




Social Change and Religious 
Organizations of Meeker County 

Glenn I. Nelson 

In rural America, churches have traditionally occupied a prominent position 
in community life. Historically, the rural church met not only people's re
ligious needs but also fulfilled their social, recreational~ welfare, and educa
tional needs. All these needs rural people shared with persons in urban 
society. But despite this shared concern, the institutional development of 
rural areas produced a social organization different from urban society. 

Today, in the midst of rapid and far-reaching changes, the character of 
religious institutions remains a differentiating factor between rural and 
urban society. Therefore, fitting the church into the new rural society re
quires objective analysis of the relation between town and country churches 
and their social environments. 

HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT 

Heterogeneity of Ethnic Background 

One characteristic of American society that has distinguished it from 
European systems is the heterogeneity of its religious institutions. The 
early colonies represented diverse religious beliefs and confessions. Each 
wave of immigration subsequently brought with it a cultural heritage, 
including a religious orientation. As a result, churches often were organized 
along ethnic lines. Subsequent development of the American church sys
tem resulted in the proliferation and expansion of religious denominations 
and sects. 

In the urban environment, mixing of cultural and national groups 
often resulted in rapid assimilation of immigrants and the blurring of 
national identities. But in rural areas, the relative stability of social institu
tions, combined with a population whose composition changed slowly, 
resulted in the retention of cultural and national identities. As a conse
quence, the social organization of many town and country churches still 
reflects their ethnic background. In many areas, this ethnic orientation pre-
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vents the efficient utilization of resources directed into religious organiza
tions. 

Recently, a reversal of the trend towards proliferation has been evident. 
It stems from the belief in Christian unity and the attempt to bring about 
close coordination. Despite these efforts toward ecumenicity and the 
gradual fading of the ethnic basis for denominationalism, the large number 
of religious orientations and affiliations remains in many communities, even 
where the original basis for differentiation is gone. 

Merger and consolidation of church bodies and congregations demand 
that groups which have traditionally for religious loyalty now 
act in concert. These changes require a reversal of habitual behavior pat-
terns and attitudes-the problem is, in large social psychological. 

Popl.!llation Composition 

Problems facing town and country churches are not confined to tradi
tion alone. Ecological factors, including migratory patterns and a changing 
population composition, are important variables. In urban areas, the variety 
of churches is as as in rural areas. However, the expansion of urban 
population, as a function of inmigration, provides a steady supply 
of potential church members. In rural areas, with the outmigration of resi
dents, the large number of churches remains but with an ever decreasing 
population base for their support. 

Migration of the rural population to urban areas is a long-term trend 
in American The 1960 Census of Population revealed that most 
rural counties in experienced significant population loss between 
1950-60 while the state as a whole gained. 

Another factor that compounds the impact outmigration is its se-
lectivity. Migration from rural areas reduces disproportionately the number 
of people in their productive years--the 20- to 45-year-old age group. A 
residual population is left, characteristicaHy composed of an excess of per
sons in the more dependent times of life-the very young and the very old. 

Settlement Patterns 

In Europe, the dominant settlement pattern was toward concentration 
of the rural population in villages. However, settlement patterns in America 
promoted population dispersion over the landscape. In the middle west, for 
example, the average township contains 150 to 200 families. This number 
may not be large enough to support a full church program except with an 
unusually high proportion of membership or the concentration of loyalty 
in one or two churches. 

THE PROBLEM 

In recent years, changes in population, social organization, and ex
pectations of parishioners have placed a strain for change upon the church 
in rural America. Empty church buildings reflect one solution to the chal
lenge. Today, even some of the once most firmly established churches are 
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threatened. Difficulties of congregations to retain full-time clergymen, to 
meet financial obligations, and to progress all reflect the problem. This 
problem includes: 

+ A decline in numbers of rural and smalltown residents. 

+ An increase in quality and quantity of demands on existing organi
zations without an accompanying increase in support for their maintenance. 

+ Deepseated and traditionally sanctioned differences that inhibit re
organization of rural religious institutions. 

FOCUS OF THE STUDY 
Obviously, the problem outlined encompasses many researchable prob

lems. As a consequence, this study focused on some aspects at the expense 
of others. Initially, the direction of inquiry was limited by three criteria: 
( 1) relevance of the research to the general problem, ( 2) utility of results 
for groups and individuals working in and with town and country churches, 
and ( 3) feasibility of the undertaking relative to available resources. 

Relevance 

In order to make study findings relevant to as many religious organiza
tions as possible, all religious organizations in a small, well defined area 
were included. It was assumed that similarities in the social organization of 
a particular kind of area are reflected in the religious organizations serving 
it. Through the study of similarities and differences in religious organiza
tions, those factors that are generally characteristic of the churches and 
those factors that vary according to variations in social setting can be in
dicated. 

Utility 

This type of focused study cannot completely answer the problem out
lined in the previous section. However, it can provide objective information 
about one aspect of town and country religious organizations. 

Specifically, this study provides a basis for making decisions that will 
work for the best interests of the town and country churches. An examina
tion was made of population and resident traits of church membership 
within a total social setting. In turn, these data were utilized as a basis for 
interpretation of the inter-relationship of the church with other social insti
tutions. Through this type of understanding of religious organizations, pres
ent organizations can assess their progress toward their objectives. 

Design 

In order to maximize the yield of information from this investigation, 
a cross sectional design was used. Consequently, the information reported 
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has direct application only to the present religious organizations in the area 
considered. At the same time, some assessment was made of the dynamic 
elements that produced the present organizations and which continue to 
operate in rural areas. 

Excluded Concerns 

This study was undertaken with the frank recognition that it could 
not provide all answers. Specifically, the following subjects were excluded: 
psychological makeup of individual members and pastors; facilities available 
in various churches; internal church organizations, either formal or in
formal; training of professional and nonprofessional leaders; existence and 
types of suborganizations of churches; attitudes about churches and re
ligions; and beliefs and church doctrines. Furthermore, certain categories 
of questions such as the existence of ultimate values and their source, doc
trinal interpretations, and the rightness or wrongness of beliefs are beyond 
the capabilities of empirical study. 

In conclusion, let it be clear that this study did not attempt to estab
lish a basis for the evaluation of the success or failure of one church as 
compared to another, nor did this study evaluate one denomination or 
group against another. Such evaluations are the tasks of church members 
and leaders. 
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The eth ology Follow 
Churches are social organizations. And, like other social organizations, they 
are both reflectors of and part of their social environment. On this basis, 
characteristics of churches would be expected to differ with respect to 
variations in their social situations. It is toward such variation that this 
research was directed. 

DEFINITION Of THE RESEARCH PROBLEM 

In order to limit the variety of social situations studied and because 
the study's focus was primarily on town and country churches, the research 
was limited to an area in which no single population concentration ex
ceeded 10,000 ( 1960 Census of Population). Within this universe, three 
categories of locations were constructed. It was assumed that basic differ
ences in each type of area would be reflected in the religious organizations 
serving them. These areas were: 

1. Urban-incorporated population concentrations with a reported 
population greater than 2,500 persons ( 1960 Census). 

2. Town-population concentrations of less than 2,500 ( 1960). 

3. Open-country-all areas outside the two previous categories. 

Therefore, the basic research problem was to note variations m re-
ligious organizations serving these areas. 

THE THESIS 

The study's central thesis was that open-country, town, and urban 
areas are so different in their social organization that these differences are 
reflected in characteristics of churches serving them. Specifically, it was 
hypothesized that: ( l) the location of the church facility is a significant 
factor in predicting the type and extent of problems faced by congrega
tions, as well as the resources available for meeting these problems, and 
( 2) the greater the concentration of the population, the greater is the 
congregation's potential for overcoming problems growing out of environ
mental changes and the fewer potentially disorganizing situations it faces. 
Other questions relevant to understanding the basic problem were also 
explored, such as the density of denominations in a given area. 

THE STUDY AREA 

Selection of Study Area 
In order to obtain the greatest efficiency in data collection, the study 

was limited to a clearly defined geographic area. The county as the defining 
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unit offered sufficient advantages to recommend it as the study area, even 
though the county typically does not form a social unit in Minnesota. How
ever, it was a desirable choice because, as a political unit, relatively exten
sive information was available about it. 

After this decision was made, a review of Minnesota's nonmetropolitan 
counties was made and County was selected. Meeker County is 
fairly typical of nonmetropolitan counties in terms of the broad indices 
available in the U.S. Census of Population and U.S. Census of 
culture. 

General Descl'iption of the Area 

Meeker County, established as a legal entity on February 23, 1856, is 
in central Minnesota approximately 70 miles west of the Minneapolis
St. Paul metropolitan area. Although this distance eliminates the possibility 
of direct employment in the Twin Cities, lines of influence between the 
county and the metropolitan area are important. All-weather surfaced high
ways and bus and rail service provide ready access for county residents 
to this metropolitan area. Mass communication facilities originating in the 
metropolitan area also pervade the 

Population Composition 

the l persons in Meeker County enumerated the 1960 
Census, or 27 percent were classified as urban. This urban population 
was found entirely in the county Litchfield, a small located near 
the geographical center. The seven civil clivi-

county had a population of or 18 percent of the 
<Jcu.au·vH. The remaining 55 percent or 10,357 persons resided in 

the open country. This distribution of population, although more rural 
than the distribution of population for the state as a whole, :is typical of 
many nonmetropolitan Minnesota counties. 

The population of Minnesota increased 14 percent between 
During the decade, Meeker population remained relatively static 
with less than a 1-percent loss in population. At the same time, Litchfield, 
the only urban area in the county, experienced a population increase of 10 
percent. Inspection of natural increase statistics for the decade revealed that 
if no migration had occurred, the county population would have increased 
by 14 percent. So, the static character of the population is a function of 
relatively high outmigration of the town and country population. 

Not only was the outmigration relatively great, but it drew dispropor
tionately from certain age groups within the county. In Meeker 
County had 36 percent of its population in the dependent ages (under 15 
or 65 years old or older); by 1950, percent; and by 1960, 46 percent. 
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This pattern of change compares roughly with the Minnesota population 
pattern. However, for each of the years studied, the Minnesota dependent 
population was approximately 3 percentage points less. 

The Economic Base 

The economic base of the community is agriculture along with whole
sale and retail trades related to the agricultural enterprise. Of employed per
sons in the county in 1960, 41 percent were engaged directly in agriculture 
and another 17 percent in wholesale and retail trades related to agriculture. 

Median income per family in 1960 was $3,536 for the county versus 
$5,573 for the state as a whole. Income varied markedly within the county: 
rural farm, $2,619; all rural areas, $3,076; and urban, $4,644. 

Although the median money income of families in the county is some
what lower than the average for the state, this does not necessarily indicate 
a generally depressed level of living. In fact, the level of living of the rural 
population in Meeker County is average for Minnesota's rural population 
as a whole and higher than the national average for rural counties. 

Education 

The average number of school years completed by adults 25 years of 
age or older in Meeker County was less than the average resident of Min
nesota, 8.8 and 10.8 respectively. Again, the number of years of school 
completed by county residents varied with residence. People living in the 
urban areas generally had more years of education than those living in rural 
areas. This relationship is typical for Minnesota's nonmetropolitan coun
ties, even though the general level of education has been increasing all 
over the state. 

THE DATA 
Types of Data 

In order to test the thesis stated previously, data were collected during 
1961-62 concerning aspects of the religious organization that could be hy
pothesized as being related to the locational variable. Four types of infor
mation were requested: 

+ Background information-Sources utilized in this portion of the 
study were: the 1960 Census of Population which provided the total popu
lation of minor civil divisions, median incomes, educational levels, types of 
occupations, etc. for the study area; denomination yearbooks which pro
vided names and approximate locations of county religious organizations, 
and denomination officials who provided additional information concerning 
new or recently disbanded organizations. 

+ Location of members-Information was obtained by a plotting of 
the membership of the congregation by the pastor or a person designated 
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by the pastoL These data were then utilized to determine the density of 
particular denominations in an area, the extent of unchurched persons in 
an area, etc. These data were also utilized in the development of the parish 
pull factor, a composite measure of membership distribution. 

+ Characteristics of dmrches-Data were obtained through question
naires filled out by pastors of congregations studied. Such information as 
size of official membership, estimate of ages of members, leadership, esti
mates of areas of responsibility, estimates of national origin, denomina
tional affiliation, and participation was obtained. 

+ Historical-Pastors also provided this information by means of a 
questionnaire. Data in this area was concerned with the time of organiza
tion of the congregation, time of peak membership, recent trends in mem
bership, outmigration of youth, etc. 

copy of the questionnaire completed by the pastor is in Appendix 
B, page 50.) 

Data Collection 

Data were gathered by means of a mailed to every con-
gregation in the county. The pastor or a committee of laymen under his 
direction completed the questionnaire and returned it to the research of
fices. In the few instances when the questionnaire was not returned within 
a specified time limit, the church was visited by a research staff member 
to obtain the required information. 

Completeness of Data 

Of the congregations identified in Meeker returned 
complete sets of data. One urban congregation was organized during 

the study; complete information from this congregation was incorporated 
in the findings. Of the congregations that did not return complete informa-

three provided partial information. Two religious organizations vvithin 
the county discontinued operation during the field research time and no 
information was available from them. Contact with the state headquarters 
of the groups involved indicated that these congregations were very smalL 
In some cases, these individuals were absorbed into the memberships of 
other churches. One small sect group refused to participate in the study, 
so no information on it was included" 

Of the religious organizations about which data were included, 19 
were located in the open-country, 15 in small towns, and 15 in the urban 
area figure l ) , 

ANAlYSIS 

The analysis was carried out basically by a comparison of character-
istics of churches to their locations. Since the area studied was not 
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Figure 1. Location and classification of churches studied. 

a sample of any known universe, no attempt at statistical inference to a 
large universe could legitimately be made. However, where similar circum
stances exist, similar patterns of behavior would be expected. 

Techniques of comparison used in presenting the findings usually are 
self-explanatory. However, one technique developed during the study is 
sufficiently unique to warrant description. This is the parish pull factor. 
The parish pull factor is a measure developed to summarize objectively the 
dispersion of persons serviced by a religious organization relative to the 
church facility. 
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Computation of the Parish Pull Factor 

Figure 2. Parish 
pull illustration. 

1. An arbitrary base line is established at the left and at the bottom of 
the area under consideration (see figure 2). (In this case, 2 miles south 
and 2 miles west of the county line.) 1 

2. Base lines are then coded to correspond to the scale of the map 
used to analyze the data. (In this case, one code unit (C) equals 1 mile.) 
The base line established to the left of the area contains the code for the 
computation of the north-south vectors. The line at the bottom of the area 
under consideration contains the code for the computation of the east
west vectors. 

3. For each household unit an east-west household vector (Hew) and a 
north-south household vector (Hns) are computed. The household vector 
is the number of code units (C) multiplied by the number of persons in 
the household (M). 

4. A parish vector (Pew) is then computed by summing the household 
vectors for each direction and dividing by the total number of persons in
volved (:~M) . 

p _:SHew 
ew- :SM 

1 The ideal location of the church is independent of the location of the base line and the 
area studied. The parish pall factor is based entirely upon the actual location of members and 
the actual location of the church. The base line· is placed to the west. and south in order to 
eliminate the necessity of working with negative numbers, except in the rare case where a family 
is located west of the zero point on the E-W base line or south of the zero point on the N-S base 
line. 
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5. The parish vectors (Pew and Pns) corresponding to the base line 
code are the coordinates of the "ideal" location of the church facility. 

6. The actual location of the church facility is then plotted on the 
map. 

7. The parish pull factor is the distance from the actual location of the 
church facility to the ideal location as determined the use of the parish 
vectors. 

Interpretation of the Parish Pull Factor 

The parish pull factor is interpreted by inspection. The basic assump
tion of the parish pull factor is: if membership of a given congregation is 
equally dispersed around the church facility, no improvement in its loca
tion could be made by relocation of the facility. If there is unequal disper
sion-if membership is asymmetrically dispersed around the church-then 
a movement of the church would result in a reestablishment of equality of 
distribution. 

The parish pull factor quite simply is a line drawn on a map of the 
area which indicates the direction and distance that a given church would 
have to be moved to lie exactly in the center of its membership. 

The parish pull factor in and of itself has value only as an analytical 
device for understanding patterns of dispersion. It is relatively limited for 
the analysis of a single congregation because it indicates only inequality 
of dispersion and not degree of dispersion. For example, a parishioner living 
10 miles west of the church facility can be balanced by another parishioner 
living 10 miles east but no indication is made of this fact with the parish 
pull factor. Theoretically, a congregation could have all of its members 
living a great distance from the church and still have a small parish pull 
factor provided the members are equally distributed relative to the church. 
Nevertheless, the parish pull can help the individual congregation if util
ized with other information (see page 30 and degree of dispersion data in 
Appendix A). 

Operoticmol Specifications 

In order to avoid misunderstanding of the meanings assigned to words 
used in this report, the following glossary of terms is presented: 

Affiliate-An individual attending the church under consideration 
more frequently than any other but who is not formally a member. 

Church-The physical structure functioning as the place of assembly 
for a religious organization. 

Church member-An individual carried on the formal membership 
roll of the congregation or considered a member by the pastor. 

Congregation-A group of individuals holding membership or affili
ated with the same religious organization which has a specific time and 
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place of meeting and who are identified by the leader of that religious or
ganization as being members or affiliates. 

Denomination-A high level of organization implying a shared per
spective with which the pastor of a congregation recognizes his group to 
be affiliated. 

Full-time pastor·-A pastor devoting all of his working time to one or 
more congregations as a spiritual leader, for which he receives compensa
tion. 

Household-All persons living together at the same residence regard
less of relationship. 

Minimum church program-A program providing regular worship 
services, services of a pastor, and education of the congregation's youth in 
its beliefs. 

Nonresident member-Person carried on the membership roll but not 
participating in congregation activities because of absence from the com
munity. 

Open-country church-A congregation whose physical structure is lo
cated outside of the corporate limits of an incorporated population con· 
centration. 

Overchurched area-An area in the number of persons per re-
ligious organization is not sufficient to support a minimum church program. 

Parisl1 factor-A summary measure of the 
of church members relative to the church facility 

Service ratio-The 
zation. 

of individuals served by a religious organi-

Town church-A congregation whose physical structure is located 
within the corporate limits of a population center of less than 2,500 per
sons ( 1960 Census) . 

Underclmrclled area-An area in which number of persons per 
religious organization exceeds capacity of existing facilities to meet the 
population's needs. 

Urban church-A congregation whose physical structure is located 
within the corporate limits of an incorporated population concentration of 

or more ( 1960 Census) . 

Worship service-The gathering of the congregation to perform cer-
tain listen to sermons or addresses, and perform similar activities 
designated as right and proper congregation members. 
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Religion eeker County 
The following chapters deal with comparisons between different religious 
organizations. So that these comparisons may be viewed within a broad 
context, this chapter discusses some concerns necessary for clarity of under
standing. Essentially, this chapter indicates the context within which the 
study was cast. Before entering into this discussion, it should be noted that 
all religious organizations in the county and most religious organizations in 
society share the fo11owing characteristics: 

l. They consider their primary activity the fulfillment of a religious 
function. 

2. They are Christian churches and consequently trace their origin 
to a common source. 

3. They uphold the moral and ethical basis of their communities. 

MEEKER COUNTY, MINNESOTA AND THE UNITED STATES 

The proportion of the total population of Meeker County affiliated 
with religious organizations was larger than estimates of such affiliations 
for the state and nation: 

United States2 

63.4 
Minnesota3 Meeker County4 

Percent affiliated . 71.3 74.2 

Several factors contributed to the higher church membership in the 
county. One important factor was that some persons on membership rolls 
were nonresident members. Although this practice occurs in other areas, it 
would probably be a more significant factor where high outmigration occurs. 
Congregations reported that 717 persons out of their total membership no 
longer attended churches locally because they were absent from the com
munity. These persons were not counted in the U.S. Census of Population 
for the county but were counted as part of the total congregations. Conse
quently, these persons were subtracted from the total church membership 
figure before the percent of county residents who were members was com
puted. 

Nonresident members pose a problem for county congregations only 
insofar as they no longer contribute to their support. But of even greater 
longrange concern to the church at large is the fact that the nonresident 
member probably is not actively affiliated with a church in his present 
community. 

2 Source: National Council of Churches of Jesus Christ. 
3 Source: Minnesota Council of Churches of Jesus Christ. 

4 Source: TI1is study (see Appendix A, table 14). 
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A second factor was related to the fact that county boundaries did not 
conform to parish boundaries. At first the number of noncounty residents 
attending churches in the county was assumed to be roughly equal to the 
number of people living inside the county but attending churches outside 
the county. In order to validate this assumption, an attempt was made to 
contact all churches bordering the county that might have had Meeker 
County residents as members. This investigation turned up 424 persons-a 
number that undoubtedly under-represented the total number of persons 
living inside Meeker County who held memberships and attended churches 
in neighboring counties. On membership rolls of county churches were 
1,132 persons who resided outside of the county. 

In any event, when nonresident members and those living outside the 
but attending county churches were subtracted and county residents 

were members of congregations outside the county were added, 14,004 
persons or percent of the total population were found to be 
affiliated with religious organizations: 

Members of a church located 

'.Vithin Outside 
Total 

church County 
population 

Percent of 
population county 

13,580 
county 

424 

members 

18,887 

So even the corrected ~""~,·~·c·u affiliation proportion Vi!aS 

the state or national estimates. 
than 

Other factors must be considered when member
of the to that of the state or nation. l'VIembership in many 

churches is a function of birth rather than active affiliation. If an 
born in the community, he is typicaily carried through the 

of dltuch membership by his parents, irrespective of his 
Upon reaching adulthood, he often is carried on member

ship ro11s vvithout regard for his current religious motivation or 
But if the same individual migrates to a new community, he has to make 
some effort--either transferring membership or joining a new group--moti-

his own interest. 
considerable social pressure to to a church i~~ 

often exerted on in a small community. Conversations with com-
residents the research staff confirmed a community norm of 
membership as one criteria of social acceptability. ' 

DENOMINATIONAL AfiFIUATI 

Within Meeker County, the proportion of persons affiliated with a 
particular church body varied relative to geographic areas. The Lutheran 
and the Roman Catholic church bodies accounted for three-fourths of the 
total affiliates figure 3 and table 1) . The place of residence of affiliates 
with these large church bodies followed definite patterns. The Roman 
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Methodist 5.3 

Church of God 0.3 
Other 0.7 
.Evangelical Free Church 0.3 
Union 0.4 

Church of Christ 1.0 
Nazarene 1.0 

1 Church of Christ 1.5 
Episcopal 1.5 

Presbyterian 1.7 
Baptist 1.7 

Covenant 3.2 

Figure 3. Denominational affiliation of Meeker County residents. 

Catholic group predominated in the northeastern areas of the county, the 
Lutheran group in the southwest. With few exceptions, one of these two 
groups also had the majority of affiliates in the minor civil divisions studied 
(see Appendix A). 

Church Size and Denomination 

TI1e average size of religious organizations was related to the strength 
of the denomination in the county. Usually, the higher the proportion of 
aU members in Meeker County claimed by a given church body, the larger 
was the average congregation of that church body (see table 1). 

This finding does not mean that the large denominations in the 
county did not have small congregations. Rather, it reflects the fact that 
these groups had congregations in most size categories rather than in one 
or two (see table 2); consequently, of the total, they had relatively few 
smaH congregations. This situation was particularly true of Roman Catholic 
congregations. 

Several other factors also contributed to the size differentiations noted: 

l. Congregations of church bodies with the highest representation, 
on the average, were organized considerably earlier than the rest. There-
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Table L Affiiiaticm of members of religious organizations in Meeker Cmo~nty, 
1962* 

Denomination 
!\lumber of 
churches 

Lutheran . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 
Catholic ............ 0. 7 
Methodist ... 0 ••••• 0 • • • 5 

Covenant . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 
Presbyterian . . . . . . . . . . 1 
Baptist . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 

United Church of Christ 2 
Episcopal . 0........... l 
Church of Chr·ist .. 0 • • • • 2 

Church of the 1\lazarene 2 
Church of God .. 0 • 0 0 • • • 1 
Manhonnah Union 0 • • • • 1 

Evangelical Free ...... 0 ·r 

Mennonite . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 
Assembly of God . . . . . . . ·r 

Seventh Day Adventist . . 1 
T ota I ....... 0 • • • • 49 

Number of 
members 

6/770 
4566 
1/117 

675 
351 
324 

323 
309 
231 

213 
91 
85 
62 
53 
46 
25 

15)41 

Average 
membership 

per 
cong reg at ion 

376 
652 
223 
225 
351 
162 
162 
309 
1"16 
107 

91 
85 
62 
53 
46 
25 

311 

Percent 
of oil 

church 
members 

44.4 
30.0 
7.3 
4.4 
2.3 
21 

2.1 
2.0 
15 

1.4 
0.6 
0.6 

0.4 
0.3 
03 
0.2 

100.0 
''Includes out-of-county and nonresident members. Consequently, some discrepancies occur 

between this table and figure 3 which only includes county residents. 

fore, these groups were replenished by the resident population and had 
traditional community support 

2. Because of their density of membership, these large groups had 
constructed facilities in every area of the Denominations 
with the major portions of total church membership church facilities 
located in the open-country, towns, and the urban area. By contrast, 

with relatively small proportions usually were concentrated in 
the urban area and were less frequently found in towns and open country. 
Of the eight church bodies with a single religious organization in the 
county, five were located in the urban area, three in towns, and none in 
the open country. 

This heterogeneity of the urban religious organizations also reflected 
population movements. The continually expanding population of the 
urban area has provided a population base not only assures the 
growth of existing churches but permits organization of new congregations 
as welL migrants to urban areas bring with them a religious orienta
tion different from any existing organization. Therefore, an 
impetus for the formation of new groups to meet their needs. 
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Table 2. Denomination and size of congregation of Meeker County churches, 1962 

c _,_.. .Q QJ ·u Vl c OJ 0 ·c: 
QJ ..£: :J '- ·u l9 ..£: ..£: u LL 0 u '- c __c l9 >-- '-1-+-- :::; 0 0 0 0 0 QJ ...... _,_.. Y- '+-Q)...C 

'- c u '+- o ...... -1---c u Vl c 0 OcU+-- 0 QJ 0 Vl >--
Size of 0 '""0 0 ->--- ...c _c ~ v -~ Q_ +-- c 

Qi _c '..j:: ::0 c ,_ 
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1,500 plus ........... 
1,400-1,499 ......... 
1,300-1,399 ......... 

1,200-1,299 •••••••• 0 

1, 100-1, 1 99 •••••• '. 0 

1,000-1,099 •••••••• 0 

900- 999 . . ' . . . . . . 2 2 
800- 899 . . . . . . . . . 
700- 799 ......... 

600- 699 ••••• 0 ••• 1 l 
500- 599 ......... l 1 2 
400- 499 • 0 ••••• '. 1 1 
300- 399 •.••.•• 0. 1 2 1 1 5 
200- 299 ••• 0 ••••• 3 2 1 6 
100- 199 • 0 ••••••• 6 2 1 1 1 11 

0- 99 ......... 3 2 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 l l 18 

Number of 
churches ...... 18 7 5 3 2 2 2 2 I l 1 1 1 1 1 1 49 
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3. Smaller churches had their memberships more dispersed than did 
church bodies with higher representation. One indication of this generally 
higher dispersion was that the small church tended to have a relatively 
large parish puii factor. The fact that groups with small representation in 
the drew from a large geographic area was also reflected in the pas-
tor's of his area of responsibility. In general, the smaller the group 
as a proportion of the total county membership, the larger vvas the geo
graphic area of responsibility conceived by the pastor. 

UNCHURCHED POPULATION 

Available data suggested the highest proportion of unchurched 
families lived in the open-country areas. However, the proportion of un
churched individuals was consistently higher in the minor civil divisions 
located next to the county line. Therefore, a small proportion of this un
churched population probably held membership in churches outside the 
county. This tendency was particularly apparent in townships located in the 
north and southeastern of Meeker County. Data on in the north 
were biased by the to the portion of Eden outside 
the county and In the portion, the of 
Hutchinson, from the county undoubtedly 
affected this data. 

The incompleteness of data in this the need for a 
more study of a larger geographic area. 

STEREOTYPED 

In areas where a high of church members belonged to one 
church denomination, the area was as being composed 
of members of that denomination. a consequence, a sizable ~r,,n,wl-·•rm 
of the residents of these areas who did not prefer the dominant 
body often was not served by any religious organization. 

The reality of this situation was supported three study :findings rela-
tive to one area of the county. The northern portion of the county had 
the highest proportion of persons belonging to the Roman Catholic church. 
As a consequence, area was stereotyped as being "all Catholic." In 
actual fact, less than half of the residents of the civil divisions investigated, 
with the exception of two areas, belonged to this church body. Further
more, this area was systematicaHy considered outside the responsibility of 
pastors of many Protestant groups in the county. Finally, conversations 

county residents concerning the religious organization elicited, 
taneously, a stereotype of the area as being composed entirely of 
of one church body. 
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em rship Trends 
Religious organizations are dynamic-they are constantly changing. In 
order to assess the current position of religious organizations as well as their 
probable future development, it is necessary to examine their past. 

RECENT MEMBERSHIP TRENDS 

Outmigration from the open country was associated with the declining 
membership of open-country churches (see table 3). Moreover, member
ship trends varied greatly among various church bodies. Although most 
open-country churches have reported decreasing membership in recent 
years, others have reported increases. Therefore, although location is im
portant in determination of membership trends, other factors are involved. 

The proportion of churches increasing or decreasing membership 
when related to location does not fully demonstrate the magnitude of the 
changes occurring. When membership increases were reported by open
country churches, they tended to be relatively small compared with the 
increases reported by urban churches. 

Of course, these findings do not necessarily reflect a greater vitality 
among the urban and town than the open-country churches. Over the past 
10 years, the open country experienced a sizable decrease in population in 
Meeker County. An open-country church that was able to merely maintain 
its membership may have developed and held the religious loyalty of its 
community as well as the rapidly growing urban church. 

On the other hand, membership trends reflect the increasingly diffi
cult position of the rural church. One factor compounding the effect of 
population change for the open-country church is that relatively small diff
erences in the distance to a church no longer influence significantly the 
choice of church by new residents. TI1ey may as readily join a slightly more 
distant church in a population center as the nearer one in the open country. 

Table 3. Recent membership trends by location of the church facility, Meeker 
County (1950-60) ''' 

===----"" ___ "===:========= 

Direction of 
membership 

lncreosed ......... . 
Decreased 

Toto I 

Open country 
(I'~= 12) 

50 
50 

100 

Location of the church 

Town Urban 
(r--..J = 9) (1,1 = 9) 

---

Toto I 
(~I= 301 

percent - -- - - -
67 
33 

100 

78 63 
22 37 

100 100 

'''Churches not reponing membership trends for the periods 
excluded 1Nere: seve~l :Jpen-countrv churches! six tovvn 

were exciuded" Those 
ond six urban churches. 
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Consequently, the replacement of a farmer by a new resident in the com
munity does not necessarily constitute a replacement in the farmer's former 
congregation. 

OUTMIGRATION OF YOUTH 

Another problem-creating situation is produced by age selectivity in 
migration. 

In order to assess the degree of outmigration from congregations by 
youth, pastors were asked to trace the mobility of a single age category and 
to report its current affiliation. The group selected consisted of children 
who were about 14 years of age or in the eighth grade in 1954. This age 
group was selected because significant rights of passage to semiadulthood 
such as confirmation, termination of church school training, adult baptism, 
and admission to full membership status occur at this age in many religious 
organizations. The year was selected because it was sufficiently recent to 
assure relatively complete records and because peak years of outmigration 
would be completed for this age group by the study time. 

Of the age group indicated, 41 percent no longer were affiliated with 
their respective church at the time of the study because they had migrated 
to other areas (see table 4). Although 41 percent was a high rate of out
migration, it was not as high as the estimated outmigration of a roughly 
comparable age group from the general population-that was 58 percent 
over the 10-year period, 1950-60.5 

These data suggest that children from families associated with churches 
are less migratory prone than the rest. Furthermore, the more mobile fami
lies who are selective in terms of socio-economic status and occupation may 

Table 4. Outmigration of one group of youth by church location, Meeker 
County, 1954-62 

Location of the church 

Age group of Open country Town Urban Total 
14 year olds in 1954 (N = 151) (N = 275) (N = 100) (N = 426) 

- - - - - percent - - - - -
Still attending in 1961 47 52 42 49 
No longer attending* ..... 53 35 54 41 
No information •••• 0 ••••• 13 4 10 

-- --
Total •••• 0 •••• 0 •••• 100 100 100 100 

*Those individuals who were no longer attending because they moved out of the community. 
This category does not contain persons who were still in the community but not active in 
the church. 

5 Data available from the 1960 Census show that in Meeker County the number of 
persons 10-14 years old in 1950 was 1,736. By 1960 this group, then 20-24, had been reduced 
to 725-a loss of 1,011 persons or 58 percent. 
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Table 5. Percentage of Meeker County churches organized by a given date 
and location of the church* 

Date of organization 

Before 
Before 
Before 
Before 

1900 
1930 
1960 
1962 

Location of the church 

Open country 
(N=18) 

Town 
(N=14) 

Urban 
(N=14) 

- - - - - percent - - - - -
88.9 57.1 50.0 

1 00.0 78.6 71 .4 
100.0 92.9 

100.0 

* Includes only those churches whose pastors indicated the year of organization. Therefore, one 
open-country, one town, and one urban church are omitted. 

be less likely to initially establish ties with a religious organization than the 
others. 

LONG-TERM TRENDS 
Examination of recent membership trends indicated the impact of 

recent changes in the study area's population. In order to establish a broad 
perspective, two rough indic:ators were used to summarize longrange trends 
of congregations: the year of organization and the year peak membership 
was achieved. 

Date of Organization 

The two oldest currently active congregations in Meeker County were 
organized just over 100 years ago in 1857. Since then, new congregations 
have been formed; some have disbanded. The most recent congregation 
was organized during the study period. 

Some understanding can be gained by examining dates of organization. 
The location of a church was related to its time of organization (see 
table 5). On the average, open-country churches were organized earlier 
than town or urban churches. Eighty-nine percent of the open-country 
churches, 57 percent of the town churches, and 50 percent of the urban 
churches were organized prior to 1900. By 1930, all currently active open
country churches but only 79 percent of the town churches and 71 percent 
of the urban churches were in existence. By 1960, all the active town 
churches and 93 percent of the urban churches were established. 

These findings reflect the relationship of the religious organization to 
the population base. In the open country, the time of greatest need was 
experienced during the settlement and development of land prior to 1900. 
This period was also a time of high foreign inmigration with each group 
transplanting its particular religious and cultural heritage. At the same time, 
many churches were formed in what was then the open country or in small 
settlements ~hat later became towns and cities. This situation is reflected 
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by the fact that in each residence category, at least half of the religious 
organizations were formed prior to 1900. 

Shifts in population produced important changes in town and urban 
churches. Both smalltown and urban areas experienced a period of growth 
similar to the open country. However, as the open-country churches sta
bilized, town and urban churches continued to grow-even after the total 
rural population began to decline. Yet, in recent years, smalltown churches 
have experienced some of the same pressures which earlier descended on 
open-country churches. The population of small towns, in many cases, has 
leveled off or begun to decline and few new organizations have formed. 

The urban area has continued to grow in size, producing a growing 
demand for religious services. Although existing congregations absorb most 
of this population increase, new groups are continually organized to meet 
the varying demands of the expanding and often increasingly heterogeneous 
population. 

PEAK MEMBERSHIP 
Another measure of the effect of population changes on membership 

is the year in which the congregation in a given area reached its peak of 
membership. The median year of peak membership for open-country 
churches was 1927; for town churches, 1955; and for urban churches, 1958. 
Furthermore, the mean number of years required for the typical congrega
tion to achieve its peak was related to its location. The open-country church 
generally achieved its peak in a much shorter time ( 38.3 years) than did 
the town (61 years) or the urban church (65.4 years). 
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haracteristics of Churches 
Membership trends discussed in the previous section reflect differences in 
historical development of religious systems serving the areas studied. Atten
tion is now focused on characteristics of churches that result from both the 
differences in development and location. 

PLACE OF RESIDENCE AND CHUR,CH AFFILIATION 

Open-country residents were less often church members than were 
persons living in town; town people were less often church members than 
were persons residing in the urban area (see table 6 and figure 4). 

This finding should be interpreted with caution because of the incom
pleteness of data on county residents who actually held membership in 
churches in neighboring counties. However, study of the percentage of the 
total population claimed by various churches in civil divisions not border
ing county lines suggested that the generalization would hold true if all 
information was available. 

SIZE Of CONGREGATI 

The size of an organization always must be considered when estimating 
how efficiently it proceeds towards its goal. Of course, increasing size does 
not always constitute increasing efl1ciency. However, any organization 
should be able to establish an ideal size commensurate with its means and 
goals. 

For religious organizations, the ideal size is determined by the range of 
the religious services demanded by parishioners and by the type of organi
zation used to achieve these ends. So, ideal size of any given religious organi
zation is highly variable and related to at least the following factors: ( l) 
number and type of meetings desired, the minimum perhaps being a 
weekly gathering; and ( 2) size and type of professional staff--from the un
paid pastor to the departmentalized specialists of large congregations. 

Density of population and size of congregation tended to be positively 
associated in the study area. Town and urban churches were, on the average, 
more than twice as large as typical open-country organizations (see table 7) .. 

Residents 

A.ffilioted 
~~or affiliated .. 

Total 

Open country 

Number Percent 

6/575 
3,878 

62.9 
37.1 

1000 10,453 
~-~ 

affiliated with 
1962 

Town Urban 

Number Percent i''.jumber Pet·cent 

2,652 79.0 4)77 94.1 
704 21.0 301 5.9 

3,356 1000 5,078 ;ooo 
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Percent of 
population 

iOO 

75 

50 

25 

94.1 

Some immediate are clear. If the 

Figure 4. Percent 
of total area 
population affili
ated with a re
ligious organizc
ticm by place of 
residence. 

wishes to secure a or 
provide equally adequate facilities as town and urban churches, it must 
increase the financial contribution and participation of each member ac
cordingly. Also, fewer resources are available to open-country congregations 
than to town and urban churches for overcoming crisis situations. The 
crisis situation may be financial in character but, with almost equal regu
larity, it may be a crisis of leadership, interest, or organization. 

One example of such a crisis is a congregation's inability to provide 
a sufficiently active youth program to compete with nonreligious interests. 
This problem is not peculiar to the rural church. But it is intensified in the 
rural church simply because the total number of teenagers in the congre
gation may be extremely small. That this situation occurs with considerable 
regularity is supported by comparison with the population distribution of 
these age groups. Assume that the distribution of age in congregations 
approximates that of the population. In Meeker County, approximately 
7.5 percent of residents in 1960 were in the 15- to 19-year age category. 
So in a congregation of 163 members, only 12 teenagers in this age cate
gory would be found. Therefore, the possibility of a formal youth organiza
tion with a sufficiently diversified program to serve as a significant reference 
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Table 7. Affiliation of members of religious organizations in Meeker County by denomination and location of church, 1962'; 

Location of church 

Open country Town Urban Total 
'+- '+- '+- '+- '+- '+- '+- '+-
0 0 0 0 OUl 0 0 0 

ru as '- (\) ill~ '- (\) '- (\) '- (\) ill ~ '- (\) 

...o...C (J)(\) Ol ...o...C (\) (\) Ol C\J_c 1S.SI2 Ol ...o...C (\) (\) Ol 

El::: 
...o_ 0 E l:: 

...o_ 0 ...Ou 0 E l:: 
...0_ 0 Eo. '- Eo. GJ(\) E ,._ Eo. GJ (\) Eo. '-

::J::l ::l 0 ClJ ClJ ::l ::l ::l 0 ::l ::l ::Jo ::l ::l ::JO (\) (\) 

Denomination > N > N > N > N z-5 zg,;_ <( ·v; z-5 zg,;_ <( ·v; z-5 zg,;_ <( ·v; z-5 zg,;_ <( ·v; 

Lutheran ..................... 9 1,649 183 5 2,339 468 4 2)82 696 18 6,770 376 
Catholic ..................... 3 793 264 3 2,352 784 1 1,421 1,421 7 4,566 652 
Methodist .................... 3 356 119 1 223 223 1 538 538 5 1,117 223 
Covenant ..................... 1 90 90 1 422 422 1 163 163 3 675 225 
Presbyterian .................. 0 .... . .. 0 . ... . .. 1 351 351 1 351 351 
Baptist ....................... 0 .... . .. 1 204 204 1 120 120 2 324 162 
United Church of Christ ........ 0 .. 0. . .. 2 323 162 0 . ... . .. 2 323 162 
Episcopal ..................... 0 . . . . ... 0 . ... . .. 1 309 309 1 309 309 
Church of Christ .............. 0 .... . .. 1 94 94 1 137 137 2 231 116 
Church of the Nazarene ........ 1 68 68 0 .... . .. 1 145 145 2 213 107 
Church of God ................ 0 .... . .. 0 . ... . .. 1 91 91 1 91 91 
Union ........................ 1 85 85 0 .... . .. 0 . ... . .. 1 85 85 
Evangelical Free ............... 0 ..... . .. l 62 62 0 . ... . .. 1 62 62 
Mennonite .................... 1 53 53 0 .... . .. 0 . ... . .. 1 53 53 
Assembly of God ............... 0 .... . .. 0 . ... . . -• 1 46 46 1 46 46 
Seventh Day Adventist .......... 0 .... . .. 0 . . '. . .. 1 25 25 1 25 25 

- -- - ·- -- ----

Total .................... 19 3,094 163 15 6,019 401 15 6,128 409 49 15)41 311 

N 
* Includes out-of-county and nonresident members. _, 



group is small. As a consequence, group associations are likely to be estab
lished and maintained outside of religious organizations, resulting in a 
possible loss of interest in these organizations. 

Other similar computations based upon the size of congregation can 
be made relative to the availability of Sunday school teachers, memberships 
for various suborganizations, etc. · 

AGE DISTRIBUTION 

The size of an organization is only one measure of its strength and 
vitality. Dependent persons are another factor. 

As pointed out, the proportion of persons in the dependent age cate
gories has steadily increased in Meeker County. Generally, the proportion 
of youth has been highest in rural areas; the proportion of aging persons 
has been highest in small towns and villages. This distribution was reflected 
in the age composition of church congregations in Meeker County (see 
table 8). Open-country churches had the highest proportion of the youth 
category; town churches, of the aging category. In the urban area a larger 
proportion of dependent persons was found than in towns but a smaller 
proportion than in the open country. 

Selective migration, differential family size, and increasing life span 
were some reasons for these distributions of age groups. Estimates of popu
lation changes indicate that trends now evident in the composition of 
congregations will continue, with increasing rather than decreasing differ
ences in age composition between the categories of churches examined. 
Persons responsible for planning the future of a religious organization 
should consider these changes. Obviously, facilities, programs, and person
nel appropriate to an aging group would differ from those for youth groups. 

Table 8. Age distribution of church members by location of the church and 
county population, Meeker County, 1962* 

Location of church 

Open countryt Townt Urbant 
Age (N=3,044) (N=4,073) (N=3)26) 

Total Population 
church memberst of county:j: 

(N=10,843) (N=18,887) 

- - - - - - percent - - - - - -
17 or 

younger 35 28 32 31 39 
18-64 ... 54 59 57 57 50 
65 and 

over .. 11 13 11 12 11 
-- --

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

* Does not include St. Anthony Catholic Church, Watkins ( l ,360), St. Philips Catholic Church 
Litchfield ( 1,421), and First Evangelical Lutheran Church, Litchfield (917) because ag~ 
estimates were not made by their pastors. 

t Based on pastors' estimates of age distribution. 
:j: U.S. Census of Population, 1960. 
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A comparison of the age composition of churches and county popu
lation also led to some important considerations (see table 8). The most 
marked discrepancy was the under-representation of youth and the over
representation of the 18- to 64-age group in churches. Apparently, individu
als in dependent groups were less likely to be incorporated into church 
programs than were other population segments. This finding suggests that 
present church organizations may not be well suited to future populations 
which surely will include a proportionately larger dependent group. 

ETHNICITY 

The organization of religious systems in the United States is related 
to the country of origin of early settlers. Not only are such gross differences 
as a generally Protestant or Catholic orientation of particular nationality 
groups discernable, but locality groups often carried with them a particular 
religious confession. At times groups were formed after a break with the 
dominant religion of the parent culture. 

Further specialization of interest took place as new problems and 
orientations were met in the new world. Perhaps the most persistent social 
barriers were erected by nationality groups incorporating a particular re
ligious orientation. The ability of some groups to maintain themselves in 
the face of extreme pressures towards acculturation is evident in Hutterite 
and Amish communities. 

In Minnesota's rural areas, national origins are often vigorously main
tained. In many cases, they form a significant social barrier to cooperation 
between congregations with similar doctrinal positions. 

In order to estimate the significance of these factors as related to 
the religious organization, an estimate of the proportion of nationality 
groups within a congregation was obtained from the pastor. Open-country 
churches were expected to be most intimately tied to their national origins 
because potentially disruptive population changes occur less often in the 
open country than in towns or urban areas. 

Open-country churches tended to be more homogeneous relative to 
nationality groupings than did town or urban churches (see table 9). In 

percent of the open-country churches, over half of the affiliates had a 
common nationality background as compared to 47 percent in town 
churches and 35 percent in urban churches. Moreover, pastors in some 
town and urban churches felt that they could not identify the nationality 
backgrounds of their members, indicating the generally lower apparency of 
national identities in these areas. Although not shown in the data pre
sented, the finer breakdown used ih the analysis revealed that more than 
a fourth of the nastors in the urban area indicated that no one nationahtv 
constituted mor~ than 25 percent of their congregations. ' 

movements toward cooperatiori betvveen 
churches are potentially most prone to conflict insofar as 

traditions are reinforced etlmic traditions. In some 
the two see111 inseparable. l\Jevi if 
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Table 9. Nationality composition of Meeker dum:hes by location, 1962'' 

Pastor's estimate of the per
cent of congregation with a 
common nationality back
ground 

Location of the church 

Open country 
(N=l8) 

Town 
(N=l5) 

Urban 
(N=l4) 

- - - - percent - - - -
50 percent or more with common 

national background . . . . . . . . 72.2 
Less than 50 percent with com-

mon national background . . . . 27.8 
Unable to estimate or no response 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1000 

46.7 

33.3 
20.0 

100.0 

35.7 

500 
14.3 

100.0 
* Includes only those churches whose pastors estimated congregation composition. There

fore, one open-country church and one urban church are omitted. 

dominant nationality, would probably be less prone to associate with these 
churches. 

PARISH PUll 

One question often raised by pastors, church leaders, and administra
tors is: relative to the distribution of membership of this congregation, 
where vvould be the ideal location of the church facility? In order to esti
mate the ideal location, the parish pull factor was used. The parish pull 
factor quite simply consists of an index number based upon the distance 
a particular family lives from the church and the number of persons in 
that This measure does not take into account such things as the 
adequacy transportation routes, physical barriers, and population move-
ments. However, these factors would have to be considered by a single 
congregation when assessing its own situation. (Specific methods of compu
tation can be found on pages 12-13.) Observation of the parish pull factor 
for congregations evidenced the following findings (see figure 5) :6 

l. Congregations located in towns had greater residential stability than 
those located in open-country areas. When the church was located in a 
population concentration, its membership tended to be somewhat more 
equitably distributed relative to the church itself. Furthermore, a large 
percentage of the church membership was located relatively close to the 
church building, thereby adding stability. 

2. The direction of the parish pull tended to be toward the largest 
population concentration in the county. Indeed, this tendency was gen
erally strongest in congregations located relatively close to the population 
center itself. The preliminary explanation for this finding might be that 
migrants who left their local communities to seek employment in the popu-

8 Parish pull was not computed for all congregations because generalizations could be tested 
with 31 sample and because the computation job would have been enormous. 
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KEY 

Actual location ofthe church 

Indicates direction and degree of 
parish pull 

Indicates no parish pull 

Figure 5. Parish pull in Meeker County. 

lation concentration did not transfer membership to an urban congregation 
but maintained religious ties to the home congregation. This situation 
would also explain the increased tendency in a pull towards the population 
center as it is approached. 

3. The amount of parish pull manifested in a particular church was 
related to the membership density of that particular religious denomination 
in the county. Denominations with a smaller representation were likely to 
have larger parish pull vectors than those with a greater population density. 
Church members of a religious organization having several churches in the 
county could find a church of their choice within a relatively shorter dis-
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tance than could members of an organization with only one or two congre
gations. 

Some further questions which might be explored with a parish pull 
factor are: 

1. What effect does affiliation with the same church synod or de
nomination have upon the direction of a parish pull factor? 

2. How would the reorganization of two or more congregations con
tribute to an eliptical or high parish pull factor in the reorganized congre
gations? 

3. In contemplating reorganization, could a parish pull factor help 
determine the best location of church facilities for meeting the needs of 
the congregation? 

These data represent a cross section of the situation. A congregation, 
when assessing its position, might be greatly helped by making similar com
putations based on historical records. Such analysis should be continued 
periodically to determine trends in constituency movements. 

PARISH OVERLAP 
Historically, the pattern of church locations was related to the ethnic 

and nationality origins of the people initially settling in the area. As a 
result, congregations were organized along language lines; boundaries of 
parishes were determined by the extent of the language community. Com
munity size was also coupled to transportation facilities available at the 
time of organization. Therefore, enough churches had to be built to permit 
movement to and from the church facility with relatively slow transporta
tion. These factors, combined with denominational differences, contributed 
to a proliferation of relatively small organizations. 

In recent years, with the breakdown of language barriers and the in
creased speed of transportation, the need for churches at comparatively 
short distances from each other has been greatly reduced. However, 
churches in rural areas have seldom adjusted to these changes. 

The parish boundaries as conceived by pastors (areas for which each 
claimed responsibility) provided an indication of parish overlap. Extensive 
overlapping of congregations existed even when a single religious denomina
tion was considered (see figure 6). As indicated previously, many congre
gations were also plagued by high outmigration of population which re
duced the population base. But how long can a congregation with these 
problems exist and maintain a balanced program that meets the religious 
needs of the community? When parish boundaries of other denominations 
are added, the problem is compounded. 

LEADERSHIP 
The church as a social organization is significantly dependent upon 

its professional leadership for vitality. This professional leadership, desig-
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Figure 6. Parish boundaries as conceived by Lutheran pastors in Meeker 
County. 

nated traditionally as clergy, typically must meet certain criteria. Some 
groups require extensive education, some a special type of religious experi
ence, others a combination of the two. 

In recent years, this professional leadership has been expanded to in
clude full-time staff members. Although they may not be called clergy, they 
have responsible positions within the church as parish workers, teachers, 
choir masters, parish administrators, etc. However, most town and country 
churches continue to have a clergyman supplemented only by voluntary 
and part-time assistants. Consequently, the pastor is one crucial variable in 
the assessment of religious organizations. 
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The findings reported here should not be used to assess qualifications 
of ministers or the criteria for assuming their positions. Rather, the in
terest in this study was in assessing: ( 1) the extent of the workload carried 
by pastors in various areas, and ( 2) other characteristics that affected the 
efficient completion of their tasks. 

Primary Occupation other than Pastor 
Of prime importance is the extent to which the pastor is primarily in

volved in parish work. Only about 1 of every 10 congregations had a clergy
man who was not fully engaged in his leadership position. Little variation 
was noted concerning this factor between open-country, town, and urban 
churches. Of those persons serving a religious organization in a secondary 
rather than primary capacity, one was a seminary student, two were part
time pastors, one was a retired pastor, and one was a lay minister who pur
sued a full-time occupation besides. 

Supplementary Employment 
About 1 in 10 pastors had a part-time occupation as a supplement to 

his primary occupation as pastor. A larger percentage of open-country 
churches (15.8 percent) and town churches (14.3 percent) than urban 
churches (7.1 percent) were served by a pastor who had a secondary occu
pation. 

This finding suggests that the capacity to provide sufficient remunera
tion for the professional staff was somewhat less in open-country and town 
churches than in urban churches. 

Persons Served 
The number of people served and the amount of work required varied 

greatly among pastors. As previously noted, the average open-country 
church congregation was considerably smaller than the average town and 
urban congregation. Over half of the open-country churches were part of 

Table 10. Number of congregations served by the same pastor by location 
of the church, Meeker County, 1962* 

Number of congregations 
served by the same pastor 

Location of the church 

Open country 
(N=18l 

Town 
(N= 15l 

Urban 
(N=14l 

- - - - percent - - - -
One church . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44.4 53.3 85.7 
Two or more churches . . . . . . . . . 55.6 46.7 14.3 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 100.0 100.0 100.0 

• Includes only those churches whose pastors indicated the number of parishes served. There
fore, one open-country church and one urban church are omitted. 
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a two or more church parish (see table 10). Yet the open-country pastor 
served fewer people on the average in all his congregations than did the 
town or urban pastor. Futhermore, the average town and urban churches 
had a larger full-time nonpastoral staff. 

A rural pastor, while serving slightly fewer persons with less staff, is 
required to spread his efforts among more services. Therefore, he may not 
be able to operate as efficiently as the town or urban pastor. Consequently, 
the open-country congregation is less likely than others to obtain a full 
complement of services. The duplication of effort occurs in several areas: 
delivering a sermon two or more times on a particular Sunday; conducting 
multiple church schools, women's organizations, men's groups, and mid
week services; attending church board meetings, etc. 

The multiple point parish also means that the pastor resides in only 
one of the communities served; therefore, he is not as readily available to 
the other communities for performing certain services. He expends more 
time and energy to provide a given number with a given quantity of service 
than does the pastor serving one community. 

Tenure of Pastors 

A higher rate of turnover among the open-country pastors was indi
cated by the average tenure of office of pastors in open-country, town, and 
urban churches. The median tenure of office of open-country pastors was 
1.5 years; for town pastors, 4 years; and for urban pastors, 2.5 years. 

Essentially, two factors are involved here. If an open-country pastor 
feels that his talents and training are not being fully utilized, and if his 
financial and housing rewards are likely to be less than those received by 
town and urban pastors, he is prone to accept alternative opportunities. 
Moreover, the open-country church often functions as a training ground 
for the young pastor or as a preretirement or partial retirement parish for 
the old pastor-such conditions also may limit the term of office. 
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Summa and Suggestions 
Religious organizations of Meeker County reflect their past, their environ
ment, and their members' religious interests, No one of the many character
istics of Meeker County churches describes them alL However, from the 
data reported and discussed, some generalizations can be made relative to 
these organizations. 

As evidenced by the proportion of the population affiliated with 
churches, religious interest in Meeker County is high, Affiliation is not a 
major problem for county residents. Instead, the main problem apparently 
lies in the shifts of population and the lack of adjustment to these popula
tion changes, 

Open-country churches in part, a carryover from the days 
of poor transportation and community stability. But community identities 
have been revised and transportation, at least for short distances, is no 
longer a major consideration for most people. As a result, many Meeker 
County churches are in an increasingly precarious position. Some open
country churches, through diligent effort, have stabilized their current 

More commonly, the open-country church is 
encing a decline in membership and services, 

The increasingly difficult position of the open-country church is evi
denced the high turnover in clergy, the dependence of clergy on supple
mental sources of and the additional services requested with 
limited resources. 

The role of town churches is somewhat different. Nevertheless, within 
the foreseeable future, town churches probably will face the same problems 
as open-country churches, Town churches vary more than 
churches in the size of membership and other criteria but less 
churches, 

Urban churches tend to be large and 
churches. Their present 

with new facilities and services 
urban churches are by 
afHuent basis for 

in comparison vvith town 
is one of transitional 

added. 'These m 

<$ 
with a 
15) . 

percentage of the population of the was affiliated 
organization than of the state and of the nation page 

• representation of the u~-ouull11!Hd 

The 
person to 
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+ Areas tended to be religiously stereotyped. They were perceived on 
the basis of the stereotype rather than on the basis of the actual situation 
(see page 20). 

Membership Trends 
+ More open-country churches lost than gained membership in recent 

years as compared to an excess of gains over losses in town and urban 
churches (see page 21). 

+ Youth associated with churches tended to be less migratory prone 
than the general population of a comparable age in the county (see page 
22). 

+ Long-term trends indicate that the need for new religious organiza
tions was stabilized in the open country early in the present century, tended 
toward stabilization in towns in recent years, and is apparently not leveling 
off yet in urban areas (see page 23). 

Congregation Characteristics 

+ The average town and urban congregation was about twice as large 
as the average open-country congregation (see page 25). 

+ Greater variation in congregation size was found in the urban area 
than in towns or open country (see page 27). 

+ Urban churches had a balance between youth, aging, and produc
tive membership. Town churches had an excess of aging persons; open
country churches, an excess of youth (see page 28). 

+ Homogeneity of national origins was most common in the open
country church and least common in the urban church (see page 29). 

+ Ethnic awareness tended to be higher in the open country than in 
other areas (see page 29) . 

+ Small open-country congregations tended to have unequal dis
persion of their membership, primarily due to the movement of a family or 
individual to a population concentration without transfer of formal church 
membership (see page 30). 

Pastors 

+ Open-country and town pastors were more likely to supplement 
their income by outside employment than were urban pastors (see page 
34). 

+ Open-country pastors served fewer people in more churches than 
did town or urban pastors (see page 34) . 

+ Open-country pastors had the shortest tenure of office and town 
pastors had the longest term of office (see page 3 5) . 
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SOME RECOMMENDATIONS 
This study concentrated on one set of factors to be considered when 

working with town and country churches; that is, the influence of a 
church's location upon its congregation as a social organization. A number 
of characteristics were discussed that have significance for present church 
organizations as well as for their future. Some recommendations in line 
with study findings are now suggested. However, first it is important to 
realize that this study looked at selected variables and did not exhaust the 
universe of factors affecting a given situation. 

The following recommendations may be operative for some churches 
but certainly not for alL Nor should individuals responsible for the future 
of a church be content until all relevant factors are considered. Careful 
examination of study findings led to these action recommendations: 

L Organize existing facilities and personnel to eliminate duplication 
of effort 

+ Closer cooperation between clergymen concerning areas of respon
sibility. 

+ Cooperative efforts to alert the concerned group when a new resi
dent of that persuasion enters the 

+ use of existing facilities rather than the construction of new 
facilities if resources are limited" 

+ Commnnitywide organization for the care and use of burial 
grounds. 

+ The larger parish-a of affiliated for cooperation in 
certain fields. It differs from the cooperative church program because it is 
more formally organized with a definite area designation, a parish council, 
and a specialization of tasks for professional leaders. 

+ of congregations-in those situations doctrinal con-
siderations not prohibit the merger of two or more congregations into 
a new unit. It would increase the potential for efficiency of clergymen, re
duce duplication of effort, and free resources for other uses. 

2. Combine existing organizations where such combinations would 
benefit both groups. Consider one of the following: 

+ Cooperating churches-maintenance of separate denominational 
identity while cooperating on common goals, projects, and problems such 
as welfare, promotion of community programs, and youth programs. 

+ Denominational community church-establishment of a single 
church to serve a given area either through merger of existing churches of a 
common denomination or through agreement of churches of different de
nominations to be affiliates with one or another of the denominations 
m a single 
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+ Nondenominational community church-establishment of a single 
nondenominational church to serve a community when no other church 
can be self-supporting or when some churches do not wish to become 
identified with a single denomination in the community. 

+ Federated churches-two or more churches agree to joint employ
ment of a pastor and, in some cases, other functions but each maintains 
its own organizations and affiliates with different denominations. 

Some of these suggestions are not acceptable by certain denominations; 
no one of them is acceptable to all. However, almost every religious organi
zation in Meeker County could benefit by the exploration of at least one 
of these possibilities. 

3. Extend an invitation for participation to persons not currently affili
ated with any religious organization. 

+ A door-to-door religious census by communities to locate un
churched individuals followed by invitations to these individuals to become 
part of whatever group they prefer. 

+ Establishment of cooperative efforts to determine the religious 
preference of new residents and bring this preference to the attention of 
the appropriate church. 

4. Plan church facilities and personnel to meet the changing needs of 
the population. 

+ Evaluation of the present church organization in preparing youth 
for outmigration since nearly half leave their home community. 

+ Evaluation of the role of the church in dealing with the increasing 
proportion of aged persons in the community, not only in terms of care 
but also with respect to their potential as church workers. 

+ Selection of clergymen with consideration not only of their general 
qualifications but also with regard to abilities to meet the unique aspects 
of each congregation. 

39 



p ndix em rship 
PROCEDURE FOR INTERPRETING TABLE H 

The procedure described here can be useful in the analysis of a single 
congregation. It has advantage over the parish pull analysis discussed 
previously in providing an indication of dispersion. But it is extremely 
limited in the analysis of a number of congregations because it does not 
summarize the information into a single factor which can be easily inter
preted and combined with other information. 

l. In figure 7 (example is for Zion Lutheran Church, Litchfield), the 
two diagonal lines cross at the location of the church facility. The area is 
divided into four qu.adrants, designated according to the direction each 
lies from the church building. (For example, quadrant nearest the top 
of the page is the north quadrant.) 

2. Concentric circles are located 2 and Ll miles from the church. 

3. Using the 
gregations, all members of families located 

by respective con
each of the I2 areas dif-

ferentiated the scheme above are enumerated. 

4. The enumeration is then converted to a percentage of total mem
bers and affiliates. These percent i1gures appear in table ll. 

5. The last column of table ll indicates the total number individu-
a1s located on the map in the area the church. Deviations from 
reported size of congregations result in some cases due to: (a) omission 
of an individuals who could not be located on the map, and (b) inclusion 
of nonaffiliated individuals as members of families in which at 
least one person is a member or affiliate. 

6. Due to the in distance 
sons in a population concentration are considered to be 
tributed all four and 2 miles of the church. 

DETERMINI A CONGREGATI DiSTRI 

The of the general findings of this analysis can be found 
in the section on In order to determine the distribution for a 

congregation, the procedure is 

l. Transfer the information in table ll to a table similar to the one 
m figure 7. 

2. Then determine the percentage of the members living in each of 
the four quadrants by adding downward. Add across to determine the per

40 

of the members and affiliates living within 2 miles, 2-4 miles, and 
4 miles. 

3. transfer the information in the table to the diagram. 



Distribution of Membership: Zion Lutheran Church: 

Distance of residence 
from church 

N=742 

North East South West Total 
- - - - - percent - - - - -

Under 2 miles . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 22 22 24 91 
2-4 miles . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 2 1 5 
Over 4 miles . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 * 1 4 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28 22 25 25 100 
'~ Less than 1 percent. 
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Figure 7. Diagram for analyzing membership distribution relative to a church. 

In figure 7 the above procedure was carried out for Zion Lutheran 
Church, Litchfield. Analysis of the distribution of members evidences that 
members were equally distributed relative to the church building and that 
most members lived relatively close to the church. 

41 



-1> Tobie 11. l'en::ent of congreg~tion by quadrant and distance of ;·esidence from the church facility, Meeker County, 1962''' N 

Quadrant 

North East South West 
Name of Under 2-4 Over Under 2-4 Over Under 2-4 Over Under 2-4 Over Size of 

congregation 2 miles miles 4 miles 2 miles miles 4 miles 2miles miles 4 miles 2 miles miles 4 miles congregation 

LUTHERAN - ------ percent of congregation ------
Zion ............... 23 2 3 22 l 22 2 1 24 1 742 
St. Pau's ...... 18 1 8 18 2 18 2 7 18 2 2 867 
Ness ................. 13 1 4 33 2 8 .. '' 31 8 . . 116 
Arndahl ............ 14 4 7 21 15 7 17 1 6 4 4 253 
Immanuel Rosendale .. 18 .. 9 11 23 2 6 4 2 25 107 

Grove City . 11 4 16 10 2 17 13 6 13 6 2 395 
Saints .. ..... 26 4 . ' 18 1 3 17 8 l7 3 3 187 

Ostmark .. 4 8 3 20 25 8 4 7 4 7 4 6 252 
Beckville .............. 5 4 21 11 9 4 11 14 2 9 10 i 250 
Immanuel . 10 8 27 14 2 7 12 7 11 2 . ' 247 
Cosmos .... 13 1~ 2 5 16 5 9 9 4 13 6 4 211 
Peace ..... 16 8 5 16 7 1 IS 6 1 19 4 2 465 
Redeemer . 20 25 8 18 13 ~ .. 12 . . 95 
Apostolic .. 18 27 8 9 2 5 1 12 12 I 5 158 
1st Dassel ....... l7 3 I 19 6 l7 8 5 19 4 2 813 
Swan Loke ............. 13 4 4 8 25 25 21 72 
Immanuel Litchfield ..... 25 25 25 i 65 
St. Peter's ............. 12 5 13 3 7 1 28 7 4 5 169 

CATHOLIC: 
St. John's .. 9 10 5 7 4 31 8 5 7 12 2 383 
St. Gertrudes .......... 11 18 7 15 14 7 5 3 4 9 7 t 282 
St. Columbans .......... 6 19 1 3 7 7 29 8 5 9 6 202 
Manhanna ............. 13 19 4 12 l3 8 6 13 3 2 7 272 

METHODIST: 
1st Litchfield .......... 20 1 2 14 8 20 .. 5 20 4 531 
Rosendale , , ......... 6 12 4 I 27 17 6 4 .. 9 8 6 177 
Cosmos ............... 17 8 17 3 17 5 2 16 10 5 187 
Spring Grove . . . ....... 20 17 3 10 .. II II 14'' II"' 3* 71 
Union Grove ........... 7 18 8 II 16 10 8 2 Ill l ~ I 



Table 11 (continued). Percent of congregation by quadrant and distance of residence from the church focility, Meeker County, 1962''' 
-- ---~~-~-·----···· 
---~--

Quadrant 

North East South West 
~-~~~ 

Nome of Under 2-4 Over Under 2-4 Over Under 2-4 Over Under 2-4 Over Size of 
congregation 2miles miles 4 miles 2 miles miles 4 mileg 2 miles miles 4 m1les 2 miles miles 4 miles congregatior 

MISSION COVEI\IANT: - - - - -- - percent of congregation - - - - - -
Litchfield ............. 19 4 18 1 19 14 18 7 162 
Lake Jennie ........... 21 9 19 1 4 18 4 24 82 

BAPTIST: 
1st Litchfield ........... 18 5 14 6 13 15 3 8 14 4 121 
1st Grove City .......... 16 18 3 l7 4 I 14 3 5 18 1 .. 186 

CHURCH OF CHRIST: 
Litchfield .............. 13 ~ 13 13 13 11 13 2 18 127 
Dassel ................ 24 22 14 12 8 13 7 7~ 

CHURCH OF NAZARENE 
Litchfield .............. 18 7 17 2 5 l7 15 17 2 126 
Corvuso ............... 11 24 17 8 6 2 25 2 5 63 

UI\IITED CHURCH 
OF CHRIST: 
St. Matthews ........... 10 6 10 12 5 3 3 35 10 6 242 
Peace ................. 22 4 24 22 l7 11 78 

EPISCOPAL: 21 3 18 10 14 1 5 20 "I" 3 282 

PRESBYTERIAN: 20 4 20 2 4 20 2 20 2 6 295 

UNION: 6 5 5 9 13 2 I 24 24 ll 86 

EVANGELICAL FREE ~6 17 19 5 2 9 43 

CHURCH OF GOD: 17 4 16 7 15 18 l7 6 69 

7TH DAY ADVENTIST: 7 31 27 4 31 26 
OF GOD: 11 6 12 23 14 12 

''' Includes only the 44 churches for which data were adequate for a quadrant plot. In most cases, the data were not provided in the form requested but were obtained by 
..,. direct interview with the pastor. Consequently, data were obtained in the form of political subdivision estimates rather than by plotting individual families . 
w t Less than I percent. 



:t Table IZ. Denominational membership density as a percentage of total church membership by minor civil divisions, Meeker County, 1962* 

Lutheran Catholic Episcopal Methodist Presbyterian Covenant Baptist 

Civil division No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % 

Union Grove Township ........... 25 15.1 15 9.0 .. . . 88 53.0 
Manhannah Township ............ 17 4.9 269 77.1 .. 4 1.1 
Eden Valley Village ............. 11 4.7 209 88.9 

Forest Prairie Township .......... 31 10.1 234 76.2 .. .. .. .. 3 1.0 
Watkins Village ................ 1 0.1 680 99.9 
Swede Grove Township ........... 167 40.9 98 24.0 7 1.7 14 3.4 6 15 6 1.5 

Harvey Township ............... 98 24.8 269 68.1 10 25 2 0.5 3 0.8 6 15 
Forest City Township ............ 142 25.1 274 48.4 6 1.1 2 0.4 15 2.7 3 05 9 1.6 
Kingston T ownshipt ............. 358 81.7 22 50 2 05 10 2.3 29 6.6 6 1.4 

Acton Township ................ 230 77.7 8 2.7 .. 18 6.1 1 0.3 2 0.7 25 8.4 
Grove City Village .............. 234 665 .. 6 1.7 15 4.3 97 27.6 
Litchfield City .................. 2,313 48.4 1,167 24.4 211 4.4 402 84 264 55 103 2.2 60 1.3 

Litchfield Township§ ............ 402 64.2 81 12.9 13 2.1 16 2.6 11 1.8 6 1.0 21 3.4 
Darwin Township ................ 147 46.8 107 34.1 12 3.8 12 3.8 15 4.8 
Darwin Village ................. 122 49.6 102 415 8 3.3 10 4.1 1 0.4 

Dassel Township ................ 246 555 42 9.5 3 0.7 18 4.1 114 25.7 2 05 
Dassel Village .................. 435 60.8 36 5.0 9 1.3 190 26.6 
Danielson Township ............. 211 67.0 99 31.4 

Greenleaf Township ............. 240 52.4 153 33.4 9 2.0 20 4.4 5 1.1 10 2.2 
Ellsworth Township .............. 179 74.9 11 4.6 .. 10 14.2 18 75 
Collinwood Township ............ 160 39.6 53 13.1 6 1.5 2 0.5 121 29.9 

Cosmos Township ............... 233 77.2 52 17.2 9 3.0 
Cosmos Village ................. 281 68.2 39 9.5 92 22.3 
Cedar Mills Township# ........... 53 38.4 46 33.3 

Meeker County . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,346 46.7 3,869 28.5 278 2.0 929 6.8 323 2.4 607 4.5. 298 2.2 
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Table 12 (continued). Denominational membership density as a percentage of total church membership by minor civil divisions, Meeker County, 1962'' 

Civil division No. 

Union Grove Township . . . . . . 37 
Manhannah Township ....... 30 
Eden Valley Village ........ . 
Forest Prairie Township .... . 
Watkins Village .......... . 
Swede Grove Township . . . . . . 6 
Harvey Township . . . . . . . . . . . 6 
Forest City Township ....... . 
Kingston Townshipt ....... . 
Acton Township ........... . 
Grove City Village ......... . 
Litchfield City ............ . 
Litchfield Township§ ....... . 
Darwin Township .......... . 
Darwin Village •............ 
Dassel Township .......... . 
Dassel Village •............ 
Danielson Township ........ . 
Greenleaf Township ........ . 
Ellsworth Township •........ 
Collinwood Township ....... . 
Cosmos Township ......... . 

Union 

% 
22.3 

8.6 

1.5 
1.5 

0.02 

Evangelical 

No. % 

49 12.1 

Church of 
God 

No. % 

3 1.0 

4 1.0 

8 1.8 

45 0.9 

5 1.1 

Church of 
Christ 

No. 

8 
3 
6 

64 
3 

3 
13 
45 

4 
18 
13 

% 

1.4 
0.7 
2.0 

1.3 
0.5 

1.2 
2.9 
6.3 

0.9 
7.5 
3.2 

Church 
of the 

Nazarene 

No. % 
1 0.6 

2 

1 
4 
5 

87 
6 
7 

5 
17 
3 

8 

0.7 

0.2 
1.0 
0.9 

1.8 
1.0 
2.2 

1.6 
3.7 
1.3 

2.6 
Cosmos Village ........... . 
Cedar Mills Township# . . . . . . . . . . . . 39 28.3 

United 
Church of 

Christ 

No. 

29 
15 
34 

1 
102 

30 
64 

% 

8.3 
6.4 

11.1 

0.3 
18.0 

0.6 
10.2 

Meeker County .. . . .. . .. .. • 10 0.6 49 0.4 65 0.5 180 1.3 185 1.4 275 2.0 

Othert 
Total 

church 
No. % membership 

55 

6 

28 
3 

14 

106 

13.5 

2.0 

0.6 
0.5 
4.5 

0.8 

166 
349 
235 
307 
681 
408 
395 
566 
438 
296 
352 

4,775 
626 
314 
246 
443 
715 
315 
458 
239 
404 
302 
412 
138 

13,580 
* Only Meeker County residents who were members of. chur!=hes i~ Meeker .County are included. Some churches had several members living in neighboring counties; some 

county residents belonged to or attended churches m netghbonng counttes (see pages 15 and 16). 
t Includes Mennonite, Assembly of God, and Seventh Day Adventist. 
:j: Includes Kingston Village. 
§Church membership of this township totaled more than its population. Several factors contributed to this discrepancy: an incomplete report from two large congrega

tions which necessitated the estimation of membership distribution cind density by political subdivision; multiple reporting of some families affiliated with more than one 
congregation; and reporting urban residents as rural because they lived in suburban areas within the incorporated limits of Litchfield. 

# Includes Cedar Mills Village. 



.j>. Table 13. Denominational membership as.a percentage of total population by civil divisions, Meeker County, 1962* 0\ 

Lutheran Catholic Episcopal Methodist Presbyterian Covenant Baptist 

Civil division No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % 

Union Grove Township ........... 25 4.4 15 2.6 .. 88 15.3 
Manhannah Township ........... 17 2.6 269 41.2 4 0.6 
Eden Valley Village ............. 11 2.1 209 40.0 

Forest Prairie Township .......... 31 3.9 234 29.7 3 0.4 
Watkins Village ................ 1 0.1 680 91.4 
Swede Grove Township ........... 167 345 98 20.2 7 1.4 14 2.9 6 12 50 10.3 

Harvey Township ............... 98 19.6 269 53.7 10 2.0 2 0.4 3 0.6 2 0.4 
Forest City Township ............ 142 22.3 274 43.0 6 0.9 2 0.3 15 2.4 3 05 9 1.4 
Kingston Township* ............. 358 31.0 22 1.9 2 0.2 lO 0.9 29 25 6 0.5 

Acton Township ................ 230 48.0 8 1.7 .. 18 3.8 1 0.2 2 0.4 25 5.2 
Grove City Village .............. 234 50.2 .. .. 6 1.3 15 3.2 .. 97 20.8 
Litchfield City ................. 2,313 45.5 1,167 23.0 211 4.2 402 7.9 264 5.2 103 2.0 60 1.2 

Litchfield Township§ ............ 402 68.0 81 13.7 13 2.2 16 2.7 11 1.9 6 1.0 21 3.6 
Darwin Township ............... 147 31.1 107 22.7 12 2.5 12 2.5 15 3.2 
Darwin Village ................. 122 44.7 102 37.4 . . 8 2.9 10 3.7 1 0.4 

Dassel Township ................ 246 38.5 42 6.6 3 05 18 2.8 114 17.8 2 0.3 
Dassel Village .................. 435 50.4 36 4.2 9 1.0 190 220 
Danielson Township ............. 211 45.2 ,. 99 21.2 

Greenleaf Township ............. 240 41.2 153 26.3 9 1.5 20 3.4 5 0.9 10 1.7 
Ellsworth Township .............. 179 34.9 11 2.1 10 1.9 18 3.5 
Collinwood Township ............ 160 23.4 53 7.7 6 0.9 2 0.3 121 17.7 

Cosmos Township ............... 233 48.8 . . . . .. 52 10.9 9 1.9 
Cosmos Village ................. 281 577 39 8.0 92 18.9 
Cedar Mills Township# .......... 53 7.0 .. 46 6.1 

Meeker County . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,346 33.5 3,869 20.5 278 1.5 929 4.9 323 1.7 607 3.2 298 1.6 



Table 13 kontinued). Denominational membership os a percentage of total population by civil divisions, Meeker County, 1962':' 

Church United 
Church of Church of of the Church of Total 

Union Evangelical God Christ 1\lazarene Christ Othert church -----
Civil division No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % population 

Unron Grove Township . . . . . . 37 64 1 0.2 574 
Manhannah T ownshrp . . . . . . 30 4.6 29 4.4 653 
Eden Valley Village ......... 

0. 0 0 15 2.9 523 
Forest Prairie Township ..... 3 04 2 0.3 34 4.3 787 
Watkins Village ........... 744 
Swede Grove Township ...... 6 1.2 4 0.8 1 0.2 55 ll .4 484 
Harvey Township ......... 6 1.2 4 0.8 1 0.2 501 
Forest City Township .... 8 1.3 5 0.8 102 16.0 637 
l(ingston Township+ ....... 8 0.7 3 0.3 1,153 
Acton Township ............ 6 1.3 6 1.3 479 
Grove City Village ....... 466 
Litchfield City ...... 1 0.02 45 0.9 64 1.3 87 17 30 0.6 28 0.6 5,078 
Litchfield Township§ .. 3 0.5 6 1.0 64 10.8 3 0.5 591 
Darwin Township ........... 7 1.5 14 3.0 472 
Darwin Village ... ....... 3 1.1 273 
Dassel Township . .... 5 0.8 13 2.0 639 
Dassel Village ........... 45 5.2 863 
Danielson Township ... 5 1.1 467 
Greenleaf Township . 4 0.7 l7 2.9 582 
Ellsworth Township ..... 18 3.5 3 0.6 513 
Collinwood Township .... 49 7.2 13 1.9 685 
Cosmos Township .......... 8 17 477 
Cosmos Village ... 487 
Cedar Mills Township:!+ .... 39 51 759 
Meeker County .......... 30 0.4 49 0.3 65 0.3 180 1.0 185 1.0 275 1.5 106 0.6 18,887 
,, Only Meeker County residents who were. members of churc~es in Meeker County are included. Some churches hod several members living in neighboring counties; some 

county residents belonged to or attenoed churches 1n nerghbonng countres I see pages 15 and 16). 
t Includes Mennonite, Assembly of God, and Seventh Day Adventist. 
:j: Includes Kingston Village. 
§Church membership of this township totaled more than its population. Several factors contributed to this discrepancy: on incomplete report from two Iorge congrego-

.;:. tions which necessitated the estimation of membership distribution and density by political subdivision; multiple reporting of some families affiliated with more than one 
-I congregation; and reporting urban residents as rural because they lived in suburban areas within the incorporated limits of Litchfield. 

#Includes Cedar Mills Village. 



~ Table 14. Denominational membership density (including members of churches in neighboring counties) of Meeker County residents, 1962 00 

Lutheran Catholic Episcopal Methodist Presbyterian Covenant Baptist 

Civil division No. % Na. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % 

Union Grove Township ........... 36 6.3 15 2.6 6 1.0 139 24.2 1 0.2 6 1.0 
Manhannah Township ........... 17 2.6 269 41.2 .. .. 5 0.8 
Eden Valley Village ............. 11 2.1 209 40.0 

Forest Prairie Township .......... 31 3.9 234 29.7 .. .. . . . . 3 0.4 
Watkins Village ................ 2 0.3 . 680 91.4 
Swede Grove Township ........... 167 34.5 98 20.2 7 1.4 22 4.5 6 1.2 50 10.3 

Harvey Township ............... 98 19.6 269 53.7 .. .. 12 2.4 2 0.4 3 0.6 2 0.4 
Forest City Township ............ 142 22.3 274 43.0 6 0.9 2 0.3 15 2.4 3 0.5 9 1.4 
Kingston Townshipt ............. 368 31.9 82 7.1 2 0.2 10 0.9 29 2.5 6 0.5 

Acton Township ................ 250 52.2 8 1.7 .. .. 29 6.1 1 0.2 2 0.4 25 5.2 
Grove City Village .............. 236 50.6 .. .. .. .. 6 1.3 15 3.2 97 20.8 
Litchfield City ................. 2,314 45.6 1,167 23.0 211 4.2 403 7.9 264 5.2 103 2.0 60 1.2 

Litchfield Township* ............ 402 68.0 81 13.7 13 2.2 16 2.7 11 1.9 6 1.0 21 3.6 
Darwin Township ............... 147 31.1 107 22.7 12 2.5 .. .. .. 15 3.2 
Darwin Village ................. 122 44 7 102 37.4 .. .. 8 2.9 10 3.7 1 0.4 

Dassel Township ................ 288 45.1 42 6.6 3 0.5 18 2.8 .. 114 17.8 8 1.3 
Dassel Village •................. 437 50.6 36 4.2 9 1.0 .. . . . . 190 22.0 5 0.6 
Danielson Township ............. 211 45.2 . . .. .. . . 99 21.2 

Greenleaf Township ............. 257 44.2 153 26.3 9 1.5 20 3.4 5 0.9 10 1.7 
Ellsworth Township .............. 179 34.9 11 2.1 .. . . 10 1.9 . . 18 3.5 
Collinwood Township ............ 210 30.7 53 7.7 6 0.9 2 0.3 .. 121 17.7 

Cosmos Township ............... 233 48.8 .. .. .. 52 10.9 9 1.9 
Cosmos Village ....... " ........ 281 57.7 34 7.0 92 18.9 
Cedar Mills Township§ .......... 130 17.1 .. .. . . 46 6.1 

Meeker County . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,569 34.8 3,929 20.8 284 1.5 1,003 5.3 323 1.7 608 3.2 315 1.7 



Table 14 (continued). Denominational membership density (including members of churches in neighboring counties) of Meeker County residents, 1962 

Church United Total 
Church of Church of of the Church of church 

Union Evangelical God Christ Nazarene Christ Other* population 

Civil division No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % 
Union Grove Township . . 37 6.4 .. .. .. .. .. .. 1 0.2 17 3.0 258 44.9 
Manhannah Township .. 30 4.6 .. .. .. .. .. .. . . 29 4.4 . . 350 53.6 
Eden Valley Village .... .. .. .. .. . . .. . . 15 2.9 . . .. 235 45.0 
Forest Prairie Township . 3 0.4 .. 2 0.3 34 4.3 .. .. 307 39.0 
Watkins Village ....... .. .. .. 1 0.1 .. .. 683 91.8 
Swede Grove Township .. 6 1.2 .. .. 4 0.8 .. .. 1 0.2 .. . . 55 11.4 416 85.9 
Harvey Township ...... 6 1.2 .. .. .. 4 0.8 1 0.2 .. 397 79.2 
Forest City Township ... .. . . 8 1.3 5 0.8 102 16.0 566 88.9 
Kingston T ownshipt .... .. .. 8 0.7 20 1.7 .. .. .. . . 11 . 1.0 536 46.5 
Acton Township ....... .. .. .. .. 6 1.3 .. .. .. . . 6 1.3 327 68.3 
Grove City Village ..... .. 354 75.9 
Litchfield City ......... 1 45 0.9 64 1.3 87 1.7 30 0.6 28 0.6 4,777 94.2 
Litchfield Township* ... .. .. . . 3 0.5 6 1.0 64 10.8 3 0.5 (626) 105.9 
Darwin Township ...... .. .. .. 7 1.5 .. . . 14 3.0 314 66.5 
Darwin Village ........ .. .. .. 3 1.1 .. .. .. . . 246 90.1 
Dassel Township ....... .. 5 0.8 13 2.0 . . .. .. .. . . . . 491 76.8 
Dassel Village ......... .. .. .. 45 5.2 . . . . .. 722 83.7 
Danielson Township .... .. .. .. .. .. 5 1.1 .. . . .. .. 315 67.5 
Greenleaf Township .... .. .. 4 0.7 17 2.9 .. .. . . 475 81.6 
Ellsworth Township ..... .. .. 18 3.5 3 0.6 .. .. 239 46.6 
Collinwood Township ... 49 7.2 .. .. .. .. .. . . .. .. .. . . 441 64.9 
Cosmos Township ...... .. .. .. .. .. .. 8 1.7 .. . . .. 302 63.3 
Cosmos Village ........ . . .. .. .. .. . . .. .. .. . . 412 84.6 
Cedar Mills Township§ . .. .. . . .. .. .. 39 5.1 . . .. . . .. 215 28.3 
Meeker County ........ 80 0.4 49 0.3 65 0.3 185 1.0 183 1.0 275 1.5 134 0.7 14,004 74.2 
• Includes Mennonite, Assembly of God, and Seventh Day Adventist. 
t Includes Kingston Village. 
:j: Church membership of this township totaled more than its population. Several factors contributed to this discrepancy: an incomplete report from twa large congrega-

tions which necessitated the estimation of membership distribution and density by political subdivision; multiple r'!{'orting of some families affiliated with more than one 

~ 
congregation; and reporting urban residents as rural because they lived in suburban areas within the incorporated limits of Litchfield. · 

§ Includes Cedar Mills Village. 



Appendix B. Questionnaire 
The information required in this questionnaire is being sought from every congregation 
in Meeker County. 

This information should be of value to all the churches in Meeker County once it is 
tabulated and analyzed. However, if this research is to be a success, it is imperative that 
every question be answered as completely as possible and the completed questionnaire 
returned promptly. 

Some of the questions request information relative to the degree of religious participation 
of individual members. Such information will be kept strictly confidential and will not 
be released to any individual or organization in any fonn which would permit identifica
tion of individuals. 

(A) Your Church 

( 1) 

( 2) 

( 3) 

What is the name of your congregation? 

With what denomination is it affiliated? 
Where is it located? ___________ . 

(Please indicate town or location from a town) 

( 4) How large is your present congregation? _______ _ 

Number of 
members 

Number of nonmembers who 
attend this church more 
frequently than another 

Youth ( 17 or younger) 

Adults ( 18 to 64) 

Adults (65 or older) 

TOTAL: 

( 5) Please indicate the size of your official membership in:* 
1940 1950 1955 1960 ___ _ 

( 6) Does your parish normally employ a full-time pastor? _______ _ 

( 7) If yes, does he live in: (Check one) 
a) The same community as the majority of the members? _______ _ 

b) A neighboring community where another church of the parish is located? 

c) Some area other than the parish he serves? __________ _ 

( 8) Does your congregation hold regular worship services? _______ _ 

( 9) If yes, about how often are they held? (Check one) 
Every week 
Every 2 weeks 
Every month 
A few times a year 
Other (specify) 

• This information may be available in your church yearbook or at your church head
quarters. 
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(10) Who normally officiates at these worship services? 
A member of the congregation 
A seminary student 
A part-time pastor 
A guest pastor 
A regular full-time pastor 
Other (specify) 

(Check one) 

(B) Membership Outside the Community 
In order to determine the location and relationship to the congregation of non
resident memberst the following information is requested. (Please estimate, if exact 
numbers are not known.) 

( l) Total number of nonresident members? _______ _ 

a) How many of the above are away temporarily (i.e., students, military 
service, etc.)? _______ _ 

b) How many have moved away permanently? 

( 2) If the places of residence of the nonresident members who have moved away 
permanently are known, please indicate: 

a) How many are living elsewhere in the county? 

b) How many are living elsewhere in the state (except in the St. Paul-Min-
neapolis area)? 

c) How many are living in the St. Paul-Minneapolis area?--~----~-

d) How many are living outside Minnesota? 

e) How many cannot be located?----~--

( C) Historical 
(I ) In what year was this congregation organized? ________ _ 

( 2) In what year did this congregation have the greatest number of members? 

{ 3) 

(4) 

What was the membership at that time? 

What nationality groups are repre
sented in your church (e.g. Ger-
man, Swedish, etc.)? 

Nationality not known 

Total 

What proportion of the total rnem~ 
bership does each represent? 
--------~-----------------% 
-----------------------------% 

---------------------% 
----------------------------% 

100% 

( 5) About how many persons were there in your congregation in the eighth grade 
(or approximately 14 years old) in 1954? ________ _ 
a) How many of these still as a rule attend this church? _______ _ 
b) How many no longer as a rule attend this church? _______ _ 

1) What has happened to those who no longer attend this church? 

How many: moved away? 
died? 
other? 

t Those who are carried on the membership roll but do not participate in the activitieg 
of the congregation because they are absent from the community. 
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):!l (D) Membership and Participation 
Please indicate the information requested for: a) all members and their families, if any, and b) all nonmembers and their families who 
attend here more frequently than :at another church, if any. (Use additional sheets as necessary.) (Note: Do not include any persons not 
residents in the community, persons away at school or in the armed services.) 

OCCUPATION HOUSEHOLD SIZE ATTENDANCE PATTERNS 
(Please indicate (Note: Do not include persons who (Please indicate the number of weeks per month in which at least 
husband's occupa- are away at school or in the armed one service is attended by: ) 
tion. If wife is 
employed, place a 

services.) 

W beside her oc-
Code cupation.) 

number 
1) 2) Number of 3) Number of 4) Husband 5) Wife or 6) Children 7) Other of person 

or family adults ( 18 or children ( 17 or single single fe-
"' 

adults 
older) or younger) male male :;::: "' ~ 

:;::: 

"' ..g ..g "' :;::: :;::: 
..g "' ':§ 

..g 
1::1 "' ..... 0 -~ -:S el () ::l 
0 -:S 0 .... 

0.:::1 "' .... 0.:::1 

Example 1 Farmer 2 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 ...... 
1-

-

- -

- -

-



(E) The Map 

Instructions: Enclosed you will find a map of the area surrounding your church. 
Indicate the information requested. (See the example map.) 

( l) Location of your church. 

( 2) Location of each member or attender. 

(Note: Using the code number assigned to each family or individual in section 

D above, plot the location of each.) 

(Note: If several attenders or members live in a village, town, or city so they 
cannot all be indicated at their location on the map, draw a line from such 
village, town, or city to the margin and indicate the code number of those 
living there.) 

( 3) The area of basic responsibility of your congregation. (Instructions: Draw a 
line on the map to indicate the boundary of the area you feel is your congre
gation's responsibility.) 

(F) The Pastor (to be filled out by the pastor if one is employed) 

( l) Do you serve any other congregations than this one as a pastor? 

a) If yes, how many? _______ _ 

b) If yes, where (is it/ are they) located? (Check one) 

Outside Meeker County __ _ 

vVithin Meeker County 

c) If outside Meeker County, what is the size of the congregation( s) ? __ ~ 

d) If within Meeker County, what is (its/their) name( s)? 
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( 2) Do you pursue any occupation other than your pastoral duties? ___ _ 

If yes, specify. 

( 3 ) How many years have you served this congregation as pastor? ___ _ 

( 4) Do you have any other responsibilities associated with your church body other 
than your pastoral duties to this congregation?._, ___ _ 
If yes, specify _________________________ _ 

Your comments and suggestions as to the improvement of this questionnaire or 
additional information you feel might be of value will be appreciated. addi
tional sheets as necessary.) 






