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I. INTRODUCTION

The general problem of this thesis is the impact of population
change upon rural commnities. This is related to a regional re-
search project being carried on in the North Central States. The
North Central States include Ohio, Kentucky, Indiana, Michigan,
Tllinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska,
South Dakota, and North Dakota. In South Dakota it is the
Agricultural Experiment Station at South Dakota State College which
is cooperating in the regional project.

A. The North Central Regional Study
The nature of the research is to find out what population
change is taking place in the North Central Region and the impact
of this change on rural communities.
From 1940 to 1950 there was a 10.2 percent increase in popu~
lation in the North Central St.tu.l By the next decade this rate
increased, so that from 1950 to 1960 there was a 1lL.9 percent in-

crease. Although this increase may seem to be substantial, for

lpaul J. Jehlik and Ray E. Wakeley, P tion and Net
Migration in the North Central States, 19 O-gs ;uu owa Agricultural
%’E‘r' nt Station, lowa State College, Research Bulletin L30 (North
Central Regional Publication No. 56), July, 1955, p. L91.

%, S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports:
Components of Posé%tion Change, 1950 to 1960, for Counties, Standard
FSEro 1itan 8 cal Areas, State Bconomic Areas, and Leonomic
Subre Eom, Series P-23, No. 1, November, 1962, p. 83. 1In this publi-
cation Kentucky is not included in the North Central Region, so the

population figure for Kentucky, found on page 68, must be added to the
population figures given on page 83 for the North Central Region.




both decades it was less than the rate of increase for the United
States by sbout four percent.l Zven though the population did ine
erease in the North Central Region, in both decades thare was a nat
out-migration. The net outemigration in the 1940-1950 decade was
1.5 parcent, and in the 1950-19€0 decade it was 1.1 porocnt-.2
Another important fact to understand is that the increase in
the North Cantral Region was not evenly distributed among the thirtsen
states. In gensral the more urban states had the larger increases
in population and the more rural states had the smaller 1ncroun.3
The same general trend holds true for out-migration. The more rural
states of the region had a higher rate of out-migration than did the
more urban atates.,‘
With these population changes taking place within the Regiocn
there was an interest in the uniformities and variations betwsen
particular states and among the counties of the Reglon with respect
to net migration. Consequently, a reglonal project was designed

that had two foci. The first was the explanation of motivations for

11bid., p. 13 and Warren 8, Thompson, Population Problems,
New Yorks WNcGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., 1953, p. .

2Jehlik and Wakeley, op. cit., p. 5023 and U, S, Bureau of
the Census, loe. cit.

3Alhn Beegle, Douglas Marshall, and Rodger Rice, "Selected
Factors Related to County Migration Patterns in the North Central
States, 1940-50 and 1950-60," (A progress report to the regional
committee), p. 1.

hU. S. Bureau of the Census, op. cit., pp. 73-7F.



migration or non-migration. The second was the impact of migration
on community life or institutional systems. This thesis deals with
the second problem.

In order to facilitate the regional study of migration the 1175
counties in the North Central Region were classified according to
three variables. These three were: (1) whether the county had net
"in" or "out" migration; (2) farmm operator family level of living
index; and (3) the proportion of employed persons in manufacturing.’
In the selection of the latter two the question became one of asking
what variables are important in modifying the typical out-migration
level characteristic of most rural areas. Both from a theoretical
point of view as well as in practice, a measure of relative well-
being was suggested. The farm operator family level of living
index seemed appropriate as one indication of relative well-being,
and the proportion of employed persons in manufacturing was used
as the second since it rofloctg the magnitude of the off«farm labor
market.2

A preliminary examination of the Region revealed that the
three dominant migration patterns were as follows: (1) in-migration,
high level of living, and high proportion in manufacturing; (2)
out-migration, high level of living, and low proportion in manu-
facturing; and (3) out-migration, low level of living, and low

‘MQ * Po 2.
?Ipid.



put-lo=lo migration type and 30 as oub-hi-~lo, leaving seven counties
in other patterns., Tn 1940 twenty-three counties were clussed as
vut=lo=lo and forty as out-hi-le, leaving four counties in other
patterns. On the other hand, in 1950 only seven countiss experienced
in-migration, while by 1960 this figure had decr=ased to four coun-
ties experiencing in-nigrntion.l
From these figures it is obvicus that cut-migration has been
a real problem in South Dakula for the last twe decades. If there
are scclal consequences assoclated with cut-migration, one would

expect to find evidence of such conditions in South Dakota.

C. Counties Selected for Fisld Studies

In order to investigate the impact of migration on counties
and communities the regional project design called for the selectlon
of countiss in several states which were representative of the
three dominant migration types in the Region., The following coune
tles were selected for intensive field studies: Ontonagon County,
Michigan; Price County, Wisconsing Aitken County, Minnesotajy and
Marshall County, South Dakota were selected for study as represen-
tative of the cutelo-lo patterny Oreens County, Iowa was sslected
as representative of the out-hi-lo pattern; and Franklin County,

Ohie and Kenosha County, Wisconsin were selected as representative

lIbido, pp- lh‘ls.

AE 21



of the in-hi~hi pattern.’

Marshall County was the South Dakota county selected for study
as typical of the out-lo-lo pattern. It was selected on the basis
of information available for the 1940-1950 decade. In that decade
it ranked 56th among South Dakota counties with a net out-migration
of 27 percent; other counties in the state ranged from a 23 percent
net in-migration to a net outemigration of 4% percent. HMarshall
County ranked 46th among the counties on famm operator family level
of living index with an index of 134; other counties ranged from
186 to 86. Marshall County ranked 52nd in percent of employed
persons engaged in manufacturing with 0.84 percent so employed.
Other counties ranged from 16.3 percent to 0.16 percent.?

Marshall County, though not a statistical average on these
three variables, did conform to the general characteristics of the
“ideal” out-lo-~lo migration type. According to Marvin Riley,
Associate Professor of Rural Sociology at South Dakota State
College, it would have been more desirable to have selected a county
with a lower farm operator family level of living index, but to

have done this and still have had a county with a high rate of

19 lorth Central Annual Report of Cooperative Regional
Projects, NC-18, for the Year January 1 to December 31, 1961,"
on file with the Director of the Experiment Station, South Dakota
State College (Mimeographed Annual Report), p. 1.

ZRobert M. Dimit, South Dakota Handbook of Population Data,
Brookings: Department of Rural Sociology, Agricultural Experiment
Station, South Dakota State College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts,
Pamphlet No. 118, December, 1955, Tables 59, 107, and 109.



out-migration and a low proportion of the employed persons in manu-
facturing one would have had to select a county much farther distance
away from Brookings, South Dakota, the location of the Agricultural
Experiment Station. The additional distance would have made re-

search much more difﬁcult.1

D. Statement of Problem

The problem with which this thesis deals is, given Marshall
County as an out-lo-lo type, what is the impact of out-migration
on the communities within the county, and upon the church, as one
of the institutional systems within the community?

This general problem was divided into two sub-problems:

A. In view of the population changes taking place in

Marshall County, what changes are taking place in the

institutional system of the church?

B. Given the existing communities and institutional systems

in the county, and the adjustment or lack of adjustment

to the continued out-migration of population, what

characteristics of the population are associated with

community satisfaction and church satisfaction?

The first sub-problem will be the subject of Chapter II.
Chapter III will discuss the second sub-problem. The general hypothe-
sis for Chapter III is:

Certain characteristics of the population of Marshall

County are associated with community satisfaction and

church satisfaction, and others are not.

In Chapter IV the main findings will be summarized. The

Appendixes will include the questionnaires which were used and

1Interview on January 18, 1963.



information related to them.



ITI. MARSHALL COUNTY: POPUIATION CRANGE
WITH PARTICULAR REFZRENCE
TO THE CHURCH

A. Statement of Problem and Hypotheses

This chapter examires the first part of the gensral problem of
this thesis which is:
In view of the population changes taking place
in Marshall County, what changes are taking place
in the institutional gystem of the church?
This is an important problem for ressarch because Marshall County has
baen experiencing population loss and cut-migration which is a common
problem for many of the counties in South Dakota. For example, from
1950 to 1960 forty-five counties in South Dakota experienced popula=
tion losses and 22 counties had losses which amounted to more than
ten percent of their 1950 population. Sixty-three counties had out-
migration and 37 had net outemigration rates that amounted to more
than 20 percent of their 1950 population.l Thus an important question
for ressarch is: Vhat is the impact of population loss and out-
migration on the institutions of counties in South Dakota?
Considering Marshall County as an instance of this kind of
population situation, it is worthwhile to determine the impact of
this loss on the institutions of the county. In this case study
attention will be focused on only one institution, the church.

iMarvin P. Riley, South Dakota Po tion and Paxm Census Facts:

Ranking of Counties on Population (19 and Parms (1954-1959),
ErooElfngs: Rural Sociology Department, m:ion of Agriculture,
South Dakota State College, Circular 191, Janmuary, 1962, PP. 6-8.
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The presentation in this chapter will attempt to accomplish two
objectives. One is te describe the social setting and the nature of

the population changes occuring in Marshall County. The other objec-
tive is to describe the changes taking place in the churches in
Marshall County.

On the basis of information about Marshall County which was
presented in Chapter I a person can begin to lay a basis on which to
formulate hypotheses. The following facts make it clear why the
county was classified in the out-lo-lo migration type: (1) from 1940
to 1950 the county had a net outemigration of 27 percent; (2) the
county ranked Léth from the top among South Dakota countias on the
farm opsrator family level of living index; and (3) in the county
0.8 percent of the employed persons were in manufacturing.

In view of the fact that the trend in population loss and
heavy out-migration contirusd unabated during the 1950-1960 decade it
is expected that this change has had some impact on the institutions
of Marshall County.

John B, Mitchell, Zxtension Rural Sociologist at Ohio State
University, in an article entitled "Churches and Changing Communitiss,"
discusses the loss of population in some rural communities. He indi-
cates on the ons hand as villages decline in population they lose
their stores, barber, service stations, and schools, and on the other
hand the church may still be there though it is declining, but often

the "sagging roof of a country church gives silent testimony of a



casualty of rapid changa."l Accerding to som2 soclologists who have
been students of rural 1ife, "The demise of a church is not difficult
to understand. Tt 1s usually due to population changs."’ Since
Marshall County has experienced a heavy population loss, the first
hypothesis is:

There has been a decline in the rumber of churches

in Marshall County as an adjustment to the population

loss.

W. F. Kumlien found that in South Dakota the village and town
church was growing at the expense of the open-country church,3 There-
fore, in a situation such as is found in Marshall County one would
expeet to find the churches in the open-country losing membars to
churches in the larger villages and towns. Kolb and Brunner found
that the automobile enlarged community boundaries, accelerating the
inclination of open-country churches to bacoms centralized in town, bt
Therefore, as community boundaries expand one would expect the hamlets
and villages to be taken into the sphere of influence of the larger
communities. In this situation the villages and hamlets begin to

lrohn B. Mitchell, Churches and changi.nf Communities, 2,
raprinted from Ohio Christian News, February, 1962.

2John H. Kolb and Edmund deS. Brunnsr, A Study of Rural Society,
Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1952, p. 363.

3. F. Kumlian, The Soeial Problem of the Church in South
Dakota, Brookings: Department of Rural SoClology, Agricultural
Txperiment Station, South Dakota State Collsge of Agriculturs and
Mechanie Arts, Bulletin 29k, May, 1935, p. 10.

hl(olb and Brunmner, op. eit., pp. 363-365.



12
lose local support, as do the churches within them. On the basis of
these statements, the second hypethesis is:

The decline in the number of churches and in church
membership has been greater in the villages, hamlets,
and open-country than in the largest community,
Britton.

A fow of the studies of churches have focused upon pastoral
leadership. Kumlien found that in South Dakota the larger city
churches have the membership and budget to support a pastor, whereas
of the 50f opsn-country churches includsd in his study slightly less
than seven psrcent had resident pastora.l Therefore, the third
hypothesis is:

A greater parcentage of the larger churches have
resident pastors than do the smaller churches.

The length of tenmure of pastors of rural churches has also
been studied. Xolb and Brunner found that three years was the average
tenure of one group of rural c].ar;;y.2 All of the clargy in Marshall
County will qualify as rural clergy, but the churches they serve do
vary in size, and vary in location from the open-country to the
town. Therefore, the fourth hypothesis is:

The average tenmurs of the pastors is short, probably
about three years, but that the tenure of the pastors
of the larger churches will be longer than that of the
pastors of the smaller churches.

The main objective of this chapter is to present evidence to
support or reject these hypotheses. Howesver, in order to facilitate

understanding of what is happening in Marshall County it is important

lxumlien, op. eit., pp. 13 and 30.

2Kolb and Brunmr, op. git., p. 372.
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to first describe the sceial and economic setting of the county and
to state in more detail than previously the population changes, and

to show the trend in the churches of the county.
Be Social Setting of Marshall County

Marshall County lies along the northern border of South Dakota
near the northeast corner of the state. It is bordered on the east
by Roberts County, on the south by Day County, on the west by Brown
County, and on the north by Sargent County, Horth Dakota.

Marshall County has 875 square miles of area. Approximately
90 percent of the land is ineorporated in farms.!

The western part of Marshall County lies in the James River
Valley, and is comparatively level. The eastern part is in the
plateau area of the Coteau Hills. These hills rise above the James
River Valley flats. In Marshall County the winters are cold, and in
the summer there are many hot days.

The territory which is now Marshall County was not opened to
settlement until 1873 when an agreement was made with the Indians. The
final treaty for the Indian land itself, which included the eastern
part of the county, was made in 1892.2

1Unit,cad States Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census,
Census of Agriculture, South Dakota, for 1954.

%4. F. Kumlien, Basic Irends of Social Change in South Dakota:
Population Tendencies, Brookings: Department of Rural Sociology,
Agricultural Experiment Station of the South Dakota State College of
Agriculture and Mechanic Arts, Cooperating with South Dakota Works
Progress Administration, Bulletin 327, April, 1939, p. 9.

160027
SOUTH DAKOTA STATE COLLEGE LIBRARY



Many of the early sattlers in Marshall County ware speculators,
seme wers tradasmen, but prior to 1900 enly a few of the sattlers
depended on farming for a livelihood. MNost of the early farmers
found livestock raising profitabls, but livastock prices declined
following the turn of the century, so it waes during this periocd that

the county teok to raising small mim.l

€. Population Changes

Tarly lmmigrants who settlad in Marshall County wers to a

large extent from Norway and Garmarzy.2

The county reached 1ts populae
tion peak around 1920 and romained thare until the 1930-19L0 decads
whan the population bagan to decline., Table 1 gives the population

by ten year intarvals from 1890 te 1940,

Table 1: Marshall County Population, 1890-1960"

Yoar “Population
1890 LSkl
1900 s9h2
1910 8021
1920 9594
1930 9540
19h0 8880
1950 7635
1940 £563

"Sourcs of datas OSouth Dakobe Crop and Livestock Heporting
s:z';teo, South Dukota Statistical Series: Marshall County Agriculture,
Pe .

1south Dakota Crop and Livestoek Reporting Service, South Dakota
Statisticaol Series: Marshall Ceunty Agriculturs, p. 2.

"x\muon, Bagic Trends of Social Change in South Dakota:
Population Tendenciss, Icc. eit. -
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1. Rural Farm Population

The aeconomy of Marshall County has been and continues to be
basad upon agriculture., About 90 percent of the land is in farms.
Only 0.8 psrcent of the employed persons in the county are employed
in mamufacturing., It is obvious that the economy of the county and
the population of the county is closely related to the changes taking
place in agriculture.

Within agriculture one of the greatest changes has been mecha-
nization, which has served to increase the size of the farms. The
total number of farms was highest in 1935 when there were 1392 farms.
At that tims the average size farm was 350 acres.l By 1959 there were
only 888 farms in Marshall County, and the average size was 609
acres.? Thus, in the 2L ysar peried from 1935 to 1959 there were 672
farms absorbed into other farms; slightly over one -third of the farms
present in 1935 had been absorbed into larger units by 1959.

This large reduction in the number of farms resulted in a
sizeable decreasse in the population in Marshall County over the last
30 years. DMost of the reduction in Marshall County population has
been a roduotiop in the rural farm population, while the rural non-
farm population has been guite stable. Table 2 reveals the extent of
thess changes., It will be noted that the decline of farm population

lgnited States Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census,
Census of Agriculture, South Dakota, for 19LO.

2ynited States Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Cersus,
Census of Agriculture, South Daketa, for 1959.
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was somewhat accelerated during the 1950-1960 decade. The rural non-
farm has increased, indicating that more people, though living in the
open-country are not engaged in farming.

Table 2: Marshall County Population:

Total, Rural Non-farm, and
Rural Farm, 1930-1960*

8T Total ~Rural non-farm Rural farm
1930 9540 3261 6279
1940 8880 3394 5486
1950 7836 3332 4504
1960 6663 3403 3260

*Source of data: United States Department of Commerce, Bureau
of the Census, Census of Population, South Dakota, for selected years
of 1930, 1940, 1950, and 1960; and South Dakota Crop and Livestock

Reporting Sﬁrvicza South Dakota Statistical Series: Marshall County
Agricuiture, p. 2%.
2. Population of Communities

In Marshall County there is a close relationship between
agriculture and the business establishments because the business
establishments are there primarily to serve the farms. The trend in
regard to the number of business establishments is quite similar to
the trend in population and in the number of farms. The trend was up-
ward until the 1930-1940 decade. From then on there has been a gradual
decline in the number of business establishments. Table 3 reveals
this trend.
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Table 3: Type and Number of Business sstablishments
in Marshall County, 1929-1958%

— e eo——— ———
1958 1948 1939 1929
Retail Trade Establishments 109 122 135 119
Wholesale Establishments 23 42

*Source of data: United States Department of Commerce, Bureau
of the Census, Census of Business, South Dakota, for selected years
of 1930, 1939, and 1958; and South Dakota Crop and Livestock Reporting

Serﬁce. South Dakota Statistical Series: Marshall County Agriculture,
po .

In the light of the population changes in Marshall County
this increase in business establishments, and then decline, is what
one would expect to find. In studies done by Kumlien in Scuth Dakota
he found that times of prosperity encouraged business concerns, as
well as social institutions, to the extent that they tended to over-
oxpa.nd.1 In Marshall County the number of business establishments
increased with the population, and even a little longer, but as the
decline in population and in number of farms continued the business
concerns began to decline in number.

The decline in population in Marshall County has not been
taking place at equal rates throughout the county. Table 2 revealed
that the rural non-farm population (which includes persons living
in the open-country not engaged in agriculture, i.e. resort operators,

etc.) has remained stable for 30 years while the rural farm population

'kumlien, The Social Problem of the Church in South Dakota,
op. m.. Pe 2“’0
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has declined by nearly 50 percent. The population of communities
will be sxaminsed next to find out what changes have taken placs.

A person who visits the smaller communities in Marshall County
occasionally sees signs of decline in empty store buildings, unused
school buildings, and church yerds grown full of weeds. It becomss
apparent that some of these villages have baen declining as service
centers. Kumlien found that as roads have improved the sphere of
influence of the larger communities has grown, giving larger com-
munities larger trade areas.l This tends to result in the decline
of the smaller trade centers. Table L presents the population of
the towns and villages in Marshall County by ten year intervals.

On the basis of the figures in Table L one sees that from
1930 to 1960 the greatest decrease occured in the village of Newark
which declined by 77 percent. On the other hand, the county seat
town of Britton increased by ten parcent. During the same 30 year
period the population of the county decreased by 30 percent. In the
last ten years, from 1950 to 1960, the only community in the county to
show an increase in population was the town of Britton; all other com-
munities in the county had population losses. Actually, net out-
migration amounted to about 29 percent of the 1950 population, but be-
cause of a higher birth rate than death rate the total loss was only 15

ltbid., p. 10.
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percent. 1

Table 4: Marshall County Population and the
Population of the Towns, 1930-1960%

1260 1950 1940 1930

Marshall County 6663 7835 8880 9540
Amherst 71%= 75%*
Britton 1442 1430 1500 1312
Eden 136 149 171 150
Hillhead 25%+ 75%%
Kidder 135%# 142%*
Lake City 81 110 168 162
Langford 397 456 452 ydaly
Newark 39 - 80 147 168
Veblen 437 476 486 520

e st
*Source of data: United States Department of Commerce, Bureau

of the Census, Census of Population, South Dakota, for selected years

of 1930, 1940, 1950, and 1960; and South Dakota Crop and Iivestock

Reporting Servicoa South Dakota Statistical Serles: Marshall County

Agriculture, p. 24.

**jistimates

3. Change in Age Composition
While the population of Marshall County was changing in number
there was also a change in the percentage of people in the different
age groups. From 1950 to 1960 the number of persons 65 years of age
or older increased by 23 percent. Whereas the number of persons 15

to 64 years of age decreased by 22 percent. The number of children

'South Dakota Population, 1950-1960: State & County Population
Gains & losgses, Brookings; Department of Rural Sociology,., Agricultural
Experiment Station, South Dakota State College of Agriculture and
Mechanic Arts, Pamphlet No. 121, October, 1960, p. 39.



under 1F years of age decreased by 12 percont.l In effect, it is
the age group which is economically productive which is decrsasing,
go the tax burden rests upon the decreasing number of workers who
remain,

Thus we can see a general pattern emerging over the last 30
years for Marshall County. In the first place, dus mainly to changes
in agricultural technology there has been a siseabls decresase in the
number of farms and a marked decline in the farm population.

Secondly, due in large part to the dependency of business
enterprises on the agricultural economy and farm population, there
has been a decline in the number of businssses.

Thirdly, the population of the communities of Marshall County
have shown a gradual decline, with the exception of the town of
Britton, which has had a slight increass in population since 1950.

These population changes have tended to modify the ags compo-
sition of the population and have brought about a loss in the number
of active adults and a considerable increase in the number of aged
in the county in the last ten years.

lynited States Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census,
Cansus of Population, South Dakota, for 1950 and 1960.
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D. Marshall County Churches

1. Research Procedure
Census information on the churches in Marshall County was
obtained with the assistance of the clergy. The pastors on the
Lutheran Town and Country Committee in South Dakota assisted in the
preparation of a questionnaire. In its final form this questionnaire
included the folluwing headings:
I. Ceneral Information on this Church
II. Church Facilities
III. ILeadership in the Church
IV. Church Programs and Activities
V. Looking Ahead
This qusstionnaire was distributed to the pastors of the
Marshall County Churches by the Lutheran Town and Country Committee
as they already had a number of personal contacts in the county. In
order to increase the cooperation of the pastors in filling out the
quastionnaire the South Dakota Council of Churches approved of the
research and encouraged the pastors to cooperate. The gquestionnaires
were mailed to some pastors, but many were contacted psrsonally. A
copy of the questionnaire is included as Appendix A of this thesis.
Another part of the ressearch procedure was to become personally
acquainted with Marshall County. This was done by visits to the

county and by reading The Britton Journal, the weekly newspaper

published in the county seat.
One of the first problems encountered in attempting to gain
accurate information on the churches in Marshall County was finding

the mumber and location of existing churches. None of the local
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pastors or church officials or published church censuses could provide
complete information., The problem was particularly acute with open-
country churches. Consegusntly, it is important to bear in mind that
those areas in the state which are undergoing rapid social transition,
namely the rural counties, are precisely those areas for which in-
formation is the most difficult to obtain.

There are several reascns why information on the churches of
Marshall County was difficult to obtain. Some of the churches were
in the process of making changes in pastoral leadership. Others had
non-resident or part-tims pastors. In some churches there were no
adequate records of the past. In still other churches, pastors did
not want to cooperate. Lastly, neither church census information
nor the memories of peopls were sufficient te fill in gaps on the
nseded information.

From the standpoint of this study it is unfortunate that in-
formation on the smaller churches is the lsast complete. It is these
very churches which appear to be undergoing the more marked changes

in membership and church programns.
2. The Organization of Churches in Marshall County

The first known religious institutions of the Christian religion
in Marshall County were Presbyterian missions among the Indians.
Three such missions were started in 1867 and 1869.

Although part of Marshall County was opened to settlement in
1873 the white settlsrs were slow in coming. As far as it is possible
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to determine, the first church in Marshall County was the Immanuel
Presbyterian Church, which was organized in 1883, This church was
near Britton. The second church in the county may have been the
Pleasant Valley Lutheran Church, near what is now the unincorporated
hamlet of Kidder. The first report of this church was in 1884,

As settlers came into Marshall County the organizing of
churches proceeded. Probably many people organized churches in the
early years of settlement, but as families who had supplied leadership
moved on churches would decline unless other people accepted leadership
responsibilities. If the religious life of the early settlers was
like that in some other places church services were held in homes
and schoolhouses. Thus there would be a church without a church
building. Perhaps it was sometimes difficult to decide what consti-
tuted a church and what did not. There were 21 churches, 12 church
buildings, and 1063 communicants or members in Marshall County in
1890«'| This means that on the average there were about 53 communicants
or members for every church.

The lack of information makes it impossible to indicate by
regular time intervals whal changes were taking place in the churches
in Marshall County. An approximate mid-point in Marshall County histo=-

ry is 1926, and at that time there were 3424 members or communicants.?

'United States Department of Interior, Census Office, Statistics
of Churches: 1890, p. 80.

ZUnited States Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census,
Religious Bodies: 1920, Summary and Detailed Tables, p. 672.



Available information indicates there were at least 24 churches at
that time, or about one church for every 141 members or communicants.
The number of churches has remained quite stable since 1926,
Table 5, in addition to revealing a great deal of other information
about the churches in Marshall County, indicates that the jutheran
Church in lake City and the Assembly of God Church in Britton have
begun since 1926, On the other hand, the Community Church in Amherst
and the Presbyterian Church in Hewark have closed since 1926.
In spite of the small discrepancies in the number of churches
recorded for the period prior to 1960, we do know that there were
27 churches in existence in Marshall County in 1960. Thus, it can
be assertbd that from 1926 to the present time there have been about

27 churches in Marshall County.



Table ©: Churches in Marshall County
Year Average
Year presant Membership attendancs
Churches by towns church church circa cirea atl Sunday
begun constructed 1950 1960 worship
1950 1960
Britton
Assembly of God 1940 19L6 —o—— 17 c——— eo——
FPirst Lutheran 1886 1952 560 893 weee 210
Methodist 1884 1959 184 278 o 90
Presbyterian 1884 1922 596 552 come  cmwme
Romar Catholie 1868 1917 L28 358 PR —
St. John Lutheran 1889 1917 —— 192 U —
Veblan
Ipiscopal 1926 —— L3 58 co—— m——
Lutheran 1907 1917 250 32¢ 150 230
Presbyterian 1926% — —— a—
Roman Catholiec ———— 1907 ——ne  awes
Langford
Ivangelical Lutheran 1887 1959 300 L0 115 210
Methodist 1887 1889 67 &l 40 35
Presbytsrian 1892 1896 — 37 — 21
Kidder
Rvangelical United Brethren 1926 e — sk 24 —— —e—
¥ BSEan belore 1926

se



Table © ( continuad)

Year Average
Year pressnt Msmbsrship attendance
Churches by towns church church eirca ecireca at Sunday
begun constructed 1950 1960 worship
1950 1940
%dan
Roman Catholic 1926" — 638 610 - w———
lake City
Lutheran 1930 1950 ———- 58 ———
Roman Catholie e ——— L28 358 e
Amherst
Kowark
Open<Country
Trondhjem Lutheran (Veblen) 1884 1904 o e e cmae
Zion Lutheran (Hillhead) 1897 1920 130 100 - 90
Pleasant Valley Lutheran (Kidder) 1884 190k 225 210 60 70
Highlanda Lutheran (Langford) 1926* - - 190 ——— ee——
Palestine Lutheran (Veblen) 1893 1903 200 183 ——— 110
Rose Hill Svang. Free (Langford) 1907 1915 28 30 50 55
Buffalo Lakes Presbyterian 1867 P 81 69 ——— m———
Mayascn Presbyterian 1869 ——— 51 L7 RO
¥ountain Head Presbyterian 1869 —— 33 10 e

MPegan bafors 1920

92
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3. Testing of Hypotheses
The first hypothesis is:

Thers has been a decline in the nuwber ef churchss

in Marshall County as an adjustment to the population

loss.
This hypothesis is rejected. The total number of churches in Marshall
County has remained at 27 since about 1926, except for a few temporary
fluctuations. An example of this temporary fluctuation is the closing
of the Newark Prasbyterian Church about 1940O. At about the same
time the Assembly of Cod Church in Britton began.

The second hypothesis is:
The decline in the number of churches and in church
- membership has been greater in the smaller communities

than in the larger community.
This hypothesis is accepted. The Newark Presbyterian Church, which
closed, was in a hamlet which was declining rapidly in population.
The same is trus of the Community Church in Amherst. Several other
village and open-country chnrchga did have a declining membership,
as noted in Table 5. Conversely, the only new church in receunt years
was the Assembly of God Church in Britten, the large community in
the county.

It is interssting to note, that, on the basis of limited
evidencs, it appears the church membership in the county has increased,
dus largely to the increasing membership in some larger churches.

This has happened sven though the population of Marshall County de~
ereased by 15 percent from 1950 to 1960. From 1950 to 1960 the total

membership of the 18 churches for which information is available rose



28

from 1285 at about 1950 to £178 at sbout 1960. This is an increase
of nearly 90C while the pepulation declined 1200. To what extent this
inerease in membership for these churches has bsen at the expense of
other churches is not known because there is a lack of information on
rine other churches in the county. However, it appears that a larger
percentage of the population wers church mewbers in 1960 than in 1950,
The 1950 percentage was probably £5 or 70, and in 1960 the percentage
of the population who were church members was probably about 80 or 90.
The third hypothesis is:

A greatar percentage of the larger churches have
residant pastors than do the smaller churches.

This hypothesis is accepted. OFf the churches for which information
is availlable, only the Britton Presbyterian Church has a full-time
pastor. However, some of the other large churches have nearly full-
time pastors. These pastors are not completely full-tims because the
churches share their pastor with a smaller church in a village or in
the open-country. The smaller churches, for which information is
available, have part-time and/or non-resident pastors. The extent to
which a pastor can devote full-time to one particular church may
serve as a rough indicatior of the time he can devote to developing
a welle-rounded church program.

Unfortunataly, the infermation on church programs and activities
is incomplete. Howsver, on the basis of available information it
appears that the smaller churches with part-time pastors frequently do
not have a choir, a youth group, and a men's organization, but do have

a women's organization, a Sunday Scheool, and a Vacation Church School.
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The larger churches usually have all of these activities and organiza-
ticns.

The fourth hypothesis is:

The average tenure of the pastors is short, probably

about three ysars, but that ths temure of the pastors

of the larger churches will bs longer than that of the

pastors of the smaller churches.
This hypothesis contains two items. The first item is rejected. The
average tenure of pastors in Marshall County is six years. The second
item is accepted, with qualification. The shortest tenure is found
in soma of thse smallest churches, but other small churches share a
paster with a larger church, so they keep the pastor as long as the
largsr church.

Fairly adequate information was reported from ten churches, but
these were mainly the larger churches. If them had been complate
information available from sach of the 27 churches certain trends may
have been more evident: i.e., declining mewmbership in cartain churches,

a lack of church activities, and short pastoral tenure.

L. Summary
One of the most significant findings of this part ef the study
is that the total number of churches has remained relatively constant
over the last 30 years, despite the 30 percent decrease in population.
Contrary to what might be expected, it was found that the total
membership in the churches of Marshall County actually increased
during this same pariod. As near as can be determined, the trend in

membership has been for the larger churches to inerease at the expsnse
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of the smaller churches.

Considering these findings in view of the larger problem of
population loss and cut-migration, these findings raise important
questions regarding the adjustments of social institutions, in this
case the church, to continuous population loss over a peried of 30
years. If one can assume the ratio of one church per thousand
population as a reasonable standard, the findings of the study in-
dicate that Marshall County in 1930 with a population of about 9500
people and 27 churches would be considered over-churched. ! Evidently
continued population loss has not served to bring the population-
church ratio into a more realistic alignment. In 1960 there were
still 27 churches which served a population reduced to slightly over
6600 people. It becomes increasingly evident that in the case of
Marshall County there is a considerable lag between population loss
and the adjustment of the institutional system of the church.

The increase in church membership over this 20 year period
does interject an important ualification on the failure of the number
of churches to adjust to the decline in population.? However, the

limited information available suggestis that this increase did not

1Kunlion. ope gite, po 14, cumlien referred to this standard
of one church per thousand population which was suggested by the
National Home iissions Council.

Z'When population remains fairly stable the membership rolls of
the churches are perhaps realistic, but when an area is experiencing
heavy outemigration there is some reason to expect that many people
who have migrated are kept on the membership records for some time
or until they ask for a change of membership.
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oceur uniformly ir the churches of the county, but tended to accrue

in the greatast amount to the churches of the largsr communities, with
actual losses being experienced in scme of the churches in the villages
and openecountry. Cocnsequently, the heavy losses in farm population
have resulted in reducing the membership of small village and opene
country churches to the point that it is difficult for them te support
an affective progranm.

Given a ccunty, Marshall in this case, that has been experie
encing population loss and heavy out-migration over a 30 year period,
how satisfied are the people in the county with their local communities
and their social institutions? To what extent does satisfaction vary
from one community to another and to what éxtent may it be associated
with the extent to which the community has lest population? How
satisfied are people with their churchses where there has been con-
giderable loss of membership and local support? These guestions
will be dealt with in the following chapter.



I1I. MARSHALL COUNTY: COMMUNITY
AWD CHURCH SATISFACTION IN
AN CUT-MIGRATION COUNTY

A. The Problem of Satisfaction

Marshall County has been experiencing rather heavy population
loss due to out-migration for 2 number of years. Whether or not ocute
migration of this magnitude can be expected to continue in the future
may rest in part on the satisfaction of the residual population with
its existing communitlies and their institutions. The focus of this
chapter is on the satisfaction which the population of Marshall
County expresses toward their communities and churches.

I£ was anticipated that losses in the population of the county
and for many of the communities within the county may result in lack
of satisfaction with the local community and the church. It is ex-
pected that this condition will be most definite for those communities
where population and church membership losses have been greatest. In
attempting to assess migration ﬁroncn»a it is not enough to determine
whether individuals are simply satisfied with their community and their
church, What is needed is knowledge about the characteristics associe
ated with attitudes of satisfaction toward the community and the churech.

The term "satisfaction" refers to fulfillment of aspirations.
An assumption is that the community satisfaction and church satisfac-
tion which the people express may be related to their adjustment to the
community and institutional changes which have taken place, which in
turn may have some influence on their proneness to migrate. Therefore,
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part two of the general probles of this thesis, which will be dealt with
in this chapter, is:

Given the axisting communities and institutional

gystems in the county, and the adjustuent or lack

of adjustment to the continmed sut-migration of

population, what characteristiecs of the population

are assoclated with -ommunity satisfaction and

chureh satisfzotion.
On the basie of that general preblem, the general hypothesis of this
part of the study is:

Certain charscteristics of the population of Harshall County

are associated with community satisfaction and church
satisfaction, and others asre not,

. Previous Research and Selection of Variables

The procedure, after stating the probles of the research, was
to select those independent varisbles which could comceivably be
assoelated with the dependent variables of clwrch satisfaction and
community satisfaction. For suggestions as to what independent varia-
bles te select, previous research on this general topic was examined,
5o other research could be found which was comparable, although there
has been & great deal of research which borders on chureh and community
satisfaction., That vesearch, which will be discussed, was studied to
see what insight could be gained from it.

An important part of the lorth Central Region research project,
introduced in Chapter I, was to be the consideration of "community
satisfaction and migration proneness.” In planning for that part of
the regional project the plans were to consider the following variables
in relation to satisfaction and migration proneness: pesidence type,



birthplace of male head, age of male household head, nationality of
male household head, education of male housshold head, education of
female, income, number of children, level of living, and social particie
pation.! Several of those variables were selected for inclusien in
this study of Marshall County.

The book, [ompunity Structure and Changs, by Nelson, Remsey,
and Verner, states the principle: *Nearly all the relatioaships between
the individual and the community are strongly affected by age."? This
suggests that there may be an association between a person's age and
bie satisfaction with the community end the church.

A study by John A. Hostetlor and William C. Hather tested a
number oi‘ factors for association with participation in the rural
chureh., Certainly participation is different from satisfactionm, but
the fact that certain variables were found in association with partici-
pation, and the possible relation between participation and satisfac-
tion, was reason for using some of the same varisbles in the Harshall
County research. The variables Hostetler and Mather tested were sex,
age, place of residence, length of residence, tenure, income, social
class, nationality, race, family contact, education, housing, occupation,

1
LM&&»WWMW $G=18, Part Y.
mnm !n progress Nvor% tb' reglonal MM)"%-W

Z1owry lelson, Charles Ramsey, and Coolie Verner,
Structure and Chapge, Wew York: The Maemillan Company, 1960, p. 21l.



35
social partieipation, and denominational choice.'

A study conducted in Missouri intending to discover "What Rural
People Think of Church" utilized information on the following independ-
ent variables: age, sex, residence, race, schooling, occupation,
church membership, and attendance at Sunday worship services at least
once during the three months prior to the mtorviw.z

Research in Mississippi revealed that education and economic
position are highly related to the degree of church activity. In the
same study a test was done for a relationship between the membership
of a church and the degree of urbanization of the church.3

Kolb and Brunner, in their study of rural society, report the
finding that tenants are less likely to become involved in community
social organizations than home owners.” This may indicate that home
ownership is an important variable.

Support for another variable was found in an article, "Rural

Churches at the Crossroads.” 1In this article the authors mentioned

1john A. Hostetler and William G. Mather, Participation in the
Rural Church, Pennsylvania State College, Department of Agricultural
Economics and Rural Sociology, School of Agriculture-Agricultural
Experiment Station, Paper No. 1762, Journal Series, October, 1952, p. i.

21awrence M. Hepple and C. Milton Coughenour, Jhe Church in Rural

Missouri: What Rural People Ihink of Church, Columbia: Experiment
Station, Research Bulletin 633G, February, 1961, pp. 45-350.

SHarold Kaufman, Mississippi Churches: 4 Half Century of Change,
Mississippi State University, Social Science Research Center, Bulletin
12, September, 1959, pp. 23-29.

¥%01b and Brunner, gp. git., p. 90,



that some younger families, being interested in better religious ed-

ucation facilities, will drive past the small church to one providing
an expanded program.1 This is an indication that marital status, as

well as age, may be an important variable.

No previous research dealing specifically with church satis-
faction was found. This was unfortunate for ocne might have found ideas
for procedure in the present research. Also, such research would have
undoubtedly provided basic findings which could have been checked in the
present study. Nevertheless, it does seem reasonable to use as
independent variables some of the characteristics considered to be
important in the research already referred to in this chapter. Most of
the characteristics mentioned in the previous research which was
examined will be used as independent variables of church satisfaction
and community satisfaction. Some characteristics did not seem to
apply to the Marshall County population so they were not used. On
the other hand, the characteristics mentioned in the previous research
did leave a few gaps in information, so a few additional character-
istics were selected for use as independent variables to fill in those
gaps. The independent variables which will be tested for association
with community satisfaction and then, but for a few exceptions, with
church satisfaction, are listed below:

1. Sex

2. Age
3. Amount of education

1E1win C. Newcomer and John B. Mitchell, Rural Churches at the
Crossroads, 2, reprinted from The Ohio Farmer, December, 1961.
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4. OQccupation

5« Satisfaction with job

6. Income

7. Home ownership

8. Number of times one has changed residence in the
last five years

9. Living in the open-country

10. length of time one has lived in his present town
or neighkborhood

11. Attitude toward living in the city

12. Where one attends church

13. Having considered moving out of the county

14. Number of magazines or newspapers one Subseribes to
or buys regularly

15. Attendance at church on & particular Sunday

16. Amount of participation in community organizations

17. Amount of participation in church activities

18. Marital status

19. Length of church membership

20. Community satisfaction (in this instance using it
as an independent rather than a dependent variable)

C:. Research Procedure

In order to test the general hypothesis it was necessary to
get information from a large number of the people living in Marshall
County. The ideal procedure seemed to be to prepare an interview
schedule, select a representative sample of the population, train inter-
viewers, and interview the sample. Financizal and time limitations made
it impraetical to use that procedure.

The procedure which was selected was to use a8 questionnaire to
get information about the variables. After considering various alterna~
tives, it was decided to administer the questionnaire in five Lutheran
churches after the morning service on a specified Sunday. In order to
get the responses of & few church members who were not in church, it
was decided to contact the members of one of the churches who were not
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in church the day the questionnaire was administered. This would permit
comparing the follow-up group with those in attendance. The assumption
was that on the average the members who were not in church on this
particular Sunday would be those who would be irregular in attendance.

An advantage in administering the guestionnaire at church was
that this made it possible for a few staff members to collect infoma-
tion from hundreds of people in less than an hour. Since the Lutheran
church was predominant throughout the county, it did not appear that
there would be any other way of getting information so quickly from so
many people living in different parts of the county.

Another advantage in using Lutheran churches was that this made
it possible to select churches in communities of various sizes. In |
the hope of securing responses from a cross-section of the population,
churches were selected according to their size, the size and type of
community in which they were located, and the location of the community
within the county. Figure 1 is a map of Marshall County showing the
approximate place of residence of the people who filled in the question-
naires, the location of the towns, and the location of the five churches.

The largest church selected was in the county seat town of
Britton. Britton was the largest town in the county, with a population
of 1442 in 1960, an increase of 12 over the 1950 population. This was
the only town in the county experiencing & population increase in the
1950-1960 decade. The Lutheran Church in Britton had a 1950 membership
of 560 and a 1960 membership of 893. In addition to the Sunday worship
services and Sunday School this church had a choir, a youth organization,



Figure 1: Marshall County, South Dakota: Towns end
Locations of Five Churches

L=\ /N

E

A - Amherst

B - Britton

E - Eden

H - Hillhead

K - Kidder

LC - Lake City
L - Langford

M - Marlowe

N - Newark

V - Veblen

\

Note: The lines on the map converge

on the locations c¢f the churches where
the questionnaire was administered, and
spread out to indicate the lccations of
the residences of the church attenders
living outside of the immediate vicinity
of the church.
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a women's organization, and a Vacation Church School.

Medium sized churches were selected at Veblen and Langford.
Both of these towns have about 400 population and both experienced
slight population losses during the last decade; both are at a dis-
tance from Britton near the periphery of the county, and are on the
borders of the trade areas of urban areas in adjacent counties. Fur-
thermore, both towns have been selected to keep their high schools in
the county school plan, although Langford is ahead in s;hool reorgani-
zation. As far as the churches are concerned, the Lutheran church
building in Langford is much newer and more modern than the one in
Veblen. The Veblen church had a 1960 membership of 325, and the
Langford church of 450, which is a slight increase over the 1950 meme
bership for each church. Both churches share their pastor with a
smaller open-country church, but he resides in the town. In 1960 both
of these churches sponsored a women's organization, a youth organization,
a choir, and a Vacation Church Scheol. In addition, the Langford
church sponsored two 4«H Clubs and the Veblen church sponsored a men's
organization.

The two other churches selected were open-country churches near
the declining small towns of Kidder and Hillhead. The church near
Kidder was the Pleasant Valley Lutheran Church and the one near Hillhead
was the Zion lutheran Church. In 1960 the Pleasant Valley Church had
a membership of 210, a decrease of 15 from 1950, and the Zion Church
had a membership of 100, a decrease of 30 from 1950. Neither of these

churches had a full-time nor resident pastor. In terms of organizations
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both of these churches had a men's organization, a women's organi-
zation, a youth organization, and a Vacation Church Scheool, but the
Zion Lutheran Church did not have a church choir.

A possible disadvantage in administering the questionnaire in
churches was it may have biased the respondents'! answers. iHowever, all
of the respondents, except those contacted through the follow-up study,
were in church, so this factor is relatively constant and was not
thought to influence the results significantly.

The author of this thesis developed the questionnaire with the
assistance of his thesis adviscr, two interested graduate students, and
the Lutheran Town and Country Committee in South Dakota. As finally
developed, the questionnaire included the following headings:

I. Personal Information
II. Trade Centers
III. Family Information
IV. Participation in the Church Activities
V. Participation in the Community Organizations
Vl. The Church
A. The Work of a Pastor
B. Satisfaction with the Church
VII. Satisfaction with the Community
VIII. Migration
IX. School Systems
X. Attitudes Toward City and Rural Iliving
il. Personal Goals in Life
XII. Miscellaneous

The sections of the gquestionnaire on Trade Centers and the
School System were not related to the problem of this research project.
They were included to obtain information for another related research
problem. A copy of the questionnaire is included in this paper as

Appendix B.
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The plan was to administer the guestionnaire to those in all
five churches the same Sunday. The pastors were to announce on the
previous Sunday that a questionnaire would be given so people would
come prepared to stay a few extra minutes. As it worked out, the
questionnaire was administered in three churches the first Sunday, and
in the other two churches three weeks later. It was in Britton that
the questionnaire was taken to the follow-up group. This was done on
the Monday and Tuesday after the questionnaire had been administered
in the Britton Lutheran Church. Since many of the church members of
the Britton church lived in the country where it would be difficult
for staff members who were not acquainted with the roads to find the
people, it was decided to only include the members who lived in the
town of Britton in the follow-up group. The questionnaires were left
with the members of the follow-up group so they would have ample time
to respond, and respondents were assured of anonymity. It can be
questioned whether or not the respondents trusted the staff and
answered accurately, but a reading of the replies indicates some
negative statements, which may indicate trust.

All church members 15 years old or older were asked to fill out
a questionnaire. A total of 337 questionnaires were sufficiently
complete to be useable: 21 from the Pleasant Valley Church, 40 from
the Zion Chureh; 56 from the church at Veblen; 59 from the church at
Langford; and 161 from the church at Britton, 49 of which were from
the follow-up group. Appendix C contains the tabulation of responses

to selected parts of the questionnaire, broken down according to church
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affiliation, so the reader who wants to can compare the responses of
the members from one church with the responses of the members from the

other churches.
D Testing of Hypotheses

1. Procedure

Statistical tests were used in the analysis of the data secured
through the juestionnaire. Statistical hypotheses were developed and
stated in null form. Chi~square analysis was used to test for associa-
tion between independent and dependent variables.‘

All null hypotheses tested were considered rejected when chi-
square analysis indicated a probability at the .05 level of signifi-
cance or below. This is more or less conventional practice in the
social sciences.? This means that the observed difference between the
two variables would not occur more than five times out of 100 by

chance alone.
In preparation for testing the hypotheses, indexes for measuring

certain variables were developed. For each index a number of state-
ments were formulated for the several different dimensions of each

variable. This was done for the variables of community satisfaction,
church satisfaction, participation in community organizations,

1For a discussion of the null hypothesis and chi-square analysis

see, for example, Henry Garrelt, Statigtics in Psychology and Education.
New York: Longmans, Green and Co., 1958.

2c1aire Selltiz, Marie Jahoda, Morton Deutsch, and Stuart Cook,

Research in Social Relations, New York: Holt, Rinehart and
Winston, 1962, p. 418.



partiecipation in church activities, and attitudes toward c¢ity and rural
living. Weights were assigned to the possible responses to each state-
ment in the indexes on the basis of a five point scale, and a total
index score for each index was detemmined for each respondent.

In the case of the community satisfaction and church satis-
faction indexes, each item was subjected to a test to determine the
diseriminatory power of the statement. This was done in order to re-
fine the measurements of these two dependent variables, since much of
the statistical analysis would center around them.! Those statements
which were not sufficiently discriminatory were eliminated from the
index and were not included in the index score. The revised index
for community satisfaction included the following seven statements
from the questionnaire in Appendix B: "a," "e," "4,"” "e," "h," "j,"
and "1." The revised index for church satisfaction included the fol-
lowing eight statements from the questionnaire in Appendix B: "a,"
g, M e,V WP W Wp B Wy W W4 B gng M W

The index scores for community satisfaction were divided into
"high" and "low" in the following way. The index score for each re-
spondent was placed in a frequency distribution. Then the distribu-
tion was divided so that the respondents who had been "Undecided"
about all of the statements in the index would be ranked "low" in

satisfaction. Using this approach 166 respondents were ranked as

1For a discussion of this test for intermal consistency see,
Selltiz, Jahoda, Deutsch, and Cook, op. git.. pp. 184=-186.
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“high" in community satisfaction and 122 were ranked as "low."

The index scores for church satisfaction were divided into
"high" and "low" in a similar way. The index secore for each respond=
ent was placed in a frequency distribution. It was decided to place
the dividing point for this frequemcy distribution so that about as many
respondents ranked "high" in church satisfaction as ranked "high" in
community satisfaetion. On the measure of church satisfaction, re~
spondents who had a total of four points above "Undecided” ranked "high"
in church satisfaction, This resulted in 161 respondents being ranked
"high" in church satisfaction and 139 being ranked "low."

2. Variables Tested and Found
to be Least Relevant

It has already been stated that in this study the null hypoth-
eses will not be considered rejected unless the chi-square analysis
reveals such a large difference between two variables that the proba-
bility that this difference is not significant is lower than the .05
level. Statistical analysis of a few mull hypotheses revealed proba-
bilities between the ,10 and .05 level. These null hypotheses were
accepted, but in as much as the probabilities of there not being a
significant difference between the two variables approached the .05
level they will be mentioned along with those that were considered
"most relevant,”

The following independent variables were tested and found not
to be associated with community estisfaction. Chi-square analysis
revealed probabilities higher than the 10 level, hence they were
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eonsidered not be associated with community satisfaction and were com-
sidered "least relevant.” They are as follows:

1. SCX

2. Amount of education

3« Income

4. Home ownership

5¢ Dumber of times one has changed residence in the
last five years.

€. Living in the open~country

7. Length of time one has lived in his present town
or neighborhood

8. Attendance at church on a particular Sunday

9+ Anmount of participation in community organizations
One of the reports on the lorth Central Region research project re-
ported tests for association Letween education and community satis-
faction and income and community satisfaction which indicated no
association.! Therefore, the finding in this study of Marshall County
which indicated no assocciation between education and community satis-
faction and no association between income and community satisfaction,
corresponded to what was found in several states by the North Central
Region project.

Many of the same independent variables which were not assoclated
with community satlsfaction were found mot to be associated with chureh
satisfaction either. The following independent variables were tested
for association with church satisfaction and found not to be associated:

1. Amount of education
2. Oeccupation
Z. Income

« Job satisfaction
5. Home ownership

1A Report on the North Central Region Froject, 9p. Sit.. p. 9.
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6. Number of times one has changed residence in the
last five years.
7. Attendance at church on a particular Sunday
8. Attitude toward living in the eity
9. Church participation
Even though these were negative findings they were valuable, for
in the carly stages of the research this author believed that some of
these independent variables would have been found in association with
either community satisfaction or church satisfaction, i.e. it was
thought that home ownership and participation in community and church
activities would have been important variables.!
3. Variables Tested and Found to be Most Relevant
with Regard to Community Satisfaction
Thé null hypotheses which will be presented in this section
of the thesis were either rejected because chi-square analysis revealed
a probability smalier than the .05 level of significance and hence
there was a difference between the two variables, or they were accepted,
but presented here because the probability that there was not a dif-
ference between the two variables was below the .10 level of signifi-
cance. Hence, these hypotheses were considered more relevant than
those presented in the previous section of this thesis,
The procedure in the discussion of these variables will be to
present them in null hypotheses, state whether or not the hypotheses

are accepted, present tables of data, and mention one or two of the

most important observations to be made from the tables.

1(:h:L—s@cmare tests of these independent variables which were
considered "least relevant" are presented in Appendix D.



dypothesis 1: There iz no significant difference in
community satisfaction with respect to age category.

A chi-square test for association between community satisfaction and
age revealed a probability of between .05 and .02 (Table 6). Since
this probability was below the .05 level of significance the null
hypothesis was rejected. This means that association existed between
the variables of community satisfaction and age.

Table 6: Community Satisfaction by Age

—omnunity satisfaction  15-24 yp, _ 25-54% yr. _ 25 Jyr. Or oyer __
Low k) 72 16
High 2% 112 30
%= 7.56 P lies between .05 and .02 N=287

Interpreted in tems of the data found in Table 6, high community

satisfaction was much less prevalent for the "15-24 yr." age group than
for the two older age groups; conversely, the older age groups had the
larger proportion of respondents who indicated high community satis~
faction.

Hypothesis 2: There is no significant difference in
community satisfaction with respect to job satisfaction.

Before proceeding with the discussion of this hypothesis it should be
pointed out that the decision as to whether or not a person was satis-
fied with his job was based upon the response to question 51 in the
questionnaire, Appendix B, "Why do you continue to live in this com-
munity?" This question had several possible answers which the
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respondents could check one or more, or they could write in a response.
Cne of the possible responses they could check was, "I am satisfied
with my job." For the purpose of the present analysis it was decided
to consider the respondent not satisfied with his job if he met two
eriteria: (1) he had an occupation according to question 17, and (2)
he chose some of the possible answers to question 51 but did not check
"I am satisfied with my job." Conversely, if he had an occupation and
checked "I am satisfied with my job" he was considered to be satisfied
with his job.

A chi-square test for associatlion between community satisfaction
and job satisfaction revealed a probability of between .10 and .05
(Table 7). Since this probability was above the .05 level of signifi-
cance the null hypothesis was accepted. This means association did
not exist between the variables of communiiy satisfaction and Jjob

satisfaction.

Table 7: Community Satisfaction by Job Satisfaction

et e o y— = r—
-+ Qo —

Satisfied Not satisfied
—Community satisfaction with job _ __ _ with job ____
Low 32 24
High 5?7 21
2= 3.711 P lies between .10 and .05 N=134

e e e e e e e e

vidence is found in Table 7 that among those respondents who
were satisfied with their jobs about two out of three indicated high

community satisfaction, while among those not satisfied with their jobs
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less than nzlf indicated high community satisfaction.

Hypothesis J: There is no significant difference in
community satisfaetion with respect to occupation.

A chi=square test for association between community satisfaction and
occupation revealed a probability of between .10 and .05 (Table 8).
8ince this probability was above the .05 level of significance the null
hypotheses were accepted. This means association did not exist between

the variables of community satisfaction and occupation.

Table 8: Community Satisfaction by Ocecupation

W—— e o e et o
Manager, professional, Uther
—Sommunity satisfaction orproprietor __ _ _ocgcupations
. low 20 38
High 16 63
X%= 3.496 P lies between .10 and .05 N=137
i — — e ———

Although the null hypothesis which states that no association
exists between cormunity satisfaction and occupation was accepted,
evidence is found in Table 8 that the "Manager, professional, or
proprietor" category contained z larger proportion of respondents in-
dicating low community satisfaction than did the other occupational
groups combined, The respondents who had indicated being a housewife,
retired or handicapped, or a student were not included in the tabula-
tion of occupations.

Hypothesis 4: There is no significant difference in

community satisfaction with respect to a person's
attitude toward living in the ecity.
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A chi-square test for association between community satisfaction and
a person’'s attitude toward living in the city revealed a probability
of between .10 and .05 (Table 9). 3ince this probability was above
the .05 level of significance the null hypothesis was accepted. This
means association did not exist between the two variables of community
satisfaction and a person's attitude toward living in the city.

Table 9: Community Satisfaction by Attitude
Toward ILiving in the City

Low  d 22 32
High 21 63 45
X%e 5.157 P lies between .10 and .05 N=190

T T T T e L S St

Although the null hypothesis which states that no association
exists between community satisfaction and attitude toward living in
the city was accepted, evidence is found in Table 9 that the group
indicating the most favorable attitude toward living in the city had
the largest proportion of respondents indicating low community satise
faction,

Hypothesis 5: There is no significant difference in

community satisfaction with respect to "having considered

moving out of the county.”
A chi-square test for assocliation between community satisfaction and
"having considered moving out of the county" revealed a probability of
less than .01 (Table 10). Since the probability was below the .05

1ovo;L of significance the mull hypothesis was rejected. This means
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asscciation did exist between the two variables of community satis-

faction and "having considered moving out of the couvnty.”

Table 10: Community Satisfaction by "Having
Considered Moving out of the County”

—— ——
Have Have not
Community satisfaction considered considered
LOving moving
Low 39 63
High 31 120

2= 9,53 P is less than .01 N=253

Interpreted in terms of the data in Table 10, the group who
had considered moving had the largest proporiion of respondents in-
dicating low community satisfaction; of those who had considered moving
over half indicated low community satisfaction, whereas only one out
of three of those who had not considered moving indicated low community
satisfaction.

Examination of Table 10 raised the gquestion as to what role
"age" may have played in the relationship between community satisfaction
and "having considered moving out of the county.” Evidence is found
in Table 11 that it was the "15-24 yr." age group who had considered
moving who had the largest proportion of respondents indicating low
community satisfaction, and it was the "25-54 yr." age group who had
not considered moving who had the largest proportion of respondents

indicating high community satisfaction.



53

Table 1l: Community Satisfaction by Age and by
Whether or Not a Person Had Considered
Moving out of the “ounty

Considered Community

moving  satisfaction 15=24 yre 25-5% yr. 55 yr. or over
s Low 15 21 3
ne Low 13 38 12
High 14 84 22  Ne253

Examination of Table 10 also raised the guestion as to what role
job satisfaction may have played in the relationship between community
satisfaction and "having considered moving out of the county." Evi-
dence in vl‘able 12 supports the idea that it was the group who was not
satisfied with their jobs and who had considered moving who had the
largest proportion of respondents indicating low community satisface
tion, and it was the group who was satisfied with their jobs and who
had not considered moving who had the largest proportion of respondents
indicating high community satisfaction.

Table 12¢: Community Satisfaction by Job Satisfaction

and by Whether or Not a Person Had Considered
Moving out of the County

e
Considered Community Satisfied Not satisfied
~Boving  satisfaction Mith job  _ __with Job
Yes Low 7 13
High 12 3
No Low 21 1

High 45 16 N=128




Hypothesis €: There is no significant difference in
community satisfaction with respect to where one
attends chureh.

A ehi-square test for association between community satisfaction and
where one attends church revealed a probability of less than .01

(Table 13). Since this probability was below the .05 level of signifi-
cance the null hypethesis was rejected. This means association did
exist between the two variables of community satisfaction and where

one attends church.

Table 133 Community Satisfaction by
Where Une Attends Church

Community Pleasant

satisfaction _ DSritton  Jlangford Yalley Veblen _ _Zion

Low 34 28 4 37 19
High 102 23 11 16 14

e 42,971 F is less than .01 N=288

T R R R L S S I L s o

Interpreted in terms of the data in Table 13, Britton and
Pleasant Valley churches had a smaller proportion of respondents in-
dicating low community satisfaction than the other three churches; in
the other three churches over half of the respondents indicated low
community satisfaction.

Urdinarily one would expect the respondents to think of the com-
munity in which their church was located as the community to which they
were applying the statements in the questionnaire. In this study, how-

ever, many respondents lived at a distance from the church and may have



thought in terms of some other community. Therefore, in addition to
the tabulation in Table 12, community satisfaction was tabulated for the
respondents who lived in Britton, Langford, and Veblen. Evidence is
found in Table 14 that respondents who lived in Britton tended to in-
dicate high community satisfaetion and respondents who lived in

Langford and Veblen tended to indicate low community satisfaction.

Table 14: Community Satisfaction by Place of Residence

Low 27 13 23
High 70 9 12
2= 18.837 P is less than .01 Nl 54

Inasmuch as there was a significant difference in community
satisfaction by age, by where one attended church, and by town of resi-
dence, it was decided to compare the responses of each of the three age
groups within each of the five churches toward community satisfaction.

Interpreted in terms of the data in Table 15, at Britton each
age category had about the same percentage of respondents indicating
low community satisfaction, while at the other churches, except for
Pleasant Valley, the "15-24 yr." age category had the largest propor=
tion indicating low community satisfaction. Also, omitting Pleasant
Valley, each age group in each community had a larger percentage of
respondents indicating low community satisfaction than did any of the

age groups at Britton.



Table 15: Coumunity 3atisfaction by Church and ige

wommundty 15=4 yr. 25=5% yre 55 yr. or over
Chuceh satdafactlon . B . % F— ‘
Sritton Low 5 26 e 26 - 17
wdgh (L &b (e 20 83
Laagford L0 1w 15 & ) &)
iligh 3 23 16 52 4 57
Pleasant Valley low ¥ 0 & 27 L] (4]
High 0 0 i1 73 0 Q
Veblen Low i1 79 20 &7 & 67
High 3 21 10 33 > 23
Z4om Low 7 & g 56 3 50
High 4 3% 7 W4 3 50 u=2B7
e AR, e

This compietles examination of the guestion of the existence of
aspociation between selectad characteristics of the respondents and
community satisfaction.

4. Variables Tested and Mound to be Relsvant
with Regard to Church Satisfaction

Consideration will now be given to five independent variables
found to be assoclated with church satlisfaction. These variables
were all found to be significant at the .05 or .01 level. lio variables
were found to be assoclated with church satisfaction between the .10
and 05 level.

liypothesis 7: There is no significant difference in
chnreh satl:faction with respect te age category.

A chiesquare test for association Lelsween church satisfaection and age
revealed a probability ¢f less than .01 (Table 16). Since this
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probability was below the .05 level of significance the null hypothesis
was rejected. This means assoeciation did exist between church satis-

faction and a person's age.

Table 1€: Church Satisfaction by Age

Church satisfaction 15-24 yro, 25~5% yr. 53 ¥r. Or OVer
Low 36 Bl 19
High 19 107 34
12 10,767 P is less than .01 N=299

Interpreted in terms of the data found im Table 16, the largest

proportion of respondents indicating low church satisfaction were found
in the "15-24% yr." age group and in the older the age categories the
more indication there was of high church satisfaction.

liypothesis &: There is no significant difference in
chureh satisfaction with respect to marital status.

A chi=square test for assoclation between church satisfaetion and
marital status revealed a probability betweem «05 and .02 (Table 17).
Since this probability was below the .05 level of significance the
null hypothesis was rejected. This means assoclation did exist between
church satisfaction and marital status.

ividence is found in Table 17 that those respondents who were
not marrvied had the largest proportion indicating low church satise
faction. 7This raised the guestion of whether or not age might be
important in accounting for the fact that those respondents who never
married had the largest proportion indiecating low church satisfaction.



Therefore, it was decided to tabulate the age of the "never married”
group. It was found that four ocut of five of the "never married" group
were in the "15-24 yr." age category, the same category which had the
largest proportien of respondents indieating low chureh satisfaction.
This is evidence that the age factor is important to consider in ex-
plaining the associallon between church satisfaction and marital status.

Table 17: Church Satisfaction by Marital Status

i N 5
Never widow or

Low 36 94 7
Hich 23 129 3
1% 6,710 P lies between .05 and .02 =297

liypothesis 9 There is no significant difference in

church satisfaction with respect to length of church

menmbership,
A chi-square test for association between church satisfaction and
length eof church mombership revealed a probability of less than .01
(Table 18). Gsince this probability was below the .05 level of signifi-~
cance the null hypothesis was rejected. This means association did
exist between the two variables of church satisfaction and length of
church memibershipe.

ividence is found in Table 10 that the group who had been members
from "5-19 yr." had the largest proportion of respondemts indicating
low church satisfaction. This raises a question about the age and

chureh affiliation of the respondents who had been church members from



"5«19 yr." who indicated low church satisfaction. Therefore, it was
decided to tabulate this information.

Table 18: Church Satisfaction by Length
of Church Membership

g~

e van—— e
~Church satlsfaction O=5 Y. 3=19 ¥r, 20 yr. or more

Low 30 69 33
High 32 57 67
X2= 10,775 P is less than .01 =288
— e A e e A o e o Pt et 4

Interpreted in terms of Table 19, the respondents who had been
church members from "5«19 yr." and who indicated low church satisfaction
were mainly in the age group "25-% yr." and they were distributed
among all the churches.

Table 19: Age and Church of Respondents Who Had
Been Church Members from 5-19 Years

Community

Church _ satisfaction 15224 yxe 255 yr. 53 ¥r. Or over
Britton Low 5 23 3

High 2 24 3
Langford Low 2 3 0

High s 13 2
Pleasant Valley low 0 i 0

High 0 5 0
Veblen Low 5 15 3

High 1 & 2
Zion Low 0 6 0

High 0 4 1 H=135
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Hypothesis 10: There is no significant difference in

church satisfaction with respect to where one attends

chureh.
A chi-square test for assoclation between church satisfaction and where
one attended church revealed a probability of less than .01 (Table 20).
Since this probability was below the .05 level of significance the
null hypothesis was rejected. This means association did exist between
the two variables of church satisfaction and where a respondent ate
tended church.

Table 20: Church Satisfaction by Where
One Attends Church

Church Pleasant
Satisfaction Britton  langford Yalley Yeblen Zion,
Low 61 10 6 42 20
High 82 44 10 1 17
%= 39.753 P is less than .01 Ne=300

Interpreted in terms of the data in Table 20, Langford had the

largest percentage of respondents indicating high church satisfaction
and Veblen had the largest percentage of respondents indicating low
church satisfaction. This is particularly interesting since the two
towns are about the same size and the two churches are about the size,
At Britton well over half of the respondents indicated high church
satisfaction. wWith reference to the two open-country churches, over
half of the respondents at one church indicated low church satisfaction,
whereas at the other, over half of the respondents indicated high
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church satisfaction,

In a5 much as there was a significant difference in church
satisfaction by age and by where one attended church, it was decided
to tabulate all of this information in the same table. This data is
revealed in Table 21, There evidence is found that (1) at Britton the
"15-24% yr." age group had a considerably larger percentage of re-
spondents indicating low church satisfaction than did either of the
other two groups; (2) of all the "15-24 yr." groups the one at langford
had the largest percentage of respondents indicating high chureh satis-
faction; (3) Veblen was the only church where well over half of each
age group indicated low church satisfaction; and (4) at each of the
churches, except Pleasant Valley, it was true that the older the age
group the larger the percentage of respondents indicating high church
satisfaction.

Table 21: Church Satisfaction by Church and Age

Church 15-24 yr, 25=54 yr 55 yr. or over
Church _ satisfaction 3 A % N
Britton Low 10 56 40 42 11 39
High 8 4y 56 58 17 61
Langford Low 4 31 5 16 1 1%
High 9 €9 26 84 é 86
Pleasant Valley Low 0 0 6 40 0 0
High 0 0 9 60 1 100
Veblen Low 12 92 24 80 6 60
High 1 8 6 20 4 40
Zion Low 10 91 2 47 1%
High 1 9 10 53 6 86 N=299




62

Hypothesis 11: There is no significant difference in church
satisfaction with respect to community satisfaction (in
this instance considering community satisfaction as an
independent variable).
A chi-square test for association between church satisfaction and
community satisfaction revealed a prcbability of less than .01 (Table
22). Since this probability was below the .05 level of significance
the null hypothesis was rejected. This means association did exist
between the two variables of church satisfaction and community satis-

faction.

Table 22: Church Satisfaction by Community Satisfaction

ﬂ
ﬁ

I;vmuy

High community

A,

Low 67 64
High L9 99
%= 9,307 P is less then .01 N279
B e e et e i T e et A e e e e e

Interpreted in terms of the data in Table 22, about three out
of five of the respondents who indicated low community satisfaction
indicated low church satisfaction, and about three ocut of five of the
respondents who indicated high community satisfactlion indicated high
church satisfaction.

5« Summary of Main Findings
The general hypothesis to be tested in this part of the thesis
was that "certain characteristics of the population of Marshall County
are associated with community satisfaction and echurch satisfaction, and
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others are not." Hence, the primary focus of this chapter was teo
determine what characteristics of a sample of residents of Marshall
County were associated with their indication of "high" or "low" coue
munity satisfaction and "high" or "low" church satisfaction.

Analysis of the responses given in the gquestionnaires revealed
that there was no significant differemce in community satisfaction or
church satisfaction between those respondents in the followsup group
and those who answered the questionnairs in church,

it was found that community satisfaction and age were associated;
the younger the age group the larger the percentage of respondents
there were who indicated low community satisfaction.

Community satisfaction was found in association with "having
considered moving out of the county."” Among respondents who had
considered moving well over half indicated low community satisfaction.
Proportionately, of those who had considered moving, it was the young-
est age group which had the most respondents indicating low community
satisfaction.

Another important finding was that community satisfaction was
associated with living in certain communities. The respondents who
attended church in the largest town had the largest percentage of
respondents indicating high community satisfaction. In the two small
town churches and in one open-country church over half of the respond-
ents indicated low community satisfaction.

There were several important findings in regard to church satise
faction. Church satisfaclion was found to be associated with age; the



older the age group the larger the proportion of respondents there
were who indicatsed high church satisfaction.

Chureh satisfaction was found to be associated with having
never married, but it appeared that one reason for this association
was thal it was mainly the young people who had not yet married and
they tended to indicate low church satisfaction.

It was found that the largest percentage of respondemts in-
dicating low church satisfaction was found among those who had been
church members {rom "5-19 yr.”

Church szatisfsction was found to be associated with where one
attends church. The largest percentage of respondents indicating
low church satisfaction was found in the one small towm chureh, and
in the other small town church there was the largest percentage of
respondents indicating bigh chureh satisfaction. The two open-country
churches were also very different in the percentage of respondents
indieating high or low church satisfaction. This is evidence that
size of community is not sufficient explanation for church satisfac-
tion.

Lastly, it was found that an association existed between com-
munity satisfaction and church satisfaction. Ilooking at this in temms
of proportion, over two-thirds of those expressing high community
satisfaction also expressed high church satisfaction.
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IVe SUMMARY AND CUNCLUSIONS

A. Contributions of this Research

in a regional study of the 13 states in the North Central
Region a cliassification scheme for migration patterns was developed
which consisted of eight migration type counties. In the 1940-1950
decade three of these types were the most prevalent in the counties
of the North Central Region, accounting for 85 percent of the ilegion.
These three dominant migration types were: (1) in-migration, high
level of living, and high proportion of employed persons in manufac-
turing; (2) out-migration, high level of living, and low proportion
of employed persons in manufacturing; and (3) out-migration, low
level of living, and low proportion of employed persons in manufac-
turing. Gighty percent of the 1175 counties experienced out-
migration, and most of these were the rural counties.

Four counties in the Region in the out=lo-lo migration type
were selected for intensive field study. Marshall County, South
Dakota was one of the four, being one of 30 South Dakota counties in
the out=lo~lo classification, and being somewhat representative of

these 30 counties.

This thesis is a result of a part of the research conducted
in Marshall County and focuses primarily upon the social institution
of the church in the midst of social change. The first part of the

general problem was:



in view of the population changes taking place in ilarshall

County, what changes are taking place in the institutional

system of the church?

Une of the most significant findings was that the total number
of churches has remained relatively constant over the last 30 years
despite the 30 percent decrease in total population. The number of
churches has remained at about 27 while the population decreased from
9500 to 6600. If one can assume the ratio of one churech per thousand
population as a reasonable standard, continued population loss in
Marshall County has not served to bring the church-population ratio
into a more realistic alignment.

Contrary to what might be expected on the basis of population
loss, it was found that the total membership in the churches of
Marshall County actually increased. In the 1950-1960 decade, during
which time the county's population decreased 15 percent, the total
membership of the 18 churches for which information was available
rose from 4285 to 5178. 7This was a 21 percent inerease. The evidence
indicates that the open-couniry churches were declining in membership,
and wost of the growith was taking place in the larger town churches.

Available information indicates that only one church in Marshall
County has a fuli-time pastor. The most frequent situation is where
a pastor serves two or three congregations. There were alsc churches
served by non-resident pastors.

Part two of the general problem was:

Given the existing communities and institutional systems
in the county, and the adjustment or lack of adjustment to
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the continued out-migration of population, what

characteristics of the population are associated

with community satisfaction and church satisfaction.

A number of variables were found not to be associated with community
satisfaction and church satisfaction, but several others were as-
sociated,

Community satisfaction was found to be associated with a person's
age. BEvidence was that the older age groups had the largest propor-
tion of respondents indicating high church satisfaction. Conversely,
the youngest age group had the largest proportion of respondents in-
dicating low community satisfaction. The fact that in the past many
of the people who moved out of Marshall County were young people,
coupled with this high frequency of low community satisfaction among
the present youth, may be an indication that out-migration will con-
tinue for a time. Apparently these young people had aspirations which
were not being fulfilled locally.

Community satisfaction was found to be associated with a
respondent's indication that at some time he had considered moving
out of the countys The group who had considered moving had a larger
proportion of respondents indicating low community satisfaction than
did the group who had not considered moving. By age, it was those in
the "15-24 yr." age category who had considered moving who had the
largest proportion of respondents indicating low community satisfaction.

Community satisfaction was found to be associated with where
one attends church and where one lives. The evidence indicated that
the small towns did not elicit high community satisfaction from the



majority of the respondents who iived near them or in them, On the
other hand, the majority of respondents who attended the church in
Britton or attended the Pleasant Valley Church indicated high com-
munity satisfaction. The community satisfaction indicated by the
respondents from the Pleasant Veliey Church mey reflect their at-
titude toward the nearby community of Britton., Apparently the town
of Britton elicits more community satisfaction than does any other
town in the county. 2 possible explanation fer thie is that it is
the county seat and it is the only large towm in the county, the next
largest having about 1000 fewer population. Being largest, Britton
possesses a range of services which are not available in the smaller
communities.

Five independent variables were found to be associated with
church satisfaction. Church satisfaction was found to be associated
with a person's age, as had cormunity satisfaction. Again it was the
youngest age group which had the largest proportion of respondents
indicating low satisfaction. With each older age group a larger pro-
portion of respondents indicated high church satisfaction.

Church satisfaction was found to be assoclated with marital
status, but the apparent explanation for this was that most respondents
who had not married were among the young age group whiech tended to
indicate low church satisfaction.

Church satisfaction was found to be assocliated with the length
of the respondent's church membership. It was possible to expect this,
but this author did not expect to find that it was the group who had



been church members a medium length of time, "5-19 yr.," who had the
largesl proportion cf respondents indicating low church satisfaction.
Not even a partial explanation of this was uncovered. This author
speculaies that it may be these people who evaluate Lhe effectiveness
of the church most carefully, either because of their age, their
concern for their children, or for some cther reason.

Church satisfaction was found to be associated with where one
attends church. The evidence indicated that church satisfaction was
not a funection of the size of the church membership or of the popula=-
tion of the community in which the church was located. The church at
langford had the largest proportion of respondents indicating high
church satisfaction. The fact that Langford has a new church building
may partially explain the high church satisfaction found in Langford.

Finally, church satisfaction was found to be associated with
community satisfaction. There was not a perfect association between
the two, for many people who ranked high on one ranked low on the
other. A partial explanation of this association is that both come
munity satisfaction and church satisfaction were found to be associated

with a person's age.

B. Conclusions
The main findings of this research can be presented concisely
and meaningfully by answering the following questions about the
findings.

Question 1: To what extent, and how, has the institutional
system of the church in Marshall County adjusted to population loss



and out-migration?

Answer: The church has adjusted very gradually and slowly.

On the whole, the churches in the smaller villages and in the open
country have tended to deeline in size, while those that were larger
and nearer to the larger concentrations of population have tended to
grow in menmbership. The total number of churches has remained constant,
but indications are that a number have declined to the point where they
will soon close. The probability of their being succeeded by new
thriving congregations is very slight, it would seem.

While the churches have adjusted to population loss and out-
migration they have also had to adjust to other changes, such as in-
ereasing total membership and changes in the age structure of the
residual population. This complicates analysis. Certainly the evi-
dence indicates that the church adjusts slowly. Perhaps this is what
to expeet of an institution which is s0 much a part of a community's
1life and culture.

Question 2: What characteristics of the existing population
are associated with community satisfaction?

Answer: The age category having the largest proportion of
respondents indicating high community satisfaction was the "55 yr. or
over." The youngest age category had the largest proportion of re-
spondents indicating low community satisfaction. Therefore, it should
be remembered that in each age category many respondents indicated
high community satisfaction and many indicated low, but generally
speaking the older the age group the more respondents indicated high
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community satisfaction.

One out of four of the respondents had considered moving out
of the county. The majority of them ranked low in community satis-
faction. Conversely, the majority of those who had not considered
moving ranked high in community satisfaction.

Question 3: Is community satisfaction associated with a
certain type of community in an oute-migration county?

Answer: The largest proportion of the respondents indicating
high community satisfaction were from the Britton community. Re-
spondents from the villages and farmers who lived near those villages
tended to indicate low community satisfaction.

Question 4: What characteristics of the existing population
are associated with church satisfaction?

Answer: As was true with community satisfaction, the older the
age group the larger proportion of respondents there were who indicated
high community satisfaction.

In temms of length of church membership, the persons who had
been members for “5-19 yr." tended to rank low in church satisfaction.
Those who had been members longer than 19 years had the largest pro-
portion of respondents indicating high community satisfaction.

Question 5: Is church satisfaction associated with a
certain size of church?

Answer: The largest proportion of respondents indicating high
church satisfaction was found at Langford, but the largest proportion
of respondents indicating low church satisfaction was found at Veblen.
In as much as these two churches have approximately the same attendance

this is evidence that the size of the church is not the deciding factor.
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Question 6: What can be said about the findings on migration
proneness?

Answer: This was not a direct study of migration proneness.
However, if low community satisfaction, low church satisfaction, and
having considered moving are associated with migration proneness, then
one can expect many of the youth to continue to migrate out of their
local communities. TFurthemmore, if possessing a favorable attitude
toward living in the city is associated with migration proneness, then
many respondents who indicated low community satisfaction are prone
to migrate.

C. limitations of this Research

Probably no research is conducted under ideal circumstances,
and certainly this research was not., The main limitations of this
research project were financial and time limitatlons.

One problem caused by the limitations of time and money was in
the sampling procedure. It was impossible to select a sample which
was known to he a eross-section of the population of Marshall County
so it is impossible tc seneralize the results of the research to apply
to the whole population. About all that can be known 1is that the
sample included all age groups over 15, that the respondents were
from various places in Marshall County, and that many ocecupational
groups were represented. It is known that the sex ratio of the
respondents was 88, whereas the sex ratio for Marshall County in 1960
was 110, In as much as sex was not associated with either community

satisfaction or church satisfaction this difference in sex ratio is
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not significant.

Sven though the questionmnaire was administed in five Lutheran
churches the sample may not be representative of the total membership of
these Lutheran churches, However, it is bellieved that the respondents
to the questionnaire do tend to be fairly representative of the mem-
bership of the congregations who uswally attend Sundey worship service.
How much the 50 questionnaires that did not contain sufficient in-
formation to be useful affected the representativeness of the sample
cannot be estimated.

It should be recognized, then, that the research findings are
based upon the questiomnaires of 337 people, and only further research
will reveal whether or not other people in Marshall County would make
the same reports; the intent was to test the association between
certain variables, and not to formulate generalizations which would

hold for the whole county.
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APPINDIX A

SURVEY OF CHURCH®S OF MARSHALL COUNTY
SPONSCRED BY TH% LUTHRRAN TOWN AND COUNTRY COMMITTRE

A Present Church

I. General Information on this Church

1. Name and national affilistion of this church:

2. Bxact location of present building:

3. Year the congregation was formed: Where:

k. A brief history of the church up to 1950:

Pravious locations of this church (give dates):

Ceneral trends in membership: at time of origin, during the
19308, during the 19L0s:

Modifications in physical plant:

Outstanding events:

5. Has the church changed location since 1950? Yes ( ) No ( )
If yes, then why?
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5. Church membership: 1950 1960

How is membership defineds

7. How many cf the members live in town? 1940

8. Gstimate how many of the present members are in each of these age
groups. Include children who probably will become members at a
certain age, though they ar: not now members.

Under 5 L5-L9
5=-9 50-54
10-1L 55-59
15-19 S 60-64 T
20-2L TS £5=69 BRI
25-29 70-7h
30-3L 75=79
35=39 80-8L
Lo-Lk Over 8L

9. Average attendance:

1950 1960

Sunday morning worship
Sunday School

10. Total church budget: 1950 1960

Per cent of budget raised locallys 1950 1960

Per cent of budget given to missions and other activities out of
the local community: 1950 1960

II. Church Facilities

1. Valuation of church building and land:

2. Vhat year was the present church building constructed?

3. Does the present building look like a church? Yes ( ) Wo ( )
L. Are there separate rooms for Sunday School? Yes ( ) No ( )

S, Are there separate rooms for recreation and social activities?
Yes( ) Ne( )

5., Are there kitchen and eating facilities available in the building?
Yes ( ) No( ) If yes, about how many times are they used during

the year?
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|

7. Does the church provide a homs for the minister? Yes ( ) No ( )
8. What expansion, if any, of building or facilities has taken place
since 19507
9. Are the building and facilities in as good a repair as they were
in 15507 Yes ( ) No( )
10. Are the building and faciliiies used as much as they were in 19507
Are they used more? Why?
III. leadership in the Church
l. FNumber of fulletime ministers in: 1950 1960
2. Number of other full-tims employses:
Job 1950 1960
3. Number of partetime employees:
Job 1950 1960
k. How long has the present minister served the congregation?
5. The age of the present pastor:
6. The age of the pastor serving the church in 1950:
7. How long have each of the last five minister stayed, excluding the
sent pastor?
sarliest) a. b. c. d. e. (latest)
8. Schooling level of the 1950 pastor:

High School College Seminary Other
1235k 1234 123
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Schooling level of the 1940 pastor:
High School College Seminary Othar
123 123k 123

10. Do you feel there is good cooperation among the pastors?

1.

1.

Is there a ministerial association?

IV, Church Programs and Activities

Check the following activities which were sponsored by the church.

1950 1960
Ragular Sundly morning services « . . o ¢ s o o o
Regular Sunday evening services . « « « « « « o« &«
Ore or more regular weekday services . . . . . .
Adult Bible study Eroup . « o ¢« o ¢ ¢ s o o = o &
Men's Organization . . « ¢« o ¢ ¢ ¢ o« &
Women's Organization . « « ¢« ¢ o o o «

Youth Organization . « ¢« o o« ¢ & + &
churchc}‘oir.'..‘..c....
Vacation Bible School ¢ « ¢ ¢ o ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ » o »
BoyScDuta..-.................
Girlscoutsl..'.l‘.l."..O.'...
Others (1list )

L - - -

¢« o
- B
. L3
- .

L
. @
. 9
LN

Have thers been instances whers the church has tried to use its
influence to affect controversial issues in the community?
What has been the result?

V. Looking Ahead
What major problems are now facing the churchi

In regard to staffing?

In regard to membership?
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In regard to finances?

In regard to building and facilities?

In regard to gervices and program needs?

In regard to interdenominational relations?

In regard to community relations?

In other areas?

Are there significant changes occuring in your community which
may affect your church in the near future? What will be the
affect of the changes?! What do you see as the future of your
church in this community?



82

APPENDIX B

Number

Church

MARSHALL COUNTY LUTHERAN CHURCH STUDY
INTRODUCTION: This study is to provide information on South Dakota
churches and communities for the "Mid America-Workshop on Town and
Country Communities."

PLEASE NOTE: This guestionnaire is to be filled out by all persons 15
Years of age or older.

I. Personal Information
INSTRUCTIONS: Please gircle the correct answer, or fill in the blanks.
1. What is your sex? MALE FEMALE
2. What is your present marital status?
NEVER MARRIED MARRIED SEPARATED WIDOW or WIDOWER

3. What is your nationality background?

4. What was your age at your last birthday? _years

5. How many years of schooling have you completed? (Circle the
correct number)

Grade School High School Lollege or Other
12345678 1234 12345678

6. Where do you live? Name of county:

7. a. If you live in town, name of town:

b. If you live in the country, how far and in what direction is
your home from this church? Miles: ______ Direction:

8. Birthplace

9. How long have you lived in your present town (or farm neighborhood)?
years

—
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30 & 11. Vhere did you live befors moving to your present town
(or farm neighborhood)?

Town State

12. Did you live on a farm? Yes No

13. How many times have you moved in the last five years? (Do not
count moves made within a town (or farm neighborhood).
times

1h. Regarding this church, which statement applies to you? (Check
correct answer),

I am a member of this churech.

I am a member of some other church, but I attend this

church.

I am not a member of any church, but I attend this church.
I am Just a visitor at this church.

15, If you are & member of some other church, where is your church

membership?
Church Town
16. How long have you been a member of your church? (Check correct
blank)
Less than 1 year 5-9 years 16-19 years
15 years T10-15 years  __20 and over years

17. What is your present occupation (be spscifics for example,
cashier in a store)?

18. What was your approximate personal income in 1961, including
social security benefits afd all other income? (Check correct

blank)
No personal income $2,000-82,999  _ $6,000-$6,999
T T Under $500 T $3,000-$3,999  __$7,000-§9,999
~~$500-$900 ~$L,000-$L,999  ~_$10,000-$19,999
—$1,000-$1,999 ~—$5,000-$5,999  __$20,000 and over

19. Do you own or rent your home? OWN RENT



20, If you are a farmer or rancher approximately how many acres,
including soil bank land, did you operate in 19617 acres

21, How many acres do you own? acres

II. Trade Centers

INSTRUCTIONS: In the blanks indicate in what town you, or your
parents, usually bought these listed iTems in 1950, and where you now,

buy them in 1962,
1950 1962 (now

a. Banking services

b. Car repair

c. Gasoline and pil

d. Dress clothes

e. Drugs

f. Furniture

g+ Groceries

h. Hardware items

i. MNMachinery

j. Medical services

k. Movies

1. Work clothes

R
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III. Family Information

INSTRUCTIONS: This page is to be filled out o by the Head of the
Household, or any single person living alome. ase give the
?qmsﬁa information for each member of your family.
2. &
23. Highest Year
of School Address
Family Members Age = Sex Completed Occupation _ of Person
Head
a
(or husband)
Children 1.
2.
3.
L.
S«
6.
Ts
8.
9
Other relatives in the
homs (give relationship) Highest Year
of School
Age Sex Comple ted Occupation
)
2,

f\w
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IV. Participation in the Church Activities

INSTRUCTIONS: Regarding the church activities listed below, check
the column with an "x" that indicates the extent of your attendance
and whether you hold an offical position.

2l. OFFICAL
POSITION
ttend |Attend Officer
half of | most all Teacher
etings etings meetings tings Commi tteemen

List others:
1.
2'
3.

If you have had any of the following responsibilities during the last
three years, circle which ones you had.

DEACON

TRUSTEE

RELEASE TIME TEACHER
VACATION BIBLE SCHOOL TEACHER
BOARD OF EDUCATION



v.

INSTRUCTIONS :

25,

Participation in the Community Organisations
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For the organizations to which you belong, pleass
check the columns that indicate the sxtent of your attendance and
whether you are or ever have besn an officer in the organization.

ATTENDA NCE

OFFICIAL POSITION
PAST

OR ON
COMMITTES

OFFICER

Attend
a few
meeti

Attend
half of

mnae ﬁﬁ&

Garden
Club

Attend
most

mes tings

Attend
all

mee ting

Sportments
Club

Veteran's
Organization
or Auxiliary

nsion
Club

Farm
Bursau

Farmer's
Union

National
Parmer's Org.

Church

L-H Club
PTA

Klwanis

Lions

R
g:oug
Chamber
of

Commerce

Fraternal
Order or
Aux

Literary

Club
Masic
Club

List
Others

26.

in your community for people your age? YES
Bxplain your answer.

NO

Do you feel there are enough organizations and social activities




27. List any of the following Public Offices you have held in the

last five years.

Mayor
Councilman

Township Board

County Commissioner

__School Board
Others

28. How many magasines of each type do you subscribe to or buy

regularly?

Ganeral (such as Look and Life)

Professional (such as Farmer and Banking)

Religious
Sports

Newspapers and news magazines

vIi.

The Church
A, The Work Of A Pastor

INSTRUCTIONS: Please indicate your estimate of the importance of the

various tasks of a pastor.

Check the appropiate column for each task.

IMPORTA NT

“WINOR
TMPORTA NCE

!

CIDED

QUITE
IMPORTA NT

VERY
IMPORTA NT

29. Preaching
miue

counsel

sick

. or
considerable
study to
ninistry




“Not

Important | Importance

Undecidad

Important

89

Important

35. Teach special

classes in
the church

3L, Participate in
civic affairs

3T, Visit merber-
ship to promote
church work

3¢, Visit
unchurched

37. Attend workshops

and conferences

38, Office work

0. Church
administration

B.
INSTRUCTIONS :

VI. The Church

Satisfaction with the Church

Below is a list of statements about any given church.

Check the column which indicates your opinion sbout these statements

ah;they-pplytothuem&.

trongly
Agn

Undecided

Btrongly
Disagree

2. 1 believe the Sunday
School could be doing

b.

C. 8 O

and fifteen yesars
ago did a better job
than this churech

now does,

a mach better job.
T would prefer to
attend a larger
church of about
500 members than a
small church of
about 100 members.

ten

4. 1 beliave this

church provides
sufficient oppor-
tunity to be at-

tractive to a
pastor.
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Strongly

Agres LAgree

Strongly
Undecided | Disagree | Disagree

e. I believe the church

building and fa
ties need to be

improved.

eili-

n order to have a

good chureh pro

I believe a minister
should devote full-
time to one church.

gram,

g. I believe it co

toc much to operate

+this church.

sts

h. I believe this

church is a define

ite help to me
WOQ

in

. ve this

church®*8 lsaders
practice what they

- s!E Inboégn »

church is doing
a good job of
keeping young

people interested

in the church

ETF?T.E{;:% that

this church will

be mors effective
in the future than
it was in the past.

I believe this church should improve or begin to sponsor the follow-

ing activities.
BOY SCOUTS

LUTHER LEAGUS IUTHERAN CHURCH WOMEN
List any others:

(Cirecle your answer)

GIRL SCOUTS CHOIR

L-H CLUB BROTHERHOOD
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VII. Satisfaction with the Community

INSTRUCTIONS: Below is a list of statements about any given community.
Would you check the column which indicates your opinion about these

statements as they apply to the community in which you live.

Strongly trongly
43, ndecided ee Dis 2
a. Everything of a pro-

gressive nature is
_approved.

b. With few exceptions
the leaders are
capable and
ambitious.

c. It is difficult for
people to get to-

gether on anything.

d. The people as a
whole mind their

own_business.

e. The future of the
community looks

f. I can earn enough
money for those
people who depend
upon me.

g. Not much can be said
in favor of a commun-
ity this size.

h. The people have to do
without a good many
conveniences.

i. The community has
enough job oppor-
tunity that young
people should be
e_x_;gogmged to ;ﬂin.

Jj. A person has to leave
the community to have
a d

k. This community has to
put up with poor
school facilities.

1. This community has
adequate facilities

‘O: n&ga; care,




L5,

Lé.

L7.

L8.
L9.
50.

51.

VIII. Migration

What do you think will happen te the population of your come-
munity in the next 10 years? (Circle your answer)

RAPID DECLINE SLOW DECLINZ STAY THE SAME SLOW GRCWTH
RAPID GROWTH
What is your estimate of the change in the number of people in

Marshall County during the last 10 years (from 1950 to 1960)?
Circle your answer.

NUMBER INCREASED NUMBER INCREASED NO CHANGE
10 to 20% 0 to 10%

NUMBER DECREASED NUMBER DECREASED
0 to 10% 10 to 20%

Of the people that have left Marshall County, what do you think
are the important reasons for aﬁ'ng%

1.

2.

3.

Have you ever seriously considered moving out of this com~
munity? YES NO :

IF YES, a. How long age was this? ars
b. Where would you have move

92

¢. Why would you have moved?

Why do you continue to live in this community? (Circle cne or
more of the numbers before the following answers)

1. I am satisfied with the local church.

2. I am satisfied with the local school.

3. I am satisfied with my present job.

L. My closest friends are here.

5. I feel that this is where I belong.

6., My relatives are here.

7. The uncertainty of the bensfits of moving.

8. 5 ¢ like it here.

9. List others:
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53.

54
55.

56.
58.

60.

61.

62.

63.

ok,

B.
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In which size community would you rather live? (Circle the
number before the correct answer)

if. On the farm.

2. Town the size of Kidder.

3. Town the size of Veblen or Langford.
4. Town the size of Britton.

5. Town the size of Aberdeen.

6. City the size of Minneapolis,

When you retire, if you are not already retired, what is the

name of the place where you would like to live?

IX. School System

GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS:

ae

be

Ce

d.

f.

How many of your children attend school within Marshall
County? Number in Grade School Number in High School

How many of your children attend school gutside Marshall
County? Number in Grade School in High School ___ in
College or other

What is the name of the school within Marshall County which
your children attend?

Name or district number of Grade School

Name of High School

Do your children attend the above high school as tuition
students? YES - NO

IF YOU DO NOT have children in high school, what is the name
of the High School with which you are most familiar? Name
of High School

Are you acquainted with the features of the Master Plan for
school reorganization in Marshall County? (Check one)
YES NO,

IF YES, where did you receive the majority of your informa-
tion about school reorganization. (Check one)

Friends Reorganization Meetings
Newspapers Other (list)
Radio & TV

Below is a list of statements about any school system. Please
give us your opinion on these statements as they apply to the
bigh school to which your children presently attend, or the one
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c.

with which you are most familiar,

b.

Ce

d.

f.

The children in a high schoel like ours have to put up with

poorly trained and poorly gualified teachers. (Circle omne

answar)

STRONGLY AGREE AGREB UNDECIDED DISAGREE
STRONGLY DISAGRER

The future of a high school like ours locks rather bright.
(Circle one answer)

STRONGLY AGREE AGRTR UNDECIDED DISAGREE
STRONGLY DISACREE

I believe the course of study in a high school like ours
is adequate to give the children a well rounded education.

- (C’rele one answer)

STRONGLY ACREE AGREB UNDECIDED DISAGREE
STRONGLY DISAGRER

T believe a high school like ours provides adequate stimula-
tion and competition for the students. (Circle one answer)

STRONCLY AGRES AGRER UNDECIDED DISACRER
STRONGLY DISAGREE

The children in a high schoel like ours have to put up with

a poor school building or poor equipment. (Circle ons

answer)

STRONGLY AGRER ACREE UNDECIDED DISAGRER
STRONGLY DISAGREE

The children attending a high schocl like ours obtain just

as good an education as those children attending much larger

schools. (Circle one answer)

STRONGLY AGREE ACRER UNDECIDED DISAGREE

STRONGLY DISAGRES

Here is a list of questions we would like you to answer with
reference to the high school to which your children attend or

b
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De

67.

with which you are most familiar,
a. Has your high school district beer reorganized or con-

solidated in the last 5 years? (Check ome answer) Yes

¥eo Undecided

b. What do you think the approximate number of students in
your high school was in the 1961-62 school year? (Check

one answer
Under 100 students 300 to 40O students
100 to 200 students Over LOO students

200 to 300 students Undecided

¢. Does your high school employ a separate person for the
superintendent's position and a separate person for the
position of prinecipal? (Check one answer) Yes Neo

Undscided
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d. /[lout how many teachers, not counting the supt. and prineipal,

did your high school employ in the school year 1961-£2?
Check one answer

1 to L teachers Over 15 teachers

5 %o 10 teachers Undecided

10 to 15 teachers____
e. How is your high school classified? (Circle one answer)
CIASS A CIASS B CIASS C UNDECIDED
f. Does your school system have a 6-3-3 plan for education

(6 yrs. elemsntary, 3 yrs. or junior high school, 3 yrs. of

senior high school)? (Check ons answer) Yes No
Undecided PGy

Below is a list of statements sbout school distriet reorganiza-

tion under any plan. m.;; give your opinionlabont these
statements as they may apply to the high school which your
children attend or with which you are most familiar.

a. The better education the children get under reorganisation

is well worth the inconvenisnce of traveling to and from
school by bus or car. (Circle one answer)

STRONGLY ACRES ACREE UNDECIDED DISAGREE
STRONGLY DISAGRES
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C.

d.

I belisve the reorganized school provides children with
better trained and qualified teachers. (Circle one answer)

STRONGLY ACRER ACREE UNDECIDED DISAGRER
STRONGLY DISAGREE

The reorganiged school provides better training for those

children who do not continue on to college so that they

can better compete with the city children for jobs after

graduation. (Circle one answer

STRONGLY AGREE AGREE UNDECIDED DISAGREE
STRONGLY DISAGREE

The reorganized school provides a better program for the
"oifted" and the slow learners. (Circle one answer)

STR™"IGLY AGREE AGREE UNDECIDED DISAGREE
STRONGLY DISACGREE

If I were asked to vote on school reorganization at the
present time I would be in faver of it. (Circle one answer)

STRONGLY AGREE ACRER UNDECIDED DISAGREE
STRONGLY DISAGREE

Below is found a list of questicns we would like you to answer
with reference to the Master Plan for School Reorganization of

Marshall County.

b.

According to the proposed Master Plan, Marshall County
would be divided into how many independent districts?
(Circle one answer

2 DISTRICTS 3 DISTRICTS L. DISTRICTS
S DISTRICTS 5 DISTRICTS UNDECIDED
According to the proposed Master Plan all of the rural

elementary schools would be closed? (Check one answer)
Yes No Undecided

According to the proposed Master Plan the Langford District
will continue to operate as it is at present? (Check one
answer) Yes No Undecided

96



d. Under the proposed Master Plan, Amherst, Kidder, and Britton
would operate junior high scheol programs and the senior
high school for the district would be located in Britton?

(Check oms answer) Yes

¥o Undecided

e. The proposed Master Plan for recorganization of the schools
in Marshall County was drawn up by which of the following
groups? (Check ons answer)

State Department of Hducation

Teachers and Supt. of each school

County Board of Education
Private group of citizens
Undecided

Y. Attitudes toward City and Rural Living

INSTRUCTIONS: A fter reading each of the following statements check

the colun:. which indicates your opinion.

NOTZ: All towns in Marshall County are considered as rural com-

munities,

69,

97

“Strongly

Agroe

Agree

Undecided

Disagres

| Strong
Disagree

a. I believe the cost
of living is higher
in the rural com-
munity than it is
in the large city.

B. 1 believe people in
a rural community
are more friendly
than those in the
large city.

e. )
in the large city
is mors monotonous
than 1lifs in a
rural community.

. ve omes
in a rural come
munity are more
pleasant than
homes in a large

city,
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2. ] Dallove Tho vurs
community 12 2 better
Place fer childrsn
than in the large
gity.
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t 3 m &: Mpaﬂ
in & rural compunity
are more refinnd than

geplciumhrg'

E» o

is more anjoyabls in
a rural commmnity
then in a eity.

B. 1 bel iove o are
more interesting
sotivities in & rural
oommur“ ¢ty then in a

eityr.
3 % E;M Vore ia

sasisr in the rural
cosmunity than it is
iz the largs city.

- cons rad,
T bolisve that ¥ would
ba ar workipg in
a community than

I would be working

the large olty.

XI. Perponal Goals in Jife

THSTRUCTIONS: In torms of what you want cut of 1ife, how important
veuld you ssy following things are to you? Chack the appropriate

column for sach itam.

70.
Fot vary
x-p:::- Minor - Import-

B

the tocls
iancas

-

g
i
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Fot very
fmport-| Minor Import-
ant | Importance | Undecided | Important ant

. Being able to
take night class-
es or attend
short schools in
erder to learn
new akillso

¢. Having more
opportunities to
take vacations
and spend time
with the f .

d. Security in oid

Q. ﬁege aducation
for the children.

T. Having a comfort-
able homs.

g. Being respected
others.

h. Being able to set
the children up in
business.

1. Having influence
in community
afflir!.

J. Having good
health.

k. Having a satis-
factory family
1life.

1. To continue to
live out my life
as I now am.

m. Being able to help
others with their
needs.

. Iist any other things which you want out of 1ife.
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XII. Miscellansous
What do you believe is the future for your community?

In the space below, we would like for you to write down
some of your ideas about the future of your community.

Comments:

In the space below, we invite you to express your
opinion gbout any of the answers you gave in this guestion-
naire, or about any subject that was not included in the
questionnaire which you feel is important.
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APPENDIX C

Tabulation of responses to selected parts of the questionnaire
given in Appendix B.

Code: Z = Zion
PV = Pleasant Valley
L = Langford
V = Veblen
Bi = Britton and in attendance at church
Bf = Britton and in the follow-up group

Table 22: Sex of Respondents

No response 0 0 0 0 1 0 1

Male 21 10 25 29 50 22 157

Female 19 11 34 27 61 27 179
. —

Table 24: Marital Status of Respondents

Response. .. 2V k. Y Bi Bl lotal
No response 0 0 1 0 3 0 “@
Never married 13 0 16 1% 14 7 64
Married 27 20 40 39 80 40 286
Separated 0 0 0 0 3 0 3
Widow or

widower 0 1 2 3 12 2 20

Table 25: Years of School Completed by Respondents
P

Response LB Ao X BB Tolal
No response 2 2 At 3 7 0 12
1-4 1 1 0 0 2 2 6
5-8 16 5 11 12 22 10 75
1=4 high school 18 10 32 31 48 22 161
1-4 college or other 3 b 15 12 34 14 82
5 or more of college O O <A 0 1 1

e e
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Table 26: Age of Respondents

Response Z EY ) - ¥ > - BL Total
No response 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
15-19 1 0 7 9 6 5 38
20-24 0 0 6 5 5 3 19
25=29 1 i i 8 8 6 28
30«34 1 0 8 2 22 6 39
35=39 5 3 5 7 iz 6 38
B0l 4 5 8 8 14 2 41
45=49 6 4 5 4 12 5 36
50-54 4 4 4 3 é 1 22
55=59 3 1 0 b 5 0 13
60=64 3 0 4 3 & [ 20
65 or over 2 3 8 3 17 8 41

Table 27: Birthplace of Respondents

No response 1 1 0 0 1 0 3
Marshall County 30 y ¥ R 58 2 180
Brown, Day, or Roberts Co. &4 0 20 7 12 7 50
Other S. Dak, county 0 5 5 1 13 6 30
Adjacent state b 5 4 14 22 8 57
Other state 0 1 1 1 3 3 9
Other place in N. America 0 0 0 1 1 0 2

i 0 2 0 2 1 6

Table 28: Length of Time Respondents Had Been

A Member of Their Church

£ S T s e
A e

Besponse L. 'l " | Bl BL Zotal
No response 2 2 0 3 7 1 15
less than 1 year 3 0 1 3 3 1 11
1-4 1 0 3 7 15 13 Sk
5~9 3 3 9 10 16 9 50
10-15 7 6 1" 14 16 5 59
16-19 1 Y 5 6 13 1 26
20 or over 13 10 25 13 42 19 122

I
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Table 29: Length of Time Respondents Had lived
in Their Present Town or Farm Neighborhood

v
No response 2 2 4 L 2 2 16
Under 1 year 3 0 1 1 6 0 1
1-4 2 1 5 7 10 8 33
59 2 1 1 3 15 9 31
10-14 2 3 8 7 8 L 32
15-19 15 3 10 9 15 9 61
20=24 2 3 7 6 15 0 33
25-29 0 1 1 2 L 5 13
30 or over 12 7 22 17 37 12 107

Table 30: Personal Income of Respondents in 1961

Response 2 EV 2SS ol e .
No response 1 2 12 7 20 8 60
No income 6 1 é . 9 6 35
Under $500 4 0 0 1 5 7 17
$500-$999 1 0 0 2 é 0 9
$1000-$1999 i 1 6 4 10 10 35
$2000-$2999 7 1 5 é 15 5 39
$3000-$3999 1 4 10 8 20 3 46
$4000-$4999 1 3 6 6 8 b 28
$5000-$5999 2 3 5 3 6 3 22
$6000-$6999 0 3 4 6 6 1 20
$7000-$9999 2 2 5 4 L4 1 18
$10000 or over 1 1 0 2 4 1 9

Table 31: Respondents' Attitudes Toward the Importance of
the Pastor Attending Workshops and Conferences

= ——————— e
Besponse Z 'l e W A Bi Bf Total _

No response 15 6 10 13 21 6 71

Hot important 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
Minor importance 5 2 2 b 5 (3 %4
Undecided 4 2 4 9 14 8 41

Quite important 11 T 29 19 50 20 136

Very important 5 4 14 1 20 & 63

e ————e e ———
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Table 32: Respondents' Attitudes Toward the Importance

of Marriage Counseling by the Pastor

lesponse WO, ) 'S Bl BE Total
o response 11 2 7 7 19 B 50
Not important 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Minor importance 0 0 1 1 1 0 3
Undecided 3 0 1 4 5 1 14
Quite important 35 6 24 14 32 22 113
Very important 11 13 26 30 55 22 157

T e T T T L T S S S T S L T L S S

Table 33:

Respondents' Attitudes Toward the Importance
of the Pastor Having Time for Considerable Study

to Improve iHis Ministry

= e
Besponse zZ._ - - — ~lotal
Ho response 15 6 12 13 23 6 75
Not important 1 0 2 0 0 0 3
Minor importance 1 1 2 4 5 3 16
Undecided 3 & 11 9 22 13 62
Quite important 11 6 16 18 36 18 105
Very important 9 4 16 12 26 9 76

Table 34: Respondents' Attitudes Toward the Importance of
the Pastor Participating in Civie Affairs

P — — — m——
Sesponses " S -5 v =3 B Iotal
o response 16 6 11 13 26 6 78
Not important 0 0 3 1 6 1 i1
Minor importance 4 3 5 7 28 15 62
Undecided 7 2 8 1 17 13 58
Quite important 8 8 2% 15 2l 9 88
Very important 5 2 8 9 11 5 40
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Table 35t Scores for Church Participation of Respondents

Besponse Z EY L ¥ Bl BL Total
No response 1 1 0 0 8 0 10
Ow2 5 2 11 9 24 27 78
3=5 5 2 2 19 26 10 7
6=8 1 9 20 1% 26 11 91
9-11 12 3 11 11 21 0 58
12=-14 3 2 6 3 6 0 20
15=-17 3 2 2 0 1 1 9

s
e e

Table 36: Respondents' Attitudes Toward the Statement, "I
believe this church is doing a good job of keeping young
people interested in the church program.”

S T B G | I . 90

Response " -

No response 2 3 4 5 13 5 32
Strongly agree L 1 12 5 11 2 35
Agree 22 12 31 21 65 24 175
Undecided 9 3 7 13 10 10 52
Disagree 3 2 4 i2 13 7 41
Strongly disagree O 0 1 0 0 1 2

T S T R T S S S T T T oS

Table 37: Respondents' Attitudes Toward the Statement, "I believe
the Sunday School could be doing a much better job."

e

Response 2 ') b L MY & Bf Iotal
No response 7 6 1 3 20 4 54
Strongly agree 4 3 8 3 ? 2 27
Agree 9 5 7 14 19 12 66
Undecided 1 2 12 14 28 15 82
Disagree 7 5 20 18 35 15 100
Strongly disagree 2 0 1 0 2 1 6

s
T
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Table 38: Respondents' Attitudes Toward the Statement, "In order
to have a good church program, I believe a minister
should devote full-time to one church.”

Response i N L ¥ Bi Bf _ Total
No response 5 S 2 3 15 6 43
Strongly agree 3 0 9 9 i3 5 39
Agree 1 3 11 26 39 16 96
Undecided 10 3 i3 13 24 12 75
Disagree 17 10 15 5 20 10 77
Strongly disagree 4 0 2 0 1 0 7

Table 39: Respondents' Attitudes Toward the Statement, "I believe

that the leaders in this church practice what they
say they believe."”

Response il EV L Bl BL Total
No response 4 5 7 L 14 [ 40
Strongly agree 2 1 9 ) 8 3 32
Agree 18 10 26 27 53 22 157
Undecided 12 2 15 13 28 4 77
Disagree 3 2 2 3 7 7 24
Strongly disagree 0 1 0 0 2 L 7

e

Table 40: Scores for Community Participation of Respondents

lesponse " W, . - . Y - Bt Total
No response 11 3 1 10 21 2 48
0«3 13 5 26 13 29 31 117
47 11 10 2h 23 46 12 126
8-11 4 3 7 9 13 3 39
12-15 1 0 0 0 2 1 4
16=-19 0 0 1 0 1 0 2
20«23 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
24=27 0 0 4] 1 0 0 1
—— —— e ——— a—— e e
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Table 41: Respondents' Attitudes Toward Whether or lNot
There Were Enough Urganizations and Social Activities
in the Community for People Their Age

Respomse 2 PV L V. i  Br  Total
No response 8 8 14 13 21 8 72
Enough 26 13 37 29 79 36 220
Not enough 5 0 13 12 5 43

8
T A - — e O . <

——

Table 42: Respondents' Attitudes Toward the Statement,
"Everything of a progressive nature in the
Community is approved.”

e e e e
Besponse PR - " N_—— Bl Bf __Total
Ho response 11 7 13 1 21 6 69
Strongly agree “ 1 1 1 2 1 10
Agree 8 4 14 1" 29 10 76
Undecided 9 4 15 6 20 14 68
Disagree 8 5 16 24 31 16 100
Strongly disagree 0 0 0 3 7 2 12

—— -
e, e v o

D

Table 43: Respondents' Attitudes Toward the Statement,
"It is difficult for people in this community
to get together on anything."

Response > - Fy L y - Bf __ _ Total
Ho response 6 6 9 7 19 6 53
Strongly agree 6 0 0 3 2 2 13
Agree 14 7 16 4 35 12 118
Undecided 7 2 10 9 32 8 68
Disagree b 6 21 3 23 21 78
Strongly disagree 2 0 3 0 1 0 6
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Table 4%: Respondents' Attitudes Toward the Statement,
“The future of the community looks rather bright.”

i

Eesponse il PV ¥ Bl B Total
No response [ 5 7 6 18 6 48
Strongly agree 2 0 2 1 9 0 1%
Agree 16 e 33 20 51 27 157
Undecided 8 3 13 15 16 12 67
Disagree 5 3 b4 14 18 4 48
Strongly disagree 2 1 v] 0 o 0 3

R S T e

Table 45: Respondents® Attitudes Toward the Statement, "Not ;{‘

much can be said in favor of a community this size.” ‘*\%
Eesponse Z 7 A SRR BE Total
Mo response 11 7 9 11 i9 6 &3
Strongly agree 1 0 0 1 1 1 4
Agree 4 4 6 7 8 5 34
Undecided 7 2 16 6 16 9 56
Disagree 15 7 2k 27 59 21 153
Strongly disagree 2 1 L Iy 8 ; 4 26

Table 46: Responses to the Question, "What do you think

will happen to the population of your community
in the next ten yearsi®

<esponse X’ PV L . My Bf f@
No response 2 3 3 3 19 1 31
Rapid decline 2 5 0 0 2 2 1
Slow decline 24 7 12 18 23 13 97
Stay the same 2 5 23 23 34 18 112
Slow growth 3 0 14 12 32 14 75
Rapid growth 0 1 7 0 2 1 1

e ——— . ——— ]



Table 47: Responses to the Questions, "What is your
estimate of the change in the number of people in
Marshall County during the last ten years?®

109

Lesponse Z EV L ' B Bf Total
No response 1 L 11 8 23 6 63
Inereased 10-20% 1 0 3 1 L 1 10
Increased 0-10% 2 1 13 1 21 10 58
No change 3 1 3 11 17 13 49
Decreased 0-107 21 12 25 25 38 17 138
Decreased 10-20% 2 3 3 0 9 2 19

S T S T S S oo

Table 48: Responses to the Question, "Uf the people who have
left Marshall County, what do you think are the
important reasons for their leaving?t"

&

p———— e e e e et ]
Response SRR . . v B B Total _

o response 10 3 1% 15 25 9 76
Financial 29 1?7 43 41 81 39 250
Climate 0 1 3 1 7 5 17
Family 0 0 0 1 1 2 L
Soeial ] 1 1 2 3 1 9
Education & culture 1 1 3 3 5 7 20
Health 2 1 4 0 L 3 14

e L S S T S

Table 49: Responses to the Question, "Why do you continue
to live in this community?”

Besponse bW . S R W T ——
Ne response 7 2 5 9 18 2 by
Satisfied with the church 24 16 42 34 78 32 226
Satisfied with the school 16 13 27 23 43 17 139
My closest friends are here 18 11 22 27 40 19 137
I feel this is where I belong 9 & 16 13 37 10 89
My relatives are here % & 23 15 37 22 115
Uncertainty of the benefits of moving 9 &4 13 13 20 8 67
I like it here 20 16 37 32 60 26 191

Other reasons 2 0 2 3 8 o 10




Table 50: Responses to the Question, "In which size
community would you rather live?®"

110

Response Z PV L ) 4 B B Total
No response 8 ? 8 15 28 0 66
Famm 25 10 14 12 27 2 90
Kidder 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Veblen or Langford 2 0 13 10 0 0 25
Britton 1 0 1 6 37 38 93
Aberdeen B 3 9 i1 16 9 5z
Minneapolis 0 0 L 2 4 0 10




111

APPENDIX D

Data about independent variables and the two dependent variables
of church satisfaction and community satisfaction, chi-square analysis
of which led to probabilities above the .10 level.

Table 51: Community Satisfaction by Sex

—— — o e -
Community satisfaction Male Female
Low 51 71
High 84 82
%= 2,186 P lies between .20 and .10
e — e

Table 52: Community Satisfaction by Education

Grade High College
Community satisfaction sghool
Low S 67 33
High 40 79 45
%= 2,779 P lies between .30 and .20

Table 53: Community Satisfaction by Living in the Country

live in Live in
Community satisfaction country town
Low 52 67
High 71 91

X%= .0005 P lies between 1.00 and .90

ﬂ
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Table 54: Community Satisfaction by Income

Some income $2,000 $5,000
Community satisfaction but less to or
8 51,999 §4 999
Low 16 42 28
High 32 56 37
1Pe 1 447 P lies between .50 and .30

Table 55:¢ Community Satisfaction by Home Cwnership

Table 56: Community Satisfaction by the Number of Moves one
has made in the last five years

o Cne “Two to four
Community satisfaction moves move _moves
Low 84 i8 8
High 125 18 8
2= 1,657 P lies between .50 and .30

'P
|

g .. o
T .




Table 57: Community Satisfaction by the Length of Time
Une Has Lived in His Present Town or Neighborhood

13

v 9 yr. or 10-19 20 yr. or
~—ommunity satisfaction Aess YIe more
Low 29 38 52
High 43 42 74
XR= 1.038 P lies between .70 and .50
e e — —

Table 58: Community Satisfaction by the
Number of Magazines OUne Subscribes

to or Buys
—Community satisfaction Q=3 4=7 Sormore
Low 40 48 25
High 47 64 35
X%= 579 P lies between .80 and .70

Table 59: Community Satisfaction by Attendance at Church
on a Particular Sunday
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Table 60: Community Satisfaction by the Amount
of Community Participation

. et
—_— — e e e e e e e e e e et
8l L4 STs - :1s *

iow L8 41 19
High 57 64 26
P «963 P lies between .70 and .50

Table 61: Church Satisfaction by Sex

—00rch_satisfaction Male Female
Llow 65 74
High (s 87
%= ,019 P lies between .90 and .80

Table 62: Church Satisfaction by Education
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Table 63: Church Satisfaction by Income

Some income $2,000 $5,000
Church satisfaction but less to or
than $1,999 __$4,999 over
Low 26 40 32
High 25 61 36
= 2,039 P lies between .50 and .30

Table 64: Church Satisfaction by Oeccupation

Manager, proprietor, Other
" ® ) 3 o * ’ 0o L) “ £
Low 19 110
High 20 133
2= 161 P lies between .70 and .50

oo
-

Table 65: Church Satisfaction by the Number of Moves
One Has Made in the last Five Years

=

e

—thurch satisfaction _____ moves move Joves
Low 101 17 ?
High 118 21 8

X%= .031 P lies between 1.00 and .90
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Table 66: Church Satisfaction by Attitude Toward
Living in the City

Low 12 27 36
High 20 56 44
X%= 2,663 P lies between .30 and .20

A e e an
e - R

Table 67: Church Satisfaction by Attendance at
Church on a Particular Sunday

Low 23 38
High 22 60
Xzs 1.918 P lies between .20 and .10

Table 68: Church Satisfaction by the Amount
of Church Participation

—————hurch satisfaction ____ lowpart. _ _ __ Highpart,

Low 57 81
High 73 86
Xza «637 P lies between .50 and .30

— ]
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