teaching’,provided by_the school.  Three expressed.theirf
disapproval of any. sort of ideélogiéal teaching. Another 9 alsapprovedm

of the 1nadequate conitent of the teaching, 5 of them specifying that the

call to the challenge of Zionism was weak, and 2 sixth, that there was

non—encoutagement of alxyah' One.matrlculate4fe1t that too much
‘Ideologlcal Teachlng was given, and another that none was. given at
all. One camplaxnedAof the constant repetltlon throughou: T8 years‘

at the school. On the other hand, 11 matriculates ezpressed satig—

faction, stating that they did so in the sense that the 1nstruct10n

they were given provided them with an 'awareness' or an 1dent1£1cat10n

with their Jewishness.

Regdrding the aspect of education listed as 'Cultural Subjects'
in Table 11 (i), it can be seen that only 357 of the matrlculates coti=
gidered that more 1nten31ve provision was made by KDHS than other schools.
O0f the 38 matriculates who constituted this group, 31 approved of this

more intensive provision, 3 disapproved and 4 had no comments to make at -

-all, Of the 3 who disapproved, 2 complained of inadequacy whilst the =

third expressed the opinion that the Govaynment aschools offered bettef“5
faciliﬁies. On the matter of 'Cultural Subjects' as with 'Ideological~‘
Teaching’ and, as will be seen shortly, with 'Social Amenities' there -
wWas & conspicuously high number of matriculates who did not record any

The number in each case was in excess of 657 of the total,

- This may indicate som2 lack of appreciation of the meaning ot che i

descriptive titles which weve used in the questionnaire. On the other
hand, it is possible that the high figures for ‘No Respohse'vmerely indif

" cated that there was no well-defined opinion on tﬁem;r

The aspect of 'General Educatlon' b’G“A t a response from 71
matrlculates to the effect that more intensive prov1axon was made for
it at KDHS than at other schools. Of the 71, 59 matriculates approv&d

of the standard of gensral education, one disapproved, 11 made no

it w3, et S AR 6 RS Y N e e Mo LN
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‘iconments and 39 dld not respond at all. The 1 matrlculate who S j

V \expresaed ilsapproval comp1a1ned of the constant repet1t1on of - &ork.,4ﬂf'rb'
In thezr'flral summlng up. of thelr oplnlons of RDH 2 other L :
referred to the aspect ¢ 'beneral Educat;ou w1th hxgh

g

"‘fmatrxculaf’

‘ B - . The flfth aspect ef educatlon analysed in Table 11 (1), 'Soc1aIw"/Iv
-f_~.~ 1 v‘: , ‘,fAmen1t1es was avparentIV“understood by most KDHS matrlculates to :
R o  1refer to spottlng authltlLs. - This aspect brought the hlgheat 'Nb
:'Response retu*n, namely, 70%. ' g

A - R In questlon 22 addressed to the KDHS matr1culates (Appendlk Ip.¢34)
e L ,"and the same questzon to the Control Group (Appendix III p.139) the St
! Tt jy_technlque of puttlng statements into posltlve and negatlve forms, : ;
ﬁ : .and‘ask1ng the matrlculates to indicate those with which they were in i -
-agreement, was used. Three 1tems, namely, (a), (d) and (e)
1 - related ouly to the KDhS Group._ - The other’ 4 are dlscussed 1n
5 ‘section (ii) of thlsechapter. , The KDHS replxes to (a), (d) and (e)
: afemanalysed~iﬁ Table 11 {iv), Table 11 (v) and Table (v1)
i ; © DABLE 11 (fv) "WHEN I WAS A SCHOLAR AT KDHS I BELIEVED}DfD yor .- -
‘ v } © . BELIEVE THAT THERE WAS "SOME’IHING SPECIAL ABOUT
g - o BEING A PUPIL THERE" RSk
: “BELIEVED | DID NOT BELIEVE | UNCERTAIN | TOTALE 1
; R 72 662 | 3% 322 | 2 23 |10 100%)"
i o TABLE 11 (v) "I HAD/DID NOT HAVE JEWISH FRIENDS ATTENDING<ﬁf"
Ezr' ' : T OTHER SCHOOLS'
{m“e' Ja S BETEERE , YES o - T — TOTALS

9% &1z 14 13z | 110 1007

'vTﬂﬁLE il (vi) "AFTER LEAVING—SCHOOL FELT THAT I WAS BETQER/AS WELL/
e : “NOT AS WELL EQUIPPED TO ASSOCIATE WITH NON-JEWISH AGE~
: MATES AS MY JEWISH ACQUAINTANCES WHO HfJ NOl AI?&NDED KDHS.

M

..BETTER. -As‘ﬁiit f rﬁOT,AS'ﬁEfL'* =

'LQUIPPED "Equxppzn | Equrrpep | mo ResponsE | TOTAL !

AR R R TR

Lo R TR _ _
;‘E\»’”&nvm~z=»;~9FH:m-vV~,M T Y T R N T e e e
E 3 R .
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*g%; that the majotlty of the KDHS»matrlculates felt that there was good in
o provxded “hy the school as was. shown 1n.the react;ons to the flve acpects ,
- of. educatlon, and the cbree statements in Tables 11 (1v), (v) and,(v;). §
- The - analyses also showed ‘that social relatlonshlps were not confined to./"”° e

‘f,chlldren aﬁkendlng KDHS and that the KDHS acholars dxd not feel that
o they were - 1solated. ~

'~ii} KDHS And Control Groups Reactlons to Their Schools.

'present extent of religicus observances° Question 22\(see Appendlx I

" in this question were dealt with in the same way as (a), (d) and - (e)

Vand commented upon now in Tables 11 (vii), (v111), (1x) and (x)

‘TABLE 11 (vii) I WAS ALWAXS/SOMETIMES/NEVER CONSCIOUS OF A

‘lwtup | ALwavs | SOMEYIMES | NEVER | NO RESPONSE | TOTALS
[koms 15 - 53 40 2 | mo f
Jeemeror | 39 | 54 13 10 116

From the analyses wh1ch have been yresented, it may be ohserved

thelr school ' The ma;orlty was ‘satisfied w;th most levels of educatzon '

- The f1rst section of thls chapter dealt w1th responses to two "'k
questions. The first of these was’ directed only to KDHS matrzculates, 'eTV
with the exceptxon of a comparlson of the KDHS and Control Groups' :

.134) consisted of 7 statements, 3 of whlch (a), (d) and (e)
pertalned only to the KDHS Group and weére not 1nc1uded in the Control

Group's questlonnalre “(see Appendix IT p.139 ) The other &4 statements

and were. perc1nent to both KDHS and Control Groups. These are analysed .f};,d

SPECIAL OBLIGATIGN TOWARDS THE JEWISH COMMUNITY

After the No Response figure had been elzmlnated, R o ﬁ’ i *i“;
ek : e A ST T
?=24412 d.£. 2, € 0.01 =

‘It is recorded that there was one mlnor dlfiernnne«ln the phraalng**,

of the statement to the KDHS and Control Group: matriculates, The KDHS
statement had the words 'because T'was. attendlng KDHS' added.
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It should be explalned at this po1nt that i€ has ?Iways beeu
alpollcy nf KDHS to prov1de.bursar1es and subsidizs for chlldreu.whose
parents canuot meet all the costs of sending them to the school. In
the early years, the feesrwere very 1ow, but even then parents were
helped to meet them and the costs of transrortatica and books, and,
somet1mes school unlforms, and s0 on. - Although fees have been -

: heavxly increased over the years, various forms of 3351stance are :
st111 ‘provided for those in need of help. In these circumstances, -

; therefore, the significant difference betwesn the«xeaet1ons analysed

'1n Table 11 (vii) seems to be 1mportantn The £1gures show that it

o is the Control Group, rather than KDHS which is much more 11ke1y tov;

A T e e e et A i

yl;ibe conscious of obligations towards the Jewish community whlch

& provzdes a hxgh proportion of the monles, through voluntary contrlbut-'
ions, for such Pprovisions aznd other aspects of thexma1ntenence of :
KDHS. - There were, of course, a number of special caseg, reference to
‘ one of which warrants special reference. The circumstances of &ﬁls

» matriculate were such that schooling could only have cbntlnued up ta
the minimum perm1551b1e school-leaving age.. that is, 16 years, had .

- KDHS not provided the maximum of assistance up to matr1culat10n\whﬂw

‘a f1rst~ciass with several distinctions was achxeved. The excel ‘ﬂt :

Tesults led to the award of‘bursarles and scholershlps whlch eneu;ed
the matriculate to obtain a Ph.D. academic standard. This matLlculate_”
expressed, most vigorously, indebtedness to, and 11fe-1ong apprec1atlon
kot, the assistance recelved from the S.A, Board of Jew1sh Educatlon. o

Table 11 (viii) "I associated/did not associate with non- -

5Jewzsh scholars gives the analysis of the second of the & statemenca

‘ referred to above.

TABLE 11 (viii) I ASSOCIATED/DID NOT ASSOCIATE WITH L
— __NON-JEWISH SCHOLARS Sk

 |omour [ AssocIaTED | DID NOT ASSOCIATE | No RESPONSE | - TOTALS
JRoHS 68 42 e | e
Control | 95 0 S R 1

efcer elimination'of the No Eesponse return and after
: N s , L kk
Yates' Correction, X° = 11.73%, d,f. 1 P4 0.01
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It is notei fhat the statement in the. Conerol Group- qnestlon—' T

‘ nalre emphasxaed soc1a1 assoc1at10ns.

It was to. be,expected that there would be a greater~chance of

:'the Control Group matrlculates assoclatlng with non-Jewish scholars.‘

It can be seen from‘the ‘Table that approxlmately 2 in 5 KDHS .

: matrlculates had had no assoc1at1on with non—Jew1sh.pup118. It can -

also be seen, however, that for the magorxty‘of the KDHS matrlculates,,

» attendance at the Jewish Day’School did not isclate them from the
: rest of the commun;.tya ' : o

It can also be seen that 1 in 5 matr1culates from the Control

, Group had made frlendshlp patterns’ thh a s1ng1e rellgloms group v

(Jewxsh) and had not, in fact, assoc1ated socially with mon-Jewzsh

: scholars. Himmelfarb (1950) has this to say on the subxect of
ksoclal relatlonshlps. “Every piece of researfu I have sen conﬁxrms

" that there is mo difference in 1nter-att1tudes between Day School and

other Jewlsh children when age, soc1a1 class, parents educatxon.and f»~

the like are the same"

Table 11 (1x) entltled "After’leav1n§,school I was/was not-

consczous of aay obllgatlon to do my'best '"for the sake of my school“';“

‘gives the 8“31Yu18 cf the third statement which, 11ke the fourth, shows
- 'no. sxgnlflcant difference between the KDHS and Control Groupsg

TABLE 11 (ix)  AFTER LEAVING SCHOOL I WAS/WAS NOT CONSCIOUS

OF ANY OBLIGATION TO DO MY BEST 'FOR THE SAKE
OF MY SCHOOL'

- T w NO RESPONSE | 'rum.,s,
,. 27 79 : 4 110 |
" [Control - 28 - 85 RN , 116 |

After eliminativg rhe No Response return and after Yates'
Cocrection X? = 0.020, d.f. 1 P> 0.05 N/S.
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acnvxues of the KDHS and Control Groups insofar as onalty to then‘v ,
" f school was coucerned. The same conclusxcm was' rfeached as: shown in - S
‘I‘able 11 (x) when the extent of post:-school assoclatmn w:.th l:he
- relevant schools was cnncemedn

. TARLE 11 (x) "TODAY 1 MAIN"AIN/DO NOT MAINTAIN TIES mm

-'onaltles on the part of ltS xnatnculateso

k '-f‘f‘v'posed. WouId the KDHS matrxculates -want. the:.r ch:.ldren to attend _
- :hexr school? , Would those of - the Control Group want LhBlr chxldren'

/ would t:hey prefer to send them £o KDHS? What: reasons voulq be g:.ven

& T R o
,‘C;;}Vt;.-rol ) R U/ 100 R

tovards the Jem.sh commumt:y. . It was also found to be more hkelyf
to confme fnends‘up patt:erns within the rehgmus, that 13, the s
Jewxsh group. - Furt:hermore, it is cleat that the. Jewxsh Day School l:'-ff

e

Th:.s shos»s that: tnere was no ugnlﬁcant dszerence 1n the

).~

s MY aCEGGI

i . ) . E Lo N | BRI R N ok o

e i i~ g s &
am - - -

k Aft:er elmlnatlon of No Response retutns and after o
Yates' Con'ectlon X% = 4453, duE, 1 P) 9.05 N/Sn S

+ R ,
F ol . '

Summarlslng the £md1ngs of section ii of this chapter, ;Lt my T
be sa:.d that the King Davxd ‘High School + “as less successful than the
Conttol Schools in 1mbu1ng 1n its scholars a sense of obllgatxon

'wal no more successful than the Control Schools in- creatmg lastmgv‘ B

1‘1.“ E’duc'atioﬁ of Hatriculates'- 'Cﬁildrenf. o I v

To ext:end ‘the analys:.s of the reactmons of ‘the matr:.cula.tea tq

then: own scholastlc expenencee, a dszermt series of: quest:.ons was e

to attend Govetn.ment undenomnational sc.hools as they had d\.ne, or ;

5} 7 ;
o - M -~ for. the preferences?
N 4 o . :
i BN
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Before glvzngvthe analysls of - the reactlcns to. the type of

»:»;themr fam111es.'

' auestlon, it 18 as VPI

Tbis

wfcons1der the numhers of marrled matrxculates
f,at.the txme ﬁf the F(Mpl Lion of the questlonnazfevand.the szzes of

adaly51s is given in Table 11 (xz)
. Table therefbre provides 4 picture of the marital status of the -

: The

matrzculatea and the numbers of" chxldren in thexr fam111es aﬂ at

’ ' '1968/1969.

%'rAans1li(xi) |

GROUP.

N/A ’

. -{NOT MARRIED

'MARRIED |

ToTAL |

 NUMBER OF CHILDREN OF MARRIED MATRICULATES ~

NUMBER OF COUPLES WITH
No CHILDREN ONE CHILI)|

[Z OR 1 MDRE

 51 ﬁs~m(:_ﬁ
DHS f

g iContrql-ﬁ
|controt £

39

5
21

11

31
37
41

40
64

70

52

fria
12
19

c12
12
11

| CHILDREN

The dlrect question was asked' 'Wbuld you send your 0h1ldren -
to KDHS'.

’thls question;

TABLE 11 (xii)

T ———

Table 11 (xii) shows the dlstr:but1on of the rep]1es to

WOULD_YOU SEND YOUR CHILDREN TO KDHS

~ |orove

Ne.

UNDECIDED

N
| RESPONSE |

poTALS . |

|koHS @
'Knds £

(ontrol m

,Con:rol £

44 637
18 457
14 227

14 271

6 92

18 267
| 3 7.5z

32 son |
20 387

17 407
17 277

18 357

|7

(=BT R

571 40

7 | e

1 52

1007

1007

d.£. 6

T akk
p< 001"

e L

‘wox

RS NN SR
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, Table.ll (x11) shows a hlgh.degree of sxgnx;xcance 1n the
e dszerence between the reaetluns<of the KDHS and Control Groups
e jkf wmth the KDHS Group bexng much.more.llkely to send their ch1ldren ‘
S :o thexr old school. = The numbers of 'Undeclded' in both Groups

AR

5 shcw lzttle di

R~

“sérence betwee1 the males of both Groups and the
femsles of both: Graups, but 1n both Groups the females were
h1gher.,

Th1s flndxng, which is of’con51derable 1nterest, st1mn1ated '
fuzther analysls of the reactions of both Groups of matrlculat
to the suggestlon of sendlng their own ch11dren to fthe KDHS for

thezr educatlann The analysis was msde fromsthe.rﬁplles rece1ved

to quest:on ZW whlch offered 13 reasons, 8 of them,. numbered (a)

to (h), being in favour, and of them, (i) to (m), being against.

,gi,‘ﬁ_\f . g ' v S In Table 11 (x111) on page. 112 rhe columns marked 'Order
R show the importance attached to the var1ous statembnts by the o

matrlculates. Item {d), referrlug to- the 1nc1usxon of Hebrew - . f QJ[‘““
k language and Jewish studies in the school's currlculum, ‘brought the - . ‘

greatest repponse.  Considerasble importance was also,attached.tq ’

Ltems (a) and (b) which concerned the educational standazé'at the
* . school. " This is not surprising, because from the very beginning

of the school, attention was concentrated on achieﬁing the beat

; possible examination results. - Consequently, every effort was made
§ .. to attract teachers of the highest status and experlence. ,The
» numbers of scholars in each class were also small, and every attempt

G S P was made to keep them 80 in those years.

LTable 11 (xiv)  on page 112, shows the-distributionrof' .
‘Tesponses made by‘the/matriculates enumerated in Table 11 (xii) = ° j :‘f,jeq

TR R T P S

- under the heading ‘Nh , that is, those who would deflnltely not
: send their children to KDHS. '




B ftequently exprgassed vhen t&ﬁfments of Jewlsh Dsy Schools are

L the Innel: reserves of strength to face poss:.ble ant:z-semznsm and

1.,

-

g i IL is noteworthy that the tot:als of the 'No group are much
lowct than those of - the 'Yes group.

J The dszerences hetveen the '
& RDHS and Contml Groups al:e cons:.derable., o Ie 15 ‘elear thay

Iarge majon.ty‘ Qf the. Control Group who dm not favour KDHS,:anectea
vto w!mt: is cailed here a form of: separat:&sm . Thls re:act:.on, 18

a,

oA

ducunled. Almst as :.mpor ant are thoge who do not ‘avour the - ST
'KDHS - because of anxiety that attendance at a Jemsh grhem would e
- make the :mtegrat ion of the individual into the adulb g«m.ral A
comunxty m‘:e d:.ff:.cult: that :u: nomally is. 'I'h:.s » too, is a
matter of constant debate and discussion. . The late Rabbi Kopul e
ﬂy-Rosen, Foumdez and Pr1nc1pal of ‘the Carmel College Jevish Boys' m.qh
School in England held the strong conv:.cnon that the Jem.sln youtbi .

:who had been educated ina totally J‘emsh atmosphere and stxrroundmgs,}:.A',j
- would be Detter equxppeé than any others to face wntegratmn :.nto 4n: ' P
[undenommatmnal adult society. Accordmg to Rosen, he wouid havg ‘;_' §‘ i

other d:.sc-omforts, to which those educated in Governmenr srhcols would
L react most unhapplly. ‘

Lafear

R




TABLE 11 (xiii)

DISTRIBUTION OF AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS

REASONS T KDHES m RDES £ 3 COWiioam | CORBOLE ]
- ——— O.f Z JORDERINO.] 7% JORDERE NO.[ %.IOKDER) NO.| % JORDER | b
7 -(_a) the F}gh standards q‘:: teaching | 36 | 51 12 30 | 2 7111 z f1z2]23| i—_—z e
"(b),’ the comparatively small classes 19 ] 27 91 22,51 3 51 ¢F 4 | 8115} 4 ; . ; {1
. {{e) the range of extra-curricular cultural ‘ ‘ Tt " oA
' facilities provided by the school 223 3 51 12.5) 5 416 I 3 jJwogi9y & B
(d) the inclusion of Hebrew language and ' : B T s P
~ Btudies in the curriculum 41 | 60 1 151375 1 12 119 1 j1o118}) 2 - - -
(e)  the relzgions influence ‘ 19 | 27 20 9 3 yo6] 12 5 ;"T ;
(f) the fact that it is a Private School S| 7 6 10 5 "2’_,"5 -1
o (g) #he need to protict my children from the ~ —T1 a
possible prejudices to which children 517 6 1 2,5 8. o} ol R 3 £ O RIS | '1‘
attending other schools might be subjected ¥ R I S T -
[()  the social benefite ¥ 41 6] 8 2 51 7 Jolo] 7 [ Tb 3¢ l :
[ABLE 11 (xiv) DISTRIBUTION OF NEGATIVE ANSWERS i |
, REASONS J__KESm _f- KDoAS £ -] CONIROL m_ CONIROL £ _ i B
; 1 S , NO.] 7 JORDER JNO.] 7% [ORDER| NO:] % |ORDER | NO.] % ] ORDER =0 - T
: (1)} the Jewish High School is a form of _ , ' , = 1 .. o 2 z
- suparatism with which I do not agree )3 1 2 3 2 32150 1 J19]3 1 =
(J) a;;tgndéﬁce at a Jewish school makes the B '
g integration of the pupil into the 1f1 2 1] 259) 4 [-28 |4 2 j13fa2sy 2
general community difficult R N R
(k) too much pressure is brought to bear on the , R . RV
‘ children to try to achieve results beyond 0] o 4 11 2.5 4 6] 9 4 7113 5
. the capacities of some of them :
R I4)) parents are too heavily taxed, over and ; ' : ' . -
. above the actual school fees 11 2 2 3 2 619 4 _12' :23 3
(in)' the children are greatly influenced by others . ‘ , .
coming from wealthy homes, so that they 0 4 31 7.5 i 10 |16 3. 9{171] 4
becpme too demanding L i i : :




veduca; onal posslbzllt-es at KDHa came,from matrxculates of
‘_ che school, and 1u Teble 1t (xlv), where reasons fbr not
'fvsendlng\chlldren,tc KDHS were 115ted, large~numbers of the

’Conttol Group matrlcnlates responded ‘ ' TR _' _54' :”:fﬂ'jiﬁ

» 7’o£ afflrmatlve andAnegatlve responses glven.by the Control and
.'KDHS Groups way 31m113r. It was therefore decidedAto do a .
eRank,Order Correlatzou Coefflcx.entR .and: for thl pu#pose»the"

-males and females in the.KDHS and Control Groups were comblned. -

In Table 11 Cxxla), 1t has been shown that the consxder-

\>‘larger'numbers of 1nd1v1duals answers 1n favour‘of the . ,"’ g

<

e It seemed lmportant however, to gee whether the order i j':"}f ;f& s,

The results of this combining are shownAun Tablesrll (xv) and

(xvz) on the following page.
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TABLE 11 (xv)

- DISTRIBUTION OF "AFFIRMATIVE ANSWERS

KDHS f CONTROTL
REASCES ' NUMBER | RANK ORDER % UMEER { RANK ORDER
1(a)- the high standards of teaching 48 9 5
r:(b) the comparatively small classes ’ 28 3 13 3
{c) the range of extra-curricular cultaral \ ‘ ' '
 facilities provided by the school 27 4.5 14 2
~1(d)- . the 1inclusion of Hebrew langxaage and , \
Jewish Studies in the curriculum 56 1 22 1
{(e) the rehg;ous 1nf1uence ' ] , T %.5 12 %
e the Tact that it is a Private School g 6 ’ z. 6
(g) -the need to protect my children £ Tom the
possible prejudices to which children 6 7 0 8
attending other schools might be subjected
[(hy_ the social penefits , I3 E T 7
Rank Order Correlation Coefficient = ' .792
:'I.‘ABL'EA 11 (xvi) : DISTRIBUTION OF NEGATIVE ANSWERS
‘ TDES CON-ROL
k R E A.S 0 N S NUMBER | RANX ORDER NUMBER | RANK ORPER
-J(1) the Jemsh High School 1s a form of 4 1 51 1 -
| separatism with which I do not agree ~
4(3) 'vntteudauce at a Jewish school makes the o
- integration of the pupil into the o 2 4 41 2
, general cmnnmnity difficult Y
&y “ton much pressure is brought to bear on the ' =Y
1 - children to try to achieve results beyond 1 5 13 5
- the capacities of some of thea 1
OB patents are too heavily taxed, over and S R 3 2.5 18 4
' ‘above the actual school fees : : £ ,
{(m) the children are greatly influenced by others ) A
T co’mng from wealthy homes, so that they 3 2.5 19 3
- become ton demandmg X , :
» ‘ Rank Order Correlation Coefficient = .675 >
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