RESEARCH BULLETIN 984 DECEMBER, 1971

UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI-COLUMBIA
COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION
EiMmER R. KiEHL, DIRECTOR

The Church in Rural Missouri
1967

Edward W. Hassinger, J. Kenneth Benson,

James H. Dorsett, and John §. Holik

(Publication authorized October, 1971)

COLUMBIA, MISSOURI



https://core.ac.uk/display/62790282?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1










Table 1. Size of Local Churches by Church/Sect Type

Church~-type Sect~type
Roll Membership Number (percent)
Total 505 71.1 28.9
Small (~50) 171 55.0 45.0
Medium (50-99) 151 68.2 31.8
Large (1004) 183 88.5 11.5

XZ = 49,3, d.f. = 2, sign.*
* All tests of significance in following tables at the 5 percent level.

Table 2. Size of Place in Which Church Is Located by Size of Church and Church/Sect

Type
Size of Place
Roll Membership Number 1,000+ 200-999 -200
(Percent)

Total 505 18.8 23.2 58.0
Church-type 359 15.6 25.9 58.5
Sect-type 146 26.7 16.4 56.8

Small (-50) 171 14.0 18.1 67.8
Church-type 94 5.3 19.1 75.5
Sect-type 77 24.7 16.9 58.4

Medium (50-99) 151 15.9 21.2 62.9
Church-type 103 9.7 22.3 68.0
Sect~-type 48 29.2 18.7 52.1

Large (100+) 183 25.7 29.5 44.8
Church~type 162 25.3 32.1 42.6
Sect-type 21 28.6 9.5 61.9

Size Size
Church/Sect Size (Church-Type) (Sect-Type)
(2d.£.) (4d.£.) (4d.£.) (4d.f.)
Size of Place X°> =  10.8(s) 22.6(s) 36.3(s) 1.4(n.s.)
Church/Sect Church/Sect Church/Sect
(small size) (medium size) (large size)
(2d.£.) (2d.£.) (2d.£.)

Size of Place X = 13.2(s) 9.3(s) 4.8(n.s.)































Table 9. Educational Activities of Local Religious Groups by Size of Church and Church/

Sect Type
Size Percent Having Activity
(Roll Membership) Daily Vacation Training for Religious
Church/Sect Bible School New Members Films
(percent) (percent) (percent)
(a) (b) (c)
Total 52.1 35.2 46.7
Church-type 60.4 41.5 53.5
Sect-type 31.5 19.9 30.1
Small (-50) 22,2 12.9 21.1
Church-type 23.4 13.8 19.1
Sect-type 20.8 11.7 23.4
Medium (50-99) 55.0 25.3 46.4
Church-type 63.1 32.0 55.3
Sect-type 37.5 25.0 27.1
Large (100+) 77.6 60.7 71.0
Church-type 80.2 63.6 72.2
Sect~type 57.1 38.1 61.9
Size Size
Church/Sect Size (Church-Type) (Sect-~Type)
(14.£.) (2d.£.) (2d.£.) (24.£.)
(a) Daily Vacation _2_
by Sobool | X= 34.8(s)  109.3(s) 81.3(s) 11.4(s)
(b) Training for 2_
e e o b'e 21.3(s) 91.3(s) 66.4(s) 8.6(s)
(c) Religious Films X°=  22.7(s) 88.7(s) 68.0(s) 12.1(s)

Contributions to Extra-local Institutions

Local religious groups have traditionally provided support for charitable, health,
and educational institutions in the form of benevolent giving. Here seems to be a
clear test of the relationship of local congregations to wider interests. Therefore, we
should expect church:type groups to support such institutions to a greater extent than
sect-type groups and for support to be directly related to resources (as measured by

size).

Homes for Aged. Fifty-seven percent of the congregations supported homes for
the aged. Church-type congregations were much more likely to provide support to
these types of organizations. More than two-thirds of the church-type groups con-
tributed to homes for the aged compared to just over one-quarter of the sect-type
groups. Three-quarters of the largest congregations and slightly more than one-third

of the smallest congregations provided support to homes for the aged.
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Table 10. Local Religious Groups Contributing to Extra-Local Institutions by Size of
Church and Church/Sect Type

Size (a) () (c) @

(Roll Membership) Home for College or
Church/Sect Number Aged Hospital Orphanage University

(percent)

Total 503 57.0 43.8 64.4 57.0
Church-type 358 69.0 55.4 74.3 67.9
Sect-type 145 27.6 15.1 39.6 29.9

Small (-50) 170 35.9 24,2 40.3 35.9
Church-type 94 46.8 35.5 48.9 45.7
Sect-type 76 22.4 10.5 29.3 23.7

Medium (50~99) 151 58.3 41.7 67.5 56.3
Church~-type 103 72.8 53.4 78.6 68.9
Sect-type 48 27.1 16.7 43.8 29.2

Large (100+) 182 75.8 63.7 83.5 77.4
Church-type 161 79.5 68.4 85.7 80.1
Sect—-type 21 47.6 28.6 76.7 55.0

Size Size
Church/Sect Size (Church~-Type) (Sect-Type)
(1d.£.) (24.£.) (24.£.) (2d.£.)

(a) Home for 2 _

Aged X" = 72.2(s) 68.0(s) 30.7(s) 5.3(n.s.)

(b) Hospital  X° = 57.4(s) 57.9(s) 26.0(s) 3.2(a.s.)

(c) Orphanage XZ = 54.0(s) 74.4(s) 45.0(s) 10.1(s)

(d) College or 2 _
University X" = 60.6(s) 61.5(8) 33.0(s) 6.3(s)

ing the suborganization compared with 50 percent of the middle-size congregations,
and 31 percent of the smallest congregations (X? = 106.7, 2d.f.). Size and having
the suborganization was directly and significantly related for church-type and sect-type
congregations considered separately but the relationship was stronger for church-type
congregations (church-type: X* = 71.0, d.f. = 2, C = 0.41; sect-type: X* = 117,
df. = 2, C = 0.27).

Youth Organizations. The lament is often made that churches cannot attract or
hold their young people. Youth groups in the church have the special function of
offering a substitute for secular recreational activities. About 2 in 5 (39 percent) of
the congregations maintained this type of suborganization as a part of their program.
The presence of a youth group was strongly related to size of the church so that 15
percent of the smallest, 33 percent of the middle-size, and 68 percent of the largest
congregations had an organized youth group (X* = 108.1, d.f. = 2). The range of
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petcentage having a youth group for church-type congregations by size was consider-
ably greater than for sect-type congregations with only 7 percent of the small con-
gregations compared with 69 percent of the large church-type organizations having
this suborganization.

Choir. Of the suborganizations, choir was the next most common with one-third
of the churches having this organization. In addition to contributing to worship ser-
vices, the choir may represent a group within the church in which social activities
take place. Large churches were more likely than small ones to have a choir (X2 =)
88.2, d.f. = 2). And the relationship between size and having 2 choir was stronger
for church-type congregations than for sect-type congregations (church-type: X2 =
614, df. = 2, C = 0.38; sect-type: X* = 6.8, df. = 2, C = 0.21).

Table 11. Suborganizations of Churches by Size of Church and Church/Sect Type

Size (a) (b) (c) @ (e) (€3] (g)

(Roll Membership) Number S.S. w.0. Y.O0. Choir M.O. Y.A. 0.4A.
Church/Sect (percent)

Total 505 91.5 56.2 39.4  33.7 15.8 7.3 5.0
Church~type 359 92.2 66.6 43.2  40.7 21.2 8.6 5.9
Sect-type 146 89.7 30.8 30.1  16.4 2.7 4.1 2.7

Small (-50) 171 86.6 31.0 14.6  13.5 5.3
Church-type 94 87.2 37.2 7.4 16.0 8.5 1.1 1.1
Sect-type 77 85.7 23.4 23.4  10.4 1.3

Medium (50-99) 151 96.0 50.3 33.1  25.8 4.0 4.6 4.0
Church~type 103 98.1 60.2 35.0 29.1 4.9 6.8
Sect-type 48 91.7 29.2 29.2 18.8 2.1 0.0

Large (100+) 183 92.4 84.7 67.8 59.0 35.5 13.7 9.3
Church~type 162 91.4 87.7 69.1  62.3 38.9 14.2 9.9
Sect-type 21 100.0 61.9 57.1  33.3 9.5 9.5 4.8

Size Size
Church/Sect Size (Church-Type) (Sect~Type)
(1d.£.) (24.£.) (24.£.) (2d.£.)

(a) S.S. %= 0.8(n.s.) 9.5(s) 8.8(s) *

(b) W.0. 2= 53.9(s) 106.7(s) 71.0(s) 11.7(s)

(e) Y.0. 2= 7.4(s) 108.0(s) 96.7(s) 9.1(s)

(d) Choir X = 27.3(s) 88.2(s) 61.4(s) 6.8(s)

(e) M.0. 2= 26.4(s) 83.5(s) 56.4(s) *

(£) Y.A. 2= 3.1(n.s.) 17.3(s) 14.0(s) *

(g) O.A. 2=  2.1(.s.) 12.8(s) 9.8(s) *

* Not enough cases for XZ test.

S.S8. = Sunday School M.0. = Men's Organization
W.0. = Women's Organization Y.A. = Young Adult Organization
Y.0. = Youth Organization 0.A. = Older Adult Organization



Men’s, Young Adult’s, and Older Adult’s Organizations. Only a small minority of
congregations had any one of these suborganizations. The highest was men’s organi-
zation in 16 percent of the congregations followed by young adult’s organization in
7 percent and older adult’s organization in 5 percent. In general, the larger the church
the more likely the suborganization was to be present so, for example, 5 percent of
the smallest congregations compared with 35 percent of the largest had men’s organi-
zations. In most cases sect-type groups were less likely to have the suborganization
in each size category, although there were some exceptions (Table 11).

Suborganizations as a Whole. When we look at Table 11 as a whole it is apparent
that congregations vary greatly in complexity of organization from the simplest type
of organization which conducts some type of religious worship service on a weekly
basis or less often to organizations of considerable complexity which maintain an
impressive number of suborganizations. Size is an extremely important variable in
determining whether or not a congregation will have a particular suborganization.
Also, as the data have repeatedly shown, the church/sect distinction makes a dif-
ference (at any size level) whether or not a suborganization is maintained by the con-
gregation.

Table 12. Frequency of Official Board Meetings by Size of Church and Church/Sect Type

Frequency of Official Board Meetings

Size None Once a Less Frequently

(Roll Membership) Regularly Month than Once
Church/Sect Number Scheduled or More a Month

(percent)

Total 505 59.0 31.3 9.7
Church~type 359 51.0 36.8 12.2
Sect~type 146 78.8 17.8 3.4

Small (-50) 171 84.8 7.0 8.2
Church-type 94 80.8 6.4 12.8
Sect~type 77 89.6 7.8 2.6

Medium (50-99) 151 60.3 29.1 10.6
Church-type 103 53.4 33.0 13.6
Sect-type 48 75.0 20.8 4.2

Large (100+) 183 33.9 55.7 10.4
Church~-type 162 32.1 56.8 11.1
Sect-type 21 47.6 47.6 4.8

Size Size
Church/Sect Size (Church-Type) (Sect-Type)
(2d.£.) (4d.£.) 4a.£.) (2d.£.)*
Frequency of X = 33.9(s)  106.9(s) 57.0(s) 18.0(s)

Board Meetings

* Categories 2 and 3 combined.



Frequency of Official Board Meetings. Our examination of the suborganizations
within the church raises questions about other formalized arrangements of the local
congregation. One is whether there are regularly scheduled meetings of the official
board. This is not the question of whether or not there is a board but whether the
board meets regularly.

A majority of congregations do not have a regular schedule of board meetings.
Large congregations are more likely than small congregations to regularize this ac-
tivity and church-type more so than sect-type. Therefore, two-thirds of the large
church-type congregations had regularly scheduled board meetings compared with
one-tenth of the small sect-type congregations (Table 12).

Contracts with Ministers. Another formal arrangement that a congregation may
have is a formal contract with a minister. Only one-third of the congregations were
reported to have such a document. The church-type, sect-type distinction appeared
to be more important than size of congregation in determining whether or not there
is a written contract with the minister. Forty-two percent of the church-type con-
gregations had a contract while only 10 percent of sect-type congregations did. When
church-type and sect-type congregations were considered separately, size was not a
significant factor in whether or not a contract was offered (Table 13).

Table 13. Formal Contract with the Minister by Size of Church and Church/Sect Type

Size Does congregation hava a formal

(Roll Membership) contract with minister?
Church/Sect Number Yes No

(percent)

Total* 453 32.9 67.1
Church~-type 323 42.1 57.9
Sect-type 130 10.0 90.0

Small (-50) 140 22.1 77.9
Church~type 76 34.2 65.8
Sect-type 64 7.8 92.2

Medium (50-99) 145 35.2 64.8
Church-type 98 45.9 54.1
Sect-type 47 12.8 87.2

Large (100+) 168 39.9 60.1
Church-type 149 43.6 56.4
Sect-type 19 10.5 89.5

Size Size
Church/Sect Size (Church-Type) (Sect~Type)
(1d.£.) (24.£.) (2d.£.) (24.£.)
Formal Contract X2 =  52.9(s) 21.4(s) 3.0(a-s.) 0.7(n.s.)

* Excluded those with no regular minister and no information.












At the same time, ministers’ salaries were more likely to represent a larger pro-
portion of the total income of smaller churches than larger churches. As can be seen
in Table 17, a majority of the smallest churches spent one-half or more of their total
income on ministerial expenses compared with 36 percent of the medium size
churches and 18 percent of the large churches. The pattern for church-type and sect-
type groups did not differ much in this respect for the two smaller categories, but a
substantial difference was observed for the largest category on the basis of church and
sect-type.

Table 17. Congregations in which Ministers’ Salary and Expenses Represent One-Half or
More of the Congregation’s Toral Income by Size of Church and Church/Sect

Type
Size Minister's Salary % or more of

(Roll Membership) Total Income of the Congregation

Church/Sect Number (percent)
Total 489 34.3

Church~type 351 29.9

Sect-type 138 45.7
Small (~50) 157 52.2

Church~-type 87 49.4

Sect~-type 70 55.7
Medium (50-99) 151 35.8

Church~type 103 34.9

Sect-type 48 37.5
Large (100+) 181 .17.7

Church-type 161 16.1

Sect~-type 20 30.0

Size Size
Church/Sect Size (Church~Type) (Sect=Type)
(1d.£f.) (2d4.f.) (2d.£.) (24.f.)
t

Minister's 2 _ 10.9(s) 44.7(s) 31.6(s) 6.3(s)

Salary

Paid Employees. About one-half of the churches had spent money for employees
in addition to the minister. Sixteen percent of the congregations employed two or
more persons. Almost all employment was part-time. The most common employment
was for custodial services. Almost half of the churches paid some money during the
year for this kind of service. The next most common service paid for was for secre-
tarial employment, but only 5 percent of the churches reported such expenditures.
Almost no paid professional services were provided other than those of the minister.
Three percent of the churches paid musicians, but only two churches (not percent)
had a paid associate minister and one had a director of education.
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Size and church/sect type were related to having paid employees in addition to
the minister with fewer than one-quarter of the small sect-type congregations com-
pared with more than three quarters of the large church-type congregations having
paid employees (Table 18).

Table 18. Number of Paid Employees Other than the Minister by Size of Church and

Church/Sect Type
Size

(Roll Membership) None One Two or More
Church/Sect Number (percent)

Total 505 49.7 34.1 16.2
Church~type 359 42.9 37.0 20.1
Sect~-type 146 66.4 26.7 6.8

Small (-50) 171 73.1 21.6 5.3
Church-type 94 70.2 22.3 7.4
Sect-type 77 76.6 20.8 2.6

Medium (50-99) 151 54.3 36.4 9.3
Church~type 103 52.4 38.8 8.7
Sect-type 48 58.3 31.3 10.4

Large (100+) 183 24.0 43.7 32.2
Church-type 162 21.0 44.4 34.6
Sect-type 21 47.6 38.1 14.3

Size Size
Church/Sect Size (Church~Type)  (Sect-Type)
(2d.£.) (44.£.) (4d.£.) (2a.£.)*
Other Pald 2 . 26.0(s)  102.8(s) 64.2(s) 8.4(s)

Employees

* Columns 2 and 3 combined.

Summary

Discussion of the rural church in Missouri began with 2 view from the wind-
shield. A great deal of diversity among congregations was discovered. This includes
many denomingtional divisions, a wide range in size, differences in membership char-
acteristics, and differences in facilities, suborganizations, activities, and resources. For
convenience, the term program will be used to refer to facilities, suborganizations,
activities, and resources.

Size explained many differences in program that existed among congregations. The
distinction between church-type and sect-type was also helpful in sorting out the dif-
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size churches, and those 100 or more large churches. Similarily, for size of place, open
country is any place up to 200 population, a small village is a place of 200-999, and
a large village is a place of 1000-2499. The operational definition for church-type and
sect-type developed in the earlier study was also used in this study.
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Figure 1. The State Sample of Rural Townships

The reader may wish to make comparisons between the data presented here with
the earlier study as reported in University of Missouri Research Bulletin 633B. A cer-
tain caution should be exercised in doing so. In the earlier study data on facilities,
suborganizations, inter-group activities, and intra-group activities were presented on
the basis of percentages derived from scale scores. In the present study actual per-
centages are reported. Thus the two sets of reported data are not exactly comparable.
As we make comparisons in subsequent reports, the data from the earlier study will
be reported in actual percentages, thus making the two sets comparable in this re-
spect.
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