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INTROnUCTION 

MOTIVATION 

For many years I have been ~terested in the 

relationship between ethical and moral attitudes and 

values and religious belief. I became aware of a 

conflict in attitudes con~erning the role of the Church 

in society as a member of the Methodist Church, and this 

stimulated me to study seriously the role of the Church 

in present day society.. I found that members of the 

Wesley Guild, of which I myself was a member, conoeived 

of the Guild in three fonms: 

(a) as a social olubr 

(b) as an institution for training in Christian 
service, both at the level of spiritual 
belief and practice and at the level of 
practioal help to those in human need; 

(c) as an assooiation where individua1 
spiritual values are fostered. 

Members differed in their view of the Guild, some 

see~ it in terms of all three enumerated fo~s, others 

emphasising one or two of' these forms. This induced 

tension within the Guild. 

Wider observation led me to the view that this 

diffused concept of the Church and its functions was not 

peculiar to the Wesley Guild;. It seemed to be general to 

the South African Church. I became confirmed in this 

view when, as a stUdent at Rhodes University, I found 

that many theological students of different denominations 

shared it. 
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Initally my concern was with the internal 

cohesion of the Churoh. Later, however, stimulated by 

the political and economio situation in South Africa in 

its relation to Christian belief - propaganda against 

"political sermons u , confliot within the Dutch Reformed 

Church and other Churches over Christianity and 

apartheid, go~ernment attitudes towards the Christian 

Institute, the tension within and without the Methodist 

Church over the appointment of an African, the Rev. 

Seth Mokitimi, to the Presidency of the Methodist Conference, 

statements of the Roman Catholic Archbishop D. Hurley, 

Christian reaction to poverty in the oountry, and many 

other events - my concern extended to the relation of 

the Church to the outside society. This aspect became 

more emphasised, and attention began to focus on whether 

some Christian groups adapt to sooiety along lines that 

differ from other Christian groups, and whether this 

issues in differences in ethical and moral attitudes and 

values which possibly over-ride the basic Christianity 

professed by them all. At this stage the present project 

began to take shape as an investigation of some aspeots 

of the relationship between ethical attitudes and 

religious affiliations in various sections w'ithin the 

Christian Church. 

SCOPE OF THE STUDY 

A full answer to the problems raised should incor­

porate a study of official policies and ethical and 

moral statements made by the spokesmen of the various 

churches with respect to certain test issues, the 

attitudes and opinions of lay church members, and the 
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attitudes and opinions of the general, non-churoh 

public. This wou1d per.mit a rounded analysis of the 

relationship (if any) between ethical and moral atti-

tudes and values and Church membership. Such a full 

treatment, however, is beyond the scope of this study 

and the author has been forced to l~it attention to a 

comparative study of the ethical and moral attitudes of 

lay churchmen. As far as -is known, such a study has 

not been undertaken in South Africa, while something is 

known of the official attitudes of ohurch bodies to 

social issues since policy statements have from time to 
( -----

time been made. Attention was, therefore, focussed on a 

comparative study of' the ethical and moral attitudes and 

VaLues of lay Church members of various denominations 

as a first step towards shedding light on the degree 

to which membership of specific Christian churches is 

related to the holding of' varied ethical and moral 

attitudes and values. That variation is likely to occur 

is part of the hypothetical structure of' the ~investigation. 

It must be emphasised that throughout this study 

the criteria for ohurch membership concern dhurch affilia-

tion and participation of members, not their beliefs, 

depth of commitment or sincerity. Sociology is not 

concerned with the study of spiritual values in themselves. 

In this study the churches are considered purely as social. 

institutions. It is hoped that some light will be shed 

that will help theologian and layman to understand better 

the role of the ohurches in society, through an understanding 

of their members and the manner in which these members 

orient themselves on ethical and moral issues. 
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SEC' T 1: 0 N A ,---------
CRAnER ONE 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE BEFORE FORMING HYPOTHESES, 
TOGETHER Wl:TH GENERAL MATTERS 

--------------.---------~,~-------~ .. ~--------~ 
In his discussion of the dualism of human nature 

and its sooial conditions Durkheiml]aocounts for the 

development of religious and moral foroes through social 

interaction and communioation. He stresses their 

reality, and their ooercive power over individuals. 

However, as Durkheim himself puts it, 

t'these ideal.s, these products of group life, 
cannot orig~ate, let alone persist, unless 
they penetrate the individual oonsciousness, 
where they are organised in a lasting fashion. 
Once the group has dissolved and the social 
communion has done its work, individuals 
carry away in themselves these great religious, 
moral and intellectual conceptions that 
sooieties draw from their hearts during 
periods of greatest oreativity. Once crea­
tivity has ceased and each individual has 
taken up his private existence, the vitality 
of these conceptions is not maintained at 
the same intensity. It is not extinguished, 
however, for the action of the group does 
not cease altogether; it perpetually gives 
back to the great ideas a little of the 
strength that the egoistic passions and daily 
personal preoc(..upations tend to take away :from 
them. This replenishment is the function of 
publio festivals ••••• 

In mingling with our individual lives 
in this way, however, these various ideals 
are themselves individualised. Beoause they 
are in a close relationship with our other 
representations they harmonise with them 
and with our temperaments, Characters, habits 
and so on. Each of us puts his own mark on 
them; and this accounts for the fact that 
each person has his own particular way of 
thinking about the beliefs of his church, 

>~--------------~~~---------~---------~--------~----------
1] K. H. Wolff (ed.) ~le Durkheim.....::..A....Q.~illon of' 

Essays, Ohio State University Press, Columbus, 1960 
ttTbe Dualism of Human Nature and Its Social Con­
ditions", p.3:36 ft'. 
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the ru1es of morality and-the fundamental 
notions that serve as the framework of 
Qoneeptual thought. But even while-they 
are being individualised, oollective :itleals 
prese,rve ;their characteristio property -
the prestige with whioh they are olothed. ,;. .'. 
Theyeommand us, they impose respect on us. -•.• 

Man ••• actually is double'. There 
are in him two classes of states of con­
sciousness ••• '. the individual.. connecting 
us with ourselves; and those that oome to 
us from sooiety and conneot us with some­
thing that surpasses us. Being oollective 
they are impersonal; they turn us towards 
ends that we hold in common l~i th other men. 11 

These two classes, represented 'by "sensations and sensory 

appeti.tes tt , and the Uintellectual and moral life", 

respect! vely, are often in conflict ,- and Durkheinl describes 

this as "the painful character of this dualismtts Society 

has its own nature" and consequently its requirements are 

quit'e different from those of our nature as individuals. 

Therefore sooiety cannot be formed or maintained without 

our being requ1red to make perpetual and oostly saorifices. 

In this passage - quoted at length beoause of its 
~ 

importance to the present study - Durkheim draws atten-

tion to the way in whioh the social cohesion of groups 

is maintained through their religious and moral ideas 

and ideals. But confliot is always present beoause 

of' the dual nature of man. Man is an individual as 

well as,a member of society, and·oonsequently, individual 

ideas ~d ideals will be different from those of the 

collectivity to some extent. The extent to which the 

ideas and ideals ot persons as individuals differ from 

those of the collectivity depend on the strength of 

the ooerc~on exeroised by the group over the individual 

and on the manner in which the individual has internalised 

the ideas and ideals. 
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Religion thus, according to Durkheim, has 

the funotion of maintain~g the cohesion ot the 

social group, but this cohesion is never perfeot nor 

remains unohallenged. The hypotheses of the present 

study :tOQUS on the imperfeotion of the cohesion of 

the religious group. 

Simmel, like Durkheim, disoovers in religion an 

integrating, unifying element. Religious ideas and their 

systematisation, to him, do not contain divisive elements, 

but are universalistio, sponsoring the unity of all man-

kind. In his thesis that religion is refleoted in 

social relationships he does not differ from Weber and 

Durkheim. He says, tfThe synthesis in the group is the 

prototype of the peroeived, the consoious, unity, 

t~seending personality, and its particu1ar~form is 

mirrored or sublimated in the religious unity of existenoe, 

held together by the oonoept of GOdtt1 ]. The Christian 

ideal of' the unified "Kingdom of God" is relevant in 

this context. "The speoifio value of religion becomes 

evident h&re", says Simmel, "as the ideal expression of' 

the sociologioal form of reciprooity whioh we oall the 

.... ---------..---.. ----...... ----------------------------,.--...... ----.. ,----............ , 
1] G. S~el, §2ciology of' R!!igion. Philosophica1 

Library, N.Y., 19S9,-p;41 ff. 
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uni ty of the groupt'. There is a conoordance of: goals and 

interests in religion. Though rtthe believers might oollide 

as private persons, •••••• as recipients of the same 

religious goods there could only be peace." 

But the difficulty of combining equality before God, 

which the above assumes, with the diversity of individuals, 

has led to uniformity of performance in Christianity, which 

Simmel maintains has reduced large segments of Christian 

life to mere schematism. 

However, while there may be uniformity of perfor:mance 

at the level of doctrine, dogma and ritual, the individual­

ism stressed by Durkheim comes into play in those areas of 

religious life where uniformity of performance is challenged 

most strongly, i.e. in the area of ethical and moral attitudes 

towards changing social issues. The present thesis holds 

that in this area considerable diversity will be found 

within the Christian Church. 

In fact it is possible to conceive of a form of 

religion so spiritua1ised that, in extremity, it might deny 

the relevance of ethics or morals as components of the 

re1igious dootrines or dogmas. The possibility of conflict 

between these two dimensions constitutes a problem to be 

investigated later in the study of the ethical attitude 

patterns of' some Christians. 

From this extreme position a gradient of attitudes 

is possible, expressed as the corporate view of members 

of churches. One pole of this gradient tends to stress 

doctrine, dogma and ritual to the elcclusion of ethics and 

morals, while at the opposite pole the stress is upon 

ethics and the good life, to the extent that dootrine, 
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dogma and ritual expressions beoome secondary. There is 

thus a variable re1ation between Theology and Ethios, 

varying from identity to separation. It is, however, 

rarely abso1ute, as polarities. It will be seen later 

that some Christians appear to be little sensitive to 

the Ethical and others tend to be little affected by the 

Theological: both sides might be surprised at this 

classification. 

While it is possib1e that at the extreme some forms 

of religious belief may deny the relevanoe to themselves 

of an ethical system, Troeltsch believes that the 

Christian ethos oarried two demands: on the one hand 

the sanctification of the self for God by the practioe of 

detachment from everything which disturbs inward communion 

with God and by the exercise of everything which inwardly 

binds the soul with God's Wi11 (i.e. the ttspiritual tt 

side of Christianity) al1.d on the other hand, Uthat 

brotherly love which overcomes in God all the tension 

and harshness of the struggle for eXistence~ ••• ttl]. This 

is an ideal which requires a new world if it is to be 

fully realised, and the Christian thus seeks a compromise. 

There is a constant search for compromise, and a constant 

opposition to compromise. Protestantism, according to 

Troel tsch, fused the t,\,lO aspects in the ethic of rt callingu , 

wherein everything a man does is related to God and for 

the glory of God, in an attempt to restore in a rational 

manner the Uholy conutl'W'litytt within the life of the world • 

.......-..._. ...... ....--w ............................. ______ ............ ........ ....... _ ...... ......-................. 

1J E. Troel tsch, 1ll.2...§2..2.!§L~!Bng .2t...:plHL.Q.hristian 
Churches, Allen & Unwin, London, 1949. Troeltsohts 
conclusions, p.1012 and 3 are interesting in the 
light of the findings of the present thesis. 
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Weber considers the concept of ttoallingtl as 

§pring~g from a different psycho-sooial source, though 

with the same· affect on practioal ethios and social 

behaviour. In ascetio Protestantism, according to Weber, 

the path to salvation is turned away from a contemplative 

'flight from the world t and towards an active ascetic Iwork 

in this world'. In order to tprove l h~se1f before God 

(and to ~mself, and to fellow human beings as being 'of' 

the elect t ) the ethioal quality of the believerfs conduct 

in this world must be exemplary. Thus tlraised to the level 

of a vooation, everyday conduct becomes the locus for 

proving onets state of graceu1]. 

Throughout Christian history this relationship between 

spiritual salvation and moral life has caused conflict 

within the historical church. That this conflict is still 

present today is apparent in the deliberations and argu-

menta of contemporary church assemblies throughout the 

wo:riLd t and not l.east in South Africa. It is present in 

the empirica1 data of this study. 

The "Sooial Gospel" 

The tension is exemplified in the development of 

the Christian Socialist Movement in England in the mid-

l1ineteenth century. This movement, spearheaded by 

J.M.F. LUdlow, F.D. Maurice and Charles K1ngsley, declar~d 

the whole sooial order to be subject to criticism in the 

light of Christi~~ beliefs about God and man, and stated 

that the u1timate test lay in the moral order. 

,-----------------------
1.] H.H. Gerth & C.W. lVlills (tr. & ed.) From Max ~leber: 

Essays in SociologY, Oxford University Press, N.Y., 
1959, pp.290, 291. 
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Although this group and its supporters did not 

survive as an organised movement, their ideas survived, 

and according to Temple. reached fu11est expression in 

the Conference on Christian Politics, Economics and 

Citizenship in 1924. The grounds have since changed, 

but Temple believed that the central thesis of the 

Christi~~ Socialists still holds, i.e. that the Church 

Uis entitled to say that some economic gains ought not 

to be sought because of the injuries involved to interests 

higher than economicul ]. The inherent right of the Church 

to test the ins~itutional structure against the moral 

standards of the Church was advanced. 

Three central problems seem to have arisen with regard 

to this idea. Firstly, before the development of the 

Christian Socialist Movement, concerned with moral. deficien-

eies in the economic and political fabric of the society 

itself, ~dividuals in their personal capacity as Christian 

people had been campaigning for political and legal reforms. 

The fight for the abolition of the slave trade, emancipation 

of slaves, prison reform, (aSSOCiated with John Howard and 

Elizabeth Fry) were notable examples of individual Christian 

actions on society, based on Chr±stian ethics. Until the 

passage of the Factory Acts, concern had been by individuals 

for individuals, but with the Factory Acts, although the 

concern lias still for individuals, the action taken did nO,.t 

only affect individuals, but extended to the whole social 

structure - the relations between employer and employee 

came under legal scrutiny. It was about this time that 

--------------........................................................ ................... ....... ............. -----~ ... ,. ...... ~---
1] W. Temple, Christianity and Social Order, SCM Press, 

London, 1955, p.l3. 
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the Christian Socialist r~rovement beganl ]. Here ",ras a 

distinct source of conflict. One side of the argument 

hoLd t-hat Christians should limit their concern to action 

on behalf of individuals in distress, and shou1d not 

involve themselves with the social structure itself. The 

Christian Socialists on the other side declared the whole 

social order subject to criticism in the light of Christian 

teaching. 

The second source of conflict arose among those who 

agreed that the Church had a responsibility to criticise 

the social structure and that all departments of life 

shou1d be subjected to its test but that this testing 

shou1d not be in a manner that would undermine the freedom 

of the ~dividual to express himself. Temple oalls this 

tlautonomy of' teclmique tt , and he uses the illustration of 

the Church rightly criticising the use of (say) artistic 

talents for maYdng money out of mants baser tastes (a 

justifiable moral criticism) and wrongly laying down laws 

about artistic technique (interference). I~ is submitted 

that confusion between criticism of acts with respect to 

their moral ~plications and criticism of acts with respect 

to technical procedures is part of the conflict in thought 
CIl 

of Christian people today. 

The third conflict arises from the point of view that 

Christians shOuld orientate themselves eJ::clusively to the" 

---....................... ~ ................................................ ----........ ~ ............... -- ............... -........ ........... 

1] Reckitt draws attention to a difference in meaning 
bet\>leen ttSocialismu in 1848 and the same word today: 
uCChristian Socialism l did not mean uhat the 'Society 
of Socialist Clergy and Ministerst would mean today • 
• •• £4aurice k:new that th.ere 'trIas a r conflict 'trJ'hich we 
must engage in sooner or later'with the unsocial 
Christian and the un-Christian Socialistst, and by 
adopting this designation (i.e. tChristian Scoialist') 
he hoped to do somethir~ to sp£ke the guns of both 
sets of enemies. tt Ivl. B. Recki tt, Maurice to Temple, 
Faber & Faber, London. 1947, p.86. 



~ 

- 12 -

problem of salvation and not become embroiled with 

material things of this 'World. Hence to Cardil1.al Newman 

the poor were "objects £01" oompassion and benevolenceu1 ] 

and he does not consider it his Christian duty to improve 

their material conditions. Raven, commenting on the 

attitude of the Church in the nineteenth century stated 

that "The Church and respectable people generally had 

been indifferent, if not hostile, to social reform: 

co-operation had been praotised only by a few gallro1.t, 

but wholely insignificant, groups of working men, and to 

champion it was to be regarded as a craru~ and an outcast. 

A11 the forces of religion and politics were arrayed 

against it ••• u2]. Ta~r.ney, critical of tl~s attitude, 

regards it as uabdication by the Christian Church of one 

whole department of life, that of social and politioal 

conduct tl , and considers it to be uone of' the capital 

revolutions through which the human spirit has passed,,3]. 

All three conflicts are present in South Africa 

today, ~Ld it is the writer's contention that for the 

south African Christiro1., Christianity does not define his 

everyday action. As a result, Christians are confused 

or in disagreement with each other about their moral 

responsibility for the social and economic structure. 

Rev!.e!!....2!.]:E2'llQ.BL§.2£!9.!ogic§;l.Jf0rk :QQne in f.!~ 
Similar to the Pre$ent Study 

Apart from studying the work of such writers as 

Wach, DuryJleim, Troeltsch, Weber, Ta~rneYt Simmel and others, 

............... ~ .............................. ----... -----....... ....-. .............................. ~~ ...................................... ~~ 
1] 

2] 

3] 

C .L. I'larson, God t Co-operative Society, p. 71, quoted 
by Raven in Christian Socialism 1848-1854. 
C.E. Raven, Christian Socialism, 1848-1854, Macmillan, 
London, 1920, p.365. 
R.H. Ta~r.ney, Acquisitive SOCiety, Go11mLcz, London, 
1937, p.23L. 
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so far'as they affect the general field of norms ~~d 

values in religious systems, a review is made of 

relevant studies carried out during the ten years from 

19.57 to 1966, as reported in the American Sociol.ogicaJ. 

Review, the Amerioan Journal of Sociology, the Brit~sh 

J OUl."'l:l.alo£ SocioloB'V and Social Forces. Referenoe was also 

made to South African studies, as reported by E. Higgins 

in a review of work done ~n the field of the Sociology 

of Religion in South Afrioal ], and as recorded in 

the Register of Current Research in the Humanities in 

South P.frioa, published annually by the National Counoil 

for Social Research. 

These studies have been divided into two groups, 

(:1) those shedding light on noteworthy points and problems 
/ 

of theoretical interest, and (ii) those reporting empirioal 

studies. The empirical studies include researoh reports 

dealing "lith materials related to the preSel'l.t field of 

study and those using various methods of research that 

might be of assistance in the design of. the present study. 

(i) Theoretioal Review 

In any social situation the behaviour of an individual 

is likely to be influenced by (a) his personal ~terest 

in the outcome of the aetion2] - as Allport puts it, it 

is a question of how religion serves his personal needsJ ]; 

..........., ...................................................... ---.............................................. ---................................................... ~ .............................................. ........ 

1] None of the South African studies appeared to be 
relevant to the present studYt most of them being 
concerned with non-white churches or with special 
aspects of ohuroh life, such as attendance, or 
religious stereotyping, etc. 

2] This is the mail'l. contention of ~l.R. Catton in ttA 
Theory of' Val.ue tt , Amer:i.oan Sociological Revia"Vtt 
v.24, 1959, p.310. 

3] Allport, "Religion and Prejudice tt , Crane Review II, 
Fall, 1.959. 
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(b) the status of the norms tl~t prescribe behaviour. 

If the norms are olear and firmly held by the group, the 

individual behaviour will be defined by them, but if the 

norms are "precarious" as "'lhen the values are undefined, 

and when there is no clear link between general value 

conceptions and a proximate set of goals and norms, 

behaviour will not be clearly defined. Beh.aviour 111i11 

also not be clearly defined when the nonms are demonstrated 

by leaders whose legitimacy is in doubt, or when they are 

not grounded in a fi~ social base, or when they are the 

values of a minority, not acceptable to the host peoPle1 ]. 

It seems apparent that the behaviour of Christians in 

this study is affected by the precarious nature of existing 

norms. The precariousness manifests itself in all of the 

above mentioned forms. The last form may have particu1ar 

relevance in the Grru~lstown context, where the more 

divided groups, the Roman Catholic al1.d Dutch Reformed, 

are both minority groups, the first in religious belief, 

the second in language and cu1ture. They may be suffering 

from rejection b'~r the tlhosttt population. 

~~ 
It is further observed by Clark that where organ-

.f· isations find their value system to be il'1 the minority, 

~ the problem of survival arises. This was observed in 
I 

the case of the leaders o~ the Dutoh Reformed Church who 

were constrained to compromise the decisions they took at 

the Cottesloe ConSUltations in the face of lay rejection. 

It was also observed in the non-implementation of 

the 1958 ! .. 'le-chodist Sy:nod t 5 resolution, and i11. the despair 

-----~--. ..................................... ~ ..................... ..,......-.-.- ..................................................................................... ............... 

1] This is basically B.R. Clark's approach in 
tlOrganisational Adaptation and Precarious Values 
a case study", American Sociological Review, v.2l, 
June 1956, p.327. 
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of a Grahamstown clergyman whose lay council would not 

discuss amalgamation with the non-white section of his 

church. Dornbusch and Irle1 ] in a study of the rejection 

of the Ecumenical Movement by the Southern Presbyterians 

of the United States, found that though the literature 

relating to this decision gave dootrinal differences as the 

basis for rejection, an ecological analysis of the vote 

revealed that a sec~ar ~ssue, the segregation oontroversy, 

was the major source of the failure to merger. 

It is also observed, as de Fleur and Westie2 ] 

point out, that actions may not co~eide with professed 

beliefs when norms and policies of social groups mean-

ingful to the individual oppose them., Hence in this 

~hesis, respondents to the questi.on tlDo you consider 

that it is a Christianls duty to take part in community 

affairs?" answered in the affirmative, yet were not 

involved in voluntary community affairs. 

Glook and Ringer3] maintain that the more integrated 

the religion is into the social struoture the more likely 

it is that everyday acts will be defined by religious 

imperatives. Conversely, the more institutionalised and 

independent of the society the religion is, the less 

explicit are the imperatives and the more the individual 

has to think for himself. Sinoe relatively few people 

think for themselves the social structure is likely to 

have a greater influence th~~ the religious imperatives 

........................ ~ ............................................ ~ .......................... ---........................ --- ......... 
1] S.M. Dornbusoh & R.D. Irle; "The Failure of Presby­

terian Union", American Journal of Sociology, v.64, 
1958-59. 

2] ~·1.L. de Fleur & F.R. Westie, ttVerbal Atti.tudes and 
Overt Acts: an experiment on the salience of' atti­
tudes tl

, American Sociologica~ Review, ~.2J, 1958. p.667. 
3] C.Y. Glock & B.B. Ringer, t'Churoh Policy and the 

Attitudes of Ministers and Parishioners on Social 
Issues tt , American Soeiologica1 Review, v.21 f 1956. 
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in the latter case. Religion is not closely integrated 

into the social structure of Grahamstown. It is possible 

that Glook and R1nger have focussed on a variable relevant 

to the findings of the present thesis. 

JOhnsonl ] accepts this when he states that most 

American religious bodies acoept the dominant value system 

of the society. A church, he says,is a religious group 

that accepts the social environment in which it exists. 

Churches do not splinter into sects because of oon-

sciousness of conflict between Christian values and 

secular values. The conflict resolves into a liberal/ 

conservative split with~ the church. The liberal/ 

conservative split has proved to be of major ~portance 

in the divisions found in the' Grahamstown churchest and 

is considered Wlder the heading ltradical-traditional 

continuum tt in the present study. 

The liberal/conservative split, however, may well 

be a split of convenience p since allegedly prejudiced 

persons act in a thoroughly egalitarian way in situa-

tions where that is th& socially prescribed mode of 

behaviour, while a11egedly unprejudiced persons discr~inate 

in situations where they feel it is appropriate to do so. 

Kohn and Williams2 ], observing this, conclude that 

hypothetical situations are hence not sufficient for the 

discovery of prejudice or the lack of it, and stress the 

importance of other factors which influence actua1 

....................... ~ ......................................................... ........., ........................ .- ............. ....... ~ ................ ~ ........... -------------
1J B. Johnson, nOn Church and Sect", American 

Sociological Review, v.28, 1963. 
2] Kohn and Williams, "Situational Patterning in 

Intergroup Relations", Anlerican Sociological Review, 
v.21, 1956. 



- 1.7 ... 

behaviour. Such factors are not present in the 

unidimensional response to an opinion question. 

The most important trend of thought that emerges 

from the above studies is the tendency of the church to 

become "broadly inclusive and representative, inevitably 

taking on the character of the community as a whole". 

South Africa is, perhaps, a good society in which to test 

this contention. If the attitudes and values of the 

dominant political group are accepted to characterise 

"the community as a whole", then it may be suggested that 

the Churoh appears to be accommodating its primary 

principle of the Brotherhood of Man to the seoular 

idealogy of Separate Development. 

Glock and Ringer dealt with nine issues, including 

war al~ the role of the church in politics, discussing 

official church policy, as published. From their findings 

they suggest that church policy on issues is seen almost 

invariably as an adaptation to or compromise with the 

dominant secular point or view, and that the church seldom 

acts to foster social change. It rather functions to 

preserve the status guo. They suggest that: (i) where 

parishioners hold divergent views on an issue the church 

will be equivocal in its position on the issue; (ii) where 

parishioners are partisan the church will be equally 

oOMnitted (retaining the loyalty or members); (iii) on 

points where the church is equivocal or silent it appears 

to endorse convergent parishioner attitudes. 

Glock and Ringer then asked whether this apparent 

propensity to adapt to secular values was also evident 

where the church takes a committed position on an issue. 
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Are the parishioners equally committed, and in the same 

direction? Conclusions were that apparently this was not 

so - where the church was eommitted, the parishioners 

were not. The church does not merely support the status 

guo nor follow the lead of parishioners in the formation 

of social and economic policy, but is more liberal than 

the laity on most issues and is more receptive to social 

change than the pariShioners1 ]. The church must, however, 

be cautious. The parishioners' self-~terest is olearly 

involved and the churoh will seek to avoid a head-on 

collision, which leads back to the ohurch taking an 

equivocal position, as mentioned above • 

. Illost of the research reports reviewed above suggest 

variables that are likely to be operat~g in the situation 

under study in this thesis., The scope of the present 

study preoludes investigation of these variables, but 

it is of value to remember them when considering the 

findings of this study. 

(ii) Review of Erapirical Studies in the Field 

Blumer2] sums up th~ practical difficulties involved 

in sociological analysis as: (1) difficulties in the 

selection of variables to be studied; (ii) the difficulty 

of locating non-concrete variables; (iii) the difficulties 

which arise because the researcher restricts himself to 

studying only one relationship in which the variable 

-------------_........................................... --- ................... ~ ......................... .............. -.-..., ....... ..- .............. 
1J The rejection by the Dutch Refor,med laity of the 

recommendations of the Cottesloe Consultations in 
1961, endorsed by their own clerical delegates, is an 
example of' this. 

2] Blumer, tlSocio1ogical JI..nalysis and the tVariable l tt, 

An1ericroL Sociological Review,v.21, 1956. 
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occurs from the Itreal tl situation, which ineludes many 

relationships. These diffic~ties must be borne in 

m~d throughout scientific research. 

A consideration of some empirical studies relevant 

to the contemplated research may assist in sharpening 

insight and serve as a forewarning on problems that may 

arise in the Grahamstown study. SOMe were useful from 

the methodological point" of view, others for their content. 

w. Seward Salisburyts study investigating the 

hypothesis Itsecular values are taking precedence over 

sacred values among the adherents of major American 

faiths"l], comes closest to the present study. This study 

proved very help~, sinoe, l~e the present project, it 

was concerned with analysing responses to a series of 

questions in order to locate the position of different 

groups along a continuum, for comparative purposes. 

Salisbury was interested in discovering the position 

of his groups along the sacred-seoular continuum. A 

questionnaire designed to reveal the religious exper-

ience of respondents was administered to a group of 

stUdents. Respondents were given a series of alternate 

choices for each question, a typical example being, nAs 

you look back on your childhood was your religious train-

~g and experience: constructive and positive? incidental? 

negative and frustrating? no answer?" Replies were 

tabulated and percentaged. Three broad categories, 

Roman Catholio, Protestant and Jewish, were used in the 

ar~lysis. The hypotheses were tested by measuring the 

................. ~..-... ...... .................... ---- ......................... .........., ............................. -----------..................................... 

1] W.S. Salisbury, "Secular Values ara Taking Precedence 
over Sacred Values among the Adherents of Major 
American Faiths tt , Social Forces, Vol.36, No.3, 
March, 1958. 
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degree to which sele.oted sacred values were suffioiently 

internalised among the experimental subjects. 

mother investigation, by B.H. stoodleyl] t "tas 

useful with respect to designing questions. R.C. Angel12], 

put his questions in story totm, posing three possible 

answers to the problem. set. This approach was not oon­

sidered suitable for Grahamsto~t.n because of the ~ailure 

to take into aooount the multidimensionality of the real 

life situation. 

Rettig and Pasamanioh3) investigated six moral factors 

by asking ~ifty questions, each allowing a response on a 

ten-point scale from right to utterly wrong. In the 

f',inal analysi.s they found only twenty questions and three 

/£actors valid to their study. While some of the questions 

used by Rettig and Pasawanioh were oonsidered suitable and 

were used in the Grahamstown study 4] , the ten-point scale 

approa.ch was considered unsuitable, sinoe it has been 

found that most people who are required to put a mark on 

such a scale tend either to answer all the questions 

extremely, or neutral.ly. :It was felt that respondents 

would give a more valid aooount of their reactions given 

alter:nativee and provi.ded with an opportunity for additional. 

remarks. 

------ ------------- ~-----
1] 

2J 

:3] 

4) 

B.H. Stoodley, ttNormative Attitudes of' FilipilW Youth,.. 
Compared with German arLd American Youthtt, American 
Sociological Revi.e't'J", v.22, 1957. ' 
R.C. Angell, ttpreferenoes for 14oral. Norms in Three 
Problem Areas tt , American Journal of Sociology, v.67, 
19,pl-62. 

S. Rettig and B. Pasamanioh, "Changes in Moral Values 
among College Students: a factorial studyn, American 
Sooiologioal Review, vol.24; 1959. 
See appendix A for aoknowledgements. 
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scottl ], critioal of limiting the subject~ eValuative 

responses, used the open question, non-direotive inter-

viewing and verbatim reporting as a measure of moral 

ideals. The writer is of the opinion that while he may 

thereby have succeeded in his main purpose, he may well 

have introduced. other hazards of research due to the 

uncontrolled nature of his interview. 

Martin and Westie2 ], in a study of prejudice, used 

summated difference scales to measure differenoes between 

the positively prejudiced, the neutral and the negatively 

prejudioed. This identified the prejudioed ~ld the non-

prejudi.ced, but did not reveal those who had not thought 

about the matter at all, and there was still the problem 

of respondents' tendencies to cluster replies around the 

centre or extremes of the scale-line. In the Grahamstown 

study ltdontt known and uno answeru categories were provided 

to avoid forCing a choice when respondents had no opinion. 

Suoh oategories also became essential sinoe several 

politically oriented questions were posed. 

R.R. Dynes3] used an attitude scale to measure traits 

associated with sectarianism (e.g. emotionalism), drawing 

up five categories of response from strongly agree through 

to strongly ~isagree. This technique giVes an assessment 

of the intensity with which the respondent adheres to th~ 

value under discussion, and gives a guide to the respondent 

1] 

2] 

3] 

,---------...... ~........ ........ ...................... _*...................... . ............................... 
W.A. Scott, "Empirical Assessment of Values and 
Ideologies"; Anlerioan Sooiological Review, v.24, 1959. 
Martin and lvestie, tiThe Tolerant Personality", 
Ameri.can Sociologioal Review, v.24, 1959. 
R.R. Dynes, tlThe Consequenpes of Sectarianism for 
Social Participation--, Socia1 Forces, vol.35, 1956-57-
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in placing his mark, which the plain ten-point scale 

does not do. However, this approach was too detailed 

for the Grahamstown study, and was too time-oonsuming 

in administration and in analysis of results. For a 

future study, focussing on one or two issues Ol~Y, such 

an approach might well be suitable, and may lead to 

valuable information about the intensity w·ith which people 

agree or disagree with propositions presented. 

An interesting analytical technique was used by 

Evanl ], who assigned arbitrary weights to degrees of 

participation in voluntary associations, producing an 

overall "participation scorett for each respondent. 

H.W. Van dar Merwe2 ] used a s~ilar technique to arrive 

at a measure o~ formal leadership in a community. Since 

the Grahamstown study was less concerned with a depth 

analysis of participation than with the fact of active 

participation in at least one association, it was felt 

that the categories of analysis used in the present study 

(i.e. active more than once a week, once a ~ek, not every 

week but onOe a month or more, sporadically, now and then, 

not wlthin the last three months, and never), were adequate 

for the purpose. The above applies equally well to 

Foskettts3] work on social structure roLd social participa-

tion, where a po~t is scored for each question answered in 

the affirmative, giv~g a series of participation scores . 

between 0 and 10. This is a suitable method, but too 

............... ----........ .,...... .......... ~........ .......................... ........ .................... - ....................................... ............--~ 
1] 

2] 

3] 

lv.N:. Evan, tlDimensions of Participation in Vol1.Ultary 
Associations U , Social Forces, v.36, 1957-58. 
H.W. Van der Merwe, Community Leadership in 
Grahamstowu. N.e.S.R., 1966, p.14l. 
Foskett, "Social Structure and Social Participationtt , 

An1!!.rican_§.29J:g1Qg~~ Review·, v.20, 1955, p.431. 
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detailed for the requirements of the Grahamstown study. 

This analysis of the approaches of some modern 

researohers to the study of attitudes and values 

faoilitated the formu1ation of the empirioal approach 

of the present study in its attempt to oonsider some 

of ~the relationships between personal and group 

attitudes and va1ues and religious orders. 

'J. 
'~; 
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CHAPTER TVlO 

METHODOLOGY 

In this research the investigation of the relation-

ship between ethical attitudes ro'ld religious affiliation 

has been conducted by analysing certain aspects of the 

social, economic and political life of members of 

Christian bodies in a small South Afric~~ cormnunity. 

The study, therefore, investigates the attitudes 

and opinions of a representative sample of church and 

sect members in order (i) to detenmine what they think, 

believe or practise in respect of certain moral issues 

and (ii) to reveal inter-relatiol'lships (if any) bet,reen 

the ethical attitudes of the members of the churches and 

sects and their religious affiliati.on. 

In order to carry out this investigation certain 

assumptions are necessary. First it is assumed that a 

church or sect retains adherents primarily on the basis 

of their allegiance to its theology, liturgy, rituals, 

etc., this being regarded as the primary object of 

orientation of the association called a church. Connected 

to this theology, liturgy and ritual, etc., in the West, 

at least, an ethical system has developed, to which members 

are expected to subscribe. This area is more vague in 

definition than that of' the primary theological base, and 

may be regarded as a secondary object of members 1 orienta­

tionl ]. In oertain members this secondary orientation may 

..................... ------_ ....... _ ........................... ..-.-..... - ~ .................. -..- .................... ..-..~---- ........... ---
1] See discussion of Durkhe~ls views in Chapter One. 
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be primary. 

The primary (theological) orientation is assumed 

to produce a high degree of uniformity of outlook and 

agreement among members t so far as this is the primary 

reason for affiliation of its members to a church. This 

normally gives rise to a high degree of cohesion in the 

associavion. 

It is frequently assumed that because of this 

uniformity at the primary 'level, uniformity is likely 

to be found at the secondary (ethioal) level, too, 

nChristian ethics" being regarded as a standard of 

morality comparable to the Christian theological uniform-

ity. This appeared to be the stand of the Christian Socialists 

of mid-nineteenth century England and later. They napplied 

Christianity" to ethical and moral problems. 

The present thesis, however. is that the secondary 

(ethical) basis, being more vague in definition, is likely 

to show a wider range of variation than the primary basis 

in respect to attitudes held by members. The history 

of the Christian Church has suggested that this wider 

variation at the ethical level has been £ound (as 

indicated in the first chapter of this study). This 

study is an attempt to shed light, at the empirical level, 

on this variation in the ethical orientation of certain 

Christian groups, and the fol1owing hypotheses are 

offered: 

Hypotheses: 

1. That within the specific church members will 
vary in the ethical attitudes and standards 
they holdi 
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2. That despite variations among members within 
a church when different churches are compared, 
the ethical attitudes of one church group may 
be identifiable from those of another; 

). That the variations in ethical orientation 
between the several churoh memberships 
resu1ts in a fragmented (and hence ineffectual) 
stand on moral issues by the Christian Churoh 
as a whole. 

In order to test the hypotheses a series of questions 

of ethical and moral import, dealing with economic, 

political and social life. was selected and was admin-

istered to a sample of Grahamstown Christians to gain a 

representation of the attitudes of Grahamstown church 

members. 

Assuming that church affiliation ~ an important 

variable in holding ethical and moral attitudes and 

values, it is unlikely to be the sole factor influencing 

responses. Variables related to socio-economic position, 

degree of participation in church affairs, and variables 

related to certain mental sets or thought-habits are 

likely to be important, too. The position of respondents 

with regard to socio-economic level and degree of 

participation in church affairs was measured as a 

qualification of the findings. A necessary limitation 

on the scope of the study precluded consideration of 

certain other variables such as degree of authoritar-

ianism, or level of self-interest, that might be regarded as 

relevant. 

Since people in general tend to regard tfThe Church" as 

a corporate and total body, despite its sectionalism, it 

is important in the first instance to present the position 

of the Christian group of Grahamstown as it would appear 

without reference to any specific church, but to church 
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members' responses as a whole. This yields the basic, 

total UChristian opinion" against which may be measured 

the specific differences within each church and between 

different churches. This is to be regarded as a total 

model. 

The "Christian Churchtt here analysed consists of' 

samples of the various constituent churohes of the 

community, each sample ~eing weighted to give its 

numerical influence in the commUl~ity. A descriptive 

model of the Christian Group of Grahamstown forms 

Section B of the study. 

In order to test the hypotheses as stated above, 

stUdies of individual church groups had also to be made. 

Descriptive models of each of six specific groups 

finally studied1 ] are presented in Section C. This section 

supplies the reader with the necessary background to each 

specific church. 

So far as variables other than church affiliation 

as such are lil<ely to be influencing responses, Section D 

is devoted to cross-tabular analysis of the responses of 

each church to test whether certain socia-economic 

variables or certain factors related to participation 

in church life are significantly affecting responses. 

In Section E responses of the six churches to the 

various social, economic and political issues are oompared, 

and differences and similarities isolated. These 

differences and similarities are also considered in 

the light of the findings of Section D. Finally the 

------....... __ ......................................... ----. ............................... -----------------_., 
1] The Baptist sample proved to be too biased statis­

-tically't6 merit study. 
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study is referred back to the hypotheses, and oonolusions 

drawn in Seotion Fl]. 

Definition of Concepts 

Before building the first model it is necessary 

to define the nature of' "attitudestt and ttopinions tl • In 

a recent study of attitudes Irving and St. Leger2] 

sumtned up very suocirlctly "That an attitude is and how 

it differs from an opinion. 

It ••• an attitude is a specifio or general 
response to a stimulation which qualifies, 
controls and interprets our responses to 
external situations ••• This allows some 
to use the word ttattitude tl as if' it were 
equivalent to uopinion". All definitions 
contain the components, however, of' a 
perception of the object - here a particular 
newspaper - a lil~ing or disliking of part or 
whole ••• a response for or against in 
behaviour .... Obviously, a built-in possi­
bility is that of conflict ••• 

It is possible to hold that we shou1d 
separate the idea of attitude from that of 
opinion on the grow~ds that the latter might 
contain some measure of rational content 
rather than emotional oontent. ttOpinio:n.n 

is certainly a contil1utll11 whioh stretches 
from warm irrationality to severely ~old, 
ra tiona! responses, whereas If a tti tude tl 
appears to contain a higher measure of 
feeling state within it. The idea of 
attitude seems to imply a range of emotional 
toning ~d to rest upon unoonscious controls 
much more than the oonscious basis of opinions. 
In both are components of acceptance or re­
jeotion, positive or negative feeling states 
and :torms of behavipp.r. The attitude can be 
specific or genera~j. Attitudes and opinions 

.................................... ~............... ......... ....... ---- ............................................................... ~ ........................ ....,.... .......... .... 

1] It should be noted that the study is eoncel:"l1.ed rilerely 
with differenoes in attitudes and opinions within and 
between the various churches studied, and not with the 
ttrightness lt or tlwrongl,1.esstt of' attitudes or opinions. 

2] J. Irving & F.Y. St. Leger t Report on an Investigation 
~~~~~~~LL~~~~~~L~~~mL~~~ 
Q!~-2.:L~-!:2BQaU-towafdLi!l-L~gL...~spa~a. 
and other News pa'Bersin the Area, East London Daily 
Dispatch, 1967, p.5. 

3] i.e., a person may object to a speoifio newspaper. 
but not to newspapers in general, or may objeot to 
all newspapers. 
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are rarely a complete block attitude; 
it is usually a complex of partial 
attitudes that determines decisions 
whether to like or dislLke •••• " 

Irving and St Leger continue by pointing out 

that attitudes towards an Objectl ] are based on wide-

range factors: they cite political affiliation and 

religion as possible causes of support or non-support, 

and it is thei1"" vietrl that so far as this ttcarry-over" 

from such other factors is often irrational, attitudes 

may be a better guide to conduct than are opinions. 

Further, attitudes, though very often containing 

a higher level of sent1ment than opinions, are, on the 

whole, more stable and settled than opinions. Where 

an incident - for instance, the strike of British 

seamen which occurred during the fieldwork of the present 

study - may cause an opinion to change, temporarily or 

permanently, an attitude is less likely to change. The 

individual may rationalise his attitude, or even change 

it temporarily, but attitudes are usually too deeply 

seated in the personality to undergo a permanent change 

very readily. An attitude may thus influence the 

holding of an opinion: an attitude of deep loyalty 

to, s.ay, nationalism, may influence the holding of 

opinions on various social, religious or political 

matters and their attendant behaviours. 

For the purposes of the present study both concepts 

are used in conjunction with each other in an attempt to 

measure differences between the several church groups in . 

......... -----....... ~ ............... ~ ....................... ...".. ............................................ ~ .......................... ----
1] In their study, a newspaper, but a moral principle 

could be the particular "social val.ue ll towards which 
an attitude is held. 
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their ethical and moral outlook. Selected issues from 

political, economic and social life are used a& test 

materials. 

Attention should be paid to two more important points. 

A question, to be functional in this study, must differ-

entiate between varying attitudes or opinions on any 

particular issue. If it does not, it is valueless for 

the purposes of the research. Where questions in the 

questiol~aire are conoe~~ed with community situations 

involving disagreement and conflict they are l£kely to 

differentiate variable attitudes clearly, but it is 

likely that such " conflictn questions will receive such 

a high ttnon-responseu rate or "dontt lo.1.0l'1" rate that 

statistical significanCe is LOS~ That this constitutes 

an import~~t aspect of the study, with methodological 

significance, will appear in the discussion of the 

empirical data in later sections of the thesis. 

The reader is also reminded that questions may not 
, 

seem as significant to the respondent as to the researcher, 

and inaccuracies may occur because of this. This, however, 

is a general problem for the maker of questionnaires. 

In some cases it is clear that the responses fall under 

this rubric. 

DesigninfL].B.§L!E-tervie'ti §.£~gy~.%-~fL~~~nt.J:!:Q~!1!§. 

In order to determine whether or not affiliation 

to a Christian church was an important factor in the 

holding of ethical and moral ideas and ideals it was 

necessary to devise a series of questions capable of 

revealing the ethical values held by church people in 

varying spheres of lifee It was also considered necessary 
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to devise questions that would reveal certain circumstances 

of the lives of the church people that might affect their 

holding certain types of ethioal and moral ideas and 

ideals. Questions asked.- therefore, concerned certain 

economic, political, social, international and family 

issues, sooio-eoonomic questions, and questions related to 

participation in church affairs. Questions used in the 

final analysis were th~ following: 

{i) Socio-economic Characteristics 

Sex, home language (not level of bilingualism), 

birthplace (South African born or immigrant), age group, 

marital status, number of children, occupation, income and 

education. 

(ii) Questions Related to Participation in 
Churoh Affairs 

Q.l4. ttHow often do you go to church?tl 

Q.l5. uDo you think of' your religious experience 

as being (1) constructive and moulding in later life? 

(ii) purely incidental with no effect on you? (iii) negative 

and limiting? (iv) no answer, don't know?" 

Q .16. Itv-lhich would you say wel"'e the mo st inf'l u­

ential in shaping your moral outlook? (Please rank): the 

Church, the School, University or College, the Family, 

Other (please specify •• _.) tl 

Q.17(a). nDo you or did you take part in voluntary 

church affairs? (e.g. woments or ments associations, 

Sunday School teaching, :ru:rming a youth club, etc.)1t 

How often do you attend?1t 
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(iii) Questions Related to the Relationship 
between the Church and Sooiety 

Q.17(b). tlDo you take part in voluntary conunWlity 

affairs? How often do you attend?tt 

Q.21~ "How do you regard the Gospels and other 

Sacred Books?'·· 

(i) As the Law? (ii) As Law but after personal 

interpretation? (iii) As law but after inter­

pretation by minister/priest? (iv) As a guide 

only to individual deoision?1t 

Q.22. UDo you consider the church to be:-

(i) A purely religious body united to worship God? 

(ii) A source of morality on1y? (iii) Both the 

above together? (iv) Neither of the two?tt 

Q.23. ttWhy shorud we maintain moral standards? 

For theological reasons, for secular reasons, for mixed 

theological and secu1ar reasons?" 

Q.27. uDo you consider it a part of' a Christian's 

duty to take part in voluntary community a£:tairs?1l 

Q.29. tlDo you consider that churclunen shoul.d have 

concern with social, eoonomic, political and racial questions?tl 

(iv) Ethical and Moral Issues 

(a) Economic Issues 

Q.)O. uvlhen you spend mOl1.ey on luxuries, do you 

ever feel that you shou1d have spent it on the under-

privileged?tt 

Q.Jl. nCan one reconcile Christianity with the 

possession of great wealth?U 
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Q.32. tIDo you consider that:-

(a) it is possible to derive too high a profit 
from a business transaction? 

(b) it is possible to derive too high a rate 
of interest in a business transaction? 

(0) a minimum wage should be established by 
the Government and no-one should be paid 
less? 

(d) the minimum wage shou1d be applicable to: 
Whites o~y? Whites and Coloureds? 
Whi tes, Colo,,:!reds and Africans? II 

Q.33. uDo you consider that: 

(a) equal wages should be paid for equal 
work to! ~lhites o~y? Whites and Coloureds? 
Whites, Coloureds and A:fricans? Do not 
accept the prinoiple? 

(0) job reservation to anyone race is: 
justifiable? unjustifiable? don't knoW?fI 

Q.:34. uDo you consider that:-

(a) workers have a right to strike? 

(b) does this apply to: Whites on1y? 
Whites and Coloureds? Whites, Coloureds 
and Africans? 

(c) is it the duty of the State to provide 
employment for workers in the event of 
unemp~oyment?tt 

(b) Political Issues 

Q.35a "Do you accept the view that all men should 

have equal voting rights? If B21, should this apply to 

Whites only? Whites and Coloureds? All civil.ised men?tt 

Q.36. nDo you approve ot 90 or 180 day detention 

without trial?U 1 ] 

Q.43. uDo you accept the prinoiple that a person 

has a fundamental right to choose his place of residence 

without restriction?tt 2 ] 

1] 

2] 

,--------------------
Sect. 17, Act No.3? of 1963, General Law Amendment Aot 
(90-day clause)t and Criminal Procedure Aot of 1965 
(180-day clause). 

The Group Areas Act, No.41 of 1950. as amended. 
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Q.47. UIn your opinion should newspapers publish: 

what they wish? only what is good :for the country?" 

Q.55. tlDo you aooept the view that the raoes 

shou1d be segregated:-

(i) at pre-school (nursery-school) level; 

(ii) at primary school level; (iii) at secondary 

school level; (iv) at university and oollege 

level ; (v) cOm,.p:ulsorily at all levels?1l 

(c) Social Issues 

Q.39. "Are you in favour of oapital punishment for: 

murder? treason or sabotage? rape? other (please 

spec ify ••• ) none? ,. 

Q.42. nIs it permissible for a doctor to allow a 

badly deformed baby to die when he could save its li~e but 

not cure its de:fo~ity?tI 

Q.50. "Do you consider drink harmful: in all 

oircumstances? if used on sooial oocasions only? 1f 

a man has a drink once a week? if a man has a sundowneX' 

every night at home? if a man has a drink every night 

on his way home, in a hotel?" 

Q.51. uDo you consider divorce ever justified?tl 

Q.S4. nDo you accept the view that every person, 

irrespeotive of race. colour or religion, should have 

equal access to every type of education, ~rom the pr~mary 

to university levels?" 

For technical reasons questions 18 and 19; J3(b), 

40; 41 were omitted from the analysis. To narrow the 

focus of the study, questions 20, 24, 25, 26, 28, 57 and 

58 were omitted, along with questions dealing with 

international and family issues, i.e. questions 37, )8, 

44, 45, 46, 48, 49 and issues of private morality, 
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i ~e .• qtiesttons 53 and .561 ]. Questions derived from other 

studies are noted and aoknowledged in appendiXA • 

Issues se,lected were those likely to be of' general 

interest, since un1ess most people have been touched by a 

problem under oonsideration. and unless they have developed 

an opinion about it or attitude towards ~t, there is no 

point in attempting to report their opinion or attitude 

~esa one is interested·~ disoovering the extent to 

whioh the public bas become oonscious ot an issue. 

Initially as many relevant questions as possible 

~ere drat~ up, inoluding many from other studies. Questions 

finally selected were assembled into a rough questionnaire 

and submitted to six ttjudges" drawn from the laity, in 

order to test the efficiency of the questions. The test 

revealed that the qUestionnaire was too long, and involved 

some obscure and ambiguous phrases and unfamiliar technioal 

te~s. The interview sohedule was aocordingly modified. 

,Qag!0ue of Community fS!E. the..l:e!~t:J.gatiol'l ~ 

There were se~ere limits of t~e, manpowerf finanoe 

and transport facilities. It was desired to include as 

great a variation in religious outlook as possible in the 

groups ohosen. While it was essential to inolude the 

important socio-eoonomic variables of sex,. age, eduoation, 

income, etc., in the study, inolusion of such basiC 

differences as race and urban-rural residenoe would have 

introduoed problems beyond the ha~ing capaoity of a 

small study. Coverage of all economio groups was important, 

as this may affeot the variable of denomination. 

--------- - .... - -----
1] For datails of these questions see interview schedule, 

appendix A. 
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In view of the above points, it was decided that 

the adult, white population of Grahamstol'm would be 

admirably suited to the study. The adult, white popula­

tion numbered approximately 6,Oool]c Although strongly 

biassed towards the professional and wh1te-oollar 

occupational groups, Grahamstown being a non-indUstrial 

centre dominated by educational institutions, this 

population was large enough and stable enough to give 

adequate representation to all age groups, both sexes, 

both language groups2], all educational grades, etc. 

Grahantstown is also noted for its large number of 

churches, of all denominations, a11 with an equal chance 

of drawing members from any part of this small city, in 

that all have centrally-situated church premises. This 

was an important factor, since the geographical situation 

of a church building is lLkely to affect the kind of 

people who attend services there • 

.!§..2!i!1 ion Q£..QrouE§...12....2.2._In£!yded _41. Eb~§!udx 
, 

A sample across the whole white population of the 

town was oonsidered, with a view to obtaining a control 

group of "non-churoh" people as well as those people 

----------------------, ,-----.................................................. ----.................................... ......- ............... .-.-~ 

1] 

2] 

Acoording to the Voters' Lists for 1965 of the Albany 
Constituency, prepared under the Eleotoral Act No.46 
of 1946 indicating those qualified to vote at an 
election :for members of the Provincial Couneil there 
were 5.959 adult, white oitizens registered in 
Grahamstown. This list was recent, but the experience 
of other research (see B.L. Watts, South African Town, 
I.S.E.R. Rhodes University, 1966) indicates that voters' 
lists are not always reliable, and this figure should, 
therefore, be taken as an estimate only. 

Although Grahamstown is traditionally English-speaking 
the percentage of Afrikaans-speaking people has 
~creased in recent years. The proportion of English 
to Afrikaans speakers was 69 per cent to 27 per cent 
at the 1960 Census. 
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claiming affiliation to a church. This was impractical 

with the resouroes available as it would result in too 

few people being drawn from some of the smaller church 

groups. Having identified the Christian groups in the 

town, therefore, three oriteria of se~ection of groups 

to be included were applied: 

(a) Groups must be Christian, according to their own 
definition of thiss term. Thus, groups were included 
which, in the eyes of some Christians, may not be 
Christian at all. 

(b) Groups must hold regular services or meetings in 
a place of pU2lic worship in the town. This criterion 
was essential, as the only means of discovering who 
the church-people were was by contacting the official, 
known leaders of the churches, and this was only 
possible in groups having a re~ar, public meeting 
place. Furthermore, it would have been unscientifio 
to have included the one or two small groups known 
to meet in private homes while perforce excluding 
possibly several others not "discovered lt • The 
churches are, therefore, public, not private, 
organisations. 

(c) Exclusion of all churches and ehapels attached to 
schools, colleges and the university was essential, 
since all students were excluded from the study. 
In a town dominated by students, as Grahamsto~r.n is, 
it was desired to avoid the introduotion of the 
additional variables and biasses that the students 
would bring. Further, a survey of the religious 
attitudes of students had been conducted the year 
before the present study, and it waj desired to 
avoid transference from that studyl • 

Co-operation of C~~ 

All but one of the clergymen or officials in charge 

of congregations containing white members were extremely 

co-operative; some were enthusiastic. Fortunately, the 

congregation of the single Ul~-co-operative olergyman was 

a subsidiary of a large tlmother-church tl and members t names 

were listed with the Umother tl congregation :for newsletter 

.......................................................... ~ .......................................................... --- ....... --.....-, ........ --- ................. -- .............................. --- ........... 
1] E. Higgins, A-§.y~~..J2.L~lls:!p.y~~ti!yS2§...of a 

.§!m-E~ of 19Z-B9.25!2!...Qnix~@!:Ex"'§:£!:,!dents, Wlpublished 
research report, Department of Sooiology, Rhodes 
University, 1965. 
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purposes and they were thus not lost to the project. 

Churches included were: 

(a) 

(b) 

groups of 100 or more urban members: Anglican, 
Baptist, Dutch Refor.med, Methodist, Presbyterian, 
Roman Catholic; 

groups of less than 100 urban members: Apostolic 
Faith Mission, Assemblies of Christ, Church of 
Christ, Full Gospel Churoh of God, Jehovahts 
Witnesses, Seventh Day Adventists. 

Dra.wing of Samples 

Each clergyman had given a rough est~ate of the 

size of his congregation, excluding students, ttAdherentslt 

and members under the age of eighteen years. Est~tes 

varied between almost a thousand, and twenty. To ensure 

reasonable representation of the sma11est groups a non-

proportionately stratified sample was drawn. 

It was strongly suspected that, unless their 

regular members represented only a very small ~raction 

of the total church population, some clergymen had 

seriously over est~ated their membership. Some 

admitted frankly that their membership records were not 

up to date. Newcomers had been added but deceased and 

transferred members had not been removed from the roll. 

It was realised, too, that where stUdents and 

full church members under the age of eighteen years were 

included on the church rolll ] it would be difficult to 

detect which were students and which adult members, both 

for estimation and sampling purposes. A further complica-

tion was offered by the small church groups, who included 

all their country members in their Grahamstown membership 

.--------------...................... --....-,---~----~......- ............................. ~ ........................ 
1] Some churches included students. others had them on 

a separate roll, their official membership being 
registered at their uhome tt ohurch. 
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roll. The larger churches have oountry congregations and 

oomplications in separating urban and rural congregations 

did not arise in their caselJ • 

Another foreseeable, yet not to be oaloulated, 

source of loss was the fact that some ohurches were 

oriented to families rather than to individuals and wou1d 

record ulYLr. and Mrs. Smithtt when one spouse was a member 

of another denomination or of no church affiliation at 

all. Ch11dren t s first names were listed with no 

indication as to whether the children were adult or not, 

full church members or not. Many names were perforce 

withdrawn from the sample at the fieldwork stage on 

account of such difficu1ties. 

Taking all these sources of error into acoount and 

bearing in mind that if some of the membership lists were 

not up to date, addresses might have ohanged even though 

the people had not actually left the town, it was decided 

to aim at an initial sample of 100 members from eaoh of 

the six churches with memberships of 100 or more, and 

100 in total from the six small church groups whose 

populations ranged from 20 to 75 members?]. 

Tables of standard errors for certain selected 

percentages, as a guide for sample accuracy3] indicated 

-----------.. ---------------------.. ,----......... --- ..................... ~....- ................ -
1] The usually conservative Op1n10n of the farming 

community may have an important influence on the 
attitudes and values of some of the small churoh 
groups. The Baptist Church. for instance, had a 
total membership of 123 full members, 99 being urban 
and 24 rural. This is a high urban/rural ratio. 

2] 

J) 

In the end numbers fell oonsiderably below this, and 
the Baptist, Roman Catholic and Small Church Groups 
were numerically too few to permit adequate statis­
tical analysis. This is discussed in Seotion D. 

Frank1in Research (Pty.) Ltd., Quest Nine, Johannesburg 
19640 



;;;. 

.,~ .. 

- 40 -

that at the 95 per cent confidenoe limits, at the worst 

response level (i.e. SOper cent), 100 cases would be 

needed to be within the 10 per cent error limits regarded 

as statistically acceptable. :This meant that a minimum 

ot 100 eases from eaoh of the six major churches and 100 

from the small ohurch groups combined were needed: 700 

in all. In some cases; particularly where oountry members 

had to be subtracted from a membership roll, or where 

heavy over-estimation of membership had taken plaoe, 

this 1nvolved a total oount. This caused problems in 

interviewing, sinoe several members of one household were 

usually listed, with the possibility of a dominant 

personali~y swaying the opinions of other members. Sometimes 

hesitation or suspicion on the part of a senior member of 

the household resu1ted in refusal of the whole household 

to co-operate at allt and at once several respondents 

were lost to the project. 

Many of the ohurches had systematic bias in their 

lists. Some had alphabetioal list$ of names. That in 

itself is random and created no sampling problems. One 

churoh had its members listed in alphabetioal order of 

streets~ to facilitate ,the minieterts pastoral visiting, 

whioh produced a degree o£ socia-economic bias. Another 

church had zoned its members into residential areas of 

households for the convenience of pastoral Visiting, ~d 

there was a very distinet socio-economic bias there. Yet 

another group had merely added on the names of new members 

as they had joined. While admitting that not all new-

comers had been adolescents joining the ohurch for the 

first time, most of them had been in that category, which 
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gave that list an age bias, the oldest members both in 

years of age and years of ~ocal membership, being at the 

top of the list. Some of the smallest groups did not have 

a list at all. The pastor and his wife carried the names in 

their heads. In these cases the list began either with 

the most loyal or oldest members or the newly converted. 

In either event a systematic bias was involved. 

Since the groups'with these systematic biasses 

were the smaller ones where the sample was likely to be 

as refined as one in three members, it was considered tlLat 

a systematic sample would not be unscientific (as it 

usually is in such cases): the mesh was so fine that it 

was most unlikely that a complete category of people wo~d 

be omitted. Since the use of a systematic sample was muoh 

less t~e-consuming than the use of random numbers, and 

approx~ated well to a simple random sample in the present 

case, this procedure was used in all cases • 

.filot Study 

Before undertaking the pilot study the interviewers 

were taken carefu11y through the interview schedule. The 
\ 

,J confidential and anonymous nature of the project was 

\ stressed. An introductory statement was drawn up to 
\ 

standardise the first approach. This was thought to be 

desirable because many interviewers were taking partl ]. 

Fifty names were selected at random from the samples, 

and each interviewer was given two people to visit, to 

test the reaction to the interview schedule itself, the 

reaction to student interviewers and to reveal inadequacies 

.............................. _......................... - .................... --------............... ....... ................................. ----
1] The Sociology II class of 1966 helped with the fieldwork. 

About 30 interviewers were thus initially involved. 
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either in the schedules or in the technique of the inter-

viewers. Care was taken to allocate Afrikaans-speaking 

respondents to bilingual interviewersl ]. 

As a result of the pilot study unoertainties and 

ambiguities were clarified and two foolscap sheets of 

notes were drawn up for the guidance and reminding 

of interviewers. These sheets, together with the 

introductory statement. "are set out in appendix B. 

£p'n~ct~~ Fie14work. 

Fieldwork difficulties were considerable and inter-

viewing was extremeLy time-consuming. No visiting was done 

\\' on sundays2] and in order to avoid the development of a 

corporate opinion within groups it was important to 

\ complete the interviewing in as short a time as possible. 

When about 20 per cent of the sohedules had been completed, 

spot-check interviews were carried out to ensure that 

interviewers were conducting the work correctly. Each 

day schedules returned were checked for errors and 

omissions. Of the 393 successful interviews stUdent 

and other assistants oonducted approximately half, the 

remainder being conducted by the writer. 

~~~~~L~~~~~~L~~~ 

As indicated above, sample numbers were considerably 

reduced because many church lists were not up to date. . 

Thus many non-existent members were drawn. Even had re-

................. ~ ....................................................... ~ ....... ------- ................................. --..----.... -----
1] Language caused some difficulty in the final inter­

viewing since several interviewers were Rhodesian 
and did not understand Afrikaans. However, those 
interviewers who did spe~~ Afrikaans helped out in 
most of these cases. 

2] In the case of Seventh Day Adventists, Saturdays 
were avoided. 
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sampling been practicab1e, the sampling fraction in several 

churches, notably the Baptist, Roman Catholic, Presby-

terian and Small Church Groups, was such that at least 

one member of each household had already been dratin. A 

further source of loss was the 22 cases where a name 

was drawn from one church list and the respondent claimed 

membership of another church. This could not be kl~own until 

the completed schedules. were returned. It is thus im-

possible adequately to estimate what percentage of the 

real universe was actually drawn. Deducting country 

members from the Small Church Groups and Baptist samples 

formed another source of loss. Losses by reason of living 

out of town, having moved away, being ill, etc., reduced 

the available number of Baptist members from 99 to 67. 

This type of loss occurred in all the churches, though 

some lists were notably better than others. The fact 

that in all cases a specific person was required increased 

the likelihood of loss considerablyl]. The actual numbers 

are recorded in Table 1 below. 

In addition to these heavy losses, the non-

response rate was very high. This was not unexpected, 

since the schedule contained many emotionally-loaded 

questions, but the losses were at such a level that 

no conclusions based on statistical evidence can be drawn 
.......... --- ...................... ~ .. -........ ___ ~tIIIiIIIIMIII* ...... ____ .................................................................................................................. .-....... .... 

.!!'2m~h:!:s study an,..g-!!:e:Ell~...!Q....~~YE-!yerse from.J!f!4£b • 

~~...:B1.~...J!~~~. 

Considerable thought was given to the advisability of 

abandoning the statistical base altogether. It was decided, 

._---_ .. _----_ ............................. ..-. ........ ...-. ........................................ ....- ....... ----.......-.. .............. _ ....... .... 
1] H.L. Watts, South African Town, I.S.E.R. Rhodes 

University, Grahamstown, 1966, p.143, found his 
losses equally high. 
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however, that as a pilot project, and as an indicator of 

possible trends in ideas, values and opinions, the 

statistics had some value. The losses and non-response 

appeared to be fairly uniform through all the ohurch 

groupsl], and since the comparative analysis was regarded 

as the core of the work rather than generalisation to the 

universe, it was deoided to continue with it, omitting the 

Baptists and desoribing.the Roman Catholic and Small Church 

Groups in general, non-statistical terms. Had such a high 

non-response been anticipated the procedure of the British 

Social survey2] would have been considered, which "began 

with a short interview in order to obtain classificatory 

data and answexs . to questions relating to the subject of 

the enquirytt. This would have permitted an estimate of 

bias resu1ting from subsequent refusals to co-operate. 

This procedure would have involved almost double the 

interviewing time, but it is worth bearing in mind if a 

high non-response is antiCipated. 

Respondents were spread throughout,the town, 

covering the poorer as well as the wealthier districts. 

Bureau of Census and Statistics data :for the age and sex 

distribution of the white population of the towns in the 

Albany District (i.e. Grahamstown and Riebeeck East) show 

that the sample was not significantly different from the 

population at large with regard to age, though the 

churches appeared to have a lower masculinity ratio than 

the population at large. Since a lo~ler masculinity ratio 

....................................................................................... -------.......................................... .....-... ................... -. .................................... ............ 

1J Save for the Baptists, where a strong bias was found 
in terms of sex~ See appendix C for details of losses 
and non-response. 

2] Gray and Corlett, Sampling for the Social Survey, 
Journal of Royal Statistical SOCiety, Series A 
(General) vo1.CXIII, part II, 1950, p.34. 
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was expeoted, the age similarity supports the case for 

sample losses being fairly random. There may still be 

bias caused by the non-response, the importance of which 

cannot be evaluated. 

Reasons given for non-response were of interest, 

and are listed in appendix C. Clearly, many people were 

too polite or too fearful to give the real reason for 

their non-response, and merely said they were ttnot 

interested" or "too busy". 

ill2!:!za!Lof ta&...L!tl9-.Data 
I,. 

The schedule was to a certain extent pre-coded for 

computing frequencies, but some questions were open-ended, 

had categories such as "other, please specify ••• tI, or 

had cases where the respondent was not satisfied with any 

of the alternatives given and gave his own, independent 

answer. Some answers required grouping or re-classifica-

tion. In other questions a very wide coverage was given 

to inc1ude every shade of opinion and some~ categories 

were not chosen by a single respondent. 

When coding was oomplete, responses to the eoonomic, 
:,' 

political and social issues presented were cross-

tabulated against selected socio-economic variables and 

variables related to partiCipation in church affairs. 

This was done in an attempt to isolate certain variables 

ff that might be significantly re1ated to responses, as a 

qualification of ~Ly conclusions that might be drawn in 

,\ 
'\ the report. Hundreds of tables were produced, from which 

~l« 
selec'~ions of' the most relevant "lere made. These tables 

are r\::)p:r.o~.uced in appendix H. 
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Nearly all the data was on the nominal scale of 

measurement, and when collapsed into 2 x 2 or 2 x J tables, 

most of the data met the conditions neoessary for the X2 

technique of statistical analYSisl]o The Baptists, Roman 

Catholics and Small Church Groups had net samples that 

were either too small absolutely (i.e. N below 40), or 

did not meet other conditions neoessary for x2 • The 

Baptists were known to be heavily biassed, as well as 

having too small a total number, and they have been omitted 

from the study entirely. In the case of the Roman Catholic 

and Small Church Groups samples trends were discussed , 
based on inspection of tables2 ]. X2 values that were 

signifioant at the 5 per cent level or better were recorded 

and are marked on the statistical chart of the relative 

church group, in appendix H. 

Though significant, a X
2 value may not be important, 

and to check this the Phi-coefficient or Contingency 

coefficient, whichever applied, was calculated for tables 

showing a significant x2 value. Most of the values fell 

round .3, fair though not of great importance. Phi-

coefficient or C-coeffioient values are also recorded on the 

statistical charts in appendix H • 

...... --......... .. --------................................................................. --~ ..................................... .-..-.. ..... ~ ................. ... 
1] 

2] 

The X
2 technique was applied to the data in order tc 

locate variables that may possibly be significantly 
related to each other. No inferences to the 
universe may be based on the X2 values (a) since 
non-response was too high to permit such inferences 
to be drawn, and (b) the sample was a systematio one, 
to which the X2 technique does not apply. 

The Presbyterian group, with a sample N of 49, was 
also uborderline" for X2 analysis. However, this group 
was analysed for the purpose of revealing possible 
trends more clearly. 
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The next step was to set up the model of the 

Christian Group as a standard against which to measure 

differences between the churohes. This was done by 

weighting up each sample to its correot proportion in 

the universe in respect of responses to each question and 

percentaging the totals. The gross figures and percentages 

are found in appendixG. Section B deals with the model of 

the Christian Group of Grahamstown in total. 

Outline of the Report 

Initial reading helped to crystallise the frame 

of reference of the study and permitted a detailed 

focu~ng on previous work done in similar fields. A 

review of this work forms tl~ first chapter of the thesis. 

Formu1ation of the hypotheses and planning of the project 

is outlined in chapter two. These two chapters fo~ 

Section A of the report. 

Chapter three acquaints the reader with the total 

Christian Group of Grahamstown: its characteristics with 

respect to certain selected variables, some aspects of the 

ways of thought of members of the sample and their atti­

tudes and opinions on a series of ethical and moral 

questions of current interest. This model forms a 

standard against which similarities and differences in 

attitudes or in characteristics found among the con­

stituent Churches may be measured, and forms Section B of 

the report. 

The reader is then introduced to the various 

churches in the town, Section C consisting of descriptive 

models of each. Section D deals with the influence within 

the several groups of certain selected variables on the 
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responses to issues presented. This s.ection qualifies 

the descriptive models of Section C. Seotion E, con-

sisting of chapters six and seven, deals with differences 

and similarities among the ohurches with respect to the 

various social, eoonomio and political issues presented, 

while Section F relates the findings back to the hypotheses 

and the literature of Seotion At and deals with interpreta-

tion and inferences from the study. 
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SECTION 13 
~-------.. ------------.. 

CHAPTER THREE 

COMPOSITE MODEL OF THE C:Em.ISTrAN 
GROUP OF GRAHAMSTOlvNl j ----------- ----

The total sample whose characteristics are here 

outl~ed and whose opinions are reoorded is a systematic, 

non-proportionate, stratiried sample of the White members 

of the Christian churches of the oity of Granamstown. 

Denominations represented were: Anglican, Baptist, 

Dutch Reformed, Methodist, Presbyterian, Roman Catholic t 

and Small Church Groups. The latter consisted of the 

Apostolic Faith Mission, Assemblies of God, Church of 

Christ, Full Gospel Church or God, Jehovahts Witnesses, 

and Seventh Day Adventists. 

The total tllive,,2] membership of' the churches is 

roughly 3,160, as calculated from the sub-sample weight­

ings and the discussion in this Chapter is based on the 

replies of the 393 final respondents, weighted in terms 

of their respeotive church affiliations. This weighted 

tota~ numbered 2,308. Table 1 below sums up the composition 

of the Christian Group of Grahamstown. 

AQoording to the Voters! Roll the total number of 

vnrltes in Grahamstown, aged 18 years and over, was 5,959~]. 
... ---*--------~ .. -------~----~--

1] Details of all figures quoted ~ this Chapter are 
found in appendix fiG". 

2] The estimate of 3,160 was arrived at by mu1tiplying 
the net sample by its weightings, which gave a total 
of 2,300 plus 860, being the total of the non-responses 
mu1tiplied by their weightings. 

3] According to the Voters' Lists for 1965 of the Albany 
Constituency prepared under the Eleotoral Act No.46 
of 1946 indicating those qualified to vote at an elec­
tion for members of the Provincial Counoil there were 

5959 adult, ~r.nite citizens registered in Grahamstow.n. 
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It is estimated, therefore, that about half the adult, 

~lliite population was affiliated to a Christian Churchl
]. 

This Chapter builds a model of the main features of' 

the Christian group by reviewing its sooio-eoonomic 

eharacteristics, oertain of its attitudes and values 

ooncerning church life, and its opinions on selected ourrent 

issues in the fields of economics, politics and social 

life. 

A. Socia-Economic Characteristics - ---, ....... .-....-
The Christian Group had a masculinity ratio of 

1 1.25, based on 1,035 men and 1,273 women, a total of 

2,308 persons. In the urban areas of the Albany Distriot, the 

largest town of which is Grahamstown, the ratio for 

persons over 19 years of age was 1 : 1.004 acoording to 

the 1960 census2 ]. The figures for church membership 

show, therefore, a slightly lower masoulinity ratio than 

that of the general popu1ation of the town. ' Most of the 

church members were English-speaking, 1,530 or 66.3 per 

cent speaking only English at home. Those speak1ng 

Afrikaans alone number 510 or 22.1 per cent, while 234, 

or 10.1 per cent spoke both English and Afrikaans at home. 

Some language other than English or Afrikaans was spoken 

.~------------------~~----., 

1] Irving & st. Leger found 96 per eent of respondents 
in East London olaimed membership of a Christian 
church. See ~ilY Di!B~~ttitude Survey, Daily 
Dispatoh, East London, 1967, table 7. p.21. 

2] Population Census 1960, Vol.7, No.1, Government 
Printer, Pretoria, 1968. 



Denomination 

Anglican 

Baptist 
Dutch Reformed 

Methodist 

Presbyterian 

Roman Catholic 

Small Church Groups~ 

Apostolic Faith Mdssion 

Assemblies of Christ 

ChUrch of Christ 

Full Gospel Church of God 

Jehovah's Witnesses 

Seventh Day Adventists 

Total 
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TABLE 1 

Record of Sampling, Interviewing and Completed Schedules 

Original Percentage 
Estimate drawn from 
of total total population 

Populationl 

a 

920 

99 
810 

510 

240 

210 

22 

6 

4 
80 

S 

25 

2,934 

14 
100 

14 
21 

42 

50 

50 
100 

100 

50 

1.00 

50· 

Gross Not Net Non-
sample available sample response 

b 

131 

99 
116 

107 

1.04 

107 

11 

6 

4 

40 
8 

12 

745 

c 

19 

33 
25 
27 

32 
28 

--

8 

2 

1 

175 

112 

66 

91 
80 

72 

79 

ll. 

6 

4 

32 
6 

11 

570 

20 

29· 

22 

27 

23 
34 . 

6 

3 

6 

1 

6 

177 

Percentage Completed Raising 
sample Schedules Factor2 

returned 

82.1 

56,0 

75.8 
66.3 
68.1 

57.0 

41.8 

50.0 

100.0 

78.8 
83.3 
45.4 

d 

92 

37 
69 

53 
%9 
45 

5 

.3 
4 

26 

5 

5 

393 

8.55 
1.78 

9.21 

7.20 

3.39 
3~45 

2.45 

1. Excluding as far as possible adherents, country members, students and members under the age of 18 years. 
2. Raising factor = weight for sample x non-availability rate, i.e. alb x c/d 

Notes: a, The Jewish group was not included since the investigation is limited to groups regarding themselves as 
Christian. 

b. The First Church of Christ, Scientist, was omitted since the Scribe explained it is aga~st the policy 
of the church to divulge the names of members. 

c. Very sma11 groups meeting in private homes, or groups, such as the Lutherans, having public services only 
once or twice a year, were omitted. . 
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at home by 35 persons. or 1.5 per cent. 

In Grahamsto~n, according to the 1960 Census there 

were 7,595 English-speakers, representing 69.1 per cent 

of the total white population, 3,020 Afrikaans-speakers 

(27.5 per cent), 241 speaking English and Afrikaans 

(2.2 per cent) and 132 speaking some other language (1.2 

per cent). This Lndicates that the sample contained a 

disproportionate number of people speaking both English 

and A:frikaans at home. The proportion of' English-speakers 

and A:fril<:aans-speakers in the sample of' church members 

was similar to that of the population of the town. 

Only 310 of the Christian Group ,,,ere born outside 

South Africa, the percentages being: South African born -

86.6 per cent; European born - 12.5 per cent; born else-

where - 0.9 per cent. 

Comparison of the age distribution of' the sample with 

that of the 1960 Census is difficult on account of diffe-

rences in c1assification between the sample and the Census 

data, and on account of' the omission of stUdents and scholars 

from the sample. Students and scholars push up the under-

thirty category very considerably in the Census data. Com-

parison of the other age categories reveals, however, no 

marked difference in age distribution between the church 

members and the general population of' the to'tm .. It is 

most important to note that all people below" the age of ......................................................................................... ~----- .................. ............, .......... ~ ............... 

eighteen years and all students, are excluded :from the 
------~ ...................................... - --- .................................... .....-...-~ 
sample .. 
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The smnple showed a high proportion of widowed people. 

Figures for marital status were 340 (14.7 per cent) unmarried t 

1,637 (70.9 per cent) married, 302 (13.1 per cent) widowed 

and 30 (1.:3 per cent) divorced. Census figures were again 

not directly comparable on account of the loading of the 

unmarried category by scholars and students. 

In the Christian Group the professional and white-collar 

occupational categories stood out clearly from all the other 

categories, 766 (33.2 per cent), falling into the profes-

sional group ~d 723 (31.4 per cent). falling into the 

white-collar group. "Small business" was a distant third 

wi th 315 (13.7 per cent), and n skilled manual It 6tccounted 

for 167 (7.2 per cent). The rest consisted o~ 1.3 per 

cent tlbusiness executives tt , 4.1 per cent Usemi-ski11ed 

manual worl-cers It, 2.8 per cent ttunskilled manual l'lorkers It 

1] 
and 6.3 per cent nothern. The distribution of occupa-

tions in part reflected the lack of co~nercial and indus-

trial enterprise in Grahrunstown,but it is possible that 

church ma~bers may have been drawn significantly more often 

from the professional and white-collar groups than they 

were from the other groups. Comparison of sample with 

Census data is unfortunately not possible f since Census 

categories were not practical for the present study, and 

........ ---~ .................................... .........,..... .............. ----- ---------
1. The occupational classification used by Centers in 

R.Centers, ~ Ps~c~0!2~f-§2£!!!-Q~~~J Princeton 
Univ. Press , Princeton, N.J.l9~9 was used for the study. 
The record of the actual occupations of respondents, 
classified according to Centers, is found in Appendix D. 
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Centers! classifioation was used instead. 

Income data confirmed the middle-class position of 

Grahalusto'Wl'l f s church sample. Just on 60 per cent fell 

1] 
into the t'tV'o categories "middle tl and "lower-middle tt 

t 724 

(31 per cent) m~d 666 (29 per cent) representing these 

two groups respectively. Almost 10 per oent (228) fell 

in the "upper-middle" income group, while 20 per cent 

were poor. The latter group consisted of 294 (13 per 

cent) ulo\ver ft and 211 (9 per cent) "pensioner". The lo~!er 

20 per cent of the sample were not necessarily really poor 

people t however, since many were retired people living on 

income from investments, etc •• who were not struggling 

financially. A few (185. 8 per cent), either did not know 

their income or gav~ no answer. Most who did not know 

were women who really did not kno'trl, or people whose income 

varied. 

The educationa1 level of Grah~astow.nts church sample 

corroborated the occupational structure of the s&~ple. An 

exceedingly high number, 432 (18.7 per centJ were w~iver-

sity graduates. If the university graduates are added to 

those with college training (227, 9.8 per cent), over a 

quarter are seen to have an education above Senior Certifi-

cate level. A good third (844, 36.6 per cent), held the 

Senior Certifioate. Though Junior Certificate or 16 years 

o~ age is the legal minim~~ school-leaving level for ~~ites, 

most white-collar workers attain Senior Certificate level. 

The size of this educational group may indicate the kind of 

,---------------------.... ----, ----------.. --~---..... -----
1. The income groups were classified arbitrarily as follows: 

upper-middle - above R5,OOO p.a.; middle - R2,501-R5,OOO; 
lower-middle - Rl,OOl-R2,SOO; lower - R50l-Rl,OOO; 
pensioner - RO-R500 p.a. 
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occupations the sample members had since most manual workers 

begin apprenticeships or start work at the Junior Certificate 

level. 

It cannot be assumed, however. that the 466 (20.2 per 

cent) of the swnple who achieved Junior Certifioate and the 

340 (14.7 per cent) who reached Standard VI only were manual 

workers. Since the statutory minimum educational level for 

whites has risen rapidly during this century. many of the 

older generation, including many in small business, had an 

educational level of Junior Certificate or less. 

The main body of the sample thus fell primarily into the 

t'trlO categories "up to and including Junior Certificate" and 

tlup to and inoluding Senior Certificate". Educational level 

is likely to be an important faotor in the formation of 

respondents· attitud.es and opinions on issues. 

~i!....rx.. 

The Christian Group of Grahamstown had a low masculin-

ity ratio, were largely English-speaking, were overwhelming-

ly South A£rican born, were chie£1y of the o~der age groups, 

(two-thirds being over 40 years of age). were married, but 

had a large number of widowed people ~~ongst the members, 

were chie£ly professional or white-collar in occupation, 

fell mainly into the tflower-middle" and tlmiddle ft income 

categories, and had two-thirds with an educational level 

above the present minimum school-leaving level, over a qu~r-

ter having enjoyed post-school training at a college or uni-

versity. 

B. Support of the Church and Attitudes towards the 
CiiriStiai:§lijgCii:----- -

Half the sample of church members stated they attend 

church every week at least once: 1,191 (52 per cent). Cur-

sory observa,tion at church services indicates that this is 

likely to be an over-estimation. However, only 153 people 
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(6.6 per cent) said they never attend church, and on1y 76 

(3.3 per cent) failed to attend church in the last three 

months. The latter figure represented chiefly the elderly 

and infirm. A further 159 respondents (6*9 per cent) atten­

ded church two or three times a month, though not every 

week, while one third of the sample (718, 31.1 per cent) 

attended sporadically, now and then, but had attended church 

in the last three months •. 

Church attendance provides a rough guide as to 

whether degree of participation in Church affairs bears 

any significant relationship to the attitudes of members 

with regard to ethical and moral problems, and, though it 

is not a measure of commitment to the church or to 

Christianity, it indicates those who, at least, pay 

nlip service" to Christianity. 

Answers to Q.l5 uDo you think of' your religious 

experience as being (1) constructive and moulding in 

later life? {2} purely incidental with no effect on you? 

(:3) negative and limiting? (4) no answer, don't know?1t 

"'lere overwhelmingly positive, 1.805 or 78., per Cel1.t of 

the sanlp1e regarding their religious experiences as being 

constructive and moulding in later li~e. This response 

may be part also of' the "lip service" referred to above. 

but, at least, it indicates a measure of good will and a 

positive orientation towards the church, which is regarded 

as being of some use and some influence in the world. 

Negative replies indicate disillusionment, and a church 

with a large nwnber of people who feel either that their 

religious experience is purely incidental or negative and 

limiting, is not likely to be a very stable, cohesive or 

coherent body. 
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Hardly anyone (60 or 2.6 per cent) said their 

religious experience had been negative and limiting 

while a few (153 or 6.6.per cent) felt their experiences 

had been incidental with no effects on them. The ndonlt 

known and "no answertl' group 'trias high at 289 (12.5 per 

cent), which probably indicates a group which has not 

thought much about its religion or fee1s guilty about 

its Itbackslidingtt. 

The next question designed to reveal attitudes 

towards respondents t religious background was Q.16, 

wherein respondents were asked to rank the influences 

which had most strongly affected the development of 

their ideas of right and wrong. A1ternative answers 

were suggested but it was an open-ended question and 

a great variety of replies were given. Replies wer~ 

analysed in terms of the three categories, purely theo­

logical (e.g .. ttThe Loren), mixed (e.g. ttI had a Christian 

hom-e U ) and secular (e .. g. family, school, reading, etir'.) 

Well over half the sample (1,381, or 59.8 per cent) gave 

a secular reply, but a quarter (596, 25.8 per cent) gave 

a theological reply and 290 (12.6 per cent) gave a mixed 

reply" Only 38 per cent of the sample include Christian 

influences as important in the shaping of their ideas of 

right and wrong .. 

groupw, 

This is a significant but minority 

Participation in voluntary church affairs (Q.l7(a» 

was the final question in this section. Active member-

ship of any church association was regarded as sufficient, 

no account being taken of the number of associations with 

which an individual might be affiliated. 

third of the sample (676 or 29.3 per cent) 

Less than a 

were 
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uooreU1]mentberS,. 427, 18.5 per cent, were ttmargina1 tt and 

1183, 51 per cent were ttdormanttl. That Ol'1e person in 

three was regularly active in volunta~ churoh affairs 

is a high figure. 

In answer to Q.2l, uHo'W do you regard the Gospel 

and other Sacred Books?U almost half (1,046, 45.3 per 

cent) replied t'As a guide only, to individual deoisiontt -

a clearly individualistic response. An authoritarian 

response, nAs the Lawtl was given by 484, 21.0 per cent. 

Shades of opinion along the scale between these extremes 

indioated that the rest of the Christian Group wavered in 

between, 287, 12.5 per cent, believing the Gospels to be 

. Law, but subject to individual interpretation, 232, 10.1 

per cent, believing they require the interpretation of 

minister/priest/pastor~ and a further 119, 5.2 per oent. 

believing the Gospels to be Law but requiring interpretation 

by ttthe Church'l. A few (79, 3.4 per cent) did not know, 

41 (1.8 per cent) gave no answer, and 21 (~.o per oent) 

gave unique responses such as u a nice storytl. 

Stunnlary: 

It appears that the Christian Group as a whole was 

positively oriented to its religious background and was 

active in all church affairs, both in services and in 

ohurch associations. 

............... ~ ..... ___ t· ........................ ~........ ......... ................................................................. ...... 

1] For the purposes of this study t'coret! membership 
represents those who attend meetings or are otJlerwise 
acti.ve regularly once a month, or more frequently. 
tll\tIarginal u membership represents those who attend 
usporadicallYf now and then", and ttdormant tt membership 
represents those who have not attended in the last 
three months, or who never attend. 
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c. ~ Relationship betw.een the 9hurc~~ciety 

Just Wlder a third (697, 30.2 per cent) believed 

that moral standards are maintained because the church 

commands the ethic and rewards obedience. OVer half 

(1242, 53.8 per cent) accepted the view that moral 

standards are maintained because sooiety would collapse 

if they were not. A further 178 (7.7 per cent) believed 

both the above responses applied, while 97 (4.2 per cent) 

gave no answer and 94 (4.2 per cent), did not know .• 

The response to Q.29, uDo you consider that churchmen 

should have concern with social, economic, political or 

racial questions?" revealed 935, 40.5 per cent, who believed 

that churchmen should have concern with all the spheres of 

life listed, while 1,152:(49.8 per cent), either believed 

ehurchmen should have concern with "none of these tt , (10.5 per 

cent), or with some, to the exclusion of othersl ]. A few 

did not know (170, 7.4 per cent) or refused to answer 

(51, 2.2 per cent). 

According to responses to these two questions, the 

Christian Group appeared to be divided on the question of 

whether or not everything in life is the concern of God. 

Such responses may relate to the difficulties presently 

experienced by many churches on the question o~ the 

responsibility of Christians and the Church in social 

affairs, and may be important variables in the holding of 

attitudes towards social issues~ 

--------........................................................................... -..-. ................... ------- -...... .... ............... -..--. ..... ~ 

1] Of those who divided life into areas that should and 
areas that should not be the concern of churchmen, only 
1.9 per cent permitted churchmen to have concern with 
political questions. 
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Apart from their attitudes towards whether ohurchmen 

should have ooncern with sooial, ·etc. issues, support of 

voluntary oommunity associations by members of the sample 

was low, on1y 56" 20.) per cent,' being regularly active, 

5~lt 23.9 per oent, being marginal and 1,282. 55.5 per 

cent, being dormant. (Q.17(b». 

Responses to Q.22.,. ttDo you consider the ohuroh to 

be a purely religious body united to worship God? A 

souroe of morality only? Both the above together? Neither 

of the twO?tl revealed that halt (1;294, 56.1 per oent) 

believed the Church to involve moral as well as spiritual 

life, while a third (870, 37.7 per cent), limited the 

.Church to a purely spiritual function. (The remainder 

either believed the Churoh had lost its spirituaL function, 

1.8 per cent; believed the Chu.:t'oh involves neither of' the 

alternatives given t 1.3 per cent; did not know, 1.5 per 

sent; or refused to answer, 1.6 per cent.) 

Summary; of A, B and C 

The total sample of the Christian Group was mainly 

of middle or lower-middle income, professional and white­

collar occupational group. with an education above average. 

Most were English-speaking, with an important Afrikaans­

speaking minority group~ The group had a low masculinity 

ratio, members were chiefly over 40 years of age, married, 

but with a large number of widowed people. 

The Christian Group was positively oriented to its 

religious background, and was fairly active in church 

affairs. 

The group was divided on the question of the 

relationship between the Church and Sooiety, and support 

of voluntary community affairs was weak • 
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The model so far portrays a group that was not 

distinctive in its points of view due to the balancing of 

opposites, and it is thus a group that shows considerable 

potential for conflict of opinion. This is interesting 

in view of the composition of the group and strengthens the 

contention that church affiliation rather than Christianity 

as such may be a factor in the holding of ethical and moral 

attitudes and opinionsl]~ This should become clearer when 

sects are considered separately. in Section C. 

Responses of the total Christian Group to the ethical 

and moral questions posed are recorded below. Questions are 

divided into three sections, (a) economic issues, (b) 

political issues and (c) social issues • 

.Ql!rislian ~Q.1!lL.Respo~~~fL.~~tions involving ~thica1·. 
~r'MOral Decision 

(a) Economic Issues 

The question dealing with attitudes to poverty, 

Q.30, read, tt't'fuen you spend money on luxuries, do you ever 

feel that you should have spent it on the under-privileged?" 

Since Grahamstown had a large number of poverty-stricken 

people it was felt that this question was likely to be a 

live issue in the town. The Christian Group had a bare 

majority of 1,188 (51.5 per cent) who said "yes tl , with 

881 (38.2 per cent) saying ttnoll and 225 (9.7 per cent) 

who did not know. Only 15 (0.7 per cent) refused to answer. 

A related question followed: Q.3l lICan one reconcile 

Christianity with the possession of' great wea1th?U Those 

answering ttyes U numbered 1.301 (56.4 per cent), "nott 734 

(31.8 per cent), the number who did not know was 269 

(11.7 per cent), and refusals were 5 (0.2 per cent). 

~ ........................ .........-.... ....... ~-- .............................. ~............... -.--. ........................................ ------
1] Socio-economic, and certain other variables must not 

of course,Jbe overlooked. 
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The next question, 32(a) and (b) dealt with the 

means of obtaining such wealth and read, 32(a) UDo you 

oonsider that it is possible to derive too high a profit 

:from a business transaction?"t. To this question 1,353 

(58.6 per cent) said "yes~, 667 (28.9 per cent) said 

nno u , 212 (9.2 per cent) did not know and 77 (3.:3 per 

cent) gave no answer. This time the majority was a 

more decisive answer. In Q.:32(b) the response was 

almost the same as in (a), 1,341 (58.1 per cent) believing 

that it is possible to derive too high a rate of interest 

in a business transaction and 621 (26.9 per cant)-

believing that this is not possible. The nwnber who 

di.d not know rose to 279 (12.1 per cent) and 

refusals numbered 68 (2.9 per cent). 

These questions were all general - that is,. not 

oriented to specific socia1 policy, and the ground was 

changed at this point to deal ~rlth matters that either 

had been or were at the time issues of' social policy •. 

Thus Q.:32(c) read, nDo you consider that a minimum wage 

should be established by the government and no-one 

should be paid less?U Here the Christian Groupts 

opinion is much c1earer than their responses on previous 

questions: ~t445 (62.6 per cent) said "yest.t! 588 (25.5 

per cent) said nno t"} whil.e 263 (1.1<t4 per cent) did not 

know and 14 (0.6 per cent) refused to answer. This 

question was carried further, to obviate any misunder-

standing of Q..32(c), and Q..:32(d) read, "Do you consider 

that the minimum wage above should be applicable to 

vnrltes only? Whites and Coloureds? Whites, Coloureds 

and Africans?" To this question 538 (23.3 per cent) 

rep1ied "not applicable" because they had rejected the 
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principle of the m~imum wage in Q.32(c), but of the rest 

1,463 (63.4 per cent) replied "Whites, Coloureds and 

Africans" t 134 (5.8 per cent) said ttltlhites only", 5 

(0.2 per cent) said UWhites and Coloureds", 121 (5.2 

per cent) refused to answer and 48 (2.1 per oent) did 

not know. The small percentage supporting "Whites on1ytt 

was the interesting focus of the group response. 

The perspective was then moved nearer to the lives 

of the respondents themselves. Q.33(a) read, nDo you con­

sider that equal wages should be paid for equal work? To 

vnnites only? Whites and Coloureds? vr.hites, Colo~reds and 

A:f'ricans?U The majority was in favour of equal wages 

for equal work for all racial groups, but it was a 

lesser number than that favouring a minimum wage for all 

groups, 1,321 (57.2 per oent) favoured equal wages for 

Whites, Coloureds and Africans, a quarter, 577 (25.0 

per oent) did not acoept the principle. 170 (7.4 per 

cent) would have equal wages for Whites only, 44 (1.9 

per oent) for Whites and Coloureds, while 113 (4.9 per 

oent) did not know and 84 (3.6 per cent) refused to 

answer. Thus a third did not accept the principle of 

equal pay for equal work for all, but more than half 

acoepted it. Pressing the same point, but opening the 

door to expedienoy, Q..3:3(c) read, tlDo you consider that 

job reservation to anyone raoe is justifiable or 

unjustifiable?fl Just on half, 1,21.7 (52.7 per cent) 

replied Itunjustifiable". Almost a quarter, 540 (23.4 per 

cent) regarded job reservation as justifiable, while an 

extremely large number, 494 (21.4 per oent) did not know. 

Refusals numbered 58 (2., per oent). The most inter­

esting aspeot of the response to this question was the 
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number who did not know. The group is clearly divided 

on this issue t and the divisions reveal conflicts on 

moral issues within the Church as a whol.e. ttDo not 

known is an index to oonflict as wel.l as to ignorance. 

Q.j4 dealt with an issue under great disoussion 

at the time of the project, Q.34(a) reading, uDo you 

consider that workers have a right to strike?H Evidence 

of the ferment rag±ng round this question is the number 

who did not knO'\Jt: l59 or 15.5 per cent. Just under 

half, 1,115 (48., per cent) considered that workers do 

have a right to strike, while 802 (34.7 per cent) denied 

this. This question had become current because at the 

time of the project a national strike of seamen was in 

progress in Britain and the press had given it con­

siderab1e publ.icity. The Ohristian Group was clearl.y 

divided in its opinion on this question, whioh invol.ves 

questions of individual and group liberties. 

Xn South Africa race complicates the~issue of 

freedom to withdraw oneta labour. To remove the racial 

variable which we suspected was in many minds. Q.34(b) 

was asked: ttDoes this right (to strike) apply to lrlhi tea onl.y? 

~nhites and Ooloureds? Wb1tes, Coloureds and Africans?" It 

is clear that many who did not know what they felt about the 

right to strike ~ principle. believed that if it were ad­

mitted at all then it should be for all raoial groups, since 

1,,522 (6.5.9 per cent) 'Would extend the right to 'Whites, 

Co.loureds and Africans. Those replying ttnot applica.ble tt 

beoause they denied the principle of this right numbered 

649 (28.1 per cent), while onJ.y 81 (3.5 per cent) did not 

mow. The number who ltould limit the right to strike 
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to Whi tes only laS very small, 35 (1.5 per cent) I and 

those wishing to limit it to Whites and Coloureds were 

fewer still at 21 (0.9 per oent). The response was very 

clear, even if surprisingly more liberal than one might 

have expected .. 

The final question in the series on economic 

issues reverted to the level of ideas and situations 

not immediately relevant to the needs or initiative of 

most respondents: Q.34(c) uno you consider that it is 

the duty of the State to provide employment for workers 

in the event of unemployment?u. Those in favour of the 

State assuming this responsibil1ty numbered. 1,617 (10.0 

per cent), those rejecting it, 372 (16.1 per cent), 

while 265 (11.5 per cent) did not know and 56 (2.4 per 

cent) refused to answer. This response is very clear
l
]. 

To most of the questions dealing with economic 

issues the Christian Group gave divided responses, with 

a bare majority holding one view point and a ,significant 

minori ty group disagreeing with them., Only on the 

questions of the minimum wage, the minimum wage in 

relation to race, the right to strike nnd race, and the 

question of State responsibility in unemployment was 

there a c1ear majority on one side. The question of 

job reservation and of the right to strike produced a 

large number of respondents who did not know what to 

say_ The church members did not appear to have reached 

any kind of consensus in their approach to economic 

problems and the voioe of Christians is likely to be a 

1] Responses to the series of economic questions bear 
out the findings of Catton, Clark, de Fleur and 
Wastie, Glock and Johnson, discussed in Chapter One# 
dealing with precariousness of values, etc. 
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oonfusedone. Individual ohurohes may. of course, show 

more cohesive responses. 

(b) Politioal Issues 

Tw-o of' the .5 po1i~ical issues which were the subjeot 

of questions were very topical at the time of the projeot: 

the franchise questionl ] and the issue conoerning the 

justioe of the 90-180 day detention clauses2]. Other 

questions had been keenly oontested and ~ere still 

smouldering: questions ooncerning the ethical aspects 

of the Group Areas Act and the principle of the,freedom 

of the press, while the final question was one of more 

general oonoern so far as it dealt with segregation in 

eduoation. 

Without preamble respondents were faced with Q.35, 

"Do you aooept the view that all men should have equal 

voting rights?n tlYes tt was the reply of 420 ~(18.2 per 

cent), 1..077 (46.7 per oent) said "Nott, but were 

prepared to open the franchise to a11 oivi1ised men, 

with a oertain minimum eduoational and eoonomio standardU , 

360 (15.6 per cent) limited the franchise to lndtes only, 

While 92 (4.0 per cent) limited it to Whites and Coloureds t 

11 (0.5 per cent) did not know but would definitely not 

give equal voting rights to all men, 71 (3.1 per oent) 

1] 

2] 

--- --- -------
separate Representation of Voters Act No.46 of 1951 
(as amended by Act No.9 of 1956 and Aot No.34 of 1966). 
Seotion 17 of Act No.3? of 196, General Law Amendment 
Aot as amended. 
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also replied ttnott toequa1 voting rights but refused to 

answer the section dealing with who should have voting 

rights, 218 (9.4 per cent)simply did not know and 59 

(2.6 per cent) refused to answer. The significant 

group in this response is the 46.7 per cent who were 

prepared to extend the fr~chise to civilised men 

conditionally. 

This question was followed by a second very current 

question, Q..36, uDo you approve of 90-180 day detention 

without trial?" A small group, 383 (16.6 per cent) 

said nYes tt , just over half, 1,255 (54.4 per cent) said 

uNo", while a very large group, 536 (23.2 per cent) did 

not know and 135 (5.9 per cent) refused to answer. The 

most remarkable charaoteristic of this response was the 

quarter who did not know. 

Various international and family questions fOllowedl ], 

since it was deemed advisable to reduce the'tension a 

little following these two very emotionally-charged 

questions. The next political issue broached was in 

Qo43, "Do you accept the principle that a person has a 

fL~~damental right to ohoose his p1ace ot residence without 

restriction? It v1$11 over half' said nYea n t lt379 (59.8 

per cent), ovel." a quarter said tlNo" , 661 (28.6 per oent),.. 

while 216 (9.4 per cent) did not know and 53 (2.3 per 

cent) refused to answer. A quarter is a large minority 

group, indicat~g a question on which the Christian 

opinion is highly divided. 

The freedom of the press has been a live issue 

._-------------- ---- ---
1] Since omitted from the study. 
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in South Africa and it was considered to be a 

good measure of what people regard as ethically 

right or wrong to ask a question dealing with 

the moral principle involved in freedom of pub-

lication. Q.47 thus read, "In your opinion, 

should newspapers publish. what they wish, or only 

what is good :for the country?" Opinion was divi-

dad: 959 (41.6 per cent), believed newspapers 

should be free to publish what they wiShl ], while 

1,067 (46.2 per cent) believed newspapers should 

publish only what is good for the oountry. A 

few people, 65 (2.8 per cent), believed newspapers 

should publish tithe truth", 40, (1.7 per cent), did 

not l~ow, and 179, (7.8 per oent) , refused to answer. 

There was obviously no unified opinion on thas issue. 

(Responses to this question give an idea of the 

degree of authoritarianism in the group, which, it 

would appear, is high.) 

The final political question followed a social 

question dealing with eduoation. Graha111stown is an 

educational centre, and it was, therefore, particularly 

-------------------.. ----------------------~--.-----------------.--------------~--~~---~-------
l] Wi thin the la'tvs of' libel, of' course. 
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suitable that the question of racial segregation in 

schools, colleges and universities should be raised 

there. Q.55 read, "Do you accept the view that the 

races should be segregated at pre-school (nursery­

school) level; at primary school level; at secondary 

school level; at university and college level; compul­

SOrilyl] at all levels?u: 

The possible alternatives 't;V'ere very ''1ide in this 

question and the response might well have been fragmented, 

but the Christian Group cohered about the response, nYes, 

and compulsorily at all levels", 1,169 (SO.7 per cent) 

so voting. No other response gained the support of 

more than 10 per cent of the group. 213 (9.2 per cent) 

believed in segregntion at all levels, but that it 

should not be legally enforced, 42 (1.8 per cent) 

believed that there should be no segregation at pre­

school or nursery-school level, while 33 (1.4 per cent) 

would have no segregation in schools but complete 

segregation at co~lege and university. Only 250 (10.8 

per cent) rejected segregation in educational institutions 

entirely .. Eighteen people (0.8 per cent) would segregate 

pre-schoo1ers but no-one else, 16 (0.7 per cent) would 

segregate scholars till the end of prim~r school, and 

214 (9.3 per cent) would segregate throughout school but 

not at college or university. That the individual 

should be free to choose integrated or segregated schools was 

accepted by 75 (3.3 per cent)., while 68 (2.9 per cent) did 

not know. Refusals were fairly high at 181 (7.8 per 

cent, and 31 (1.3 per cent) gave responses that did not 

1] Since ucompulsory at all levels" is the present 
legal position in the country, this was not a 
leading question. 
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fit the scale, rejecting segregation at primary school 

level" advocating it at high school level and rejecting 

it for oollege and university. The main seleotions were 

thus the 50.7 per oent who advocated. compulsory segregation 

at all levels, the 14.1 per oent who either rejected 

segregation completely or feel parental choice should be 

completely free. the 9.2 per oent who believed ±n oomplete 

segregation but believed this wi11 happen anyway ro~d the 

compul.sions of law were not necessary, ~'1.d the 7.8 per 

cent 'trtTho refused to answer. The rest (save 2.1 per cent 

who did not lmow), approved af segregation in pr~ncipl.e. 

varying only in the degree to which they would apply it. 

The Christian Group,. as far as education is oonoerned, 

was s0>1idly se'grega t:tonist • 

On none of the 5 political questions did one 

opinion gain an overwhe1ming support, but in every case! 

save the question dealing with the freedom of the press , 

one opinion gained the support of half or more of the 

group. Three of the questions produoed a large minority 

group opposing the dominant opinion, on the question o~ 

the freedom of the press the group was divided, neither 

side oapturing half the votes, while the segregation 

issue produoed a response that was overwhelmingly segre­

gationist in principle, though only half suppor~d g~ver.nment 

policy as it stands at present. On the political issues· 

presented the Christian group uasnot a. cohesive unit. 

(ol Social. Issues .. 

The first of the 5 questions dealing with social 

issues concerned capital punishment - an issues being 

debated by a sub-committee of the Christian Institute of 
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Southern Africa at the time of this survey and one which 

was of great topical interest since the Hindley/Brady 

trial was in process in Britain under the revised law 

abolishing capital punishment. Q.39 read uAre you in 

favour of capital punishment for: murder, treason or 

sabotage, rape, other (please specify ••• ), none?" and 

was followed by Q.40, "If you are not in favour, how 

would you Punishl ] the persons who co!nmit the crimes 

above? It 

The Christian group clearly supported capital 

punishment in principle, since only 515 (22.3 per cent) 

rejected it, 143 (6.2 per cent) did not know and 80 (3.4 

per cent) refused to ~swer. However, a considerable 

group 837 (36.3 per cent) would a~end the present law 

in order to reduce the number of capital offences. This 

group included 534 (23.1 per cent) who would limit capital 

punishment to murder only. Over a quarter, 689 (29.2 per 

cent) would retain the law as it is, and 46 (2.0 per cent) 

would extend it to include certain military ,crimes and 

assault on old people and children. 

Thus somewhat over a quarter of the group would retain 

the law as it is, just under a quarter would reject capital 

punishment entirelYt and just under a quarter would have 

capital punishment for murder only. The Christian Group 

was clearly very divided on this ethico-legal issue, and 

the principle of the sanctity of human life did not appear 

to be accepted as binding on church members. 

Another question dealing with the sanctity of hwnan 

life, but in a completely different perspective. was Q.42, 

-----------------------
1] "Punishnsbould have read "handle tl • "Punish" and 

"treat" are both leading words. Th.is question was 
to this extent unsatisfactory ffiLd was not regarded 
as llnportant in the final ruLalysis. 
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"Is it permissi.ble for a doctor to al1ol'J' a b~ld1y deformed 

baby to die when he could save its life but not cure its 

de:rormity?t~ To this question the Christian Group again 

gave a divided response,1,OS4,(45.7 per cent,)rep1ying 

Ityes tt , 8:)2,(36.0 per cent,)replyingnno tl , while a very large 

group, 375 (16.3 per cent) did not know and 48 (2.1 per cent) 

refused to answer. Support for discretion being allowed 

the medical profession did not include even half the group~] 
A question that was considerably easier to answer was 

Q.50 ttDo you oonsider drink harmful?tl Responses to this 

question formed a cumulative scale from teetotalism through 

infrequent drinking to habitual drinl~ing. Most of the 

Christian group tolerated infrequent drinking. Those who 

regarded liquor as harmful in all ciroumstances numbered 

452 (19.6 per oent). There was a sudden increase from one 

third of the group who regarded liquor as harmful if consumed 

every evening at home (817, '5.4 per oent), to two thirds, 

(1,552, 67.:3 per cent), who regarded it as harmful if con­

sumed every evening on the way home in an hotel. A residue 

of 661 (28.6 per cent), a considerable minority group, did 

not regard liquor as harmful under any of the circumstances 

posited. Only 4, (0.1 per cent), did not know. 50,(2.2 per 

cent) refused to answer and 43,(1.9 per cent), gave a res­

ponse that did not fit the cumulative scale and was unusable. 

In reply to Q.51 "Do you consider that divorce is ever 

justified?'u, almost three quarters. 1,665, (72.1 per cent), 

said ttyes tt • This large majority left 388 (16.8 per cent) who 

did not feel that divorce is ever justified, 223 (9.7 per cent) 

who did not know and 32 (1.4 per cent) who refused to answer. 

It may be predicted that this issue w111 show variations 

in the different sects. 

The final question in this section produced a unified 

response from the Christian Group. Q.S4 "Do you accept the 

view that every person, irrespective of race, colour or reli­

gion, should have equal access to every type of eduoation,from 

the primary to university levels?Uproduced a positive res­

ponse of 1,969 (85.3 per cent), with 184 (8.0 per cent) 

replying "non t 130 (5.6 per cent) ttdontt known and 25 

(1.1 per cent) refusing to answer • 

............... ~ .......................... ~....-. ............... ~.-------------
1] The thalidomide disaster was still a recent event in 

the minds of the people. 
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Sooial Variables 

In the above description no allowance has been made 

for the influence of sooio-economio, theological or other 

social variables that may be affeoting the response. 

The Christian Group has been portrayed nat face value", 

as it were, and as other external persons might see them -

as a generalised total population without reference to 

variations or sub-groups within the total. In terms 

of this any differences found between the Christian 

Group as a whole, and other groups not falling within 

the membership of the churches t will be attributed to 

their Christianity. This may be a gross error. 

Unfortunately statistical oross-tabulations are not 

available for this non-proportionate, stratified sample, 

and statistical oalcu1ations of significant differences, 

etc. would be extremely complicated, and not justified 

in the present case since the non-response ~ the sample 

is so high that no conclusions relating to the universe 

itself may be drawn. However, cross-tabulations have 

been drawn up for the indiVidual church groups of which 

the Christian Group is comprised and the influence of 

variables other than Christianity as such is considered 

in Secion D of this report. 

This data can be viewed as a generalised model only 

and it is agreed that it contains serious imperfections. 

It reveals, however, the conflicts within the Church as 

a whole Yery olearly, and indioates some of the problems 

likely to emerge if a decision on ~y of the issues 

oonsidered were required on an agreed basis. At the eoumenical 

level disparities of viewpoint are apparent in the social 
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economic, political and legal areas and there is no 

unified "Christian Eth:ic" observab1e in the areas under 

discussion. If any programme was pushed to its final 

conclusion it is predicted that the divisions would be 

so great that schisms would arise- The unity which 

the Church manifests as a whole is this, if there ~ a 

coherent unity, derived l~rgely from the theological 

and other aspects of the institutional life: and not 

from the ethiea1 or normative areas. 



:" 

-Ii 

~ 

- 75 -

SEC T ION c 

CHAPTER FOUR 

MODELS OF THE SEVERAL CHURCH GROUPS OF GRAHAMSTOWl~ 
WITH RESPECT TO CERTAIN SELECTED VARIABLES -- ----------------------

In Section B a composite model was construoted of 

the Grahamstown Christian Group as a whole. In Section C 

this model was broken down in terms of the constituent 

denominational groups making up the total Christian 

Group of Grahamstown. A complete record of the responses to 

questions; itemised in terms of denomination, is fOWld in 

appendix G and it is recommended that Section C 

be read in conjunction with this chart. 

The model of the Christian Group as a whole was 

built in full in the text, in order to permit the reader to 

familiarise himself with reading the charts. It is not 

considered necessary to repeat the descriptions for the 

other groups as this would beoome very tedious. The reader 

is referred instead to the charts themselves, the text 

oontaining only summaries of the findings and conolusions 

:for each church. 

A. MODEL OF THE ANGLICAN SAMPLE 

A study of the 92 Anglican responses in 

appendix G revealed the following: 

.§.Qtl0-Econom!.2-9!!~£.te:t"istic§: (Q.4-12) 

The Anglican sample had a bias towards femininity, 

was English-speaking, had a large injection of imm~grants 
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from Europe, had a high average age, members were chiefly 

married (though with a number of widowed and single people), 

had three chi1dren as the mode, oonsisted main1y of pro-

fessional people with middle to high incomes and were very 

well educated. 

~~L2!...Eartioip~on in Church Af'f'..sirs and Attitudes 
towards Religio~~kground (Q.14-17(aJJ 

The Anglican sample took part in church services and 

was loyal to its religious background, but in a passive 

way_ Church aotivities beyond Sunday services were not 

well supported. The churoh did not appear to provide a 

community life for most Anglicans. 

The Relationship between the Church and Society 
Q:i7(a'}&\b), 21, 22, 23, 27, 29) 

Most members of the Anglican sample believed the 

Church to be concerned with manls physioal, mental and 

social life as well as his spiritual life. Their support 

of voluntary church affairs did not differ significantly 

from their support of voluntary commur~ty affairs. In 

both cases participation was moderate to poor • 

.AEg~f.LB! !J22E-§'s!Li2.~§!!2.U§ ..!!!Y.2!tlng an ~!!!-!g~.....Q!: 
Ivloral Decision 

(a) Economic Issues (Q.30-34) 

To all the questions dealing with economic life 

the Anglican sample gave a clear response, with no hint 

of division or uncertainty. The general standpoint, 

although the strength of the minorities should not be 

neglected, was liberal. 
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(b) Political Issues(Q.35, 36, 43, 47, 55) 

The only political question to produce division 

in the Anglican sample was Q.55, dealing with segregation 

in education. Perhaps significantly, this is a question 

that has been a major issue to this group in recent times, 

this group having its own schoo1s and facing a practical 

problem. 

To all the other political questions the Anglican 

response was olearly oriented to the liberal rather than 

to the conservative side. 

(c) Social Issues (Q.39, 40, 42, 50, 51, 54) 

In three of the five social issues raised the 

Anglic~~ sample gave divided responses. 

Though the majority approved of capital punishment 

in principle (Q.39, 40), over a quarter, which is a 

significant minoritYt rejected it entirely and over two-

thirds would reduce the present number of capital crimes. 

The Anglican sample was even more divided in its response 

to Q.42, dealing with the deformed baby, 39 per cent voting 

for the proposition, 39 per cent against it, with 20 per 

cent "'ho did not know. rvlost of the Anglican sample 

tolerated drinking in principle, but 60 per cent regarded 

drinking in a hotel every night on the way home as harmful, 

while a remainder of 38 per cent did not regard any of the 

listed categories of drinking as harmful. 

The remaining two questions produced unified 

responses from the Anglican sample. To Q.5l, dealing with 

divorce, and Q.54, dealing with equal access for every 

person to every type and level of education, the Anglican 

sample gave a clearly radical response. 



. j~. 

... 78 -

Social Variables 

The possible influence of oertain social variables 

on the above responses is considered in Section D of the 

thesis •. 

B. lJIODEL OF THE DUTCH REFORL"VIED SAl\1PLE 

Appendix G contains the responses of the 

69 members of the Dutch-Refonaed s~aple to the questions 

asked. A study of these responses revealed the following: 

§22!o-Economic Che~~£istics (Q.4-l2) 

The Dutch Reformed sample had a sex-bias towards 

masculinity (1 man for every .7 women)l], was Afr~ans-
speaking but had almost one-fifth who spoke both Afrikaans 

and English at home, was middling-to-young. was more l1kely 

to be married, and had few widowed people. Members of the 

sample had two children as the mode, were white-collar 

workers with lower-middle to middle incomes and had a 

middling education. 

~!.!.u. O!~tl...·c~. ~. ~fl...~hure!l..Af:f'airs~ Attitudes 
tOWArds ~!!gi~s Baokgroun~Q.14-17(aj) 

The Dutch Reformed group appeared to be oommitted 

to its church and religious background. but in a passive 

way. Church activities beyond aotua1 Sunday services were 

not well supported by the people. ~ 

----........................... ............................... .............. ........................... ..-:.........,.................. ............~ ............... 

1] It was first feared that high non-response among 
women had caused this high masculinity ratio, but a 
check back to the original sample revealed that more 
men than women were actually drawn from this ohurch, 
the masculinity ratio for the sample before losses 
being 1 man to 0.8 women • 
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The RelationsE!E-between the Church and Societ~ 
(Q.17{a)&{bf, 21;-~23:-27;-2'9r----

Although they clearly regarded it as a Christian's 

duty to take part in voluntary oommunity affairs, the 

Dut~h Refo~ed sample was seriously divided as to whether 

or not the Church should be concerned with mants physical. 

mental and social life as well as his spiritual life. 

Their participation in "both ohurch and community associa-

tions lias poor. 

~£h Refo~ed ResEonses-!2-Qy~!!on~ involving an~~ 
or Moral Decision 

(a) Economic Issues (Q.30-34) 

The chief point of interest in the respcnses of the 

Dutch Reformed sample to the economic issues raised, was tho 

fact that in near1y all the questions the Dutch Reformed 

sample gave a markedly divided response. On one question 

alone, Q.34(o) uDo you consider that it is the duty of the 

State to provide employment for workers in the event of 

unemployment?" did the Dutoh Reformed sample give an 

undivided response. A significant majority favoured the 

State aocepting the responsibility for providing employment 

~or unemployed workers. It is noteworthy that this question, 

~ike many of the other economic questions, reflected a 

situation not immediately relevant to the needs, initiative 

or resp9nsibility of most respondents. 

(b) ~liti~!-Issues (Q.35, 36, 43, 47, 55) 

Q.47 "In your opinion should newspapers publish what 

they wish or only what is good for the country?" and. Q.55 

uno you accept the view that the races should be segregated 

at pre-school (nursery-sehool) level; at primary school 
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level; at s~condary school level; at university and 

college level; oompulsorily at all levels.?tl were the only 

questions that produced clearly cohesive responses among 

the Dutoh Reformed sample. On both these issues the 

attitude was strongly conservative. On the other three 

issues there was marked division. 

(c) Social Issues (Q.:l9, 40, 42, 50, 51, 54) .. 

With respeot to all five social issues presented 

the Dutch Reformed response was clear, and in all but the . 

issue of capital punishment the attitude of the sample 

was basioally pe~issive and radical. In the case of Q.39 

and 40, dealing with capital punishment, the response was 

basically traditional, but a third would amend the law while 

retaining the principle of oapital punishment. 

Social Variables 

The influence of socio-eoonomic, theological or 

other social variables possibly affecting respons~s may be 

oonsiderable. Cross-tabular analysis of the influence of' 

some of these is found in Section D of the report, 

c • l~ODEL OF THE METHODIST SAMPLE 

A stUdy o:f Appendix. G reveals the following 

responses by the 53 members of the lYlethodist sample • 

.2.2£!Q.::~onomi2....9!!aracteritt!.2§. (Q.4-12) 

The masculinity ratio of the Methodist sample was 

very low (1 man to 1.8 women); sample members were Eng1ish-

speaking, middling-to-elderly, chiefly married with a 

fairly high number of' widowed people, had few children, 

were white-oollar workers with lower-middle to middle 

incomes and had a middling education. 
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~!!!-2!-Earticipation in gaur£e-Affairs ang.A!~tudes 
!g~rds Religious Ba~~-rQ.14-17(ajY--

The Methodist sample supported church services 

strongly and members were committed to their religious 

background, but rather passively. Churoh aotivities other 

than actual services were not well supported by most of 

the samp1.e. 

The Re1.ationsh!B between the Church and Society 
Q:17W&(b), 21, 22;2"3;"27,*2'91---

The Methodist sample clearly regarded it as a 

Christian's duty to take part in community affairs, yet 

was completely divided as to whether or not the Church 

should be concerned with man's physical, mental and social 

life as well as his spiritual life. Their participation 

in both voluntary church and voluntary community affairs 

was divided, too, about half being active or marginal1.y 

active. The possibility of' conflict in areas of life 

involving moral decisions is suggested. 

M2!a~~.RespoU§es to Questions invol!iEg-!n Eth~ 
or Moral Decision ...-....-.. ............ , •• * .............................. 

(a) Econom!£ Issues (Q.30-34) 

On all save two of the economic issues presented, 

the Methodist sample failed to cohere in attitude or 

opiniol'l.. In mos t ques tions the number who replied ttDon t t 

known was high. In Q.34(a) nDo you consider that workers 

have a right to strike?tt the group was severely divided, 

21 upholding the right to strike, 20 rejecting it, while 

11 did not know and 1 refused to answer. 

The two questions on which the attitude of the 

Methodist sample did cohere were Q.32(c) "Do you consider 

that a minimum wage should be established by the government 
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and no ..... one should be paid less?" and Q..34(c) uDo you 

consider that it is the duty of the State to provide 

employment for workers in the event of unemployment?t'. 

In both oases the Methodists were in favour of the measures 

suggested. In both oases, too, the issues were fairly 

remote from the personal lives of most respondents. 

(b) ggliti~_!§sues .. (Q.:35, 36, 4:3, 47, 55) 

The Methodist group did not cohere in its response 

to Q.35, dealing with the franchise, (though almost half 

favoured equal voting rights for all civilised men with 

a certain minimtun eduoational and eoonomic standard)·. The 

group was compl.etely divided in i.ts response to Q.47, 

. dealing with the freedom of the press. 

On the other three questions, however, the response 

was more dafinite. In Q.36, "Do you approve of 90-180 day 

detention without trial?" the Methodist group was radioal. 

In Q.43 "Do you accept the principle that a person has a 

fundamental right to choose his place of residence without 

restriotion?" the group was again radical, but had a fair 

minority group of the traditional viewpoint. In Q.55. 

dealing with raoial segregation in eduoational institutions 

the Methodist sample ,,ras distinotJ.y traditional, over half 

believing in compulsory segregation at all levels. 

The general impression gained was that the Methoclist 

sample was not oriented towards any specific politioal 

attitude, but tended to consider issues independently of 

other issues. 

(0) §2£~1 Issues (Q.39t 40, 42, 50, 51t 54) 

To all five questions the lVlethodists gave a detfn;j.~~ 

response and in four of the five the response was clearly 



:,' 

fi 

~Jo-

---

- 83 .... 

radioal. The question which produced a traditional response 

was Q.39 dealing with capital punishment, where a distinct 

majority approved of oapital punishment in principle. In 

Q.42, dealing with the deformed baby, the radical majority 

was not overwhelming. 

It would seem that the Methodist sample felt more 

oonfident in answering questions dealing with sooial issues 

than it did in answering questions deal~g with economic or 

politioal issues. 

Social Variables 

Cross-tabular analysis of the possible influence of 

certain socio-economic, theological and other variables is 

found in Section D of the report. 

D. MODEL OF THE PRESBYTERIAL~ SM4PLE 

From the 49 Presbyterian responses, as reoorded 

in Appendix G, the following summary is dra~r.n • 

.§.Q£i2~E.2!l2!!!!~si tion (Q. 4-12) 

The Presbyterian sample had a very strong bias to 

femininity {l man to 2.06 women}, they were English-

speaking, middling-to-elderly, chiefly married l.rith a 

fairly high proportion both of widowed and unmarried people, 

had a childless family as the mode, were chiefly professional 

and white-collar workers, with lower-middle to middle 

incomes and a middling to high educational level. 

~L2! Par':£~~s.]!.9!L.!!l..£e..yroa...Af~irs ~sl...Attllyg.~ 
~~~e-Religi~~~~round tQ.14=l7r;Jj 

The Presbyterian sample was oriented positively to 

its church and religious background, and the members were 
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fairly aotive in ohuroh affairs. inoluding aotivities beyond 

Sunday servioes. 

The Relati onshiE-be tween the Church and Sooiety 
tQ.17\ar&{br, 21;22, 2), ~29}--

The Presbyterian sample clear~y regarded it as part 

of a Christiants duty to take part in co~unity affairs, and 

were olear that churchmen shou1d be conoerned with mants 

physical, mental and social life as well as his spiritual 

life. It was interesting to note, however. that their 

partioipation in voluntary ohurch affairs was oonsiderably 

more frequent than their support of voluntary oommunity 

affairs. 

" R!'!.§.bxte~....s~22.l1Jl2.§...!2....gy.~ions Invol.!.~lL.~..Ethical 
or Moral Deo~sion ............... ~ ....................................... 

(a) Eoon,2.J!!..2...:Issues (Q.30-34) 

The Presbyterian sample was divided in opinion on 

most of the eoonomic issues, severely sO in the case of 

Q.,4(a) uDo you oonsider that workers have~a right to 

strike?n '(hen the raoial element was introduoed into this 

issue, however, the Presbyterian sample olearly belieyed 

that if the right to strike were accepted, then it should 

be for all racial groups. 

The Presbyterians were definite in their reconoiliation 

of Christianity with the possession of great wealth (Q.3~). 

The remaining two questions to whioh the Presbyterians 

gave a clear response were both practioal issues: Q.32(c.) 

UDo you consider that a minimum wage should be established 

by the government and no-one should be paid less?tl and 

Q.,,33(c) liDo you consider that job reservation to anyone 

race is justifiabl.e or unjustifiable?tl To both of these 
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questions the Presbyterian sample gave a clearly radical 

response, advocating the establishment of a minimum wage 

and rejecting job reservation. 

(b) .f2g~L!§!.Y~ (Q.35, :36, 43, 47, 55) 

To the franchise question (Q.35) the Presbyterians gave 

no unanimous response f but half' the sample favoured equal. 

voting rights for tlall 'civilised men" with a certain minimum 

educational and economio standard. They were very radical 

in their rejection of 90-180 day detention without trial 

(Q.36). The question dealing with the Group Areas Act 

(Q.43) produced a clearly radical. response, but not a 

unanimous one, while opinion was severely divided l'lTith 

regard to the freedom of the press(Q.47). The Presbyterian 

sample cohered strongly in favour of the principle of racial 

segregation in education, half the sample advocating 

compulsory segregation at all levels. 

The Presbyterians appeared to be radical in principle, 

but in certain practical situations, less 'so. 

(c) §2£!a1 Iss~ (Q.39, 40, 42, 50. 51, 54) 

Save for questions 39 and 40, dealing with capital 

punishnlent t to which the Presbyterian sample gave a 

distinotly traditional response, the Presbyterians were 

very clearly radical in attitude towards the social issues 

presented. 

A clear majority favoured disoretion being given to 

a doctor or panel in the case of a badly defo~ed baby 

(Q.42); most members of the sample tolerated moderate 

drinking (most disapproving of drinking in a hotel every 

night on the way home); they believed the princip1e or 
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divorce to be justified and were almost unanimous in their 

support of equal access for all to every type of education. 

There was less unoertainty in the response to questions 

dealing with social issues than in the response to questions 

dealing' with economio or po1itioal issues. 

Social Variables 
------------~--

Analysis of' the possible influenoe of' certain sooial 
. 

characteristios of the sample on attitudes held with regard 

to the issues presented, is found in Section D of the report •. 

E. MODEL OF THE ROlV"J.A.N CATHOLIC SPJ.iPLE 

Details of the 45 Roman Catholic responses to the 

questions presented are found in Appendix G. 

The following are brief summaries of the contents of the 

,chart. 

§G2!o-Econom!£ Characteristios (Q.4-l2) 

The Roman Catholic samp1e had a strong bias to 

femininity (1 man to 1.65 women). The members were English-

speaking, with a large number speaking a language other 

than English or Afr1kaans, one third of the respondents 

being ~igrants from Europe. They were middling in age, 

chiefly married. with three children as the mode. White-

oollar and professional occupations predominated, with 

lower-middle to middle incoma. The eduoational level of 

the Roman Catholic sample was middling to high. 

Level of Participation in Church Affairs and Attitudes' 
IOWards Religious..5ke;r~lQ..14-17(aj)------

The members of the Roman Catholio sample appeared 

to be strongly committed to their religious background 

and supported their church in a passive way. Church 
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activities beyond actual services were not well supported 

by the majority of the members of the sample. 

The Relationship between the Church and Societz 
1Q:I7{a) &(b), 21, 22';-23, 27, 29)-----

Although they clearly regarded it as a Christian's 

duty to take part in community affairs, the Roman Catholic 

sample was seriously divided as to whether or not the 

Churoh should be concerned with man's physical, mental 

and social life as well as his spiritual life. Their 

participation in churoh associations was approximately 

equal to their participation in comraunity associations, 

and was fairly strong • 

.B2~ C~!l2ll£...~spon§'§L~uest:!:.g!.!§Jnvolving M! Ethical 
or Moral Deoision 

(a) Economic Issues (Q.30-34) 

To Q.33(a) nno you consider that equal wages should 

be paid for equal work? Td ~T.hites o~y? Whites ~~d Coloureds? 

Whites, Coloureds and Africans? and Q.:34(c} uDo you con-

sider that it is the duty of the State to provide employment 

for workers in the event of unemployment?", the Roman 

Catholie sample gave a clearly radicaL response. To all 

the other economic questions the response was divided, 

one attitude gaining only a bare majority of' votes. 

(b) ~~!1~~al Issues (Q.35, 36, 43, 47, 55) 

Two-thirds of' the Roman Catholic sample approved 

of' the principle of segregation in education in Q.55. To 

all the other political questions the response was 

severely divided. In Q.35, half the sample supported 

equal voting rights for Itall civilised menn with a certain 

mil~um educational and economic standard. The ramaining 

half' of the s~ple gave fragmented responses to this question. 
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(0) .§.g~al I§.!y&§. (Q.39, 40. 42, 50, .51 t 54) 

In Q.54 the Roman Catholic sample aocepted the 

~iew that every pe~son should have equal aocess to every 

type of education. They were very tolerant towards the 

use of alooholic liquor in Q.50 •. , in Q.39 the majority 

clearly supported capital punishment in prinCiple, but 

aLmost a third rejected.it. Similarly, in Q.51, the 

majority considered divorce to be justified in prinCiple, 

whi1e a third thought it was not justified. On the £ifth 

question, Q.42, dealillg with the deformed baby, the Roman 

Catholio attitude was completely divided, a slight majority 

refus~g disoretion to a dootor or panel to allo'(~ a badly 

·defonaed baby to die when he could save its life but not 

cure its deformity .•. 

The Rom~L Catholic samplers response was more definite 

and unified with regard to social issues than it was with 

regard to economic or politioal issues f but the group was 

not very oohesive. 

Social Va!:!ables 

Certain sooia1 'Variables possibly influel1.cing 

responses to the above questions are considered in Seotion D 

of the report, but it must be remembered that any conolusions 

drawn from Seotion D merely indioate possible trends, on 

aocount of the statistioal unreliability of the sample. 

F.MODEL OF Tfm SAMPLE DRAvlN FROM THE SMALL CI~CH GROUPS 

Appendix G oontains details of the responses 

of the 48 members of the Small Church Groups sample to 

the questions asked. Possible trends indicated by these 

responses are outlined below. 
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.§.Q£!~conomic"£~~~~ll£2. (Q.4-12) 

The Small Church Groups sample was biassed towards 

femininity (1 man to 1.53 women), had a majority of 

English-speaking people (but had a large minority group 

speaking Afrikaans or both English and Afrikaans at home), 

and was evenly distributed through all the age groups 

above twenty years of age. The members of the sample were 

mainly married, with two ohildren as the mode, were chiefly 

white-collar and skilled manual workers, with lower-middle 

incomes and a middling level of education • 

.!&~l of' P~tici!?.etiQ!L;1!l.....9hYrc!l....Affairs and Allil~ 
~rdLfu!llgiou!LBackground '(Q.l4-17ran 

Members of the Small Church Groups sample were 

oriented very positively to their church and religious 

background and were very active in church affairs, 

including activities beyond actual Sunday services. In 

this latter characteristic they differ from most of the 

other groups. 

The Relationship between the Church and Society 
1Q:I7('(;)&tb), 21;-2'2-;2'3, 27, 29)----

The Small Church Groups sample regarded it as a 

Christianis duty to take part in community affairs, but 

they were seriously divided as to whether or not churchmen 

shou1d be concerned with mants physical, mental and social 

life as well as his spiritual life. One-third believed they 

should be so concerned, one-third rejected this and one-

third accepted it with resel~ations. They were divided 

as to whether the church was purely a spiritual body or a 

body also concerned with moral life, yet they regarded 

moral standards as kept for theological reasons. 
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The majority of respondents were il~etive in 

voluntary community affairs and very aotive in voluntary 

church affairs. 

~LQ!!urch Gro!!'eL§.!¥n...:ele Relsponses to QU.!a§.B.2!!! 
~~lviPe an Ethical or Moral. Decision 

(a) E22n~ Issues (Q.30-34) 

To Q.34(c) "Do you·consider that it is the duty of 

the State to provide employment for workers in the event 

of unemployment?" a very clear majority of the Small Church 

Groups sample replied nYes", though the number who did 

not know was large. 

Responses to most of the other questions dealing 

~ith economic issues were divided, in most cases a bare 

majority supporting one side. In Q..32(o) uDo you consider 

that a min~um wage should be established by the government 

and no-one should be paid less?" and Q.33(o), nDo you 

oonsider that job reservation to anyone race is justifiable 

or unjustifiabl.e?U responses were utterly divided., 

(b) Eg!it1oal Issues (Q.35, 36 t 43, 47, 55) 

Only to Q • .5.5. dea1ing "lith raoial segregation j.n 

eduoation did the ~l Church Groups sample give a unified 

response: three-quarters of the sample believed in the 

moral acceptability of racial segregation, over half 

favouring compulsory segregation at all educational levels o 

Well over half the sample accepted the principle 

that a person has a fundamental right to ohoose his place 

of residence without restriction (Q.43), while the freedom 

of the press t (Q.47), was rejected by just over half the 

sample • 
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The remaining two questions produced very divided 

responses. Q.35, dealing with the franchise, produced a 

most fragmented response with a high tldontt k:now" rate, 

and Q.36, dealing with the 90-180 day detention clause, 

produced the highest Udon't knowtf rate in the whole survey, 

exactly half' the sample replying "don't know" to this 

question. About a quarter disapproved of 90-180 day 

detention without trial, and the remaining quarter was 

equally divided between those who approved and those who 

refused to answer. 

It is possible that the Small Church Groups sample 

was not concerned with political matters that did not 

affect its interests directly. 

(c) Socia1 Issues (Q.39, 40, 42, 50, 51, 54) 

The Small Church Groups sample was far more 

definite in its responses to questions on social issues 

than it was to those on economic or political issues. 

Only in Q.51, dealing with divorce, was the-response lacking 

in unity: only a bare majority of the samp~e considered 

divorce to be on occasion justified. 

The sample supported the principle of capital 

punishment strongly(Q.39, 40), though almost half the 

sample would reduce the present number of oapital crimes. 

A very clear majority was against discretion being given 

to a doctor or panel to decide whether a badly deformed 

baby should be allowed to die or not, though almost a 

quarter favoured discretion being given, (Q.42). Most 

of the sample rejected all levels of drinking alcoholic 

liquor as harmful (Q •. 50), and most of them believed in 

equal access for all to all types and levels of education, 

(Q.S4). 
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§.2£!al V~~ 

Variables possibly influencing the above responses 

caru~ot be considered with any degree of certainty on account 

of the statistical unreliability of the Small Church Groups 

sample. Trends based on simple inspection of the contingency 

tables are considered in Section D of the report. 
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SEC T ION D 

CHAPTER FIVE 

INTRA-GROUP Al~ALYSIS OF RESPONSES TO ISSUES 
PRESENTED, IN TERMS OF SELECTED VARIABLES 
~- ............... --- ................................. ..-... .................... ------

The models of Section C present some of the social 

characteristics of the several sub-samples under study and 

outline the attitudes of members of the samples with respect 

to certain issues requiring a moral decision. 

In these models no account waS taken of variab1es 

that may influence any particular response. That many 

variables do influence responses to questions is certain, 

however, and the present Section is desi~~ed to reveal 

some of these variables as a qua~ification to any findings 

of Section C. 

In order to isolate influential variables and to 

discover variabl::·s which were expected to elcercise an 

influence but did not apparently do so to a statistically 

significant degree, contingency tables were drawn up. 

Responses to each issue were analysed in tenms of the 

responses to oertain socia-economic questions and to 

certain questions dealing with participation in churoh 

affairs. A complete chart of tables for each church sampie 

considered is found in appe-n.c1l.x H. 

The X2 techl'lique of statistical analysis was applied 

to the tables whenever possible,. as a test of whether 

certain variables did or did not mru<e a significant dif-

2 ference to responses. The X test reveals whether a 
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significant difference exists between the observed 

responses in each oell of a contingency table and the 

number of responses expected in those cells if pure 

chanoe alone were operating. Tables found to have a 

signifioant x
2 value were tested further by means of 

the contingency coefficient or the phi-coefficient in 

an attempt to measure the importance of the differenoes 

found. Significant differences are marked on the charts 

of tables in appendi:x:H and the relative nCIl or phi value is 

recorded. 

The small size of eaoh sub-sample necessitated the 

oo11apsing of many of the cells of the contingency tab~es 

in order to comply with the restriotions involved in the 

use of the X2 teohnique. Thus the six possible responses 

to Q.14 ftHow often do you go to ehuroh?" were collapsed into 

three categories refleoting ttcore tt , ttmarginal tt and "dormant" 

membership. The contingency tables in appendix H reflect 

the original, unoollapsed frequencies; while the categories 

as coll.apsed for X2 analysis are reoorded in appendix E. 

Despite re-grouping, the Roman Catholio and Small 

Church Groups samples did not meet the requirements for the 

X2 technique. The Roman Catholic sample had too small a 

total number. When ttdontt knowll and uno answertt responses 

had been subtraoted, N fell below 40, the minimwn uN" for 

a 2 x 2 oontingency table to meet the requirements for x2: 
The Small Church Groups sample, with an N of 48, a~ost 

2 met the requirements for X. However, on aooount of the 

large numbel. ... of ttdontt knowtl and "no answertt responses in 

this sample and the composite nature of the sample itself 

it was deoided to regard it as inadequate for X2 analysis. 

The Presbyterian group, with a sample of 49, also had an 
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N that was barely large enough for x2 
analysis, but it was 

decided to include this group in the statistical analysis 

since the Presbyterians were an integral group and had a 

low u"don t t knowtt and nno answeru response. 

As has been stated elsewhere, on account of the 

generally high non-response rate in the study, none of the 

samples were sufficiently large and representative to 

Permit generalisation to the universe. 

Some tables of the Anglican, Dutch Reformed, Methodist 

and Presbyterian samples did not meet the requirements for 

the X
2 

test and it is, therefore, possible that some tables 

that wou1d have sho,~ significant X2 tables had the data 

been more adequate, have been missed. 

In order to reveal possible trends in influences 

contingency tables were drawn up for the Roman Catholic 

and Small Church Groups samples, but no statistical 

analysis was carried out. The relative charts are found 

in appendix H Charts 5 and 6. 

Statistical analysis of the contingency tables could 

have been done in several ways. It is possible (a) to 

focus on one variable at a time, e.g. sex, and to trace its 

influence (if any) throughout each moral issue within a 

particular sub-sample. When that variable has been 

exhausted, analysis of the next one, e.g. age, might begin. 

Or it is possible (b) to focus on one variable at a time and 

to trace its influence throughout all the sub-samples at 

once. Thus it may be possible to conclude that a certain 

variable appears to bear no relation to any response in any 

sub-samp1e and may, therefore, be omitted from the study, 

or that a certain variable is important in one group and 
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not important in another. A third approach would be (0) 

to focus on each moral issue and submit the response from 

each church to separate analysis in terms of all the socio­

economic and participation variables considered in the study. 

Yet another way would be (d) to focus on each moral issue 

and submit the responses from all the groups to analysis 

in tenms of all the socia-economic and participation 

variables in the study. 

Choice of the most suitable approach depends on the 

purpose for which the analysis is being made. In the present 

study it was desired, ultimately, to compare the responses 

of one sub-sample with those of the others and it was 

important, therefore, to maintain the identity of each 

sub-sample throughout the analysis. Approaches (c) and (d) 

above, by focusing on each issue in isolation from the 

matrix of responses as a whole, break down the identity 

of each sub-sample. Neither of these approaches was, 

therefore, considered suitable. Both (a) and (b) main­

tained the integrity of the sub-sample, but' approach (b) 

attempted to deal with description of each group and 

comparison of each group with the next, at the same time. 

Since the reader may wish to trace one particular sub-

sample through the whole study it was considered better 

to keep each church entirely separate from the others in 

this section of the report. Approach (a), where the 

matrix of responses to issues is kept whole for a 

specific sub-sample, the influence of each variable 

chosen for consideration being studied in turn in relation 

to the matrix, was thus regarded as the most suitable 

approach to this section of the study. 
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The findings of this Section are likely to shed light 

on some of the cliffe-rano-as fOWld when inter-group oomparisons 

are instituted in Seotion E. 

Before prooeeding to the statistical analysis of the 

oontingency tables attention must be drawn to two points. 

It was originally hoped that cross-tabular tests would be 

possible in order to assess the~influence of home language 

on the fo~ation and maintenanoe of attitudes and values. 

However, only the Small Churoh Groups sample had a large 

enough representation of members of both the English and 

Afrikaans language groups to permit this. Sinoe the 

Small Church Groups sample was statistically inadequate 

assessment of the possible influence of language/cultural 

group in the holding of attitudes and values was preoluded. 

The influence of this important social variable thus 

remains to be investigated. 

It was further hoped to discover whether there was 

any real difference in attitudes towards moral issues between 

immigrants and South African born respondents. However, 

the only groups with a significantly large number of 

immigrants were the Roman Catholics and the Anglioans. 

The Roman Catholic group was statistically inadequate, 

leaving on1y the Anglican group in which this variable is 

considered. 

I. 

A. 

AI~ALYSIS OF Al~GLICAN RESPONSES TO MORAL ISSUES 
PRESENTED, n'J TERMS OF CERTAIN SELECTED VARIABLES 
(Chart 1, Appendix H) 

The Influence of Certain Sooio-Eoonomic Variables on 
~e R~l1:;S-o~~er.i. o:fthe xnii!.2!!!~t . .§.~e to -
gy~!.QnL£2~€!!ning a ~iomLl2~ 

(i) ~ (Column. A chart 1) 

The sex of respondents appeared to be related 

signifioant1y to their responses in one question only: 
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Q.34(a) uDo you oonsider that workers have a right to 

strike?!t The men were significantly more radical in 

response than the women. 

Though the difference was statistically significant, 

the pattern of the response of the group as a whole was 

changed but slightly, since both sexes had a majority who 

acknowledged the right to strLke. The low mascu1inity 

ratio in the Anglican group, however, reduced the level 

of consensus in the group on this issue. 

Generally speaking, sex did not appear to be a 

~ariable affecting attitudes towards moral issues. 

(ii) Age (Column B chart 1) 

The age of respondents bore a significant relation-

ship to their responses to two questions: Q.47 !tIn your 

opinion should newspapers publish (i) what they wish? 

(ii) only what is good for the COW1try?ll and Q.50 uDo you 

consider drink harmful?tt In both cases respondents over the 

-age of fifty years were less tolerant in attitude than the 

younger respondents. In QQ50, dealing with liquor, the 

overall response was so tolerant of the use of alcoholic 

1iquor that a contingency table was hardly warranted, but 

in Q.47, dealing with attitudes towards the press, there 

was a distinct cleavage between the present and the older 

generations. This is interesting in the light of the 

present challenge by young people of the conventions and 

standards of' the ol.der generation. The tlun.der fiftytt age 

group in this study did not include many under the age of 

twenty-five years. 
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That age appears to have no effect on attitudes 

towards political issues is interesting. The over-fifty 

age group were all at least thirty years of age before the 

Nat-ional Party came into power in 1948. Many of' the under-

fifty age group have spent their entire adulthood under 

the National Party. The exclusion of students from 

the project and the paucity of young workers in the 

church, (due at least in part to the lack of employment 

opportunities for young people in the town) precluded the 

analysis of' the responses of the under-twenty age group. 

(iii) Occupation (ColumnC chart 1) 

There were three tables wherein the occupation of 

respondents bore a statisticallY significant relationship 

to their attitudes towards an issue. These were Q.34(a) 

ttDo you cOl1.sider that workers have a right to strike? II , 

Q.34(b) ttDoes this (right to strike) apply to (i) Whites 

only? (ii) Whites and Coloureds? (iii) Whites, Coloureds 

and Af'ricans?U and Q.39 tlAre you in favour of capital 

punishment for (i) murder? (ii) treason or sabotage? 

(iii) rape? (iv) other? {v} none?tf 

The Anglican sample consisted largely of professional 

people. While the business executives and professionals were 

strongly in support of the right to strike, respondents with 

small businesses, white-collar and skilled manual workers· 

were completely divided in attitude. 

S.M. Lipsetl ] in his discussion of working-class 

authoritarianism, points out that there are two aspects 

of' liberalism - liberalism on economic issues, 'and 

........ ...-..- ..................... ~~ ....... -----............. ...-....-..---- .......... .--.~ ....... ' ......................... ~ ............. ~ ........... 
1] S.M. Lipset, .E.2ll!!£!:1....Man, Mercury Books, London, 

1963, p.lOl. 
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liberalism in non-economio terms, such as support of 

civil liberties, internationalism, etc. The working-

class liberal will favour more welfare-state measures, 

higher wages, graduated income taxes, etc., but is less 

tolerant towards the non-eoonomio aspects of liberalism. 

The South African eoonomic setting is oomplicated by the 

presence of a large proletariat below the economic level 

-of the working-class white population*' If Lipset is 

right, the working-olass White in the South African 

setting is l£kely to reject all aspects of liberalism. 

This might acoount for the division among the lower-

inoome Anglicans over the right to strike while the higher 

inoome groups accepted this right .• 

Responses to Q.34(b) endorsed this arg:tl11lent. Almost 

all the business executive and professional group believed 

the right to strike should be for all racial groups. The 

members of' the sample who had small. businesse-s or were 

white-collar or skilled manual workers were ~ar less 
J 

certain, having a large number who either did; not knOll; 

or refused to answer the question. The profess:ionals- were 

relatively safe from the economic oompetition of the non-

whiteSt while most other oocupational categories were not. 

That occupation bore no statistioally significant 

rel~tionship to any of the other economic issues presented 

was surprising. il~ Q.33(c) ttDo you consider that job 

reservation to anyone race is (i) justifiable? 

(1i) unjustifiable?tl however, the Anglican samplers 

response was almost unanimously against the principle 

of job reservation~ rendering statistical analysis of the 

response pointless. 
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Occupation was significantly related to attitudes 

towards capital punishment: an unexpected relationship. 

Once again the business executive and professional section of 

the sample were more radical than the rest, almost half the 

professionals rejecting capital punishment entirely, while 

almost all o~ the members in other occupational categories 

accepted the principle of capital pUl~ishment. This may 

be a further manifestation' of ""'larking-class authori tar­

ianismtt referred to above. 

It is possible that the three variables, occupation, 

income and education, may together be influential in forming 

attitudes. 

(iv) Income (Column D chart 1) 

Income bore no statistically significant relation­

ship to any response at all. In the light of the relation­

ship between occupation and certain responses, this was 

surprising. It could be, however, that the poorer 

Ang1icans t reference group is the higher inco~e group, 

which is in the majority in their church. This suggestion 

is supported by the fact that certain of the poorer members 

are retired people now living on a reduced income, who 

retain the attitudes and values of the upper-middle class. 

(v) Education (ColumnE chart 1) 

Level of education bore no statistically significant 

relationship to the Anglican samplers responses to any of 

the economic issues presented. In fact, on only two 

questions, one politica~ and one socia~, did a statistically 

significant difference in terms of education appear. These 

two questions '\irere Q.55 tlDo you accept the view that 

the races should be segregated? (at various stages in 
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their education) and Q.39 flAre you in favour of capital 

punishmen t for •••• tt lVlembers l".ri th a college or uni versi ty 

education rejected the principle of segregation in education 

significantly more frequently than did those members without 

post-school qualificationsG. With regard to capital punish­

ment, just over half the college and university educated 

group rejected the principle of capital punishment while 

a very large majority of those with no post-school education 

approved of the principle of capital punishment. This was 

a very clear dichotomy. Both these questions deal with 

issues impinging on the rights of individuals and it is 

possible that their higher education ~~d correlating 

occupation has sensitised the college and university educated 

group to the rights of individuals rather than of groups, 

and has made them less authoritarian in Lipset t s uhurllan 

rights" sense, than people of a lesser educatiol~l level. 

(Vi) Birthplace (Appendix I) 

Birthplace appeared to make no signific~4t difference 

to attitudes held, despite the large number of immigrants in 

the Anglic~~ sample. It is possible that many of the immigrants 

had been in South Africa for many years and that they no longer 

fo~ed an identifiable sub-group within the salllple, since half 

of them were in the 61+ age category. They appeared to be 

slightly more radical than the South African bon~ on some 

issues, but in no case was the difference statistically 

significant. 

It was puzzling to find the Anglican group with a 

significantlJr large number of ~aigrants in its sample and 

the Methodists with hardly any, while both groups draw 

imnligrants from Britain. It is suggested, however, that the 



t 

-:ij-

- 103 -

Anglioans, who were, on the whole, wealthier than the 

Methodists, may have been in a better finanoial position 

to emigrate than the average Methodist, resulting in a 

boosting of the Anglican oongregation rather than of the 

Methodist, by immigration.. This may also account in part 

for the higher inoome levels of the Anglican sample relative 

to the Methodists. • 

.§!!mm-!~ 

On the whole the soeio-economic variables oonside-red 

do not appear to have a very great influenoe on the attitudes 

of t~e Anglican sample to questions requiring a moral 

decision,.: Age wasQf' less signifioance than was anticipated, 

po~sibl.y'be¢ause the oategories tested separated the present 

generation from the past one, and not the present one ~rom 

the rising one. Unfortunately, the age distribution of the 

sample precluded statistical testing of differences bet~een the 

under twenty-f1ve age group and older people. Oooupation was 

signif~cant with regard to two issues, but may have been 

masking its oorre1ate, eduoation. Income made no difference 

to any response: possibly due in part to the fact that many 

of the poorer members of the Anglican sample were retired 

people retaining identification with a higher income STOUp. 

Changes of attitude-would not be expeoted with this type of 

ohange in economio position. Education seemed to be the 

most influential of' all the socia-economio variables oon-

sidered, though statistioally significant differences between 

variables ,,,ere found on1y with. regard to two issues. This 

aspeot of the study merits further investigation. 

It must be remembered that in several issues the 

Anglican samplets response was too unified to permit 
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statistioal analysis of differences of attitude. This was 

the case with Q.33(a) "Do you consider that job l"eserva-

tion to anyone raoe is (i) justifiable? (i1) unjustifiable?tt, 

Q.35 "Do you acoept the view that all men should have equal 

voting rights? If not, should this apply to (i) Whites 

only? (i1) Whites and Coloureds? (iii) All civilised men?", 

Q .. 36 nno you approve of 90 or 180 days detention without 

trial?tt and Q..,4 liDo you accept the view that every person, 

irrespeotive of race, oolour or religion, should have equal 

access to every type of eduoation, trom the primary to 

university levels?" All of these questions were contro-

versial, current issues in the South Afrioan sooiety, and 

to all of them the Anglican sample gave a radical response. 

B. The Influenoe of Certain Variables related to 
, ,~tiiCiPat!2a:!n-2iiY~h:2.tarces-andA~vm;es. 

aru1-t9-Allilyg~....!2:!~9.§~ligi9.Ys Baokg:r9'!mg 

( i) ~14 tlHaw often do you attend church?" (Column F 
chart 1;-- ------

The attitudes of P..nglicans who were ttoore tt attenders 

at services did not appear to differ from those members who 

were ttmarginal tt or It dormant" with regard to the economio 

issues presented. On one political issue and two social 

issues, however. level ot church attendanoe did seem to be 

related to responses. 

In Q • .5.5. dealing with racial segregation in educational 

institutions core churoh attenders rejected racial segregation 

signifioantly more often than the rest of the sample did. 

Though a very'olear majority of the total sample endorsed 

racial segregation as morally justifiable, the oore group 

was divided on the issue while the rest of the sample was 

clearly segregationist. 
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The two sooial issues where level of ohuroh attendance 

appeared to be a significant factor were· capital punishment 

(Q.J9), and the question concerning the deformed baby (Q.42). 

lrJhile the core attenders were divided on the issue of' oap~tal 

punishment the rest of the sample olearly acoepted it in 

principle, resulting in an overall majority acoepting 

capital punishment. Over the issue of the deformed baby 
. 

both the core attenders and the re~t were divided in attitude, 

but the core attenders were oriented.towards rejection o~ the 

moral acceptabi.lity of allowing a dootor the discretion of' 

allowing a badly deformed baby to die and the rest of' the 

sample was oriented towards aooepting it. Core members had a 

far larger number who did not know th~ had the rest of the 

siunpleo 

Both of these sooial issues deal with the theologioal 

prinoiple of." the sanctity of hmnan life and it t'lould appear 

that leve1 of ohurch participation is re1ated to attitudes 

towards this principle in the Anglican sample. 

(ii) fk1? iJt)you~...2!....x2ur Wi!&!2.!!§....eJCperiences as 
bein ... i ....2~truct~!.e and moulS,!.~ your.l..!:t!£...~? 
TII}'j§ur:u~ent!ll..ill1l...!!o. ~ects on you? 
ll!! ne ~:.bl'L~d li!:gitintc.t(u-rColumn G chart +) 

Responses to Q.15 were too unified for any oross-

ta.bulation to be drawn. An overwhel.ming .. majority of' .Angli.oan 

sample members were oriented positively towards their 

religious background. 

(iii) £L.!§ nWb!~.Jf.QY!.9-..J!:2'!:L§f!.X-!t2~e= the m~:L!!laue!l~ 
in shs.:e!!ltt...you~oral. 2Y~-c? . :IPlease rank! 
nr::!!!~ C!1:Y!'2!lLnr'Cthe ...§cho~l ? .'. iU. the 
Unive!'§.llL.2£...Q9l.!'!~U!r!!!LFamil . ? il.....Q&e.~? 
\please specify ••• ) tColumn Hobart 1· 

The usacredlytt oriented members of' the Anglioan sample 

differed significantly from the rest of the sample in their 
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attitude towards two issues only. One o£ these, Q.5l 

UDo you oonsider divoroe ever justified" was a theologioal 

issue, the other, Q.34(b) "Does this (right to strike) 

apply to (i) 1v.nites only? (ii) Whites and Coloureds? 

(iii) Whites, Coloureds and Afrioans?tt was a politieo-

eoonomio issue. In the latter question the "saoredly" 

oriented had a signifioantly larger number who did not know, 

than had the rest of the sample. In the question on divorce 

the "sacredly" oriented group had a significantly larger 

group rejecting the principle of divorce than had the rest 

of' the sample. 

It did not seem to make much difference to the 

attitudes of sample members with regard to the issues pre-

sented, whether they looked to religious or non-religious 

sources for their ideas and ideals of right and wrong. 

(iv) ~U(a} rtt&..I2.Y or did Y2.Y-take ..:eart..i~2.!9atary 
~~£S affairs? {e~. wom~~-2£ ment!-!!socia­
ll2!:§..:....~d~...22!l2.2L~~!!!:ng~~ng a youth 
club, etc:J {Column I, ohart l} 

It was thought possible that core members of 

voluntary church associations might be tlsacredlytt oriented to 

life and might possible hold different attitudes towards 

certain moral issues than more tlsecularlytl oriented people, 

but this proved not to be the case. Aotivity in voluntary 

church affairs appeared to be related to responses to one 

question only: Q.42, dealing with the deformed baby. 

Almost all the oore members of voluntary church associations 

in the sample upheld the principle of the sanctity of human 

life in this issue, while a very clear maj.ority of the rest, 

particularly of the completely dormant members of the sample, 

would give a doctor (or panel) discretion to allow a badly 

deformed baby to die if he co~ld save its life but not oure 

its deformity. 
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Summary 

Level of participation in church affairs does not 

appear to be clearly related to the attitudes of members 

of the sample towards issues requiring a moral decision. 

Tables showing a significant differenoe between core church 

supporters and the rest of the sample were isolated and 

generally unrelated to each other. On one or two specific 

questions very closely related to issues that have been hotly 

debated within the churches, and that have a distinct 

religious association, (such as divoroe and the sancity 

of hmnan life), level of participation in churoh affairs 

did appear to be related to responses. It is suggested that 

the Anglican Church may be exercising a degree of social 

oontrol over the attitudes of core members with regard to 

this type of issue. 

Conclusions 

Neither socio-economic variables nor variables 

related to participation in church affairs s~emed important 

in the holding of attitudes towards moral issues, with the 

exception of issuEs clearly related to theological 

pr~ciples. In these cases a participation in church 

affairs did seem to be related to responses. 

II. ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES OF THE DUTCH REFORl.\1ED SAMPLE 
TO MORAL ISSUES PRESENTED t n.:r TERMS OF CERTAIN 
SELECTED VARIABLES (Chart 2, appendix H) 

A. !he Inf"l~:e£~.9!.£SU7~n....§.~o-Eoon2ID!£.. YA~~ 
.2!!.J21!i2l.l... fu!formed Repl ie s t2...,. Qy~ ll.2!!L£2!!i!!!!!!!g 
a Moral Issue 

(i) ~ (Column Jt~ chart 2 ) 

Sex did not appear to be causally related to any of 

the responses of the Dutch Re£o~ed sample. This group 
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seemed generally to be of a more traditional viewpoint 

on most issues, and it could be that the women are less 

independent in their thinking than the women of more 

radically oriented groups might be. 

(ii) Age (Colwnn B chart 2) 

On one issue alone, that of the use of alcoholio 

liquor, (Q.50), was there ~ significance difference between 

members of the Dutch Reformed sample in te~s of age. 

Members under the age of fifty years were considerably 

more tolerant of the use of liquor than were those over 

fifty years of age. This did not change the pattern of 

response to this question, however, since both age groups 

were on the whole tolerant of the use of alcoholic liquor. 

(iii) Occupation (ColumnC chart 2) 

This variable bore a statistically significant 

relationship to the responses to two questions, one 

economic, one social. The members of the upper occupational 

groups (mostly professionals) sometimes felt guilty about 

spending money on luxuries significantly ~ often than 

did the rest of the sample, (Q.30). Possible explanations 

of this finding include the fact that the definition of 

11luxury spending tt is not sufficiently precise, and many 

people may classify as necessities items of expenditure 

that others would regard as luxuries. That attitudes 

towards the poor should differ between the occupational 

groups when attitudes towards issues such as job reserva­

tion, equal pay for equal work, etc., that touch the lives 

of people in lower occupational categories, produced no 

difference between the occupational groups, is most inter­

esting. It could be that Q.)O is not a distinct political 



J 

If 

,~,., 

- J.09 -

issue. whereas most of' the other economic issues have 

political ov~rtones, and the social solidarity of the 

Afrikaans-~peaking group on matters ,related to politics may 

over-ride any differenoe that might otherwise have been 

found in te~s of ocoupation. 

Q.'9. dealing with oapital punishment, showed a 

signifioant relationship in terms of occupation. Though 

an overwhelming majority of the sample as a whole approved 

of oapital punishment in prinoiple, almost half of the 

professional group rejeoted this, whiLe almost all in the 

other categories approved it. 

(iv) Inoome (Column D ohart 2) 

Income was s~gni::tieantly related to the responses 

to two ques,tiona: Q.)O, dealing with the poor, and Q.50, 

dealing with the use of alcoholi.o liquor. Two-thirds of the 

respondents in the three lower income categories did sometimes 

f~el guilty about luxury spending while only one-third of' 

thosa in the two upper categories did. The o~mment made 

under (iii) occupation, is equ~11y relevant to the present 

discussion. Q.50 showed a very clear division in terms of 

inoome. The members of the three lower inoome categories 

had an overwhelming majority who regarded liquor as har.mful 

at one of' the five stages posited in the question. For the 

two upper income groups the position was oompletely reversed: 

an overwhelming majority did not regard liquor as harmful at 

any of the stages posited in the question. 

(v) Education (COlumn E ohart 2) 

Level of eduoation was significantly related to the 

responses to two questions, onoe again: one political. one 

sooial. In Q.43 "Do you accept the prinoiple that a person 
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has a fundamental right to choose his place of residence 

without restriotion?tt slightly half of those of the sample 

with an education up to and including Senior Certificate 

replied in the affirmative; while a~ost all of those with a 

college or university education said "No". This was a most 

unexpected response in the light of the present government's 

policy regarding "group areas tr • 

There is, however, a possible explanation for this. 

Some of the respondents, when asked this question. said 

nYes", then qualified their answer by adding, "Not the Bantu, 

of course tl • It could be that the Dutoh Reformed sample has 

on the whole so absorbed the idea of separate development 

that t1a person" in their thinking means Ita whi te person". 

They, therefore, replied "Yes" to the questi0ll:. The college 

and university eduoated group may be thinking in terms of' 

separate development, but as a polioy, not a !ii! acsgmpli, 

and they, therefore, answered "Noll. It is thus possible that 

both seotions hold the same attitude towards this issue. 

-This question, clear and unambiguous though it was, may 

have produoed a confused and unclear response in this way_ 

In Q.39, dealing with capital punishment, the group 

with a oollege or university education was significantly less 

traditional in outlook than were the rest of the sample. 

The sample as a whole supported the principle of oapital 

punishme~t strongly, but almost half the college and 

university eduoated group rejected it. 

Level of eduoation was expected to bear a stronger 

relationship to responses than it appears to have done. It 

oannot be regarded as an ~portant variable in the analysis 

of Dutoh Reformed attitudes to issues requiring a moral 
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decision, but it is possible that a more inf1uential variable 

is masking the influence of educational level. 

Sununary 

Sooio-economio variables do not appear to be very close~y 

related to the responses of the Dutoh Reformed sample to 

questions involving a moral deoision. Certain variables 

appeared to be related to. certain issues, but no pattern 

seemed to be evident, signifioant tables appearing, it wou1d 

seem, at random. Possibly the influences of the variables 

considered is over-ridden by a more powerful influence, e.g. 

language or cultural group. 

B. The Influence ot Certain Variables related to 
:§nipil?if'"!2i.~ Ch!!£Qh Se£!ioes~Activi!!!!. 
.!!BU.2.-Attitudes towarSLB2!igi2Ys Baekg£2l!tlS 

(i) £L.,!!!:...!.!!2w often d.2....X2l! attt?nd 2!!ureh?tt (Column F chart 2) 

Level of church attendanoe did not appear to bear any 

signifioant relationship to the attitudes of the Dutoh 

Reformed sample towards any of the issues p~esented. Sinoe about 

a third of the members were core in attendance, half marginal 

and one-sixth do~ant, there was a sUffioient spread of 

attendanoe to reveal significant differenoes it such existed. 

(ii) !L.1;.;{ (0 ...z~~..2U2E: reJJ,g. iOBL2!~..tl!:e&.~~ 
b~in. iL2.2E:.2mctive an...s_m9.Y!.9:i.J!tL.X~ la~.J.~? 
ii ur!1L.£!.g~~Ll'!!..th no e:ffeg],L2!:LI"2B? 
iii nelB:ti!~d limit!!.1g? (Co1umn G chart 2) 

A1most three-quarters of the Dutch Reformed sample 

(72 per cent) believed their religious experiences to have 

been construotive and moulding in later 1ife. The minority 

group was large enough to reveal any differences that might 

have been found in terms of this variable, but none of any 

signifioanoe were found. 
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(iii) Q.16~W.£!L1!.2Y!9....~~L.l!!re the most 
influentia1 in Sha:e1ys-xour moral oullo0!s.? 
Iil:!!l2-2h!:!.£2.!!L (i3. the ScggOl? (iin the 
Uni v!£!~ 0 r Q211ege? t=!::!Lia!...FamilY? 
IiI: Othe!:§L1R!.2W!!......speQ.ifL.!..!.~Column H 
chart 2) 

The "sacredly" oriented members of the Dutoh Reformed 

sample differed signifioantly from the tlsecularlytt oriented 

on two issues-only: Q.39, dealing with capital punishment, 

and Qe.51, dealing with divoroe. In both cases the sacredly 

oriented members of the swnple were more traditional than 

the rest. Significantly fewer of them than the rest 

rejected oapital punishment, and significantly more of them 

rejected divorce. In general, responses to Q.l6 did not seem 

to bear a relationship to attitudes towards moral problems. 

(iv) ~l7(aL~2.....You or gid you t~~£U:a....y'olW'l....!arx 
~urch aff'airsl r!~!2m~!-~ ments associa­
ll2~§.ynd~"§'£b22Lt_eaoh:bM~runni.!lfL@;"I:2.'!!ta 
olub, etc;X \Column It chart 2; 

Dutoh Reformed members were not very active in 

voluntary church affairs. but there were suffioient aotive 

members to make analysis in terms of this variable worth-

while. No significant differences in attitude towards moral 

~ssues were found in terms of this variable, though in Q.35, 

dealing with the franchise, core members of voluntary ohurch 

associations seemed to support the qualified franchise, 

rather-than the franchise for whites on2y, to a greater ex-

tent than did the rest of the sample.. UnfortunatelYt however, 

this tab1a did not meet the requirements for the X2 analY~isa 

§ununau 

Ne~therattendance at church services, membership of 

church assooiations nor attitude towards religious back-

ground appear to bear any significant relationship to the 

attitudes of members of the Dutch Reformed sample towards 

the moral issues presented. 
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Conclusions 

Neither socio-economic variables nor variables related 

to participation in church affairs seemed important in the 

holding ot attitudes towards moral issues as tar as the 

Dutch Reformed sample is concerned. 

In Q.55. dealing with racial segregation in education. 

the Dutch Retormed sample ~as almost unanimous in its support 

of the principle of racial segregation. 

III. Al~ALYSIS OF RESPONSES OF THE METHODIST SAMPLE TO 
MORAL ISSUES PRESENTED, IN TEruvrs OF CERTAIN 
SELECTED VARIABLES (Chart 3 appendix H) 

A. !Jl.!.. Infl.u2P2!.....2t.2!£!!!n Soe~2.2~2-Variables 
on Me thgg!.!:LB!P!ib!L!2....sYestions ...22n;taini~@.. 
Mor,! Issue 

,( i) Sex (Column A chart:3 ) 

The women in the Methodist sample differed signifi-

cantly from the men in their attitude towards the moral 

issue of a minimum wage, presented in Q.32(a). Where the men 

were completely divided on the issue the wome~ "lere over­

whe~ngly in favour of the institution of a statutory 

minimum wage .in prinoiple. This was the only issue where 

a differenoe was found in terms of sex. Even on issues such 

as that o~ the defo~ed baby (Q.42) or divorce (Q.51), no 

statistioally signifioant differences were found. 

(ii) Age (Column Bohart 3) 

Age proved to be signifioantly related to attitudes 

towards three issues: that of the prinoiple of equal pay for 

equal work by all racial groups (Q.33(a»t the mora1 justifi­

ability of 90-180 day detention without trial (Q.36), and 

divorce (Q.51). In Q.33.(a) respondents under fifty years of 

age were significantly more willing to aocept the moral 
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principle of equal pay for equal work than were the group 

over fifty years of age. In South Afrioa it is possible 

that the older generation is pre-industrial in its thinking, 

(partioularly in a country town such as Grahamstown), and is 

possibly more likely to regard the non-white person as a 

workman inferior to the white person, than are the younger 

age groups. Answers to Q.36, however. dealing with approval 

or disapproval of the 90-180 day detention without trial, 

revealed an opposite trend: significantly more of the people 

over fifty years of age rejeoted the 90-180 day clauses than 

did the group under fifty years of age. In Q.5~, dealing 

with divoroe, the younger generation '~as significantly more 

traditional than the older, but the response from the group 

,S a whole wa.s so cl.early in approval of' the moral aoceptability 

of divoro~ that analysis was hardly justified.· 

Age did not appear to exert a consistent influenoe 

on responses, and ~ general age does not appear to be an 

influential variable in the study. 

(iii) Occunation (Column C chart 3) 

Ocoupation appeared to bear no significant relationship 

to the responses of the Methodist sample at all. In Q.33(a). 

dealing with equal pay for equal work, however; the X2 

value nearly reached the 5 per cent level of significanoe, 

and reflected a difterenoe between the more radical profe&-

sionals and the less radical white-oollar and manual workers. 

The radical group was in the majority in the sample as a wholeo 

(iv) :r:n~ome (Col.umn D chart,) 

The issue at job reservation (Q.:l:3(c» was the only 

question where the inoome of the Methodist respondents appeared 

to make a differenoe to their responses. .Though the total 
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sample was overwhelmingly against job reservation, half 

the higher income groups believed it to be morally justified 

while only a small minority of the lower groups believed 

this. This was an unexpected resu1t. 

A possible explanation of this unexpeoted response 

might be that the wealthier Methodists were to a considerable 

extent the o~d-established people of the town. ~hese were 

main1y people with a rural. non-industrial heritage, 'who 

possibly still hold a tt. paternal tt attitude towards non-

white peoplet believing. that they shou1d neither be· permitted 

nor expected to compete with white people in the eoonomic 

sphere. The Methodist Church was a "Settler" ohuroh, and 

had many of the old.established families on its membership 

Iroll. 

(v) Eduoat~on (Column E chart 3) 

Education was expected to make a significant difference 

to many attitudes towards moral issues, but with the Methodist 

sample education seemed to be important wit~ respect to one 

issue only: that in Q.39, dea1ing with oapital punishment. 

Half the group with an eduoation above matriculation level 

rejected capital punishment in prinoiple, while just under 

a quarter of the rest rejected it. This was a clear differ­

ence, and no obvious reason for this relationship presented 

itself. 

S~aIT 

The socio-economio variables considered above do not 

appear to bear any patterned relationship to the issues 

presented. Signifioant tables seem to be haphazard. 

Although the Methodists were too unified in their response 
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to some issues for oontingenoy table analysis to be justified, 

the group was divided on many issues and unanimity on issues 

cannot be regarded as an explanation of the lack of pattern. 

B. 

(i) 

!e2-Influenoe-2f Certain Var!!2!i2-~!!ted to 
Part~oi.paUon in 9!!Y.£2h..§~ices an..!!...A21!X!!le .. s 
and t2-.Allll~...!2.~~&!llg!ous . ~2!Sg£gyn.,..g 

Q.14 uHow ot!en do nlY-!!:E2.!!S! ohursa?tI (Col.wnn F 
chart 3) 

This variable was significantly related to more 

responses than were any of the other variables considered. 

There was a significant di.fferenoe between level of ohurch 

attendanoe and response in seven issues, two conoerning 

economic questions, two political and three sooial questions. 

In Q.)2(c) dealing with the minimum wage, and Q.J2(d) 

dealing with the applicability of the minimum wage to the 

several raoial groups, core ohurch attenders were significantly 

more often in favour of both the introduction of the minimum 

wage and its applicability to all racial groups than were the 

rest of the sample. 

The political questions producing a significant X2 

figure were Q.36, dealing with 90 and 180 day detention 

without trial, and Q.55, dealing with raoial segregation in 

eduoation. In both questions the attitude of the sample 

as a whole was very clear, in Q .• 36 to the radical side and 

in Q.55 to the traditional side. However, almost every oore 

member rejected 90-180 day detention without trial, while 

significantly more of the rest of' the sample accepted it, and 

with regard to segregation in education, the core members of 

the sample had a significant few who rejeoted segregation in 

education, while all the rest aooepted it in prinoiple. 
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The three sooial issues wherein attendance at ohurch 

seemed to make a differenoe to the response were Q.39, 

dealing with oapital punishment, Q.50, dealing with the 

Use of liquor, and Q.51, dealing with divorce. The sample 

as a whole, includ1ng oora members, approved of the prinoiple 

of capital punishment, but core attenders rejeoted the 

principle of oapital punishment Significantly more often 

than did the rest of the sample. Half the core members 

regarded alcoholio liquor as ha~ful in all circumstances, 

while almost all the rest of the sample tolerated liquor as 

far as its nightly oonsumption at homel ). The moral issue 

of divoroe found most of the Methodist sample accepting divorce 

as sometimes morally justified. The oore members had one 

person in five who considered divorce never justified, while 

all the rest believed divorce to be morally justified. The 

difference was statistically signifioant. 

With regard to the economic and political issues 

where significant differences in terms of ohurch attendance 

were found, core members were more radical than the rest, 

and this applied to the social issue of capital punishment, 

too. On the two remaining social issues the core members 

were more traditional than the rest. 

The use of alcohol and the mora! permissibility of 

divorce are both issues related to ttprivate tt moralitv·. 

The other issues are all issues of: "public" morality, 

ooncerned with how the sooiety should be run. It might 

be suggested that the core members of the Methodist sample 

............. .......,----....... ---........................................... -------~ ....................... ~........................... ......... ......... ----~ ................. 

1] While the Methodist Church lays down no rules for its 
members regarding the use of alcohol, use of alcohol 
is discouraged and liquor may not be oonsumed on any 
ohurch premises. 
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tend to be traditional in matters o£ private moral.ity and 

radioal in matters o~ public morality. 

Attendanoe at churoh did seem to be related to a 

certain extent to the Methodist samplels attitudes towards 

moral issues, though there were many issues in whioh ohurch 

attendanoe was not a significant factor1 ]. 

(ii) 9..15 . uD2- ou ~~...z2Br reli.gioY§~~~~ 
as bein i ~!l§ttuoti'!!..J!ll-9-....m2l!!!!ing YO~..!!:1~ 
!.!!e? i1 ...l!~!!X...~2.!~Bt~..J!ith. no ef:feot...2!l 
~u? i~ negative and !im-!~ng?-rColumn G 
ohart 3 

Sinoe 8S per oent of the Methodist sample believed 

their religious experience to have been oonstructive and 

moulding in later life, and since their attitude towards 

most issues were not unanimous, it would seem that this 

variab1e is not ~portant in shaping the moral attitudes of 

the Methodist sample. 

(iii) .fL.!.€...!~!£!L.'!.2y:!Q. •. :~'9....~1!2£!....ihe M2.§.L!!lu'B!ntial 
in shaEi~..z2.!!t....m2ral o'91!.2ok? . rII: th2....,Qhll£211? 00 · t4.'tJl9l!2.2ll_ !iiI.: the Un.ive~tiL2.£-£21J.ege? 
!v ~-!~? v OP1l2.£iJii!2~2-§l!2.2U:L....·~.) 
Col.umn H ohart 3 

Although Methodist responses to this question were not 

unanimous, (almost a third including theologioal influenoes 

as the most importantJ no signifioant relationship appeared 

betlfeen responses to this question and responses to questions 

posing moral issues. 

----------------* _ .. _--------_ .... , 
1] Because of the small size of the Methodist sample ('3 

oases) it frequently happened that when "don't know" 
and Ilno answer" responses had been subtracted the N 
fell below the. minimum required for X2. When this 
happened it was not possible to assess the significance 
of the difference made by the particular variable con­
cerned. Inspection of tables may, however, reveal trends. 
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(iv) ~l a ttDo ouor~..zou.Uk..J!.....:e~t in YQ.~E1U: 
sl'!!a7oh attairs? e.tS.:......1t2m.2~s or menta !.§.sooia­
tions! . SYS9.§:t-2.24.201 teachi!l(L. runn..J:n....,g. a youth 
olub. etc.? tColumn X ohart ,y:--

A1most a third of the Methodist sample were core 

members of voluntary churoh associations, but on one issue 

a10ne did this factor appear to make a signifioant differenoe 

to responses.. This was in the issue of the minimum wage, 

dealt with in Q.32(o), where core members were a1most 

unanimous in their support of the principle and the rest 

were divided. Sinoe no significant differences were found 

with respect to any other economio issues it would seem that 

this finding is not ~portant. 

Summary 

Church attendance appeared to be related to attitudes 

in about a third o~ the issues, spread over the three seotions, 

eoonomic, politioal and social issues. None of the other 

three questions relating to participation in church affairs 

and attitudes to religious background seemed t~ bear any 

relationship to resp~nses to questions posing a moral problem. 

Conolusions 

The socio-economic charaoteristics of the Methodist 

sample bear no oonsistent relationship to any of the issues 

presented, and apart from actual ohurch attendance, whioh 
. 

seems to be related to attitudes to a slight extent, none of the 

variables relating to participation in ohurch affairs and 

attitudes towards religious background seem to do so either. 

That ohurch attendanoe sho~d appear related to oertain 

responses merits a more detailed study at a future date. 
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ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES OF THE PRESBYTERIAN SANIPLE 
TO MORAL ISSUES PRE$ENTED t :IN TEm.lS OF CERTAIN 
SELECTED V AIU:ABLESl. J tt (Chart 4, appendix H 

!'.he dInf'ly'!no$ of Cer'E!:~....§2.2.~~oongm~"'y~=!.abl!.§. 
onP~~!1!tian R!:e!i!§. to9.ue~~n!-20ntain!ng 
a Moral Issue 

(i) ~ (Column A chart 4) 

The sex of the Presbyterian respondents did not appear 

to make any signifioant di~ference to their attitudes towards 

the moral issues presented in the study. ~en on issues suoh 

as those of the deformed baby (Q.42) and divorce (Q.5l) which 

might have been expected to produoe a difference in te~s of 

sex, no significant difference was found. 

(1i) Age (Co1unm B chart 4) 

Age appeared to be significantly related to responses 

to two issues, one economio, one po1itical. In Q.32(a), 

dealing with the mintmum wage, the respondents over fi~ty 

years of age accepted the moral principle behind the intro-

duction of a minimum wage significantly more often than did 
~ 

the younger group (under fifty years of age). However, both 

groups had a olear majority in favour of the minimum wage. In 

Q.55, dealing with raoial segregation in eduoation, though 

they differed in their opinions as to the stage at whioh 

segregation should be enforoed, every member of the Presby-

terian sample who was over fifty years of age favoured the 

prinoiple of racial segregation in eduoation. Those under 

---------- ---. ------------------* 
1] Beoause of the small size of the Presbyterian sample 

(49 oases) it frequently happened that when ttdon.tt 
know't and tl no answer" responses had been subtraoted 
the N fell below the minimum of 40 oases required for 
X2 • When this ~ccurred it was not possible to assess 
the signifioa:nceof the difference made by the particular 
variab1e ooncerned, at the statistioal level. This can 
on1y be judged by inspection. 
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f;£ty years of age a1so favoured segregation strongly, but 

a signifioantly large minority group rejeoted the principle. 

(iii). Occupation (Column C chart 4) 

The ocoupation of respondents made a significant 

difference to the attitudes he1d by the Presbyterian sample 

in Q.43, dealing with residential segregation on1y. Though 

the majority of the sample favoured the moral principle that 

a person has a fundamental right .to ohoose his plaoe of 

residence without restriotion, the business exeoutive and 

professional group were almost unanimous in support of the 

right while the rest had a large minority group who rejected 

the right~ This result was not unexpected, since the OCCU-

pational ,groups '~ho felt more threatened by the economic 

ad~anoe of non-white people had a stronger tendency to 

accept the prin~iple of Group Areas than had the business 

executive or professional groups, who have the means to 

withdraw should a lower income group encroaoh on their 

residential area. It was surprising, in view of the 

apparent connection between occupation and attitude towards 

the principle of Group Areas, that there was no relationship 

between ocoupation and job reservation, or the issue of equal 

pay tor equal work. 

Xn a few issues the response was too one-sided for a 

signifioant minority group to appear, but this was not 

generally the case. 

(tv) Income (Column D ohart 4) 

There appeared to be no signifioant relationship between 

the level of inoome of respondents and their attitudes towards 

issues. The inoome of the Presbyterian sample was sufficiently 

spread over all groups to reveal differences if such were 

present • 
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(v) Education (Column E chart 4) 

As in the case of income, the level of education of 

the Presbyterian sample showed a wide spread, sufficient 

to reveal significant differenoes in attitude in terms of 

this variable had such existed. However, no significant 

differences were found, which was an unexpected result. 

Summary 

The three variables related to the economic position 

of respondents, i.e. occupation, income and education, 

appeared to make no difference to the attitudes of the 

Presbyterian sample towards moral issues. vf.here the 

Presbyterian sample made a stand on an issue it was unlikely 

to be affected to any extent by socio-economic variables. 

B. 

(i) 

llt.2_Inf!Y!mQ.!...2t...9.2rtaiu..Yaria~§""£2lated...i2. 
Particip~!2:e..~_glm£2.a..~~a!§. and Ag!!:y:~ies t 
~iL!2....Atl:1!y£!~§ towatSL!12Ugious Background 

~~ow ott!a do you. attend ohurch?tt (Column F 
chart 4) 

Level of ohurch attendance seemed to be relevant to 

two important issues, those of job reservation (Q.33(c» 

and capital punishment (Q.39). While a large majority of 

the Presbyterian sample rejected the moral justification of 

job reservation, core church members rej.ected it signifi-

cantly more often than did the rest of the sample. This 

part:icular issue ma.y be regarded as the key economic issue,'" 

on whioh the occupational structure of the population depends • 

The issue of capital punisrunent has been of serious 

concern to members of Presbyterian churches, the matter 

having been raised frequentLY at the General Assembly. It 

could be that this partio~ar issue has been brought to the 
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specia~ attention of the sample, where other issues have 

not been higb1ighted to the same extent. The sample as a 

who~e accepted the mora1 justification of capital pun1shment. 

The oore ohurch attenders were divided into two, almost 

equa~ groups, one favouring the other rejeoting the prinoiple 

of capital punishment, while almost all the rest of the sample 

favoured the retention of capital punishment in principle. 

(ii) .9r.t.!!i.!~ au thi:elL.2USur ~Ug!.2Y2_expW1U!oes 
.!2 bein i 2.2.~~~ and moul.di;ng in later 
life? 11 ur~l inc~~alt with~2-effeots 
on vou? iii neJ>"ativeand limiting?" tcolumn G 
Ch~t 4 ;Q-----

(iii) fk.!§.~ioh_~9...'f2y"'eJ!.:z....'W'ere the most_!nfluential, 
in sha ~tU' !!!r oY11oo!,c? In thi Church? 
Ti the Scqo2.!:L ifq th.! . ..Y.niL.e£2. :iJi:L.gr co;)ege? 

ti.v the ~..J:J:x? v Q!~rs,? liease r.!~. tt 

Colmnn Hoharn 

(iv) s.:.~L~2_:lr.2.:y"_or ....s!S...xou t~2....part .in voLun..1~:t 
.£E.urch affairs?E.g·. -X2m!.!l.!..L.or l!!!u!Lassociat~., 
sund~-22!!2.S1Lte,hi:n&.t.._running. $L youth 9l.Y1l., etc .• ?tl 
(Column I chart ') 

None of the three variables listed above appear to bear 

a significant relationship to responses to questions requiring 

a moral decision. In the case of Q.1S, dealing with the 

influence of religious experiences, 75 per cent of the sample 

believed their religious experienoes to have been constructive 

and moulding in later life.. The remaining 25 per cent did not 

differ sign1ficantly from the majority in attitudes towards 

moral issues. 

In Q.16 approximately 40 per cent believed that a 

Christian influenoe had been amor~ the greatest influenoes 

on the development of their ideas of right and wrong, about 

60 per oent ho~~ to the secu1ar point of view, but this 

variable, too, failed to show any signifioant influenoe on 

attitudes towards moral issues. Participation in church 
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affairs (Q.17{a», showed a clear division between core, 

marginal and dormant members, but this variable also 

failed to produce a significant rel.ationship between 

responses and attitudes to moral issues. 

Summaxy 

As far as oan be assessed from the responses of the 

Presbyterian sample, variables related to participation in 

church affairs did not appear to be of importance in the 

holding of attitudes towards moral issues. The only 

variable showLng any significant re~ationship at all was 

church attendance, and on1y two issues were involved. 

Conclusions 

As far as can be assessed from the data analysed, 

neither socia-economio factors, level of participation in 

church affairs, nor attitude towards religious background 

are ~portant deter.minants of the Presbyterian samplets 

attitudes towards issues posing a moral problem. 

v. Al~ALYSIS OF RESPONSES OF THE RO~4AN CATHOLIC SM~PLE 
TO lliIORAL ISSUES PRESENTED t n~ TEm4S OF CERTAn~ 
SELECTED VARIABLES (Chart 5, Appendix H) 

The Roman Catholic sample did not meet the statistical 

requirements for X
2 

analysis. Thus no measure of significant 

differences among variables was possible. However, it is 

of value to consider possible trends in attitudes as 

indicators of areas that might yield fruitful resu1ts in a 

future researoh projeot, and for this reason the cursory 

analysis below has been undertaken. 
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~.J:.ables on R0l.!Y!n....Cath~...sfWU~ to_gY:2.§.t~ 
nsutring a Mor~J2!2uibSla 

Sex (Column A chart.5) 

The most noticeable phenomenon was the high £requenoy 

with which the women rep1ied tldontt know". Examples are 

seen in responses to Q.30 t dealing with attitudes towards the 

poor t Q.31, dealing with the relationship between Chr~stianity 

and great wealtht Q.33(c) dealing with job reservation, 

Q.34(a) dealing with the right to strike, Q.36, dealing with 

detention without trial,. and Q.43, dealing with the principle 

of Group Areas. These ;issues were mainly economic and political 

issues. No differenoe appeard with regard to social issues, 

not even' in the question of the deformed baby (Q.,42) t which 

might have been expected •. 

In Q.55, dealing with raoial segregation in education 

and Q.34(a) dealing with the right to strike, the women were 

more traditional than the men, but in the political issue of 

detention without trial (Q.36), the women were more radical 

than the men. 

(ii) Birthplace (Sea Appendix I) 

Inunigl."ants showed fewer members who t'did not knowt! 

than the South African born members of' the sample with regard 

to minimum wage in relation to different raoial groups, 

(Q..32(d», job reservation,. (Q..3:l(o)}, and the right to striket 

(Q.34(a». Immigrants :felt more guil.ty about the poor (Q.,O) than 

the South African born, and they favoured the introduotion 

of.' a minimum wage more strong.ly. However, the South African 

born were stronger in their support of the right to str£ke t 

and the freedom of the press (Q.47)~ than were the immigrants. 

In the remaining three issues where birthplace seemed to bear 
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a relationship to attitudes the South Afrioan born were 

more traditional than the immigrants. These issues were 

Q.4~ dealing with the deformed baby, Q.51, dealing with 

divoroe and Q.43, dealing with a personfs right to choose 

his place of residence without restriction. The first two 

of these are theological issues, and it could be that South 

Afrioan born Roman Catholios are more traditional than 

European Roman Catholics with regard to such issues. The 

third is of political ~portanoe in South Africa, which 

may aocount for a difference being found between South 

African born and immigrant members of the sample. 

(iii) Age (Column B chart 5) 

The on1y economic issue where age seemed to be of some 

importance was that of the right to strike (Q.34(a», where 

the members of the sample under fifty years of age favoured 

the right more than the older members. They also had a 

higher ttdontt knowtl response than the older members. 

A higher Udontt known response from the younger 

people was found in the attitude towards detention without 

trial (Q.36). Responses to two other politioal questions, 

Q.43, dealing with the right to ohoose onels plaoe of 

residenoe without restriction and Q.47, dealing with the 

freedom of the press, were somewhat contradictory, in that 

older people were more radical than the younger in Q.43 

and more traditional than the younger in Q.471 ]. 

1] 
------------------.... -----.... -------.... --~-------
See G. Lenski (1967): uReligionts Impact on Secular 
Institutions" in J. Brothers (Ed.) Readings in the 
Sociology of Religion, Pergamon Press, London, for 
a disoussion of the finding in a Detroit study that 
Roman Catholio respondents tended to stress Obedience 
rather than initiative. 
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In the two sooial issues where age seemed related 

to responses, the younger people were more radioal than 

the ol.der: Q.42, dealing with the deformed baby, and Q • .52, 

dealing with divorce and children. Both these issues involve 

theological prinoiples of great importance to the Roman 

Catholio Church and the fact that the younger members of 

the sample appeared less traditional in their attitudes 

towards them is an interesting trend. 

(iv) Ocou'Qation (Column C chart 5) 

Professionals seemed to feel less guilt than the 

rest about luxury spending in the ntidst of poverty (Q.30 ), 

and were divided in their attitude towards the minimum wage., 

while the rest of the sample favoured it. These were the 

only economic issues where occupation seemed related to 

responses. With regard to politioal issues, no clear 

pattern emerged. The professionals favoured the qualified 

franchise for all groups while the rest were divided between 

universal adult suffrage and the qualified vote (Q.3S). ~ 

Q • .36 the professionals had far fewer replying trdon't know" 

to the question of detention without trial. Professionals 

seemed to support freedom of the press more than did the 

rest (Q.47), but were more traditional than the rest with 

regard to freedom to choose place of residence (Q.43). 

There was greater consistency in response to social 

issues.' The professionals denied the prinoiple of the 

sanotity o£ human life more than the rest of the sample 

did in Q.39 and Q.42" dealing with capital punishment and 

the defor.med baby, respectively, and they were less traditional 

than the rest with regard to divorce. Most of the sample were 

traditional in their attitude towards racial segregation ~ 
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education (Q.5S), but the professionals showed a more 

radical attitude than the rest. 

( v) Income (Column D chart 5) 

Where income seemed to bear a relationship to 

responses, members of the sample in the three lower inoome 

levels had a more traditional attitude than members in the 

two higher income braokets. Such questions included one 

economic issue, that of job reservation (Q.33(o», two 

political issues, Q.43 and Q.47, dealing with freedom to 

ohoose plaoe of residenoe and freedom of the press, 

respeotively, and four social issues. those of the deformed 

baby, (Q.42), the use of: alooholic liquor (Q • .50), divoroe 

(Q.51) and the issue of racial segregation in education, 

Q.5S). These were expected responses. Q.35, dealing with 

the franohise, produced a more radical response from the 

three lower income levels. This was surprising, but as 

mentioned in section II of this chapter, the response to 

this question was surprising throughout the study, and 

deserves further investigation at some future date. 

(vi) Education (Column E chart 5) 

The members of the sample with an education higher than 

matriculation showed less guilt regarding luxury spending than 

the rest of the sample in Q.)O. They were divided on the issue 

of a minimum wage (Q.32(c», while the members with an 

education of matriou1ation or less favoured it. A radical 

response was reoeived from members with a higher education 

to the issue of job reservation (Q.33(o» and fewer of them 

than those of a lower eduoation replied ttdontt know". The 

right to strike (Q.34(a» revealed no difference between 

sample members of a higher or lower education level, but the 
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lower group had a higher ··don't knowtt response than the 

higher group. 

Those of a lower educational level favoured universal 

adult suffrage more than did the higher level, the post­

school educated group favouring the qualified vote. (Q.35). 

Most rejeoted the present suffrage laws. in the economic 

setting of South Africa, this was a most surprising response. 

Though most members of the Roman Catholic sample rejected 

detention without trial (Q.l6), the lesser eduoated had a 

higher ttdontt knowll response than the rest. 

Members of the sample with an eduoation level of 

matrieu~ation or less were more traditional than the rest of 

the sample with regard to four social issues: Q.42, dealing 

wit~ the defor.med baby, Q.50, dealing with the use of aloohol~e 

liquor, Q.,l dealing with divorce and Q.55. dealing with racial 

segregation in eduoation. 

Summaa 

Generally speaking, differential sooio-eoonomie 

position did not appear to be related to an important 

degree to Roman Catholio responses to questions containing 

a moral issue. Attitudes to five issues only seemed to be 

rel.ated to oertain socio-economic variables. 

B. 

(i) 

The Influence of Certain Variables related to 
.......... ...... ......,....,........ . NWM • ........----- ................ 'dfI· P" 

Part!.2ip~ll2!l-in....Q.Q~2h...§~22!~d Aotiti~t 
~~to A!!itudestow~~-Eelig!2~ BaokBround 

~!!:.. ttHow often do...,.Xou attend ch~eh?tt (Column F 
chart5) ;. 

Three-quarters of the Roman Catholio sample were core 

church attenders. Core members seemed to feel more guilt 

about the poor than the rest (Q.30), and were more radical 

with regard to the right to strike (Q.34(a», but level of 
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churoh attendanoe did not seem to bear a strong relationship 

to any other economio issue. In Q.,,(c) and Q •. :34(o), dealing 

with job reservation and unemployment respeotivelYf the core 

membars of the sample had a higher ttdontt know" response 

than the rest. 

Attendance bore no relation to attitudes towards the 

franohise (ci.3.5), but on two of the other three politioal .. 

issues, i.e. detention without trial, (Q..36) and freedom of 

the press (Q.47), the core members appeared more radical in 

outlook than the rest. With regard to Q.4), dealing with 

freedom of choioe of residence, they were more traditional 

than the rest." This inoonsistency correlates with the similar 

response, found in the analysis of the signifioanoe of occupa-
, 

tion, discussed above. 

As might have been predicted, core attenders upheld the 

principle of the sanctity of human l~e more strongly than 

did the rest, being more radioal than the rest with regard to 

oapital punishment (Q.39), more traditional w~th regard to 

the deformed baby (Q.42), and more traditional with regard 

to divorce (Q.50). The group as a whole was traditional 

towards the issue of raoial segregation in eduoation, Q. • .55, 

but core attenders tended to be more radioal than the rest 

and this group also had a high "no answ-ertl rate. 

(ii) 9.15 tfDo ~a..!s!-nL2!...x2.Y!:..£21igi2YL~W!!i!!!.Q2L~ or 

b,!,!ng:trI oonst£,uetive an..4...m2.!:!!Sing ~-!~er life? 
H:n~!!.L.PlOid~W with no eU!2U..sn you? 
j.iiJ.lep:ative ~!imiting? {ColUmn G chart 5) 

Three-quarters of the Roman Catho1ic swmple believed 

their religious experiences to ha~e been constructive and 

mou1ding their later lives. The rest were divided eve~y between 

those 'tTho regarded their religious experienoes as purely inci-

dental, and··negative and ~imiting. No trends emerged suggesting 
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that this variable might have a bearing on attitudes 

towards moral issues. 

(iii) Q.\!~ "Whi-2;h WDu:t.4...l!:2!!...!!l..J!ere the m2!.t..!an~~w 
!B s¥P~X9u£....moral 0Yl!2~? rrr.Jl!12 Ch~? 
ii -!~~ool? !iiI th!-Yniv~ssit¥ orCol!i8$? 
iv the Famil:y? v Q!s!£§L~y.LSpecifx ••• 
Column H chart 5 

Half the Roman Catholic sample declared that a Christian 

inf1uence had been the strongest or among the strongest 

influences in the shaping of their moral attitudes. Had 

the Roman Catholio sample been adequate, the response to 

Q.30, dealing with attitudes towards poverty, might have 

shown a. significant difference between the ttsaeredlytt and 

the ttsecularlyft oriented, the sacredly oriented feeling more 

guilt about poverty than the seeu1arly oriented. The sacredly 

6riented also supported a minimum wage for people of all 

raoial groups more than did the seoularly oriented (Q.32(d». 

Neither group accepted the prinoiple of 90 or 180 day 

detention without trial (Q.,6), but the sacredly oriented 

group rejeoted it more strongly, and had fewer who did not 

know, than had the secular group. ':Rhe group as a whole 

accepted the principle of divoroe, but the sacredly oriented 

group tended to rejeot it. 

There are indioations, therefore, that on a few issues 

those who look to their religious beliefs as the souroe of 

their moral attitudes differed in attitude from those of a 

oompletely secular orientation. 

(iv) fk.ul!l. It Do .,x.ou or ...s!~..x2.!!...t€!!sL:e!:£!...!!l..'!.2!yptau 
~!!£c1t af":f'!!£!Lli :iIl-l!2m.2a!.L or . men.!.L. ~sooia-
.E:2!l. s I SuttdAf S2la2.21 teiSlhing. runn:!:~..A YOU t!1 
~.t-~~J Column 1: chart 5} 

A quarter ot the Roman Catholic sample were core members 

of voluntary churoh bodies. The figures indioate that with a 

more adequate sample, a signifioant relationship might have 
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emerged between partioipation in voluntary ohuroh affairs 

and attitudes towards the moral prinoiple of the minimum 

wage (Q.j2(c». Core members were lass in favour of the 

minimum wage than the rest of the sample. The sample as 

a whole was strongly radical with regard to the franchise 

issue (Q.3'), but where the core group was divided between 

equal rights for all and equal rights for all civilised 

men, the rest favoured equal rights for all oivilised men 

more strongly. Both groups rejeoted 90-180 day detention 

without trial, but the core group had fewer who did not 

latow, than had the res t • 

SummarY 

Save tor chureh attendance itself, which appeared to 

be related to about a third of th& issues, variables related 

to participation in churoh affairs did not seem to be very 

important in the holding of attitudes towards moral issues. 

Responses to questions 16 and 17(a) indioated a possibility 

that these variables might bQ important with regard to a few 

issues. 

Conclusions 

Apart from a possible relationship between church 

attendanoe and attitudes towards questions Lnvolving a moral 

decision, variables related to socio-economic level, 

partioipation in church affairs and attitudes towards 

religious background did not appear to be important deter­

minants of the Roman Catholio samplets attitudes towards 

issues posing a moral problem. 
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VI:. ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES OF THE SMALL CHURCH GROUPS SAMPLE 

TO MORAL ISSUES PRESENTED, m TERMS OF CERTAIN SELECTED 
VARIABLES (Ohart 6, appendix H) 

The Small Churoh Groups sample did not meet the 

statistical requirements for X2 analysis. Thus no measure of 

signitioant differences among variab1es was possible. However, 

it is of value to consider possible trends in attitudes as 

indioators of areas that might yield fruitful resu1ts in a 

future research projeot, and for this reason the cursory 

analysis below has been undertaken. 

A. 

(i) 

The Possible Influence of Certain Socio-Economio 
___________ , ________ ........ iiioiiWioiiiiiiiOiiii .... 

Var;!&bles ,2!} Smail-Q!l~ GrouR-!7!!Eties to QU,2stions 
regU!£~~~~£!!_Decision 

.§ms (Column A ohart 6) 

It seemed possible that sex might be r$lated to 

responses to question~ containing a moral issue in twelve 

questions presented to the sample. In three eoonomio issues 

and one politioal issue the women tended to reply ttdonft !mow" 

more :trequently than the men, and in two economic and one 

social issue the women were divided while the men were 

radical in attitude. The women were more traditional than 

the men with regard to job reservation (Q.:3:3(e}), freedom 

of the press (Q.47). and the issue ot the deformed baby (Q.42). 

~hey were more radical than the men in their attitude towards 

the franohise (Q.,S) and to capital punishment (Q.39). On 

most issues where sex seemed related to the response the 

women tended to be more traditionally oriented than the men. 

(ii) Language (See Appendix :c) 

Afrikaans-speakers were fairly represented in the 

Sma~l Churoh Groups sample, and in a few issues, language 

appeared to be related to response. Afrikaans-speakers and 
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those speaking both languages at home, felt guilty about 

poverty (Q.30), while the English-speaking group was 

divided in attitude. By oontrast the English-speaking 

group favoured equal pay for equal work (Q.33(a» and the 

right to strike for all racial groups (Q.34(a», while the 

Afrikaans-speaking group did not know on the issue of equal 

pay and rejeoted the right,to strike. No language division 

arose over job reservation (Q.33(o», both sides being 

divided with a large tldontt know" response. Afrikaans­

speakers refused to answer Q.35, dealing with the franoh1se. 

With regard to the freedom of the press (Q.47) the English­

speaking group was divided and the rest rejeoted the principle 

strongly. 

(iii) Age (Column B chart 6) 

The people under fifty years of age appeared to be 

more guilty about poverty than the rest in Q.30, yet where 

the people over fifty supported the principle of a m~um 

wage most strong~y, the younger people were divided (Q.32(c». 

The older seotion of the sample also favoured the application 

of the minimum wage to all racial groups (Q.32(d», where the 

younger group was divided, and they tended to reject job 

reservation (Q.33(c», while the younger group was divided. 

The older people favoured the right to strike, and would 

have it for all racial groups (Q.34(a) and (b», while the 

younger people were divided, and where most favoured state 

responsibility in t~e of unemployment (Q.34(c», the younger 

group had a higher Ildontt lmow" response. Thus, in eoonomio 

issues, the older members of the sample were more radical 

than the younger members. 
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The older members were more radical on political 

issues, too, the younger people being divided between 

reta~ing voting rights for whites only and granting them 

to all oivilised men, wh1le the older group had more 

favouring universal adult suffrage (Q.'5). Both sides 

were against detention without trial (Q.36), but the younger 

seotion had a very large number reporting It don f t knOt'lu. The 
. 

younger people rejected the right to choose place of residenoe 

without restriction, (Q.4J). 

Most would retain capital punishment in principle, in 

Q.:39 t but the older people had more who rejected the princ"iple 

than had the younger seotion of the sampleo The older group 

was more traditional with regard to the moral principle of 

divorce than was the younger group_ 

Thus, apart from their more traditional attitude 

towards divorce, the older members of the Small Church Groups 

sample appeared to be more radioal in outlook than the 

younger members, whioh was an unexpected result, to be 

oommented upon later. 

(iii) Occupation (Column C ohart 6) 

The Small Churoh Groups sample had too few members in the 

oategories "Professionaltt and "Business executive ll to permit 

analysis in terms of these groups and ltthe rest rt , as was done 

in all the other samples oonsidered in the study. For 

analytical purposes, therefore, it was deoided to diohotomise 

the sample l.n terms of ttbusiness executive, professiona~t 

small business and l'll'hi te-collar workersll and "manual workers of 

all grades tt • 

In these terms, occupation seemed to bear a relationship 

to three eoonomic issues, the manual workers feeling more 
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guilty than the rest about poverty (Q.30) yet rejecting the 

minimum wage (Q.32(c)}, and being divided over the right to 

strike while the rest favoured it (Q.j4(a»). This is a 

paternalistio, rather than an ~consistent, response. It 

may also refleot the attitudes of a rather vulnerab~e 

privileged group. 

Despite this, on the three political issues where 

occupation seemed relevant to response, the manual workers 

'IITere more radical than the rest, tending to favour universal 

adult suffrage (Q.3S) whi~e the rest favoured granting equal 

voting rights to all civilised men, and tending to rejeot 

detention without trial (Q.)6) while most of' the others 

replied "don't known. Most of the sample rejected freedom of 

the press (Q.47), but manual workers were represented more 

strongly than the rest in the group that upheld freedom of' the 

press. 

Slightly more manual workers than others rejected 

capital punishment (Q.39), and acoepted the principle of 

discretion being given to medical personnel in the case of 

the badly deformed baby (Q.42), but they were divided over 

the moral permissibility of divorce while the rest accepted 

it, (Q~Sl). 

Basically, manual workers were more radical than the 

rest on most issues where oooupation seemed to be relevant 

at all, but the differences between the groups were not great. 

(i v ) Income (Col WlUl D chart 6) 

On account of the generally lower income of the Small 

Church Groups sample oompared with the other ohurch samples, 

for analysis purposes the five income levels were divided into 

the two lower and three higher groups; (as against the three 

lower and two higher of the other samples). 
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Income seemed to be related to attitudes towards 

five eoonomio issues. People of the three higher income 

groups felt more guilt about poverty (Q.30) than the rest. 

yet were divided over the prinoiple of the minimum wage 

while the lower income members of the sample accepted the 

prinoiple of the minimum wage (Q.32(o». The upper seotion 

were also less in favour of inoluding all raoial groups in 

the minimum wage than were" the rest (Q.32(d». Yet despite 

a high "don't know" response, they rejected job reservation 

more strongly than did the lower inoome group in Q.33(c). 

The ~ower inoome group accepted the right to strike more 

readily than the upper group did, but were divided 

over extending it to all racial groups (Q.34(a) and (b». 

The upper group favoured including all people in the right to 

strike if it were admitted at all. Most acoepted state 

responsibility in unemployment {Q.34(c», but there were 

more who did not know in the upper than the lower group. 

On political issues, as on economio issues, the upper 

group was more traditional than the rest. On' the franchise 

issue (Q.35) they were divided while the lower group leaned 

towards the radical side. They accepted detention without 

trial more readily than the rest, but both sides had many 

who did not knbw (Q.36). Upper ineome members of the sample 

tended to rejeot freedom of choice in residential area, and 

also tended to reject freedom of the press, more strongly . 

than did the rest, in Q.43 and Q.47e 

Most members of the sample acoepted the pr~oiple of 

capital punishment in Q.39, the majority of those rejecting it 

cOming from the upper income level. Consistently, the upper 

income group rejeoted most strongly the prinoiple of discretion 

being given in the case of the deformed baby (Q.42), while 
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the 1.ower group was divided. The upper level tended to 

accept divorce in principle, while members of the 10wer 

level were divided (Q.51). Thus, no clear pattern emerges 

with regard to social issues. 

It might be suggested that the rising material 

fortunes of the upper income levels tends to make members 

of the sample in that category more conservative in outlook 

than the 10wer levels, who are under less pressure to conform 

to the external societal no~s. 

(v) Education (Column E chart 6) 

Again, on account of a generally lower educ~tional 

level in the Sma11 Church Groups sample as compared with the 

other ohuroh groups studied, the Small Churoh Groups sample 

was divided differently for analytical purposes from the 

other church groups. They were divided into those with an 

education above the statutory minimum 1eve1, i.e. above 

Junior Certificate, and those with an education up to and 

inoluding the statutory mdnimum level. 

Eduoation seemed relevant to several eoonomic issues. 

Where the three upper inoome levels felt more guilt about 

poverty, it was members ot the lower educational levels who 

felt more guilt (Q.30). The probable explanation of this 

apparently inoonsistent response is that the younger people, 

less established finanoially, are likely to be the better· 

educated, and it is possible that this indicates an upwardly 

mobile group. The conservatism of the upper inoome group 

possibly relates to this phenomenon, too. 

Most agreed on the moral olaim for a minimum wage, 

in Q.32(c), but the better educated had more members who did 

not know than had the rest. The lesser eduoated were s1ightly 
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more in favour of equal pay for equal work than the rest, 

and were more in favour of state responsibility in 

unemployment (Q~33(a) and ,4(0». The upper group, however, 

were more in favour of t~e right to strike than the rest, 

(Q.,,34(a». It is difficult to see any trend arising from 

these findings. 

The position was clearer with regard to politioal issues. 

The better eduoated were clearly more traditional than the 

rest with regard to the franohise question (Q.3S), detention 

without trial (Q.36) and the freedom of the press (Q.47), 

holding to votes for IIwhites only", accepting detention 

without trial (though with a high "dontt know" rate for the 

sample as a whole), and rejeoting freedom of the press. 

Capital punishment, (Q.39), was aocepted by most. 

The lower group, however, had. more members rejecting it than 

had the higher educated group. Inoonsistently, the better 

eduoated group rejected disoretion being allowed the medical 

profession in the case of a badly deformed baby more strongly 

than did the rest in Q.42. However, in the ease of divorce 

(Q.51) the better eduoated accepted the moral principle 

involved, leaving the lower group divided. 

Summap: 

Socio-eoonomic variables seemed to p1ay a part in the 

holding of attitudes to many of the issues presented to the 

Small Church Groups sample. Sex, language and age a.ppeared 

to be related to at least half of the issues. Occupation did 

not seem to be important, but income and education were. 

Women, Afrikaans-speakers, younger people, higher inoome 

group members and the better educated tended to be traditional 
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in out1ook. Bearing in mind the likelihood that many of the 

Small Church Groups members are upwardly mobile, and conse­

quently are likely to feel under pressure to conform to 

sooietal norms in their bid for a status Qf "respectability", 

this finding is not unexpected. 

B .. 

(i) 

The Influence of Certain Variables related to 
PariiCIpa tion...!!!...ChU£2i.§.!.rii:ies and AoU vi ti2.L,ans....1P.... 
atti tugQ,~ tow9;rds Rcili~ious Baokground 

SL..!!! tlHow o:t1!n d2-..'tau attend churoh?tl (Column F 
ohart 6) . 

In questions where the response of the Small Church 

Groups sample was divided, church attendance is unl1kely 

to be a signifioant variable, since 85 per cent of the Small 

Church Groups sample attended church at least once a week, 

i.e. were core members. However, where attitudes cohered 

on an issue, it is possible that church attendance might be 

a significant variabl.e. On two issues only lrJ'as the a tti tude 

un1ted: on Q.SO, dealing with the use of aloohol and Q.54, 

dealing with equal aocess to every type and level ot education 

for all. 

(i1) 

The remarks made in paragraph (1) above, dealing with 

church attendance, apply equally to ~his variable, since 94 

per cent of the sample looked on their religious experienoes as 

constructive and mou1ding in later life. 

(iii) Q.~6 "Which would xou sai were the most infl~ntial 
in s~!ning your moral outlook? rrr:~!-QB~~l 
1i .t~e~ S2h.<?Q...~hH.iITU!!:!....universi:!il: or COlle;:-t 
iv ·~L~ly? v Others?"3Please §.2~iii ••• J 

Column Ii chart 6 

~nule those who gave a theologioal response to this 

question, or a response including both the theological and 
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secu1ar, were fewer than those who claimed core membership 

or declared their religious experienoes to have been 

constructive and mou1ding in later life, the proportion, 

at 75 per oent, was very high. 

Five issues appeared to be related to this variable. 

The theologically oriented felt more guilt about poverty than 

the rest (Q.30); were divided in attitude towards the minimum 

wage while the rest favoured it (Q.32(c»; were divided over 

the moral acceptability of the right to strike while the rest 

were more in favour ot it, (Q.,4(a); and they were divided 

on the issue of divorce while the rest were more tolerant 

of divoroe (Q.51). In the question of the defo~ed baby, 

(Q.42), those of a theolog~cal orientation rejeoted the 

proposition more strongly than the rest. Thus t at least as 

far as these few issues reveal it, the theologioally oriented 

group was more traditional in outlook than the secularly 

oriented group. 

(iii) Q.IZW....!!!2-l:.2.u or did YOU t~~[!..!:t!.-Y.2~!!Z 
.2!!!![2!L~:tW~? (e.g. womenls or men.~~2.2.!.!!i2!l!!.' 
Sw.'lday SchQ.2~achi~t running a Y2.!!~....2l:Y~...2.:E.s. 
(Colunm I chart6) 

As in Q~16 above, membership of voluntary church 

assooiations seemed to bear a relationship to five issues 

only. As in Q.16, core members appeared to fee1 more guilt 

about poverty than the rest of the sample did (Q.30). Core 

members were divided while the rest of the sample were more 

in favour of equal pay tor equal work for all raoial groups 

(Q.3J(a», and the reoognition of the right to strike (Q.34(a». 

With regard to the right to strike in relation to raoial group. 

the core group tended to rejeot the prinoiple of the right to 

strike, while the rest favoured its extension to all racial 

groups. 



.-' 

f; 

~~ 

- 142 -

Though the sample as a whole acoepted capital 

punishment in principle (Q.'9), the oore group was divided 

between retaining capital: punishment for murde'r onl.y and 

retaining it for all three listed crimes, while the rest 

strongly favoured the retention of the sta~s guo. Yet the 

few who believed capital punishment shO'u1d be abolished also 

fe~l into the latter category. The overwhelming majority 

believed in the moral acceptability of racial segregation in 

education, but a quarter of the core group refused to answer 

the question., This was a most 1nteresting response. 

Summan 

Since the Small Church Groups sample cohered strongly 

in response to Q.1.4 and 15, yet did not cohere in attitude to' 

most of the issues pres.entad, it is unlikely that either 

church attendanoe or attitude towards religious background 

are important faotors in forming attitudes to moral issues. 

Responses to Q.16 and 17(a) seemed related to five issues 

on1y - not suffioient to indicate a really significant influence. 

It would seem, therefore, that partioipation in ohurch affairs 

and attitudes towards religious background are not important 

variables in the holding of attitudes towards moral issues t 

in the life of the Sma11 Church Groups sample. 

Cono1usions 

Socio-eoonomic position appears to be related to the 

responses of the members of the Small Church Groups sample to 

questions posing a moral problem. Their level of partioipation in 

ohuroh affairs and attitude towards religious background do nott 

however, seem very important in this regard. 

This is an interesting f~ding in view of the importance 

attached to their religion by the sample members. The Small 

Church Groups merit fu11er study. 
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SECTION E 

COMPARISON OF DIFFERENCES AND SIMJ:LARITIES IN 
ATTITUDES TOWARDS MORAL ISSUES. FOUND AMONG 

THE SEVERAL CHURCH GROUPS 

CHAPl'ER SIX 

DESCRJ:Pl'IVE MEASUREMENT OF DIFFERENCES AND 
SIMILARITIES IN ATTITUDES TOlrl.ARDS MORAL 

ISSUES FOUND Al~ONG THE SEVER.A.L 
CHUROH GROUPS , ________ ... ____________________________ ~.~_.~ __ ~_. __ .m ______ _ 

This ohapter is ooncerned with the oomparison of the 

responses of the various church groups to the questions 

asked. To faoilitate this, a series of bar charts was 

drawn up displaying graphically the relationship between 

the response of each ohuroh and those o~ the others. These 

charts are found in appendix F , and relate to the models 

of Section C. 

To every response there were at least four dimensions. 

The respondent giving a negative rep~y did not ehoose an 

alternative that me:.t.'ely laoked certain oomponents of the 

positive response; the one who repli.ed "don't know" had a 

different quality in his response from the one who refused 

to answer. it is extremely complicated to undertake oom-

parative ana1ysesof every response in favour of a proposition, 

every response against itt every ttdon" t latowtt and every 

refusa1 to answer. Sinoe the £actor about whioh most is 

known is the positive response it was decided to extraot 

this and to compare the groups in terms of their positive 

responses. rn this way the compl.exities of' multi-dimensional 

analysis were avoided, and the purpose of the present ohapter 

was sti11 served. 



~, 

~ 

- 144 -

~ most CQees the positive response was the radical 

response. In three questions, however, the positive response 

was the traditional response. In these cases the negative was 
used in order to retain oonsistency in the desoriptions. The 

three issues invo1ved were ~.33(c) dealing with job reserva­

tion, Q.36, dealing with detention without trial, and Q.S', 

dealing with racial segregation in education. 

~ two questions, Q.35, dealing with the franohise, 

and ~.39, dealing with capital punishment, there were five 

possibJ.e responses. :It was decided in these cases to compare 

each group in te~s of the number of respondents who positive1y 

rejeoted the status guo. in the case of Q.35 this included 

al.l who would amend the franchise laws, and in Q. 39, all who 

would amend the laws relating to capital pWlishment. 

Q.50, dealing with the use of alooho~ic liquor, being 

a cumulative seal.e, fell into a unique category and a special 

graph was drawn for this question. 

For certain purposes it may be desired to oompare 

responses of a speoific group to several issues. To facilitate 

this the bar oharts were drawn in alphabetical order of ohurches. 

For other purposes a rank order may be preferable, and the 

same charts were, therefore, redrawn in rank order. 

A study of the charts reveals two major points: 

A. On many issues the churohes were divided severely 

with~ themselves in attitude and opinion in 

respect of questions presenting an issue of 

public morality. 

B. On many issues there was a differenoe of stand-

point between the churChes when compared with 

eaoh other on ethioal and moral issues. 



- 14.5 -

Analysis of responses in terms of these two points 

will reveal the information required for test~g the 

hypotheses set up in this thesis.. The bar charts of appendix F 

should be consul. ted •. 

Point A 

To discover whether or not a ohurch was divided within 

itself on· an issue, and the degree to which this occurred, 

a method of measur~g variability of values was required. 

No accepted procedure eould be found, and, equally, no way 

of avoiding a decision as to when a group was showing internal 

variability seemed possible. In the assessment of degrees of 

internal dissonance or assonance the "don't known and "no 

answer" rates were important, too. 

To permit the development of a method of measuring 

variability of values two assumptions were made: 

(a) that with respect to any issue a minority response 

of 20 per cent or more of a group oan wield 1nfluence in a 

group; 

(b) that a tldonft known and fino answer" rate of' up to 

10 per cent may be expected in any question dea~ing with an 

intelleotually difficult, controversial or emotionally-laden 

issue, such a response not indi~ating dissonance in the group. 

Nearly all the questions asked were intelleotually diffio~t, 

oontroversial or emotionally-laden. 

In terms of' the above two a.ssumptions., fldontt lmowt! and 

Uno answer" per centage points in exoess of 10 per oent should 

be trucen into acoount in assessing the level of assonanoe or 

dissonance in ~y response to an issue. 
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Thus. assonanoe in a group is indicated where:-

(i) the positive response measures 80 per oent of 

the group, or more; 

(ii) the positive response measures 10 per oent of 

the group or more, provided that the sum of the 

positive response and the tldontt known and "no 

answer" rate reaches 80 per cent: 

(iii) the positive response measures less than 20 per 

cent t and provided that the Sunl of the positive 

response and the 'Udon1t knOt'i d and uno answer" 

rate does not exceed 30 per cent of the groupo 

In order to assess the levels of assonance in the 

several groups a list of the positive scores, in percentage 

pOints, abstraoted from the frequency oharts of appendix G 

was drawn up in respeot of' seventeen issues. nDon't knowtt 

and uno answer" scores, also in peroentage points, were 

abstracted fro~ the frequenoy charts as required. All these 

scores are recorded in Table 2 below. 

On more than half of the issues all the ohurches showed 

internal dissonal'l.oe t in terms of' the criteria used. This 

indioates that in the flseoondarytf basis of' religious life. 

the ethical level, there appears to be a wide range of 

variation in attitudes held within the churohes~ 

Point B 

Differential churoh affiliation may affect the holding 

of ~~ attitude or opinion where one of' the following three 

points holds: 

1.. Where several groups, identifiable by C0.111raOn church 

membership, show inter.nal assonance on an issue, but in 

different directions. 
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2. Where a group, identifiable by oommon churoh 

membership, coheres on an issue, and members of other 

churohes do not, one may assume that the first group is 

influenced by its church affiliation, despite the absenoe 

of any offioia1 ohuroh policy on the issue. 

3. vT.nere all the groups show internal dissonance with 

regard to an issue, yet differ markedly from each other 

in the size of the positive responses. 

It ,nay be seen from Table 2 above that no group ulet 

the conditions of the first of these three points, since 

in the only issue where all groups showed internal 

assonance (i.e. Q.S4, examining respondentst attitudes to 

raoe and education), all groups held the s~ne attitude. 

Several groups met the conditions for the second 

point. The Anglioan sample was the only group to show 

internal assonanoe on Q.,2(d), dealir~ with the application 

of the minimum wage for al~ raoial groups, Q.'3(c), dealing 

~dth the justifiability of job reservation (th9ugh the 

Presbyterians came near to achieving internal assonance on 

this issue), Q.34(b), dealing with the right to strike and 

colour, Q.:36, dealing with detention rlthout tria1~. 

(though the Presbyteri~l and Dutch Reformed samples near1y 

achieved it, the Presbyterians in support of the Anglicans 

and the Dutch Refonned against them), and Q.43, dealing 

with residential freedom. The Roman Catholic samp1e was 

the on1y one which showed internal assonance on Q.33(a), 

dealing with equal pay for equal work for all raoial groups; 

all other groups showed serious internal disson~40~ The 

Iiethodists were the only sample showing internal assonanoe 

on Q..34(c)., dee.ling "rith the 4 Stnte i s responsibil.i.ty ill 

unemp1oyment. though the Dutch Re~or.med and Roman Catholio 
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groups came near to it, both b.eing in the same direotion as 

the Methodists. ,The rest showed a degree of dissonance, 

but most attitudes tended to be positive rather than negative 

in this issue. The Dutoh Reformed sample was the only sample 

showing internal assonance on Q.47, dealing, wtth the freedom 

of the press. The Dutch Reformed sample waa strongly against 

the prinoiple of the freedom of the press while the other 

groups were seveTe1y divided on the issue. Anglicans, 

Methodists, Presbyterians and Roman Catholics showed 

internal assonance and mutual support in Q.l5, dea~ing with 

the extension of' the franchise. The remaining two'groups, 

Dutch Reformed and Small Church Groups, showed serious 

internal dissonanoe. All. save the Anglican sampJ.e showed 

strong internal assonance and mutual agreement on Q.55, 

dealing 'With racial segregation in education. The 

Anglioans showed dissonance. Though none of' the groups 

aohieved ~ter.na1 assonance in their attitude to oapita1 

punishment in Q.'9, the Anglicans came olose to it. The 

Anglioan, Methodist and Presbyterian samples adopted the 

same'oohesiv$ attitude to Q.51, dealing with divorce. 

The Dutoh Ref'ormed, Roman Catholio and Stnal.l Church Group 

samples, who tended to be conservative on theologioal 

issues, showed dissonance on this question, which was not 

surprising. 

Turning to the third point, i.e. that differential . 

ohuroh affiliation may affect the hold~g of an attitude 

or opinion where all the groups shm~ internal dissonance 

with regard to an issue yet differ markedly from eaoh other 

in the size of the positive response, it was found that 

internal dissonance was present throughout the groups 

in their responses to Q.30, dealing with the ,poor, Q.32(c), 
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dealing with the minim~~ wage, ·Q.34(a) dealing with the 

right to strike, and Q.42 t dealing with the deformed baby_ 

In the last-named issue the Small Church Groups croue near 

to aohieving assonance. 

The groups differed considerably among themselves with 

regard to Q.,O, dealing with the poor, the Anglicans and 

Small Church Group samples coming muoh closer to internal 

1]" assonance than the rest·. In Q.32(o), dealing with the 

minimum wage, all but the Small Churoh Groups, though showing 

~ter.nal dissonanoe, tended to be positive in orientation. 

The latter group was severely divided. All the groups were 

severely divided with regard to Q.34(a), dealing with the 

right to strike, the Anglicans favo~~ing the prinoiple only 

a little more than the rest. Differential ohurch affiliation 

does not appear to bear a real relationship to responses to 

this issue. In Q.42, deal~g with the deformed baby, the 

Rom~ Catholio and Small Churoh Groups were olearly more 

against the principle of allowing the baby to die than were 

the rest, though no group showed internal asson~oe on the 

issue. Though these two groups are at opposite ends of most 

theological continua, in this issue they both tend towards 

fundamentalism, possibly because of the theological 

prinoiple of the sanctity of human life. 

The study indicates that difference in church member-

ship does have a positive effect on the secondary, or 

ethical, basis of religious life. 

It must be borne in mind that the responses desoribed 

and compared above include the attitudes of all members of 

,--- ------.-------.... ~~~~---- ,---_ ... _--------
1] It is interesting that the AngliCan sample had the 

highest socio-eoonomio position and the Small Church 
Groups the lowest, among the samples. 
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the samples, regardless of possible differences among them 

in depth of oommitment to Christianity or to a particular 

church, or due to differences in sooio-eoonomic position. 

That sooio-eoonomio variables, and variables related to 

ohuroh partioipation may be important influenoes in shaping 

attitudes is olear, and these are discussed in the following 

chapter. 
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CHAPrER SEVEN 

EVALUATION OF THE INFLUENCE OF SELECTED SOCIO­
ECONOMIC AND THEOLOGICAL VARIABLES ON MORAJ.I 

ATTITUDES OF MEMBERS OF DIFFER:ING 
CliURCH GROUPS 

A. §2oio-Eeon~ Variab1es (c.f. summaries of Sections C 
and D) 

There were not very great socio-eoonomic differences 

between and within the church groups. The Anglicans had the 

highest socio-economic position. the Small Church Groups the 

lowest, and the Dutch Refor.med, Methodist, Presbyterian and 

Roman Catholic samples shared a more or less equal middle-

class status. The Smal~ Church Groups and Roman Catho~ics 

showed the greatest internal socio-economic variability. 

The fact that the Ang~icans. with the highest socio-

economic position, are the most radical in their attitudes 

on social issues, and the Small Church Groups, who hav~ the 

lowest sooio-economic position, are conservative, tends to 

create the impression that there is a positive relationship 

between moral attitudes and sooio-eoonomio status. This, 

however, is misleading, since Dutch Reformed sample members. 

with a middle-class sooio-economic position much the same as 

that of the Roman Catholic, Methodist ro~d Presbyterian 

samples, are the most conservative in their moral attitudes -

more so than the Snta.ll. Church Groups. The Roman Catholics 

are aLmost as radical as the Anglicans, and the Methodists 

and Presbyterians tend towards radicalism. 

If the sooio-eoonomic level of respondents was an 

important oomplex of variables in the study, the more 

homogeneous a group sooio-eoonomically, the more cohesive 
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would have been its responses to moral issues. The Anglican, 

Dutoh Reformed, Methodist and Presbyterian responses should 

have been more oohesive than those of the Roman Oatholio 

and Small Church Groups if this were so. Study of the charts 

of appendix F, however, reveals that these groups did S21 

oohere in their attitudes to most issues. 

The Small Ohurch ~roups alone showed significant 

internal differences in the socio-economic status of members. 

Analysis of the responses ot members of' the Small Ohurch 

Groups sample showed an interesting tendency. Younger 

people, people with higher inoomes and education, women, 

and Afrikaans-speakers tended to be more traditional in 

outlook than the older, poorer, less educated, male and 

English-speaking members.. The traditionalism of women and 

Afrikaans-speakers may be expeoted, that of the younger, 

higher inoome,. and better eduoated is unexpeoted. This may 

be due to a desire by a 1ow-status minority group for 

identification with the countryts ttpower elite tt • 

B. TheolQ&!.cal Variables (0 .• of. summaries of Sections C 
-- -- and n) 

For the purposes of this study we shall classify 

under "theological variables" attendanoe at church servioes 

and participation in special church associations suoh as 

prayer meeting or Sunday Sohool, and the signifioanoe of 

the teaching ot the ohurch in the life of the individual as 

reflected in responses to Q.15 "Do you think of your 

religious experiences as being constructive and moul.ding 

in later life? purely incidental with no effect on you? 

negative and limiting?" and Q..16 n~Jhich would you say were 

the most 'influential in shaping your moral outlook? 
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the Churoh? the School? the University or College? the 

Family? Others? (please specify ••• )" 

In the Dutch Reformed, Presbyterian and Small Church 

Group samples, level of participation ~n church affairs did 

a2! appear to be related to attitudes towards moral issues. 

In the Anglican sample the relation appears limited to 

theological issues suoh as divorce and the s~ctity of 

human life. In the case of the Methodist and Roman 

Catholic responses, level of churoh attendanoe tended to 

exeroise some influence, being related to aboUf ~ third of 

the moral issues presented. 

The analysiS tends to show that there is no relationsh~9 

between attitudes to social issues and a member's active 

involvement in the church, either within a Church or between 

different church groups. 

The Presbyterian and Small Church Group samples were 

the only two groups found to be at all active in church 
, VI ..... 

affairs over and above formal services. The, Sm~l ,e.~'7r51h 
:,,,f~\~ 'i~';·: , 

Groups tended to be conservative in their responfJ:o.'!;~~ moral . '.:. .. 

issues and the Presbyterians tended to be radical. The 

other four groups, while similar in their level of partici-

patton in church aotivities, reflected different attitudes 

to moral.i.ssues. 

Of the two composite factors, the socio-economic and 

the theological, it may be suggested that the first probablt 

has a oloser relationship to mo'r'all 'attl~ud\e'sl, ,'ai~ ~;\l;~It~ tri 
.... " I" 

be indicated ~ tfti e:as'e of the Angl.icans and the internal 

variations w~thin the Small Church Groups sample. The 

absence of any true relationship between these two variables 

and moral attitudes may, however, be due to the faot that 
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they have been chosen at random, and that they have been 

studied in isolation. They may well be exeroising an 

important influenoe if taken compositely with other 

variables'. On the other hand. it may be suggested that 

the significant variable very probably lies outside both 

the economic and the theological, and is probably of a 

more direct political or cultural nature • 
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SECTION F -- --
CHAPrER EIGHT 

INTERPRETA.TION AND INFERENCES --- ----
Waoh stressed the importanoe of "the tremendous 

fomenting and integrating"power possessed by religiOnu1]. 

Other writers2 ) maintain that the Sociology of Re~igion should 

study "the ways in whioh contemporary religious behaviour and 

even content are socially determinedn • Yinger would oombine 

both approaches, concluding that ttthe Sociology of Religion is 

••• the soientifio study of the ways in which sooiety, culture 

and personality influenoe religion ••• and, oppositely. it 

is the study of the ways in whioh religion affects sooiety, 

oulture and persona1ity - the processes of sooial conservation 

and sooial change, the structure of normative systems. the 

satisfaction or frustration of personality needs, etc.":}]. 

While Yinger is right, the soale of the present study 

preoluded concern with the ~fluence of the no~ative system 

on the religious system, and attention was fooused on the 

influenoe of certain oharacteristios of the religious system 

on oertain aspects of the social system, following the 

orientation of Wach, Weber, Troeltsch and Durkheim. 

lJ 

2] 

3] 

J. Wach, Sociology of Religion, Kegan Paul, London, 
1947, p.6 

See J. Brothers (ed) B!!:dings in t4!....§2.2!.21ogy of' 
Religion, Pergamon Press, London, 1967. p.33 ff. 

J. M. Yinger, ReligionJ-§.2g!!!Y and..,!he In'i.:i::!idua1, 
Maomillan, N.Y •• 1957. p.20 ff. 
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Xt may be argued that intrinsioally ethics and morals 

are not an essential aspect of religion: that an ~dividua1 

may hold certain beliefs about spiritual life without being 

partioularly ethical or moral in his earthly l~fe, and, 

conversely, an indiVidual may lead a high1y moral life 

without claiming any religious belie£. Yet the relation-

ship between re1igion and ethics is, nonethe1ess, very close 

when practioal issues are·under consideratidn. Whenever 

a moral issue is raised organised religion is expeoted to 

pronounce on it, and religious groups are expected to uphold 

the behaviour or attitude deemed to be morally ttrtght tt • At 

the personal level ttChristian oonsoienoe'" is invariably 

appealed to in vlestern society. At the praotical. level, 

therefore, religion is concerned wi th the moral life of' 

the individual and grouP. and for re1igious people and groups 

ooncer.n with moral issues is part of religious 11£e. 

The present study investigated the secondary basis 

of ori.entation. of the ohurches, i.e. the ethioal system, 

setting up the following hypotheses: 

1. That within the specific Churoh members will 
vary in the ethioal attitudes and standards 
they hold; 

2. ~hat despite variations among members within 
a church when different churches are compared 
the ethical attitudes of: one church group may 
be identifiable from those of another; 

3. 'That the variations in ethical. orientation 
between the several church memberships results 
in a fragmented (and hence ineffectual) stand 
by the Ohristian Ohuroh as a whole, when oon­
fronted by controversial moral issues in social 
life. 

It is olear from the models of' Seotion 0, the charts 

of appendixF and the surmttary of Table2 p.147 that there 

is a wide range of variation in attitudes held with±n the 
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ohurches. The first hYPbtliesis appears to h61d. Not one 

of the s~ples studied sho~ed !nter.nal aS$OfianCe on even 

half of the moral issues presented. The Anglican sample 

showed inter.nal assonance on almost half of the issues, 

which was considerably higher than any other group, but 

even in this case the range of v~riatian was wide on many 

issues. 

:rt is further maintained that tl1e fi.ndings indicate 

that while all Christian groups aocept oertain basic 

theological standpoints and carry. out certain basic acts 

in common (even though the rituals may differ). the'several 

samples differed considerably from each other in the atti­

tudes expressed towards ethical and moral issues. (Hypo-

/thesis No.2) 

The bar charts of appendix!' rev:ea1 that on almost 

every economic issue, clearly on every political issue, and 

on most social issues presented, the Ang1ican sample was 

obviously more redioal ~ out1ook th~ any other group_ 

Conversely', on most issues, though not nearly to the 

same extent, the Dutch Reformed sample and Small. Church 

Groups samp1e were the most traditional in outlook. On 

all five political issues the putah Refor.med sample Yery 

clearly held the most traditional attitude. 

Where questions 'of private morality were invo~ved,w 

particularly Q.SO, dealing with the use of alcoholic 

liquor, and Q.,51. dealing with divorce. the Sma11 Church 

Groups were clearly the most traditional. Possibly these 

groups are less conoer.ned with issues of public morality 

~d more concerned with issues of private morality than 
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are the other samples1]. 

On most issues the Methodist and Presbyterian samples 

fell round about the mean of the Ohristian Group as a whole. 

Both of these samples were middle-class - not as sooio­

economically established as the Anglicans, not as upwardly 

mobile as the Dutch Reformed and. Small Church Groups *"' The 

fairly high "don't knowtl response to most questions could 

~dioate that the issues have been the subject of disoussion 

and argument among the church members. However, where a 

group is severely divided, with a low tldon"t know" and uno 

answertt rate. severe oonflict is likely to be present, and on 

most issues this does not appear to be the case lfi th the 

Methodist or Presbyterian samples. 

The Roman Catholic responses were interesting. Ro~ 

Oatholic respondents tended to be radical rather than 

tradi tiona! (though not as radi.cal. as the Anglicans), but 

on issues closely related to theologioal beliefs, they were 

more traditional than most groups. They were further from 

the me~ of the Christian Group than were the Methodist or 

Presbyterian samples. 

The data above provides suf£ioient evidence to 

indioate that the second hypothesis holds. i.e. t'That 

despite variations among members within a churoh,when 

different churohes are compared the ethical attitudes of 

one churoh group may be i.dentifiable from those of' another.". 

Section D of the thesis ~troduoed an analysis of the 

possible influence of certain socio-economic variables and 

- ----- - ------
1] Oertain questions of private morality were asked in 

the study but were left for future analysis when the 
scope of the study was reduoed. This would be a point 
worth pursuing in a future research. 
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variables related to partioipation in churoh affairs, on 

the attitudes held towards moral issues by different 

individuals and groups, and any conclusions drawn in this 

report shou1d be drawn with :Seotion D in mind. The $ummar~~#s 

of the parts ot Section D reveal that in most issues socio­

economic differences within a group, and ditferenees in 

t~e level of participation ot members in church affairs did 

not produce many significant differences in response to 

questions. Though a more detailed study of the extent to 

which certain sooio-econotnio variables 'and variables related 

to partiCipation in churCh affairs affect attitudes towards 

moral issues might expla~ some of the difterences found 

between the ehurches, it is nonetheless valid to say that 

4ifferences in ethical and mora1 attitudes are found among 

the'several groups studied. 

The press and the general public talk about tt'l'he 

Church", and when a Christian speaker expresses his views, 

his particular attitudes and values are generally taken as 

reflecting those of' tt'lbe Churchtl • The present study has 

ShOlm, olearly that there is no unified UChristian attitude" 

towards ethical and moral issues in practice. A fragmented 

stand by ttThe Church" on ethical and moral issues is thus 

not surprising, and the third hypothesis also holds, "Viz. 

"that variations ~ ethioal orientation between the several 

church memberships results in a fragmented stand by the 

Ohristi~ Ohurch as a whole when confronted by contro­

Versial moral issues in social. 1i:fe!' 

However, comparison of the responses of the groups 

studied with those of a samp1e of the non-church public may 

indicate that there is an overall diff$rence in attitudes 
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towards moral issues between those who are members of a 

Christian ohurch and those who are not. The necessarily 

limited scope of the present study precluded investigation 

of this ~teresting aspect of the subject. 

Further, the present study has not isolated the 

"committed tl Christian: the questions asked have related 

purely to partioipation and to general positive or 

negative orientation towards the church. Should it be 

possible to design a s.tudy that differentiates between the 

nominal Christian and the committed Christian interesting 

findings may be revealed with regard to the relationship 

between Christianity and stands on ethical and moral issues. 

This study has demonstrated what it set out to 

demonstrate. Evidenoe has been found ~ support of all 

three hypotheses. Together these uphold the thesis that 

the oontroversyand dilemma that faced Maurice, Ludlow, 

Kingsley and their supporters in nineteenth century England 

remains unsettled today. They saw ethical. and moral. wrongs 

perpetrated and tried to "apply Christianitytl. They were not 

supported by the majority of Christian people, nor by the 

organised churches, though they appealed to nChristian 

consoience ft • The findings of' the present study indicate 

that at the ftsecondary level lt of' ethical and mora1 standards 

there is no olear "Christian ethic" and Ohristian individuals 

and groups are ltkely to con~inue in their divergent atti-

tudes towards moral issues. 
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APPENDIX A 

THE INTERVIEW' SCHEDULE. AND ACKNO'tolLEDGEMENT OF 
QUESTiONS. DRJ.~lN FROM PUBLJ:SHED RESEARCH REPORTS 

Ao~~owledgement is given below to writers of 

research reports whose ideas stimulated the asking of 

specific questions in the present study, or whose aotual 

questions were used in the present study. 

s. Rettig and B. Pasamanich: ftChanges in Moral Values 

among College Students: A faotorial studytt, American 

Sociological ReView, Vol.24, 1959, p.8S6. 

(i) Q.42 ltIs it pennissibl.e for a doctor to allow a 
badly deformed baby to die when he ooul.d 
save its life but not cure its deformity?" 

This question was taken over unohanged. rn the 

original study respondents were asked to rate their answers 

on a lO-point scale of' approval-disapproval of the aot 
, 

described: itA doctor allowing a badly deformed baby to 

die ""hen he cou1d save its life but not cure its deformi tylt • 

(ii) The following seven questions of the present study 

were stimulated by Rettig and Pasamanichts ideas: 

Q.32(b) Charging interest above a fair rate when 
lending money. 

Q.32(c} A prosperous industry paying workers less 
than a living wage. 

Q.33(b) A strong oomraercial ooncern selling below 
cost to crowd out a weaker oompetitor. 

Q.'7 Refus~ to bear arms in a war one believes 
to be unjust. 

Q.53 Betting on horse races. 

Q.S6 Girls smok1ng oigarettes, using profane 
or blasphemous speech. 
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tr.s. Salisbury: "Religion and Seoularisation", Sooial 

Forces, Vol.,6, No.3, 1958. 

Q.15 of the present study was taken over from 

Salisbury's study with slightly ohanged wOl~ing: "As 

you look back on your childhood was your religious 

training oonstructive and positive, inoidental, negative 

and frustrating, no answer?tt 

B.H. Stoodley: "Normative Attitudes of' Filipino Youth 

Compared with German and Amerioan Youth It , Amerioan 

Journal of Sooiology, October 1957. 

Questions incorporated unchanged in the present 

study: 

Q..44 tt't'lhioh of these boys are in your opinion 
the worst: 
(a) the boy who tyrannises and b$ats up 

smaller children; 
(b) the boy who disobeys his superiors, 

his elder brother, parents, teaohers, 
leaders, employers, etc. 

(0) there is no basie difference. 

Q,.45 ttDo you think it right for a boy to run 
a'trlay from home if his father is or.,uel and 
brutal?" 

Q..46 UDo el.der brothers have the right to give 
orders to younger brothers and obta~ 
their obedience by foroe?t1 
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SOHEDULE 

1. English 
2. Afrikaans 
,. Both 
4. Other 

6. Birthplace: 1. Europe {state country} • • • • • • • • 0 • 

2. Africa U U • ••••••••• ,. Other tt .. · . . . . . . .. .. 
7. Age Group: 1. J.8-2O 

8. 

9. 

10. 

2. 21-30 
3. :31-40 
4. 41-.50 
5. .51-60 
6. 61+ 

Number of children (if any): 1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
.5. 

Mari tal Sta tus : 1. Single 
2. Married 
,. vlidowed 
4. Divorced 

o 
1 
2 
l 
4+ 

Occupation or Profession: 
(at present) 

Se.lf' ......... .- •••••••••••••• 
:c:r married woman, of husband 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Xf houseWive or retired, 
previous occupation 

.~ •........•................ 
11. How would you·rate your househol.d :Lncome on the 

fo11owing seale? ( 

1 2 3 4 
RO - RSOO ~501 -·Rlooa BlOOl - R2S00 R2501 - R5000 

S 
R5000+ 

12. Educational Level (highest level attained) 

1. Standard VI. 
2. Seoondary to J.e. 
,. J.O. to Matrio. 
4. Oollege Diploma. 
s. university Degree or Diploma. 

13.. Ohurch A.ffilia tion ........... <ill ................................ . 
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14. How ot'ten do you go to church? 

1. I(ore than· once a week? 
2. Every Sun~ay at least b:4oe" 
3. Sporadically - now and again 
4. Not within the last three months 
.!S. Never (tb'is includes those who only attend 

fe,stival$ such as Easter and Christmas, and. 
rites like weddings) 

15. Do you thi~ of your ,religious experiences as being: 
, ' 

1. Oonstructive and moulding your later-life? 
2. PU;t\ely inoidental with, 'no effects . 'on you? 
,. Negati '\1'e and limiting? ,." 
4. No arl.swer .. 

16. ~nlich would you say were the. most influential in 
shaping your moral, outlook? (Please rank) 

The Churoh 
The School 
The university or College 
The Family 
Others (please speci.fy) II '* ........ ~ ~ •• It, ••••••••••••••• 

.. • .... • I , • ' 

1.7. A.' Do you or did you take part in voluntary churoh 
,affairs? (e.g. women·t.s 'or menls associations, 
Sunday school teach±ng, running a youth club, 
etc.) Do you attend: 

1. More than once a week? 
2. Every week once? 
,. Sporadically - now'·and then? 
4. Not within the last, 'three months? 
S. Ne'Ver 

B. Do you take part.1.n"voluntary COmInW1.ity affairs? 
Do you attend: ' 

6 _ More than onoe a:week? 
7. Every week once? 
8. Sporadically - now and then? 
9. Not 'within the last three months? " 
O. Neve·%' 

18. Do you or have' YQu held offic~ in church bodies? 

1. Yes 
2. No 

19. Do you 'or have you held any, of:e-ioe in ,the chll;ro~ proper? 
(e.g.' ·El.der. Deaoon, ,Lay, Preaoher,., ete~) It' so, please 
speoify •• ~ ..................... ~ ~ f. ~ II! ~ '! _.: , ~ , • ~ • ~ ..... ~ .... e, ...... ~ 

20. Have you al~lays agreed with the minister/priest/pastor 
on all church matters? 
1. Yes 
2.' No 

21. How do you regard the Gospels and other Sacred Books? 

1.. As the Law? 
2. As Law but after personal interpretation? 
3. As Law but afte~ interpretation by. minister/priest? 
4. As a guide on1y, to individual decision? 
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22. Do you consider the Churoh to be: 

1. A purely religious body united to worship God? 
2 «I A. souroe of moral.i ty only? 
3. Both the above together? 
4. Nei,ther of the two? 

2'_ vlUy shou1d we mainta~ moral standards? (select one only) 

1. 
2. 
3. 

Because the church commands and rewards obedience? 
Because society would col1apse tt not obeyed? 
Beoause violations lead to sanctions and to Hell 
on Earth? 

4. Other reasons? (please speoify) ... f, •••• ' ••••••••. '. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ~ . ~ . ~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
24. Have you ever thought of changing your church 

affiliation? 

1. Yes 
2. No 

If' It yes tl was it because you: 

3. Disliked persons in the church? 
4. Disliked Doctrine in the churoh? 
5. Were attraoted to persons in another church? 
6. lrlere attracted by Doctrine in aJ.1.other churoh?,-" 
7 • Disliked the lack of moral strictness in your 

ohurch? 
8. Disliked the mo~al strictness ~ your churc~? 
9. Other reason? , ............................. , ............ . 

25. To whioh churohes do your three best friends· belong? 

• • • • • • • • • • • • ...... '., ........ . ......... ,~,,, .,-
26. How would you feel if your son/daughter wished to 

marry into a ohurch group different from-your own? 

1. Approve if they are satisfied? 
2. Indifferent; 
,. Disapprove mildly? 
4. Disapprove strongly? 

27. Do you oonsider it a part of a Christian's duty to 
take part ~ community affairs? (e.g. welfare sooieties, 
youth clubs, ete.) 
1. Yes 3. Don t t know 
2. No 

28. Do you consider a State ChurCh a good thing? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
"~a Dontt know 
4. Undeoided 

29. Do you oonsider that ohurchmen shou1d have oonoern with: 

1. Sooial questions? 
2. Economic questions? 
:3. Political questions? 
4. Race questions? 
5. A1~ of these? 
6. None of these? 



- 1.67 -

30. When you spend money on luxuries do you ever feel that 
you should have spent it on the under-privileged? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
,. Don't know 

31. Can one reconcile Christianity with the possession of 
great wealth? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
3. Don't know 

32. Do you consider that: 

(a) it is possib1e to derive too high a profit from 
a business transaction? 

1. Yes 
2. No 

(b) it is possible to derive too high a rate of 
interest in a bus~ess transaction? 

3. Yes 
4. No 

(c) a min~um wage should be established by the 

(d) 

Government and no one should be paid less? 

5. 
6. 
7. 
the 

8. 
9. 
o. 

Yes 
No 
Dontt know 

minimum wage above should be applicable to: 

Whi tea onJ.y; 
~f.bites and Coloureds; 
Whites, Coloureds and Afrioans; 

~,. Do you oonsider that: 

(a) equal. ,,(!lages should be paid for equal. work to: 

(b) 

1. 'trJhi tee only; 
2. ~r.nites and Coloureds; 
3. Whites, Coloureds and Africans; 
4_ Do not acoept the principle. 

it is unethical for a strong commercial conoern 
(shop, firm, etc.) to se11 below cost in order 
to handioap smaller competitors? 

5. Yes 
6. No 
7. Dontt know 

(0) job reservation to anyone race is: 

8. Justifiab1e: 
9. Unjustifiable; 
O. Dontt know. 

34. Do you consider that: 

(a) workers have a right to strike? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
3. Dontt mOl" 
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(b) does this apply to: 

4. vlhi. tes on1y? 
5. Whites and Coloureds? 
6. vlhi tee, Col.oureda and Afrioans? 

(0) it is the duty of the State to provide employment 
tor workers in the event ot unemployment? 

7. Yes 
8. No 
9. Dontt know 

35. Do you accept the view that al.l. men should have equal. 
voting rights? 

1. 
2. 
3. 

if !l21, 
4. 
.5. 
6. 

Yes 
No 
Don't know 

should this app1y to: 

Vlhi tes only? 
~tbites and Coloureds? 
A11 oivilised men? 

36. Do you approve of 90 or 180 day detention without trial? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
3. Donlt mow 

37. Do you consider there is such a thing as a "just war"? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
3. Dontt know 

38. Can you see any circumstances under which the atom bomb 
should be used? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
:3 • Don t t la1.0l'1 

:39. Are you in favour of capital punishment for: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

Murder 
Treason or Sabotage 
Rape 
Other (please speoify) 
None 

•. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • e· • • • • • 

40. If' you are not in favour, how would you punish the 
persons who commit the crimes above? 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

41. Is it morally right to deprive the dependents of a 
suioide of the prooeeds of his insurance policy? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
.3. Don t t lmow 

42. Is it permissible for a doctor to allow a badl.y 
deformed baby to die When he could save its life 
but not cure its deformity? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
,. Dont't know 
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43. Do you accept the principle that a person has a funda­
mental right to choose his plaoe of residence without 
restriction? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
3. Dontt know 

44. Which of these boys in your opinion is the wors~? 
1. The boy who tyra:nn:Lses and beats up smal.ler children? 
2. The boy who disobeys his superiors, elder brother, 

parents, teachers. leaders, employers, etc.? 
3. There is no basic difference between the two? 

45. Do you think it right :tara boy to l'Wl away from home 
if his father is cruel and brutal? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
:3. Don't know 

46. Assuming they are not the family head, do elder 
brothers have the right to give orders to younger 
brothers and obtain their obedienoe by force? 

47. In your opinion should newspapers publish: 

1. What they wish? 
2. Only what is good for the oountry? 

48. Should people who critioise the Government be 
imprisoned? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
3. Don't mow 

49. Do you think the average man is stupid and easily 
misled by propaganda? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
3. Dontt know 

50. Do you consider drink ha~ful: 

!!.§. IDl 
1. 6. In all circumstances? 
2. 7. If used on social ocoasions only? 
3. 8. If a man has a drink once a week? 
4. 9. If a man has a sundowner every night at home? 
5. o. If a man has a drink every night on his way 

home, in a hotel? 

51. Do you consider divorce ever justified? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
3. Don't know 

52. In the event of a divorce case going against one 
partner wou1d you ever allow the guilty partner to 
have custody of the children? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
3. Dontt lmow 
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53. Should betting be permitted: (Answer more than one if 
you wish) 

1. Under no oirownstances? 
2. Under all circumstances? 
j. On horse raoing? 
4. On card playing? 

54. Do you aocept the view that every person, irrespective 
of race, colour or religion, should have equal access 
to every type of eduoation, from the primary to univer­
sity levels? 

1. Yes 
2. No 
j. Dontt know 

55. Do you aocept the view that the raoes should be 
segregated: 

!2.:! !'!2. 
1. 6. at pre-sohoo1 (nursery school) level; 
2. 7. at primary sohool level; 
3. 8. at seoondary school level; 
4. 9. at University and College level; 
5. o. oompulsorily at all levels. . 

56. Do any of the following ever give you serious moral 
offence? 

1. Girls smoking cigarettes? 
2. People seeking amusement on Sunday instead of 

going to churoh? 
3. Use of profane or blasphemous speech? 
4. Children's comic strips? 
5. Biosoope performances? 
6. The radio? 
7. Newspapers? 
8. Television? 
9. ~4:odern Art? 
O. None of these? 

57. ~Aclud~g unavoidable contaots at your place of employ­
ment, how muoh oontaot do you have with: 

(a) people outside your ohurch? 

1. Less than onoe a week? 
2. Approximately once a week? 
3. Several times a week? 
4. Every day? 
5. All the time? 

(b) people outside your raoe? 

6. Less than once a week? 
7. Approximately once a week? 
8. Several times a week? 
9. Every day? 
O. All the time? 

58. Would you like your present contact with people outside 
your race (excluding the employment situation) to be: 

1. Increased; 
2. Decreased; 
3. Left as it is; 
4. Dontt know. 
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APPENDIX B 

INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT 

"Good afternoon. X am from the Rhodes University 

Department of Sociology. My name is ••••••• We are 

undertaking a research project to see what the average 

church member thinks about certain ethical and moral problems. 

:rn order to include every point of view we have taken 

members from all the churches and are asking them a series 

of questions on these ethioal and moral problems. 

Your name has quite by ohanoe been included in the 

number of names drawn from your churoh. Can you spare 

between 20 minutes and half an hour to go through these 

questions with me? The sohedule will be qui te anonymous 

and no opinion expressed by a person can be traced baok to 

him. 

INSTRUCTIONS TO :INTERViEWERS 

1. Study the ttpattertt overlea.f so you oan explain briefly 

what the projeot is about. This "patter" also has 

the purpose of standardising the approaoh of inter-

viewers in order to minimise bias in responses caused 

by interviewers introducing their own views while 

explaining. 

2. Cheek name and address. You must interview the exact 

person. Spouse, son, etc. will not do. 

3. If the person is not in or the house is empty, try to 

make an appointment to call again or leave a note 

asking when you oan call. Ask them (say) to leave a 
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note on their door or gate for you as you will be 

calling back later. 

4. If they are still unavailable on your second call 

back. try to find out why they are away or cannot be 

seen, e.g. on holiday till the end of the month, too 

ill to be interviewed, etc. Neighbours or other 

household members should be able to supply this 

information. Reoord ~he reasons in the space provided 

on the schedule. Call back a third time before 

abandoning that name. It is most important to keep 

the rate of non-response to a minimum. 

S. Be very careful to give the sohedule the correct 

number according to your list. Do not reoord the 

name and address if the respondent is unwilling - their 

number from your list will then suffioe. Stress the 

anonymity of the investigation. No personal names or 

confidential material will be published. 

6. If at all possible, please see the respondent alone. 

The presenoe of others ~fluences the responses. If 

you cannot see him/her alone try and make an appoint­

ment to do so. 

7. Give the respondent a copy of the schedule to follow 

for himself and fill in his responses on your copy_ 

Read out the questions to him. 

8. Please interView Afr1kaans-speaking respondents in 

Afrikaans. We shall try to arrange that those inter­

viewers most fluent in Afrikaans be given these names. 

9. In question 26, if the respondent disoriminates 

against any group at all, score him ttdisapprove stronglyn. 

10. You may have to explain question 41. Many peop1e do not 

know that suicides forfeit their life insurance. 
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11. In question 46 stress the tlforce ft , i.e. if someone 

says yes to the right to give orders and no to tlby 

force", score "no". 

12. Record any snags you find at the end of the schedule. 

Do this as soon as you have left the house. 

13. Scoring is by ringing the number corresponding to the 

response given. 
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APPENDIX C 

REOORD OF LOSSES :tN TERMS OF DENOrn:NATJ:ON .AND REASON 

Angl. Bapt •. DRO Meth. Pres. RC SCG Total 

Non-Response 
l)oor "slannnedtl 1 2 1 4 

Blank refusal 8 .4 S 8 7 9 7 48 

tlNot interested tl , 2 , 4 3 6 1 22 

"Too busy" 1 2 .5 8 

IlComes home J.ate tt 

(and would not make 
appointment) 2 1. 2 5 

,(-

Avoided ~terviewer 
(broke appointments) 2 l. :l 
Advised by others t~ 
haV$ nothing to do 
wiVh project 9 2 2 , 18 

1tquestiolUlaire 
undesirable n 2 2 

Uquestions nonsense" 1 1 

"questions too 
personal" 1 1 

.tquestions a waste 
of timet! 1 1 2 

"more sooio-po1it. 
than religious" 1 1 

"related to religion tt 1 1. 

Fed up with oonstant 
visits by Rhodes stu-
dents 1 1 2 

woul.d have nothing to 
do with university 1 2 3 
does not believe in 
any surveys of the 
popu1ation J. 1. 1 :3 • 

feel.s too strongly to 
answer questions 1 1. 

un'WlS would not 
approve" (employee 
of sisterhood) 1 1 

feared sohedule 
traoeable to self 1 1 

:reared ,rould get 
into trouble if 
sohedule completed 2 2 -
Carry forward 18 22 14 19 17 2, 16 129 

::~ 
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.Angl. Bapt. DRC Meth. Pres. RC SCG Total 

Brought forward 18 22 14 19 17 2:3 16 129 

Too old to be 
interviewed 2 :3 1 2 8 

Language 
difficulty 1 1 

"gets flustered 
by questions" 1 1 

1tfeels too igno-
ran t aJ.'ld shy" 1. 1 2 

Obeys husband -
see him 1 1 

Nurse on night 
duty 1 1 2 

Studying out of' 
town 1 1 

Newly arrived 
Rhodesian, not 
prepared to ansa 
pol.itioa1 ques. 1 1 

in deep mourning. 
emotionally inoap-
able ot' interview 1 1 

"withdrawn from 
world: not in-
terested in any-
thing any more n 1 1 

inoomplete 
sohedule 1. 1 

Total 20 29 17 20 23- 24 16 149 

Not Available 

moved out of town 1. 6 :3 2 6 4 0 22 

moved, no address 
mown 5 10* 6 :3 4 5 :3 36 
on holiday, over-
seas 4 1 1 4 2 2 0 1.4 
ill, relative ill 1 2 4 4 4 2 0 17 
never in (min. of 
:3 calls) 0 8 .5 5 .5 4 0 27 
unkno\~ to occu-
pant 1 4 :3 0 :3 :3 1 15 

empty house 1 1 
J 

out of town inde-
finitely, traveller, 
cannot contaot 1. 1. 2 1 0 2 0 7 
says has already 
:f'il.led in form 1. 1 

Carried forward 13 32 25 20 24 22 4 140 
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Ang1. Bapt. DRC Math. Pres. RC SOG Total 

Brought forward 13 32 25 20 24 22 4 140 

deoeased 1 1 2 4 

non-existent 
address 1 2 1 1 5 
denies membership 1 1 1 :3 
claims membership 
of different chureh 
from our l.ist 4 1 .5 5 :3 4 22 

Total 19 33 25 27 32 28 10 174 

* H1gh Baptist figure acoounted for by the fact that we were 
interviewing their whole popu1ation and ten people could 
represent three families or even less. 
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APPENDiX D 

OCCUPATIONS OF INDIVIDUALS J:li SAMPLE 
IN TERMS OF CENTERS' CLASSIFICATIONl] 

1. Business Executives 

1 merohant 
:3 managing directors ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 

2. Professionals 

41 teaohers 
4 music teachers 

26 lecturers and professors 
1 research offioer 
1. entomologist 
8 Ittinisters of religion 
S theological students 
1 missionary 
4 medical practitioners 
2 practising lawyers 
1 advocate 
1. law student 
2 civil engineers 
1 eleotrical engineer 
2 engineers 
1. pharmaoist 
1 chemist 
2 architeots 
1 quantity surveyor 
1 surveyor-general 
1 speech-trainer 
1 editor 
1 sooial worker 
1 chartered aooountant 
1 wool expert 
5 undifferentiated college and university 

students •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

3. Small Business 

1] 

12 shopkeepers 
9 proprietors of businesses 
6 managers 
8 farmers 
3 oartage oontractors 
2 nurserymen 
1 mine stook dealer and estate agent 
1. printer 
1 newsagent and proprietor of business 
1 farmer and trader 
1 building oontraotor 
1 oafe proprietor 
1 brickmaker 
1. shoemake;!:' 
1 speculator 
1 carpenter 
1 li~estock estate agent 
1 plumber 
1 watohmaker •••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••• 

R. Centers: The Psyoho1og;y: of' Social Cla.sses, 
Princeton University Press, Princeton N.J. 1949 • 

116 

53 
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Brought forward .... ., ............................. . 
4. White-Collar Workers 

42 clerks 
8 acoountants 
9 shop sales staff 
2 oommeroial travellers 
5 seCl"etaries 
5 tel.ephonists 
4 typists 
4 typist-olerks 
1. insurance agent 
2 oivil servants 
1 administrative offioer 
~ aWnL~istrative assistant 
1 seoretary/bookkeeper 
1 reoeptionist 
1 Uofficial. 1t 

1 bookkeeper 
2 library assistants 
1. health department assistant 
1 health inspector 
2 inspeotors 
1 overseer, municipality 
1 senior postal offioial 
1. journalist 
1 S •. A.B.C. programming assistant 
1. arohiteotural assistant 
1 salesman/locksmith 
1 traotor salesman 
1 garage spares assistant 
1 spares storeman/olerk 
1. storeman/bookkeeper 
1 storekeeper/buyer 

20 nurses 
2 Permanent Force Officers 
1 soldier 
4 Police Offioers 
1 policeman 
1 Railway Police Offioer 

173 

1 Fire Brigade Officer ••••••••••••••••••••••• 135 

5. Skilled Manual Workers 

4 printers 
1 compositor 
1 ttprinting trade ll 

:3 carpenters and joiners 
3 motor meohanics 
:3 meohanics 
2 p1umbers 
1. S.A.R. engine driver 
1 artisan 
1 master butoher 
1. cabinet maker 
1 ttmine tl overlooker 
1 Power Station foreman 
1 metal worker 
1 engineering tecl~ician 
1 hairdresser 
2 dressmakers 
1 bla.cksmith 
1 assistant dairy foreman 
1 foreman - government employee 
1 gas engine~r ••••••••••••••••••••• 0......... 32 
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Brought forward •••••• 4 ...... ~ ............................. .. 

6. Semi-skilled I~ual Workers 

6 housekeepers 
2, oaterers 
2 teohnioians 
2 lorry drivers 
1 taxi driver 
1. worlanan/technician 
1 letter-press macl~e minder 
1 sports union foreman 

340 

~ hostel matron ............ '. • • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • 17 

7. Unskil.led Manual 'iorkers 

4 railway workers 
2 railway checkers 
1. rail.way porter 
2 handymen 
1 caretaker 
1 serves in restaurant 
1. laundry worker 
1. oi true sorter .................. '. • .. .. • • • .. • • • • • • • • 13 

8. Hous,ewi ves! Retired and Other 

16 housewives 
4 pensioners (no previous occupation given) 
1 unemployed (no previous occupation given) 
2 scholars .. • • • • • .. .. .. .• • .. • • • • .. • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 23 

Total in Sample '93 
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APPENDIX E 
....................................................... ~ .... ----

DETAILS OF COLLAPSING OF CELLS OF CONTINGENCY 
_ T@~S TO PERMIT STATIsr,;rCAL ANALX ..... S ..... I ..... S""-_ 

The small size of the six sub-samples necessitated the 

collapsing of certain cells in the contingency tables before 

statistical tests of the signifioance of differenoes could 

be undertaken. For purpoees of statistioal analysis. there-

fore, responses to the following questions were collapsed as 

indicated below: 

Q. 7 Age group: 2 cells: up to 50 years of age 
S1 years and over 

Q.IO Oocupation: 2 ce11s: business executive and professional 
small business, white-oollar, 
manual workers of all grades 

Q.ll Income: 2 oells: up to R2.500 p.a. 
R2,501 p.a o and over 

Q.12 Education: 2 cells: up to and including Senior Certif. 
above Senior Certificate 

Q.14 flHow often do you go to church?" 2 cells: "core", i.e. 
more than once a week, and every week at least once; 
ttthe rest tt , i.e. the marginal and dormant. 

Q.l6 "Whioh would you say were the most influential in shaping 
your moral outlook?": 2 cells: respondents who included 

the theological; respondents who gave a purely secular 
response 

Q.17(a) tlDo you or did you take part in voll.Ultary church 
affairs?'· 2 cells: "oore ll , i. e. more than once a 

week, and every week at least onoe; "the rest", i.e. 
the marginal and do~ant 

Q. :t3(a) uDo you oonsider that equal wages should be pa.id for 
equal work to •••• ?II For all except Dutoh Refonned 
sample, 2 oells: for ~lhi tes, Coloureds and A:frl cans 

do not aecept the principle 
Dutoh Reformed sample: :3 oells: lihites only; ~nutes 
Co~oureds end Aericans; do not aocept principle 

Q.34(b) uDo you consider that this (right to strike) applies 
to:-?tl 2 oells: for Whites,. Coloureds and Africans 

do not accept prinoiple 

Q.35 tlDo you accept the view that al.l men should have equal 
voting rights?tI :3 cells: all men; Whites only; all 
civilised men 

Q,.39 "Are you in favour of' capital punishment for ••.• ?tl 
2 cells: accept the principle of capital punishment 

do not aocept the prinoiple of' cap. pun. 
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Q..50 tlDo you consider drink harmfu1?tl 2 ce11s: those who 
rejected liquor entirely; ~hose who were tolerant 
of some use of liquor 

Q.55 uno you accept the view that the races should be 
segregated (in educational institutions)?,r 

2 oells: accept the principle 
do not acoept the prinoiple 

The remaining questions were already in the form of 2x2 

or 2x:3 tables, and did no.t require to be oollapsed. 

"Don I t mow" and "no anS\1er ti responses were ignored in 

the statistical analysis. 
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APPENDrX J 

GENERAL COMMENTS ON THE SOCIO-ECONOMIO 
VARIABLES AND V'ARl:ABLES RELATED TO 

PARTICIPATION IN CHURCH AFFAIRS STUDIED 
IN THIS REPORT 

I. Socio-Eoonomic Variables: 

(i) ~: 

With the exception of the Dutch Reformed sample the 

sex ratio for all the groups in the study revealed a lower 

masou1inity ratio than that of the population of the to'Wn 

as a wh.ole. Many faotors are likely to contribute to this 

phenomenon, and its effeots are l1kely to be numerous, too. 

The low masculinity ratio oould indioate that the 

church today is more psychologica11y attraotive to many 

women that it is to many men for various reasons: that 

young men are less attracted to the church than they once 

were, result~g in more women being found 1n the younger 

age groups, or it oou1d mean that elderly ladies, particu-

larly widows, seek oompanionship in their loneliness and 

boost the numbers of females at the higher age levels. 

The higher maso~inity ratio of the Dutoh Reformed 

sample is possibly related to the identifioation of the 

churoh with the whole cu1tural complex of the Afrikaner. 

The lower level of church attendance in this group strengthens 

the possihi1ity of this being so. In addition the patri-

aroha~ authoritarianism of the traditional Afrikaans fami1y 

is probably still present to a certa~ extent, requiring the 

participation and leadership of the father of the family in 

religious matters. The Dutch Reformed sample did show a 

higher measure of authoritarianism in its attitude patterns 
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than did the other groups, which is. perhaps, evidence of 

this phenomenon. 

The low masculinity ratio in most groups may be 

offset to some extent by greater partioipation by men than 

women in the runn~~g of some of the churches. Some 

ohurohes bar women from preaohing, from membership of 

churoh counoi~s, from the ohoir, etce, and many women, 

particularly those with small children, may have less time 

than the men to spend on church aotivities - particularly 

in the evenings. 

(:i..i) Home .Language: 

The analysis of the denominational samples indioated 

that all the ohurches are overwhelmingly of one language 

group only. The only sample with a signifioantly large 

number of both English and Afrikaans-speaking members was 

that of the Small Church Groups, Which is, unfortunately, 

too small for statistical analysis. Examination of the 

possible influenoe ot language group on the holding of 

attitudes towards moral issues is thus not possible. This 

is very unfort~ate since language group is an extremely 

important social variable. 

It may be possible to disoover indioations of the 

importance of language and tu~ corresponding oultural 

mi~ieu in the holding of" moral. values s,inca the various 

English-speaking churoh groups differ from each other in 

belief and practice to some extent. ~r.here they all agree 

in attitude towards an issue but differ from the Dutch 

Reformed sample, the difference may be due more to the 

language and oultural differenoe than to a ohurch differencec 
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(iii) Birthplaoe: 

On1y the Anglicans and Roman Catholios possessed a 

large enough nwnber of immigrtu1.ts in their samples to permi t 

adequate analysis in terms of' this variable. The Dutch 

Reformed samp.le oontained no innnigrants at all. The 

possible infJ.uenoe of birthplace on the holding of moral 

attitudes was thus minimal in most cases. Where the faot 

of immigration appeared tq make no significant difference 

to attitudes held it oannot be assumed that there is no 

difference between most South Afrioan attitudes and most 

immigrant attitudes. The additional variable of length 

of residence in South Africa would have to be considered, 

too. which opens a complete field of study beyond the scope 

of this analYSisl ]. 

(iv) Age: 

Sinoe Grahamstown possesses a university and a 

teachers' training college, many young people who would 

otherwise beunabl&. to undertake post-school study, and who 

would form part of the labour force of the town, are able 

to beoome students. ExoJ.usion of the student group from 

the study res~ted, therefore, in a great reduotion ~ the 

number of 18-21 year-olds drawn in the sample. Unfortu-

nately, the Census statistics do not revea~ how many of the 

18-21 year-olds are students, but it is olear that, quite 

apart from students, a dearth of oareer opportunities for 

young people in ~e town foroes many young people to seek 

work elsewhere. 

Students were excluded from the study for several 

reasons. Some churches include students as members of the 

Grahamstown church while others regard them as visitors 

1] P. H. W. Jolmston_ ~itish Emiert:!!!2U2....l!!::lrban, Sou:£a 
A.friea, unpublished M.Soc.So.thesis f University of Natal, 
Durban, 1968~ 
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from their "home II congregation. They are a floating and 

ever-changing population. who do not torm part of the stable 

local congregation. The year before the present study was 

undertaken a survey dealing with attitudes towards religion 

was oonducted among the university students, and it was felt 

that on this account inclusion ot students would introduce 

additional uncontrollable variables into the present study. 

Finally, students are so ~umerous in Grahamstol1.n relative 

to the size of the local population that a sample containing 

students would be a distinotly hybrid town/gown group: a 

situation it was desired to avoid. 

Despite all these reasons for the paucity of young 

people in the samp1e, the possibility must not be overlooked 

that the church is no longer attracting young people to 

itself •. 

(v) Marit&l Status: 

~ m~ eduoational oentre such as Grahamstow.n it is 

possible that a fair proportion of the unmarried members 

o~ the sample are lady teachers. The low mascu1inity 

ratio o~ the sample lends additional weight to this possi­

bility. 

The age distribution of the .sample showed a large 

number of people in the 61+ age bracket. I~y of the 

widowed fall into this category,> and many of them are wo~, 

forming a source of bias to f'eminini ty found in most of' the 

sub-samples. 

(vi) Occupation: 

In view of its lack of industry and its concentration 

ot educational institutions, Grahamstownts ocoupational 

structure is not typlcal of a town of its popu1ation size. 

The method of classification ot: occupations used by the 
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Bureau of Census and Statistics was not suitable for the 

study, and it was decided to fo11o'W' Centers' oJ.assif'ioation 

instea.dl ]. 1l1.e occupations 't'fere c~as$if'ied in terms of' 

eight oategories: bUsiness exeoutive; professional; small 

business; white-collar; skilled manual; semi-skilled 

manual; unsltil1ed manua.l: other. The sohedule or actual 

oocupational positions f'om~d in the samples, together with 

the heading under which tqey were olassified is found in 

Appendix D. 

The eight oategories oaused problems of statistical 

analysis sinoe the individual churoh samples were too small 

to bear an 8 x n oontu~genoy table. For sta.tistical. 

purposes, therefore, the categories were co~lapsed into 

three groups; upper-middle, middle and lower, the upper-

middle oontaining the bUsiness exeoutiyes and professionals, 

the middle the small businessmen, white-col~ar and ski11ed 

manual workers and the 10wer the semi-slcilled and unskilled 

manual. workers. nOthern included housewives and retired 

people whose previous ocoupation was unknown, and was omitted 

from the classification. 

The small number of business executives and of 

manua1 workers of all grades in the saraple may refleot the 

laok of conune.rcial and industrial enterprise in the town. 

It may also indicate the degree to whioh church oongrega­

tions consist of people in the middle olass - ohiefly wh:lte-

oollar workers and professionals. 

(vi) ptcome: 

The remark abo~e about the oongregations being largely 

middle class is born out by the statistios for income. The 

churches may have few business exeoutives in their ranks 

1) R.. Oenters. The Psychology of' Sooial Classes t Princeton 
university Press, Prinoeton, N.J., 1949. 
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beoause the town possesses few busine$s executives, but 

this explanation does not cover the lower inoome groups. 

since the town has a fairly large number of poor people, 

Comparison of thechurohes revealed that there is a 

differenoe between the general inoome level of the sample 

of members of some churches and that of the members of other 

ohurohes, but it would still appear that on the whole the 

sample of members of the ohurches is more Itmiddle class" 

than is the tOlm. 

(vii) ~ducation: 

Over a quarter of the total sample had an education 

above the Senior Certificate level; which is well above the 

average for the population of the country, and considerably 

above the statutory minimum school-leaving level. 

This could be related to the economic struoture of 

the town, sinc$ Granamstown is an eduoational centre with 

hardly any industry, 'is a seat of' the :Haster of the Supreme 

Court and the diooesan headquarters or the Ang1ican Churoh, 

among other services whioh require a 1arg~ number of pro­

~essional people. There may also be bias beoause of non­

response among the less eduoated. 

Though the presenoe in the sample ot such a large 

oollege and university educated group may not be surprising 

ina oity suoh as Grahrunst~m, it is interesting from the 

point of view of the notion that knowledge ousts faith, and 
that educated people have "ttoutgrownu the need for a faith 

in God - unless, of course, they attend ohurch for reasons 

other than worship. 
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II. Variables Related to Partioipation in Church Affairs 
and to Attitudes towards Christian Bac~ound: 

(i) Attendanoe at Churoh Services: 

The rate of attendance at churoh services was very 

high~ even when the expected over-estimation had been allowed 

for. The number in the sample who claimed neYer to attend 

church was very low. 

Though such a high. attendance rate was unexpected, 

it shou1d be remembered that Grahamstown is a small country 

town where traditions survive; that the town was a 

missionary centre of the Methodist Church and is still a 

conference centre and stronghold of Methodism; that it is 

the seat of the Bishop of the Anglican Church; that the 

town has a large Afrikaans-speaking minority group for whom 

the church is an important bastion of culture; that there 

is a Faculty of Divinity at the University and a Theological 

Seminary in the town, with their stimu1us of ideas ro~d 

personnel. The church is also an important souroe of sooial 

contact for the many elderly people of the town. Bearing 

in mind a1l these po~ts, a high ohurch attendanoe rate is 

not surprising. In addition, un1ike larger oentres, 

Grahamstown has relatively few recreational facilities to 

attraot people away from church on sundaysl]. 

It is realised that the opinion of everyone drawn 

in the sample, regardless of his level of attendance at 

1] When a crazy-go1-f course in the oentre of the town 
was mooted and it was suggested that this be open 
on Sundays as one way of keeping the youngsters 
off the streets, one minister was approaohed and 
asked to head a formal petition against the pro­
posal of opening the course on Sundays. He 
refused to do so on the ground that if the church 
could not meet the challenge of a crazy-golf course 
it was time it reviewed its raison dtet~~. 
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ohuroh or support of the ohuroh, is included in the responses 

to questions. It was thus important to analyse the 

responses in terms of leve~ of attendanoe to see whether 

regular attendance made any difference to the moral outlook 

of' the people. Unfortunately no tlcontl"'ol grouptt of non­

church people could be obtained because of' the small scal.e 

of' the study. 

Churoh attendance is only a rough··and-ready guide 

as to whether degree of participation in church services 

has ~y signifioant effect on the attitudes of members with 

regard to ethical and moral problems. It should be 

reiterated, too, that no attempt is made to define 1ta, 

Christian lf • The study is concerned with the members of' 

groups which call themselves Christian, whether other 

groups regard them as such or not, and regardless of' the 

conditions of membership imposed by the various groups, 

with the exoeption that a minimum age of 18 years was 

required for inclusion of a member in the sample. 

It is realised t too, that church attendance is no 

real measure of' Christian belief or practice in itself, 

but it does indioate to some extent support of the church 

and at least lip-service to Christian belief and practice 

and as such was an important variable in this investigation. 

An interesting tailpiece in this connection is 

found in Irving and St. Legerts study of a sample of male 

readers of the East London Daily Dispatch: 96 per.cent of 

the respondents drawn in the sample claimed affiliation to 

a Christian church. Taking the membership lists of the 

Granams·tow.n ohurohes in relation to the voterst roll of 

the town it was found that only about half the adu1t ~f.hite 
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population was in reality affiliated to a Christian church 

in any way. 

(ii) Attitude towards Religious Baokground: 

Q,.15 liDo you think of your religious experiences as being 
(i) constructive and moulding your later life? (ii) 
purely incidental with no ef~ects on you? (iii) nega­
tive and limiting" 

Answers to this question may be tllip serviceu -

ttsanctimon.ious piety" that does not mean much to the individ-

ualts practioal life, the sort of ttconstructiveness tl that 

feels ohurch is good for the ohildren and ttwe never stop 

them from going", while not enoouraging them, either. 

However, a positive reply to this question would indicate 

goodwill towards the church and recognition of the churoh 

as being of some use in society and of some in£luenoe for 

the benefit of ma.nldnd. Negative replies would indicate 

disillusionment, and a church with a large number of members 

who feel either that their religious experienoe is purely 

incidental with no effect on them, or negative and limiting, 

will not be a very stable, cohesive body. 

J 

The high nwnber who replied ttdontt lmowtt could 

indioate an attitude cf critioal oonsideration, which 

augurs well for the future of the church. It could, of 

course, indicate that respondents had accepted their 

Christian heritage and experienoes without really thinking 

much about it at all. Comparison of groups whose members 

are required to testify to a definite religious experience 

before aooeptance into membership with those who require 

intellectual acceptanoe of doctrine would be interesti:ng, 

Uhe former bodies possibly be~ regarded as more oohesive 

and self-conscious than the larger, more cosmopolitan groups 

of the latter type. 
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Comparison of the answers given by members of the 

four treecl.esia tr , i.e. the Anglioan, Dutch Reformed, Pres-

byterian and Roman Oatholio churches, with the answers given 

by the groups of sectarian origin, i.e, N:ethodists and Small 

Churoh groups should prove interesting, too. The four 

eoclesia are likely to draw to themselves a number of people, 

not really oommitted to the Christian faith, who feel that 

they ttoughttt to belong, f!0mehow, to ttthe ohurch tl • 

Depending on the country of origin of their forebears they 

thus claim they are Anglioan, Dutch Reformed, Presbyterian 

or Rotnan Catholic. This is less likely to happen in the 

case of the churches of sectarian origin, sinoe, fully 

denom~ational though they are today, and despite having 

lost most of the outward characteristics of tlsects tl they 

are not the established ehuroh of any community of' people. 

Despite the above discussion, the church members 

drawn in the sample had a strong matrix of goodwill towards 

their churoh groups, which is likely to contribute to the 

maintenanoe of cohesion in the groups. 

Q..16 n'ti.ib.ich would you say 'Were the most influenti.al in 
shaping your moral outlook? (Please rank): The 
Churoh; The School; The University or College; 
The Family; Others (please specify) •••••••• It 

vrhile several alternative answers to this question 

were suggested to the respondents, it was an open-ended 

question and a great variety of replies were given. Replies 

were ana1ysed in terms of three oategories: the purely 

sacred, e.g. tfThe Lord", tiThe Bible". uThe Churchu , tlOur 

priest/minister/paster", etc., the mixed replies, e.g. ftI 

had a Christian homen, "The ohaplain at my church school", 

etc Q, and the secul.ar, e. g. tl family, school., col.lege/uni ver-

sityft, "an old friend tt , ttreadi.ng tl • eto .. 
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The aim in this question was to iso1ate the people 

who look to God or to the ohuroh as the guide in problems 

of ethios and morals from those whose orientation is entirely 

secular. The question was poorly phrased in that it might 

have been expeoted that a large number of people, both 

sacredly and seoularly oriented, would reply tlfamily". 

To some this represents a secular reply, to others it is 

sacred in that the things. of God are an integral part of 

the home. 

The value of the question was not entirely lost, 

for a quarter of the sample gave purely sacred replies and 

a further eighth gave mixed saored/secu1ar replies despite 

a concentration of' tlfamilyft in the seoular oategory. It 

cannot be said, however. what proportion of the sample 

look to the church or to Christianity tor the shaping of 

ethical and moral ideas and ideals. All that can be said 

is that 38 per cent of the sample regarded the Christian 

religion and the churoh as important in this regard. and 

that the ohurch seems to possess some degre~ of authority 

in matters of this nature. 

Q,.17(a) "Do you or did you take part in voltu1tary church 
affairs? (e.g. women's or ments assooiations, 
Sm~day Sohool teaching running a youth club, 
etc.) Do you attend (i) more than onoe a week? 
(ii) every week onoe? (iii) sporadioally, now 
and then? (iv) not within the ~ast three months? 
(v) never? 

Some ohurohes had more voluntary ohuroh affairs 

than others, but almost every church had at least one 

organisation catering for eaoh category of person in the 

congregation. If a respondent was active in anyone group 

he or she counted as an active partiCipant in voluntary 

ohurch affairs for the purposes of this study. 
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About a third of the respondents were core members 

of voluntary church organisations, about a third were marginal 

and a third dormant. This is a high level of participation. 

As with churoh attendance it is probable that the level is 

an over-est~ate. That voluntary church bodies should 

receive suoh strong support was not expeoted. The town 

has many olubs and societies attraoting people to evening 

meetings, etc., though pu~lio entertainment is not very 

well developed. 

The general impression was that the sample had a 

favourable and positive attitude towards the ohurch and 

its religious background. 
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