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PREFACE

Though it uuo is^ossible to seoure all desirod informtian for

thia moot of tho otatiaties, partioularly in Chaptora Z and

IIj roprooont the beat that aaa be had for thia State. An aoonrata

and eaqplete report pUbliahed by eaoh deaaaination ia badly needed.

Sttoh a report voold not only make it poaalble for reaecureh ageneiea

to atttdy the probleoa of ohurohea and to offw aolutiona for them.

It mould alao do rnueh toward oreating a greater apirit of oooperation

ohuroh people, and even betveen denoninatlons.

Thia report ia intended nainly aa an inventory of the religioua

eituation in Tauneaaee. The auggeotlona offer<»d for Improvixig the

rural ohuroh, and the ooaqpariaon of aeotiona of the State in different

reepeeta, are neoeaaarily general, and mill have to be altered to fit

the eenditlone that eociat from one eowmnlty to another. Aa a thor*

ough kaemladge of laeal oenditiona ia neoeaaary for a detailad aaalyala

of a partioular problem, it mould be diffloult. If not iapeealble, for

■w peraon to Imom tha neada of all rural ohurohaa. Henoo there ia a

need in Tanzteaaee for atudiaa of individual oommunltiaa in order that

their problema may ^ better under at oed.

Throughout the text of the report reference ia mada to the var»

ioua geographic diviaiona of the State. Theae divisions are sham on

tha map that immadiately folloms the prefkoe.

Aaalatanoe in preparing thia report has been received froa a

mwiiwir of aouroea. First of all, Profeaaor C. £. Allred, Head of the

DapartsNBt of Agricultural Economios.and Rural Sociology, Chiversity

1^34999
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if fi«siiii#« IMNI iffirid iiluabl* liggiitlozui In outlining and nqpor-

Tiiing the atvufy* Farbioular aoknowledgMnt ihould also be given the

large nusher of ministers and denaminatlonal leaders idio furnished

InfonBatlcn for Chapters II an^ III* The asslstanoe of Miss Rtiby Smith

in reading and typing the manuscript is also appreoiated* Footnote

eitations have been made of all material fron pnblieaticns*
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Cbaprt«r I

TRBTDS IN CHDRCH MafflEKHIP, 1890 1986

fil oovoHng "tiie ohuroh aanflaerahlp trends ot sn entire state la a re*

port of this kind, it is possible to disouss an:i^ a fee otxtstaz^ing points.

It night bo added that insuffieient stsctistios of churches cn a owm'^

basis prerents the study of this subjeet frca aany ax^les* But ermfi though

the oensus material is not all that one would like to bate, the points that

are taken up in this ehapter oan be treated quite satisfactorily# For ex*

aaple, etso thbugh only 15 of TennesMoU 80 dsnoniinatlono are treated in

detail, those 16 ooiq^ioe 93.7 per oent of the 1,018,033 ohureh meribers of

this State# As another exanq^tle, the statistics for aeane counties are not

eonparable from one census to the nexti^^ bub there are enough statistics
en a nuafl>er of counties oonsldered as a group to make possible a satisfae-

tory oonparieon of the geogjnqphio dirisions of lenneesee# Itt other words,

only the tire most important items are discussed here: the ohanges among

different seotions of the Statej and the ehanges among the 15 major de-

nominations. Similar informtion on indiwlAial counties and minor dsnon*

inations would of course be interesting.

Membership in All Denosdnations

Three distinct areas of dense church nombership in this State are

sheen en Figure 1: the East Tennessee Talley; the Central Basinj and near
ly all of West Tennessee. JLl.thsse three sections hawa ihe greatest popu
lation, it is to be expected that thsy would ha^e the most members# Fig

ure 2, hosever, repeals that they also rank highest in the pereenbsge that
ohureh membership is of the total pcqpulatlon. Thus the density of popula.
tion does not wholly aooount for the density of ohu^h membership. Several
(l) io errors or omlsslona In U.S. census reports.



2.

»%•

a

_ ̂ s.» ' •.-♦.••. .•;

• "V''i

6?> ■?.?- <WAN
tir

>>

/.V

/'. .• • • •■ ■ ■ ■ • f - '•*
Oni^ Set

»r:iy
1^3«

ino s^nhtT^

Souross TIo So C«n8iit of Holiglous Bodies^ 19?6(

Figure 1. - ?ot*l Cburoh M«inb«rship in All DenomlnfttloaSp T«)»aet««^«^<t
Countise, ie?6.

'M^ts
5SB gtntsr%

rN*
ttOKT

cut's*ikjrni »so
tTll

hfiU'fUMM
t\t

UlJfi
%

V• »W»T8 ^9»J

/ «•.0
LBKVUI

Sooree; ir*S« Cmans of Beligious Bodies, 1926, and HHI
estinate of population, based on siz^tenths of the increase betiAreen
1920 and 1930, plus the 1920 total.

Figure 2. - Per Cent Ifaat Total Churoh Menbershlp Is of Total
Population, Tennessee ^ountieB, 1926.
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berland FlatMu arMis » bhay are Isolated by mountains and poor trans~

portatlon and ooimaunicatian facilities, but the density of population is

slightly greater. Hancock County has not alMiays ranked high In cburdi

iBeBfll>er8hip, hcnrerer* It ranked 40th in 1890, vith a percentage of only

52*1, as ocopared with 55*1 in 1926* The Southern Baptists haTS increased

rapidly since 1890, so they should reoetve quite a bit of credit for "sar*

ing" the peiqple of Haaooek County* Other denoiainatlons have barely held

their ova, and they constitute only a snail percentage of the total ohuroh

population*

It is impossible to foretell the benefioial results that an i]iq>ro'ved

ohuroh would bring* Until recently social agenoies were not considered im»
»

portant snough to enter into pregrems for inproring rural or, eren urban
(4)

conditions* Seeodngly, the church is still left out* Extremists in the

preaching profession are saying, as they ha-ve been saying since 1620, that

our decaying church will mean the dosnfall of the country* If they speak

of cur ohuroh as "decaying" from the standpoint of a membership, they are

not aware of the faots: growth in ohuroh meid>ership in the United States,

and in Tennessee also, is keeping vtfi with the growth of our population

(Tsble I). If they are aware of this, btd: still regard the church as a

decaying institution, they are admitting their om weakness: their inability

to mold -the minds, which control the habits, whioh, in turn, determine the

actions of thsir disciples* They have a loophole, however. Most of -Iho

gain in ohuroh mMnibership has ooeurred in the urban population, whereas

there has been a decline in the percentage of rural people that are ohuroh
/e \

menhers* In fUet, the country ohuroh was dead as a sooialising foroo ah<nit

■the tims i-iui pastor was admitting -that it was losing ground. "Well, what of

it?" satae -would ask. They are the extrOTiists in the other direction*
(4) Hew deal funds .vere plemttiful for construotins sciiools, court hcmes,

fire departments, and so forth, but I»ve never heard of a loan being gran-b
ed to build or remodel a church.
(s) Taylor, Carl C*, Rural Sociology, revised edition, 1933, page 449.
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Both ot extromlit# wmttot h« rtght* and I am Inclined to beliere that

neither ie right* Anyway^ the middleground is almys the auet p<^lar« and

•afeetf in a thriTing demooraoyj so let us proceed*

lable I*

PEBCERTAOE INCEEASE IN TOTAL OHDROH MEMBEKHIP AS COHPAltED WITH THE
INCREASE IN TOTAL POPULATION, TMHESSEE AND THE UHrCED STATES,

United Sti^esC^i Tennessee

Inorease

1916-26
Inorease '
1906-16

Inereeses

1916-26

Increase'

1906-16

Population 17.2 19.0 10.0(2) 7.4^2)

Church Uenhership 17.3 18.6 19.9^5^

(2) Population estimafces for 1926, 1916, and 1906, were based on
the 1930, 1920, 1910, and 1900 cansus figures, less four-tenths
the increase between the respective four census years*

(3) Based on U.S* Cwaeus of Religious Bodies figures, 1926, 1916,
and 1906*

Denoainations in Tennessee

At least SO denaainatione are represented iii Tennessee. Inasaneh as

15 of them are cyutstanding, the others will only be listed in Table II*

Though a series of maps would show their trend more clearly. Table II

brings out the most Inpertant point* Hots that tho minor denotoinatlons aro

barely keeping pace with tho growth of total church monbership instead of

threatenlie to replace the larger dsnominationa, as some people believe.
Those minor groups comprised 6*29 per eent of the total membership in 1926,

6.15 per cent in 1916, 8*19 per cent in 1906, and 6*68 per cent in 1890*

A further study of the minor den^odnations reveals that the leading ones
are increasing in numbers, not the small ones* It is true that even one or

two of the smaller onss, Uhitarians for eaample, could boast of doubling

in numbers between 1916 and 1926* But in 1926 the Unitarians had only

259 msnibers, a ntuiiber that Is too small to aeservo more than casual oon^

sideration*

Meahsrship in tho 15 loading denominations is also shown in Table II*

■i-Vf "itaffr At I life- 1
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Table II.

CamCH UEMBSRSBZP: TOI&L NmUBER IN 5S LSADINQ THMMBll
DENOMHATIOHS, 1890, 1906, 'le MD »26

Total ilumber of Church tJambors

DexKHnin&tiod

St ICethodiat
Negro Baptist
Oh8« of Ohriat
Meth. E^iaoopal
S* Preebytariaa
OuBd!)erlaad Freab*.
Colored Moth* Bp.
Maolplea of Christ
Roman Catholic
Atrtoaxi M. E«,

Jewish

N, ftrosbytwian
Afr* M* N«, Zion
Frot* Episcopal
PrimitiTe Baptist
Free Will Baptist
Dttok River Baptist
Ch « of (}od
United iMtheran
Col* CuBib* Presb*
Uhited Brethren
Oh. of Nazarene
Col* Prim* Baptist
Assoe* Ref* Presb*
LetteroDay Saints
SeTenth-J)ay Adv*
Er* Uitheran, Uo*
Qeouiral Baptist
Ch* of Brethren

1926

271,521
189,830
138,605
T2,015
60,651
31,777
27,791
25,198
24,972
24,876
19,109
18,993
18,960
15,176
15,173
7,007
6,608
4,490
3,591
3,248
3,182
2,668
2,596
2,485
2,364
2,187
2,082
1,763
1,750
1,575
1,570
1,524
1,302
1,258
1,120
1,064
1,044
711
544

540

536

499

490

393
364
340
259

1916 1906 1890

202,867 159,8^ 106,6^2
167,270 140,308 121,398
108,660 93,302 52,183
63,521 41,411
56,484 46,180 42,873
25,606 21,390 15,954
27,631 42,464 39,477
30,106 20,654 18,968
21,672 14,904 41,125
23,015 17,252 17,950
23,497 23,337 23,718
2,022 919 1,760

17,584 6,786 4,399
8,786 6,551 12,434
9,910 7,874 5,671
8,925 10,204 14,257
4,681 3,093 2,864
4,589 4,099
2,288 *»«•«»«»

2,039 1,678 1,999
2,567 6,640 5,202
916 ———

811 3,268
1,644 1,^504
1,672 841 198

1,414 1,101 —

783 725 749

1,789 1,108
1,286
1,759 2,716 2,880

2,185 1,249
*«—

40 86 »— 

2,^582
537 ——

805 918

779 119 1^001

220 138

*1S7 544 465

508 977

374 234

354 422
60124 95

lleth* Prot*
Coi gregations1
United Baptist
Ch* of God In Christ
Regular Baptist

^ Ch. of Chr. Soi.
y Ch. of Living God
Friends
Separate Baptist
(Orig*) Ch* of God

* Ch. of God (Anderson)
U* Presb* of N* A*.
Cong* Meth*
Hef* Ch* in U* S*.

vAjmemb* of God
Wesleyan Msth*.
Ihiitarians
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CHTMS BBSBBIIBHIF: fOTAS. SI SS LS&DZISO TSnBSSBI
DmcmHATIOItS^ ISPO. 1906» 'Ifi AHD •26 - COHTIWJED

uii fci» uj>». ===
Bsnsadnations 1926 1916 1906 1880

Hiaslon* Ch* Asaoo* tor 169 1,1 1

rradestliaurlatu Bapt* U5 252 279 mmm

Area UaMisdist 236 178 131 mmm

cai* of CbTp (BoX*) 123 •M. *-»

AiPHife cfar* 9B 274 361 _

All etiiars 8*325 5*189 16*767 5.8S2

Total 1*018,035 840,133 700,314 540,698

&auro»t U« CoMua «f Bodl9«» 1926« X916* 190G» ajod 1890

fin ftdiltiaa, ftgam 3 (Sma tba 2lwt eMh is totsl ohareh

Warship tw ms, md finbla ZZZ giiret tti* pero«Dtss*a far 19X6,1 1906« sad

1890^ as sail M for 19S^p Am « nora dstaiXad WMq^ison is sItsd in Bssd*s

(6)
npsrt^ ssBlHKiiMi aspa sImkIdp ths XsaaBisns sC saiiMra ot aaaii daMai»

toatioB Msaullaa fbr I8M« 1dm aspa that srs to Mica will bs diassiasd

XssiesXy fnm iSbm ilaadpstat sf ths daasiXsiaaBt; af dsaoalaatiisis fistaam 1890

and 19i6* Xhia aill at asufas £sll far atomt of balag a timrm^ htateiy af

SMh dspawimticp; sa^ Infmnaation aboold ba sbtaiasd trm dsna&inaldaasl

All tiM Mta aasA te aakiac Ham wyo asaa lahwi firsa Hm cr. $•

af lillgisaa Bsdiaa« 1926^ 1916« 1900, and 1880» sidLoh is Urn awrliaat yaar

ate% gispwts asaa aaia «b Ijattaidtaal WdUa vlthSa a iwnw»iatlsn» 8«aMl**

bias arm aaailsbla tnn Hkm 18T0* 2880, and 1860 asaaos faysrta* la

giasa andsr -ttia hsadinga sf Baptist Bodies* Fresbytsriaa Bodlea* IfetliadisB

Bsdies, and so fartdi* It is cnfortuaate that asps sanaot ba aade for theaa

(6) This report is on file in iiM Dsparlasnt Agrisallaaal BaoMsilcia and
Itual Soaiology* BfnlgarBity of TSmeaase* A brief aosasat af danasiaatiatui
is also giaaoi in "Bsral Ca^ratiaa OrganisatiflBs In Ofvtoa Ceaely* Bauw
easae* j also in that Sspartaont; tub Insofar as posalbla nsiidiar of tlMS
vlXl be AipHaeted in tMs repwrt.



Figure 3.

Pift««n leading denominationa, Tennessee^ 1926.
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jtiMf At Igr 1990 wmt teMuiaatlaaui hRt gKim so Hist their

fHcSn KAIuwt he fhoRBi on en 1890 imp«

Kble m.

OariMH MHBEBBHIP: PER CBTT THiT EACH OF ZHB 19 LEASIHO
THiiBsssE wamxaAxiass is of xosax. mRCH hodebsbip,

ffBOBSSEB* 19E6« I916« 1906, AliD 1890«

Bnr Cent of Totel Cluroh Membership

Denomination 1926 1916 1906 1890

Senthem Baptist 26.71 2i.lS 22.81 19.72

Ifethedist I^iseopal, Sooth 18.65 19.91 20.03 22,45

Vegro Baptist 13.61 12.93 13.32 9.65

Cfaorehes of Christ 7.07 7,56 5.91 *

listhodist ̂ iseopal. North 6.96 6.72 6.59 7.93

Presbyterian, U. S., South 3.02 3.05 3.05 2.95

Oooberlaad ftresbyterian 2.73 3.29 6.06 7.30

Colored Ustiiedlet ̂ isoopal 2.48 3.58 2.95 3.51

Diseiples of Christ 2*45 2,58 2.13 7.61

Ronsa Oatholies 2.44 2.74 2.46 3.32

African Uethodist Epise^al i.aa 2.80 3.33 4.39

Jewish Congregations 1.87 .24 .13 •33

PredbytwrtUm, U. S«, Horth 1.86 2.09 .97

OC
•

Afrioan Ifeth. Episc. Zion 1.49 1.05 2.80

Protestant Episcopal 1.49 1.18 1.12 1.05

All others 6.29 6.13 8.19 6*68

Total 100.00 100,00 100.00 100 J)0

e Biq9erted under Diseiples of Christ.

Source: Bused en XJ« S* Census of Beligloas Bodies, 1926, 1916,

1906, and 1890.
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The following denominations, both white and colored, are taken

up in the order of their numerical is^ortance. Tables from, which the

mps were made are included in the appendix,

WHITE CHDHCHES

Scxtthem Baptists t Though the Southern Baptist is a widespread

orgenisstion, comprising 26*7 per eent of ihe total char oh BMmbership

of the State and haring members in every county, its menhers are more

concentrated In the I^st Tennessee Valley than in any other section.

Figure 4 shows that this has been true since 1890} aid fudging from

the large nunbor in the counties surrounding Enox, it would seem that

this was the startlqg point Sf the denomination. One outstanding

change has occurred, however. Note the marked growth this predominant"

ly rural body has made in the more urban oounties. These oounties also

report an increase in the percentage of Baptists in their total church

mmabersblp (Figure S), Host of the other ooonties show increases for

eaoh oensus pexdod, a faot that bears out the growing importance of

this denomination in the State as a whole.

Baptist msmbershlp in the Central Basin and parts of West feaii"

essee has increased slightly, but in many counties in ihe Highl^'^

Rims and Cunherland Flatsau it has remained about the sane or has dS"

oreased. It is strange that this supposedly rural denomination has

not thrived better in these extremely rural areas.
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Itethodl«t Epiaoopal Church, South: I& ooaparlne tfai

aftpa of the B^lrfco and Itotfaodivfcs, (Figarw 4 and 6)« titt

dtffnroooo in ooalo nuot be ki^ in aiind; the greater

ber of dote in Mddle and Weet Teaaeeeeo la in

that the Methodleti appear to be siuoh more nuinin>oua than the

Baptists* Zn spite of this differM3oe« hotrever* most of the

West Tennessee %nd Central Basin Counties report gr<»ter am

bers ot Uetfaedists*

Wo outstanding ohaages hare occurred sines 1890 in Urn

sj^read of this demsiaation in the tarious seotlons of Temw

essee* The grosth has been steady, in rural plaees as sell

as urban* UnlUcs tiie Baptists, the Methodists sere strong

in Idle more highly urbanised eeuntiee enn in 1890| in fast,

the latter vas the leading denomitmtion in Tezmessee at that

tim, ocDstituting 2Zm6 per emt of the total cfauroh asn-

berehip as oon^rod to 19*7 per eent fer the Baptists* Host

ef the deellne sinoe than; as shown on Figure 7, has taksn

plaee in Sasb Tennessee, shere the Baptists hate reported

their greatest gains* Thus, like many other deawBiaaablans,

the Seothem Ifethodists are inoreasing in aonbera, but are

deersesing in iaq^ertanoe from the stan^^int of their per*

eentage in the total ehuroh loeoibership of Urn State*
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Ohorolw ef Chrl«ti Theu^ Be«d*s report tekM ttp the oiv

iglik ef thle toiaedT>atloot it is neeeeeery te point out«

VM. ly^l the highlif^s in its early history in order te underStaxid

am trsads sinee ISOO* For several years prior to the aetunl

Inreslt olth the Diseiples of Christy the nuoXeus ef this nsv

ho4y was heiag formed hy oonservatiTe elraiexits vhe sere revolts
• (7^

. ia«. The differenoes between the two (oonservatiTe and pro-

(TOBsiTe Disoiples} were not great enough 1890 to nakm pos*

sible eepaarato reports^ aad eveen the 1906 omuBia is not hi^j^ly

eocurmte* In ttast year (1906), hosenrer, the OosumrmtiTos iiw

sisted on heing distinguiahed from the Progressives in the Biso

oiples ef Christ, and the Census recognised them under their

new title, the Churehes of Christ*

liie Cburohes ef Christ grew rigidly helaieeu 1906 and 1916,

hat not nearly se msh during tiM noxt ten-j^ar period, (fig

ure 8)* Moreover, Om peroentago that they were of the total

«dairoh aeaihership of fsnnessee astually deci^sad from 7*6 te

- ^ , 7,1 tilsesii 1916 and 1926* Zbey seem to he holding their own in

.-ti' ffiLddle Tennessttj particularly the Highlaiwi Bins, and parts of

Vest Tonneseee, where ttany are strongest, (Fi^e 9); imt thsy

hnve nenrer hesn popular in East Tonaessoo, Hots tint 13 Bast

fsnnesseo Counties did not report a single msedMNT in 1926* Tho

amps on Figare 9 reveal, bowover, that this group has smtw' thsa

kspt pass with the growth of total ohnrdi membora in the ftwr

tutan oeunties, sn aoooBaplishmenfe that is oontraxy to what ml^tt

ba expeetod of a etoirch with such a oonservatiTe dootrino.
(7) Biseension aroee over instrumental masio, modem preaching
taotles, and se forth, ehioh Om Csnsorvativea would not aooepb.
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V ! Mrthodlat gpl«a<gwtl Clairch. (lTorthern)> Tbm grorfch

of th0 northern Methodiet is uwt^r soaaple tlwt tears

< out tte fsot that Ite greatest inerease for a dsnsoo

tnation oeours in the area in iriilsh it first seeures a

strM^hold* Hote am Figure 10 that msoibership in this

tedgr has failed to inersass in test XsnBSssee sad has

deelinsd in Uiddle Tsnnsssee, the tvo seotions -Uiat hare

BSsor reperted a great nsngr listhodists in their total

ehmroh population. On the other haad^ there has teen a
I

steady ineirease in the Sast i^DnsBsee Talley*

As sas teue in the ease of the Seuthem Msthedists^

the fferthem listhodists are deolining in tte percentage

they are of total ̂ snroh nastership* Most of the dSi*

orsase has tatea plaee in tte Osntral Basin and last High*

land Ria^ ahareas thara has tesn little ehange in East
f' 

fswasases. Bridently these tso leading Mathedist tedias

do ndt vish to ooappte with aaeh otfaar« or rather, the

^ . flse has net teen saeoosaful in winning out on tho hssia

gro«aada of the otear* This mm te sesn ly eonparing tte

■apa of tte tae Figuraa 7 and 11*
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Preatytarlans in the tTnlt^d Stat>», (Sotttoern)* Am

shown on Fig^ires 12 and 13 "ttia Southern Preshyterleas haTa

dons two thlqga: salntalned tlisir peroaata£e in the total

ehgiroh neidMriSiip; and sta^d oat of the aaontains* Ap«

iparontly they haw oMa no great effort to aoqpaad outside

the three seotions of greatest oonoentration •> the Interior

oottnties of the East Tennessee Valley, tts southem part of

mat Tennensss, and the Cantral Basin* Iforecnrer, their

stroo^st hid for aenherahlp has been In the uzban popu

lation of these sections.

An mmsttal feature in the growth of the Southem Prea*

Vyterlana is tl^ hl^ degree of omialstenoy it has had in

holdioog Its perottotage of the total ohuroh meshershlp of

Tsrmessss. With the exoeption of 1606, ahen it roae one*

tenth of one per oent, it has been 3*0 per sent for eaoh

eaauras period between 1890 and 1926. Figure 15 my glTS

the is^resalmi that there haTS been nunerous Tarlatlons

between oounties from one oensus to anothmr; but as pre*

Tiouely pointed oat, some of -tiie ehanges am dae to ermrs

or ottlasloas in tlM esneus report. TSken ae a whele, this

denemlaetlon can be ocnsldered the met stable of all the

15 leading ones as far as issdhsrehlp is ooBeemed*
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OlMBiberland Piresbartorifin; Qalt» a bit of fOa-

tly troablo has intorforod v&tii tho drrelopaant

of tho CtoBiborlaiid FreObytorSaiia* Thoir history la

porfaapo tho aoot iatorosting of axy doiMBinatiaaa

in T«Baooaoo> wotd also too oonplieated to glTO in

iotall horo. It is nooossary, hooerorj to oplaSn

tho iaoidont tiiat oausod tho largo dooroaso in aMa>

borship sham m Idw 1916 asp as ooaporod vith that

of 1890. (Figaro U.)

la. 1904 the General Assembly of the Ooafbor-

iMid FreAyteriaa Chsreh approirod ^ plan of unit*

lag with the PrMbytorioi Chcoroh in the Xhtitod States
(8)of Aawrioa^ the body it originally belonged to.

Opposition to this beoaae so strcng soMig oamr ^

the insaa»ers that in 1906 they deoided to disrc^^urd

the astien of Urn progressiroe and to oontinue oxider

the aaoe of Cngdjorland Presbyteriaas. Thus, in the

1916 oensas n^ort the Ctaherlmd Presbyterians are

shown as hartng lost aboot <»)e»fourth thoir

(8) The brwJc botwean essibera oi the Presbyterian
in ths United States of Aaeriea ocourrod in Febru
ary. 1810. aa a result in differenoes in opinion
regarding the method of oondacting i*efivals. Ittek-
aon County. Tenneesee. was the first lasetlng plaoe
of the group (Cuoibarland Presbyterians) that farored
"emotiooal" t^ of reriwal meetings.
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:a

fift4 th» lertlmm Presbytarlaaa a> ha-riaiK fMnad

that -mtsyrn th» loa« ma not ao nttlaaabla in

aountiaa oatslde the CmAnl B&aia, tat it ma In

that aaetioa that they wmn atres^^at*

Batman 1916 aoA 1926« the OmbM'land Fraa-

hytariana ineomaad hy enly • fm bundrad matiara,

idii^ wMUia that they daallned in the paraantage

that they mra of total ahnroh Mnl>arahip ia thia

Stata. Tha aooeahat large iaormaa in maiaara aa

shorn in the 1934 Minutes aaanot ha acooptod aa aa

iadioation af aatoal graath alam 1926, iaaamoh aa ^

tha aatlaataa af danminationa in their annual ra»

ports are usually considerably hl^ar than aanaaa
f9)

flguraa, Tha Cuntbarland Praahyt«riana daoireaaad

frm 3.S to 2,7 Sn tha paraantaga ttay mra of to

tal ohuroh BMRhbarahip* (1916 aoi 1926 oapa, Pig-

ura 15*)

(9) la gatiezdng data for thia report, tha 1934
Minutaa or Taarbook ma amurad on all the tortoia-
inations that puhlishod them; but for Urn reaaon
juat gima they coald not bo uaod with emaua fig-
uroa to ahow trmda* As an fUGBKple, taa 1926 Soath-
am Baptiafc Handbooik reported 276,699 amfcara, wharo-
aa the 1926 Cemua of Boligioua Bodiaa i^wa aoly
189»830.
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Piaoiplea of Cairlstt OanXj about one-half

-Uie aniberalilp of the cnrlgiiiftl Disclplee of Christ
(10)

tPM left in 1906« after the mlkout of the groi^

that formed the Churches oi Christ* In the 1890

OMuras report the Dieoiples conprised 7*6 per oent
■ '; . 'V.; ■ "■ ;

V ^ ^ ' ; of the total church iaist>ership of Tennessee; in

1906* hoeererj the peroentege had dropped to 2«1*

(Figure 17)* The change in the looation of its sen-

hers is also remarkable* Note on the 1890 nap of

Figure 16 that they irore nuoh stronger in Middle

Tennessee than in sny othn* seotion of tfas State« a

marked eootrast to -Use 1916 map that aho«s them to

he eamoentrated largely in the four urhan eountles

% and a small group in the extreme northeast tip of

the State*

"f With the exoeption of small increases in the

eotmties Just kdntioned^ msoiberahip in this denoob-

inaticn did not increase hetsNMB 1916 and 1926* As a

result* thsir pereentage In tfas total church popula-

' >1. tion of Tennessee Tms lese in 1926 than in 1916*
(10; 1903 is not the eooact dato thet the break

occurred* The break was gradual* and 1906 vas the
first year that the two were reported separately*
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Reman Catholio: In Texmesaae tho Roman

^
Catbolio Ctauroh is aluoat oatiroly urban, har<-

Ji

ing 89*6 por omnb of its maoborshlp in thla '••1

populatioa (provf» All but 3846 of its 84,876 . ̂

are looatmd in Qa-ridaon, Hamlltem, Kaox,

and Shelby Counties (Figure IB)* Mereovmr,

those four oomties are beoooing eten mere Sa»

psrtant Sn the total ̂ tbelie mssdiershlp, as in

1906 they had only 64*1 per esnt of all -ttw meow

here} in 1916, 81*6 per eent; and 84*5 per eent

in 1926*

She nunibmr of Catholics in the State has in

oreased eonsistemitly, but net rapidly enoni^ to

maintain their status amsng ii» other denominations*

&inoe 1890 their perosntage in the total ehuroh pop

ulation has dn^pped - 3*3, 2*6, 2*7, and 2*4, far

eadh of the four eensus repcrts (Figar* 18)* Though

this isas nort a large drop, it is an indioation that

Catholioima sill not likely take the place of Pro-

tostantimi in Temneseoe*

• - r

• ■'? . W.V :.
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Ft—bytwlon In The United Stat^ cf Anerloa

(KarthTn) > Until th« large group dT CuBberland

Preebyterlana joined .this denendnation In 1906 it

sas too snail snail to bo oonsidsred aasog lS«4U'

lag oQos of isimeesoe. All but a hsadfdl of its 67S6

nssAiars ware Ineatod in the last Tsumsssss Tallsy (Fig

ure 20); bat by 1916 the nanb«r had inereased to sore

tfaaa 17 thousand, aai^ of ahioh vsre located in the

CoRtral Basin and a fev in West Tsnnessee* Zhocnfore,

it eould seen that the name should be idisaged to Cubs-

berlaad Presbytsrlaa, if it ears not far the flaat that

the OiariMRrlaade thansslves nsie originally Predbyterians,

U« 8. A.

Sinoe 1916 the H<atheim Presbyterians hare groan

bart little, and have deereaesd in ths perosatage they

are of total ohuroh nwdbership (Figure 21), They appear

to be store fanerably regarded in urban plaees, wbsre

BMSt of ^eir inoreaee in anbsrship has ooourred.

(11) nde denemination ranks 13th on Table II but -tdte
Jewish Congrei^tion (12th) is emitted beoause large
errors in the emtsus reports* In its place, a l^pro da-
nosdnation, the Colored Cumberland Presbyterians, has
been seleeted and will be talcsn up in that aeetiA*

'•i •

■ _1
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Proft«»tairt E^lsoopal; This denominatioKi reported the greats

•■t Inoreaee In mnberehip betveen 1916 and 1926 of any of the

otber (nail denminationa. Xte growth In nvabere was even great

enengh td inoreaee ijbe per cent It is of the total cfaaroh uMiber*

•hip from 1.2 to 1.5 (Figire 23). Though the Episoopaliaae are

■till eiaroageat in the urban population, which ocntained 90.6

per oent of ite lo^ership in 1926, its greatest gains hare been

outside the four urban counties. Figure 22 does not bring out

this change as clearly as it Herertheless, the peroentage

of all Episcopalians that were in the four urban counties was

85.3 in 1916, sdiereas it was only 78.2 in 1926. It should be

pointed out, however, that the increase outside of those oounties

las been -tiie result of growth In places that already contained

l^iseo^lians •> not the result of eaqpansion into other counties.

In faet, three more oounties reported mesibers of this dMicmlnation

in 1916 than in 1926.

Ths Protestant Episcopal Church has not been popular among

rural people for several reasons. First ef all, and the most im»
pertsnt, is the fOTmallty attached to servioes. This same fea-

has no doubt held babk the Oatholios also . Another reason

is thfct the Episcopal Church is controlled too stariotly by a oen»

tral headquarters, which violates the rural principles of self-

goremment and Individualism.

• '1 ■ /■ . i-'  '' '- f rM . > ■
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piano cajBCHEs

Xa spit* «r only & oaU inorvaw la population

X916 and and a daaraaaa batawn 1906 and 1916« the to4al

nagro oJurch naaiM^ahip inoraaaad graatly during both parleda

(Tabla IIV!;)* Of aonraa, not all this ineroaaa aonld ba attri*

btttad to a auddenly-aequired rallgiaua spirit aaaong eal-

srad bratlff«n» aa aara aaauzata aanacsi raparting and battor

oborah fhailittaa snat alaa ba asoaidarad* latrarthalasa« tiiay

ouat ba gitan otora oradit than tlw vhitaa baoauae of thair meh

graatar pareantaga Innaaaa batnead 1916^6 than batwoau 1906*

16« Btan vith a graatar iaareaaa in population in tha 1916*26

parlMl than In tha 1906*16 parlod tha al^taa fhilad ta raiaa

-Uw pareantaga that thair aifaaroh BMaSMrahip lawmaade

Wblo m..

mt cmf IXeEBASB in TOXAL CHDBCH MStBEBSHZP AS OGMFASSD
TO TBS IN0BSA8S IN TOTAL POPULATION, WHITES AND HSiBKES,

TEinrBSSEB, 1916*26 AID 1906*16.

White Colored

Inoraaaa

1916*26

Daaraaaa

1906*16

InereMe

1916*26

Deereaae

1906*16

Population 12.19 10.54 ^ .59 -2.69

Churoh Nanbership 22.08 22.81 18.13 11.09

Soureat Churoh UsEsbarahip baaad on U. S. Canaaa of Raligioua
Bediaa figuras, 1926, 1916, and 19M. Population estlmtos for
1926, 1916, and U06, ware baaad on the 1930, 1920, 1910, and
1900 oanaua figuraa, laaa four-tantha tha inoraaM betwaan tha
x^qpaat&ra fcnr oaaaus yaars.

-h'
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Sw following lif» tekMiidafttiQKUi af« dlMOM«d la ardar «f

thair 1926 nxJc in total smdMMrahip* All tut on# are aaeng tiie 15

leading ohoroh todiee of )tlM 8tate« the Ouaa>erl8ad n^atyteriaae haT-

iag berni ohoeea |n plaaa of Jeirish Congregation for tisa reason al*

ready gi-ren, Baeh of the Segro churohee originated from the shite do-

nooinaticm tiiat tears aoee part of its naae* No difference oan te eeen

titeeeii the doctrines of Hegre and White ohurohesj^ and the a^iaration

of tiie tso ease u a remit of disputes orer N^e priTilegee in

affairs.

Negro Bigptistst This denomination is not only ty far the largest

Negro group in the State (1S8«605 sswieers as eeaqmired to 25.198 for the

Celered IfethoiiBt laqportanoe is also inereasing*

1890 the pereentage of ̂ egro Baptists in tiie tetal tfiureh popala^Len

mt TmnesMS. teth rases eoatined. see 9.7 in 1890« 12.9 in 1916. end

13.6 In 1926 (rigure 25). As would teopeoted. most of its nenibers ar«

ia NMt Tsoneeeee. where the Negro population Is greatest.

Figure 24 shows that there is also a oonoontration in tte northem

counties of the Vest Mghland Kim and ths Central Basin. Nebs, how

ever that with tits exceptien of Kosk and QKnilton Counties, neerly all

of the inoreaee in meeasershlp has eoeurred in West Tennessee. &x laot.

the o&er seetione reported deereasee in ths percentage that the Negre

Bi4>tists were ef tetil efaasreh meebership. Savideon County reported em

enaeualiy large deorease in this rsQ^et. the peroentage dropping from

21.5 in 1916 te 11.8 in 1926. The pereentage in Shelby County deereaee-

ed sli^ly. but the inerease in XnsK and Buniltim were more then enough

te make up for it.
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Colarad Mrtfcodlst Eptw>palt the Colored Uetiiodiate are

mcdi vaaJcer than the Negro Baptiete^ they are attemptii^ te eeaqpete

with them in West Tennessee and the West Highland Rim (Figure 26}•

As is ewident by essqparing tiia three maps this eos^etiticai is pror-

ing to be unfortonate tfxr the Methodists. Their atMhership dropped

froai 30^106 in 1916 to 25,198 iA 1926, and the peroemtage that tbmy

wore of the total church population, otf the State dropped from 3.6

per cent te 2.5 per oent (Figure 27). In the fire northern oountiee

of the West Highland Bim they hawe been mnre suoeesefUl,. however,

having Inoreaaed in membership ̂ .0 per oent, whereas the Baptists

dssreased 3.0 per eent.

Before taking vp the othw Negro Methodist denominations, two

outstanding features of thoir moBibership should be pointed out. By

oosgpering Figures 26, 28, and 30, they may be easily aeon. (1) The

Colored Mstbodiat Epieeepal Ctaureh is located prlzuslpally In Wsmt Taauw

essse» thoc^h there is a twadsncy for it to swve fhrther eastaard under

preseure of the strong Negro Baptists; the AflriMsi Mslhodimt ̂ iseopal

is oonewatrated in the Central Basin of Middle Tennessee; end the Afri-

oma Methodist Bpisoopal Zion is almost entirely in Bast Tenaeesee. (2)

The three Methodist dsnaminations have just bem listed in the

order of their rank in totsil meoibership. At the same time, th^br re>

apeetlve geograj^o loeationa. West, Middle, and Eaet Tenaeesee, have

aXeo been listed in the ordler of their rank in total Negro pcpolaticn.

In other words, the three Negro dencminationa desoaaad in their rank in

total <hurch meihership in the same ordnr that their geograjhie loom.'

tiene in their rank in total Negro population. This is not

strange, hssmveri it is as it should be#
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Afrloap MothodajBt Eplaoopal; In 1890 tbe Afrioan Ifstb*

odlat l^l8o<^pnl Cbxarah warn strong in rwsst Tmuimsm «s sell

as in Idw CMntnO. Basia «f IfLAUbs Tshbsssso (Flgurs 28).

Pressttro of the Nsgro Baptists and the Colored Methodist

S^plsoepal group gradoallgr pushed iflien out of West ISnnessss,

honmrrMr, and by 1986 only a few eere left in that seotien

outside of Shelby County. In addition to losing ground in

West 2ocusessee» ttere eas a deerease in the Cssisal ftuiini

and the total nosdiership dn^^ped fron 28^495 in 1916 te

19,109 la 1926. Wildi the exeiqption of a fairly large ttsdbsr

in iBjoilton County and a fear la Enox Cmmty, the smll gronp

that was ia the East Tennessee Talley in tha nineties nas

alaest wiped oat ia 1916.

file perssntage that their nsshershlp is of -to total

ohuroh population ef Tesnsssse has dswreassd steadily sinoe

1890 (Figure 29). m -tot ysar it was 4«4f by 1916» 2.8; and

1y 1926 it had dropped to 1.9. Most ef the deorease between

1890 oa^ 1916 oeeurred in West Tsensseee, but betwesa 1916

sad 1926 to eeunties in -the 0«i-tral Baeia rqaert^ Boudt ths

greater lessee, • pr«3)ably beesnee to ntoiber in West Tena-

eeeee had deereased about as far as it oould. Ths Afriesa

Methodists should be able to hold -their seohership ia ths Oea*

tinl 6asin« howwrer, as it is new to lesdlag dsnominatien in

tot seetltB.

-y/-

-.'l '
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Afylom Biathiodlyb Epi««^fcl Zlon Chnreln Strange tldnge

ham hafptwA in gNmth of thia S^pre limonlnation sinee 1890.

BkHie diangoe oan be seen aore eaaily by Sieeneelb^ in order tbo

aafe of flgiare SO*
«

(1). 1890* Hare than 12 thooaaad aenOMre eare eanoontratod

in 13 aoimtlea« all but tee of idilab« DaTideon and Shelby, eere

in the northern part of the Saat Temaessee Talley*

(2). 1916. Total aaribenrihip had dropped to 8,788, bat thoee

oere eaattered over 25 oountiea looated throi^hoat the entire

length of the Baet Teeneeeee ?all^; four eomrtiee wme* in lOddle

Texmeasee; and one eae in Weet Tenneeeee* Thii aovemant ie hard

to explain. The Negro populaticm had not inoreaeed in these nee

eottntiee, and apparently tlm Hegre MetlMdieta did not drim ant

mam other denomination. Fron this evidenoe, only eoe eonelusion

eould be ditF&: prior to 1916 the Ka^reee in the eenthem part of

tiie East Tanneeeeo Flalloy oere oithoat a religion. The 1890 fig*

urea eere aooured as a part of the populati*n eenaas, and there

fore tibere idnectld be no reaean for the Segroee net reporting.

Aa for tba pereantage that the Afrloan MatlifwHat lE^aeqpal

Zions are ef the total ohnrefa pepolntlim. It dropped from 2.3 in

1890 to 1.1 in 1916, bat iiMereaeod to 1.5 in 1928 O^icnre Si). The

1^E6 inoreaee eaa aade la oonpetitlon vith Colored Cad>erland Free*

byteriana. This ifill ba diaaoased loore fully in the next aeetion,

deals with than.
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ColoTGd Cuniberlaad Presbyter lane; If om mre asked to piok

out the deuomlnatlon in Tennessee "tiiat Is most likely to beeooe ex*

tinctj the Colored Cumberland Fresbyteriaxis should oone in for serl*

oUB consideration. It has struggled along* seeadngly Junking at

ofaanoes to gain membership as soon as an opening appeared • but in

eaeh ease being drivsn back by the dsnoainatioa already established

in that seetion. As a result* it is soattered in snail groups orsr

the tntlre State. This in itself is a TlolatiLon of an inqportant

prinoiple assoniated nrith o^roh groerth.

True enough* the Colored Cumber lands increased trcsx 2*567 in 1916

to 3*188 in 1926* following the large drop from 5*202 in 1890 to 2*567

in 1916 (Figure 32). But the increase mas not an isipresslTe one for

this reason: all but 5 of their 595 increase in membership ooourred in

the group of 6 Bast Tennessee Talley eountles* mfaioh mas* as pointed

out in the prsesding section on the African Ifethodist Bpiseopal Zion*

sffnemtaat a boom oentsr of religious aotirity during that period. In

the same 6 oounties* and during the same ten years* the Ifsthodist group

inoreased from 2*598 to 4*414 and outnumbered the Colored Ou:d>erlands

more tten 5 to 1. As a result of the fairly large Inorease in the 6

oounties just mentioned* the Prssbyterisas held their peroentage in

total efaar^ population of Tranessee. It is a rery small persenlage*

homeveri only 0.3 per oent in 1986* tbe same as in 1916* but nnoh low.

er tlen the 0.9 and 1.0 in 1906 and 1890 reepeotimely (Figure S3).

Sttbh a gloomy aooount of the denomination may seem a bit unfair,

lather than being a reflection on one particular denomination, however,

it is merely an eawqple of the type of history that mmy of the small

er bodies hare had* and may ocntlzme to have*

• i"* V' .
m'lt'r I |7 A
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Chapter 11.

COMPARISOH OF TEMHESSEE CCTJNTIES, 1934

(Based OP a Surrey of 4097 Churohea)

The length of this chapter does not glTe an Isdieation of ttie

aswunt of work neoessary to aeoure the statistlos that are inoluded

In it» fits steps were involved: (1) ohuroh yearbooks* or dlrec*

tories* laid to be seeured front dmiaainatlonal headquarters; (2) the

ohnrohes listed in the yearbooks had to be grouped in thlir respec

tive counties; (S) the population of the place that eaoh ohuroh was

located had to be determined; (4) the statistics on the six items

had to be tabulated; and (5) from these tabulatlAS the counties wore

leaked and then presented on color naps* Sot all denominations pub

lish a yearbook* and many of iixe yearbooks that are published do not

contain information <m individual dhurches. In such oases it was neo

essary* insofar as possible to secure the information from the re

cords on file at "ttie denominational headquarters. Even then several

denosdnations oould not be included in this survey. The most import

ant of those are:

1* All Hegro denwninations* which have 1588 ohurohes in
Tennessee* No official records are published,

2* Churches of Christ; 987 ohurohes; no reports are avail
able* as the denomination does not have a central office foroe
for this purpoee.

S, Methodist Episcopal Church (Northern;; 693 churches.
Groups of rural ohurohes are reported as "eirouits"* and statis
tics on individual churches are to be secured only by writing
ths pastor of each.

The total number of churohss in the preceding three groups is

3259, leaving B297 of Tennessee*s 8556 ohxrohesl ^ Though records are
(1) N. S* ̂ nsus of HeligioUB Bodies* 192G.
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not available on all the othersj this report oovers 4099 of them.

The Tiaot that all the ohurtdiea are not included should not detract

f^om the value of this study as a meene of comparing the geographle

divisions of Tennessee. It is true tiMt reports are given on only

a few ohurohes in some counties, and therefcre. those oounties

must be disregarded. On the other hsnd. the number of suoh counties

is not large enough to prevent a oemparison of eeoticaia of the

State*

One shortocsning in the following statistics should be a dmitted.

hcmever. As a large number of the snail ohurohes in rural oonDnm»

ities do not send in reports, the oounty averages are higher than

they would be if all the ohurohes were iaeluded. Though the rdafe

of ̂ e oounties is not affected, this point should be kept in wind

if the figures sre ocnpsred with these of other charoh studies.

The six items inolnded in this survey are to be disoussed tinder

two headings: (1) nmsbership. which will include the xuadier of

ohuroh Btntbers per ohuroh. and the numb«r ef Sradsy school mailers

per Sunday school; and (2) a secticn dealing with finanoes. which

will include the average value of ohuroh property, the average value

of pareonages. the average salary per pastor, and the average amount
\

of benevolences per ohurch. This division of subjects sill prevent

a repetition.

Church and Sunday School Maatbership

In chapter I, the study of diuroh membership (Figures I and 2)

revealed that three geographlo divisions of T^uiessee were outstand*

A
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iae tn the p«rMat%g* idiAt ofaoroh Mnft>«rehip la of -ttio total popu-

latioai tho Saat Tennooaoo Yalley« the Central Baain, and moat of

Woab Tezmeaaoo. Xhoae aaam geographic dlriaiaaa alao rank highoat

in too other j^aea that will be taken in thia aeetion • aTorage

mni>ar of maidjora per chureh, and arerage naal»er of Suadaj aohool

■erftera per Siuiday aohool.

Vumiber of Maadsors Per Churohj Sablea Y and 71 gira the rank

at the oountiea in aTorage aiae of ohurch inembership« and tee napa

baaed en thoae tabloa are ahoan on Figure 34. Thay giro two Tiewa

of the nuDher of oedbera per ohuroht the a'rarage for ohurohea in

all pepulatien grot^a; and -liiearerage ntud>er for thoae in plaeea

of leaa than 250 populatim. Zhaae two elaaaifioationa will be dla*

euaaed in order.

Aa prerioualy pointed outj the Baat Tenneaaee Valley* the Can*

tral Baain* and meat of Weat TMneaaee rank hij^eat in the arerage

nuidjer of mnabera per ohuroh. Zh thoae diriaiona fire oeuntiee are

<mtatanding for the aama reaaon* ( the meet inp^rtant reaaen* I

think), that oaaaea their reapeetiro diriaiona to rank hight they

laire the greateat number of inhabitanta per aquare mile. One ahoald

erpect thia high poaitiro oorrelation to be oorreot. Erooptiona can

be found, and no dovht there are other oauaea. !Qie poorer aeotiona

of the State, for example, oould not aupport aneh large clmrehoa,

and therefore tliey would rank low in xmaher of mBd>era per ohuroh.

Wealth ia more df an icUbLreet eauae, howerer. It attraoto a greater

population, and thia donae eanter of population aakea large ohurohea

poaaible. The affeota of almilar faetora were alao reo^ised by

tiw anthwa of The Role of tha Ohuroh in the Rural Oomaunity Life
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Table

CHtlRCH MEMBERSHIP; ATERAaE NHJIBER PER CHURCH,
1934

Rank County Ave. No. Per

Church
County Ave, Ko. For

Church

1. Shelby 4S7 49. Jefferson 122

2. Davidson 437 50. Weakley 122

3. Hamlltofa 525 51. Lincoln 122
4. Khox 308 52. Pickett 122
5* Washington 295 53. DeEalb 121
6. Madison 222 54. Claiborne 117
7. Robertson 219 55. Hawkins 116
8. Uniooi 212 56. Williamson 115
9. Montgomery 187 67. Coffee 114
10, Sullivan 181 58. Hardeman 114
11. Haywood 180 59. Marshall 113
12. Bamblsn 177 60, Cannon 111

13. Roane 173 61. Warren 111
14. MeHinn 169 62. Franklin 110

15. Anderson 168 63. Greene 110
16. Oibson 167 64. Campbell 109

17. Hanooek 167 65. Morgan 109
18. Carter 162 66. VJilte 108
19. Maoon 159 67. Fufcnam 108
20. Serier 158 68. Louden 107
21. Crockett 154 69. Benton 104
22. Bledsoe* 152 70. Fentress 104

23. Polk 152 71. Henderson 103
24. Lake 150 72. Marion 103

25. Lauderdale 147 73. Seott 97

26. Bradley 145 74. MoNairy 95

27. Moore* 145 75. Houston 94
28. Blount 143 76. Sequatohie 94

29. Bedford 142 77. Overton l95

30. Van Btiren* 141 78. Grundy 91

SI. Ob ion 140 79. Dickson 90

52. Orainger 137 80. Meigs 90

33. Rutherford 137 81. Union 88

54. Cooke 136 82. Lewis 87

55. Tfyer 136 83. Stewart 87

36. Carroll 155 84. Jackson 86

37. Henry 134 85. Chester 81

38. Giles 131 86. Huuqjhreys 79

59. Johnson 130 87. Rhea 79

40. &aith 130 88. Decatur 77

41. Monroe 129 89. payette 74

42. lAaury 128 90. Bardin 73

43.
44.

Sumner 127 91. Hiokman 68.
Tipton 126 92. Perry 68

45. hilson 126 93. Y/ayne 60

46. Trousdale 124 94. Cumberland 55

47. Cheatham 123 95. Clay 47

48. Lamrenoe 123

M e Mr

State Average 168
«eA %A.a -

♦

Source: Da-ba ooraplled froa church directories, 1934, arw
dence Trith denominational headquajrbers.

by oorrespon-
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CHUHDH MEWERSHIP: AVERAGE NUMBER PER CHURCH
(white 0NLY)> of 2861 TENNESSEE CHURCHES LOQITED IN PLICES

Ratrlc
i

County
ixxnav wuw irv

Ave. No. Per
Jtv.

Rank

XVOHt

County ikve. No. Per'
Church Church

1 Robertson 179 49. ' wiiiiamscn 93'—
2. Hanoook 167 50. Henderson 92

3. Anderson 156 51. liauiy 92
4, Qayvood 152 52, Morgan 91

5. Sevier 152 63, Houston 91

6* llMiCon 144 54. Blount 90

7. Knox 142 55, Bradley 90

8. Moore"* 141 56, Campbell 90

9. Van Buren* 141 57, Fentress 90

10. Gibson 139 58, Meigs 90

11. Crookett 138 59, Sumner 90

12, Grainger 136 60, Hamilton 89

13. Uniooi 135 61. Louden 88

14. Carroll 129 62. Marshall 88

15, Carter 125 63. Dyer 87

16. Montgomery 123 64. Stewart 87

17, Pickett 122 65, Franklin 86

18, Polk 119 66, MoNairy 86

19, Smith 119 67, Union 85

20, Caxinon 115 66, Coffee 84

21. Johnson 115 69, Greene 82

22. Banfblsn 115 70, Sullivan 82

23. Claibome 114 71. Overton 80

24, Cooke 114 72, Bedford 79

25* lauderdale 113 73. Lewis* 78

26, Cheathem 108 74. V/arren 77

27, Davidson 108 75. Roane 74

28, Jefferson 108 76. Putnam 73

29. Tiptan 107 77, R|^a 73

30. Giles 106 78, Scott 70

31. Hardsmsn 104 79, Fayette 70

32, Wilson 104 80. Dicks on 70

33, Lincoln 104 81. Humphreys 69

34, Ob ion 103 82. Deoatur 68

35, Monroe 102 83. Hardin 65

36, Shelby 101 84, Sequatohie 65

37. BaidcizMI 101 85. Jaokson 64

38, lawrenoe 99 86. Chester 63

39. Rutherford 99 87, Marion 61

40, Wasliington 99 88, Hickman 60

41, Ifodison 98 89. Perry 58

42, Trousdale 97 90. Lake 52

43. Weakley 96 91, Grundy 51

44, White 96 92, Cumber lend 48

45, MoMinn 95 93. Wayne 48

46. Benton 93 94. Clay 41

47, DeEalb 93
10248* Henry 93 State Averag:

» Counties vdth less than 4 reporting are om.Itted from Figure 34 b.
Source: same as Table V
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In

Type of farming is a Tory impoartant factor affecting the
size of ror&l churehee* It is in a large measure responsible
for population densll^ axid social stratifleation. Soil fertility
Is likewise a factor in density^ and thus indirectly affeots the
sise of rural ohurches*

Social factors mi^ht also affect the sise of churehes. For in

stance in mountainous areas the people are likely to prefer an informal

type of worship, ndiich, oonsequently, would be carried out in small

groups. That idiioh is aesuined to be a cause muy also be a result, or

Bi^ not be a dstenBiniBg faotor. At any rate, it is a difficult mat*

ter to evaluate social factors, and one aauit be thoroughly sdber when

drawing oonolusions.

There is a striking similarity between Figures 34a and 34b (sise

of efaurohss in all population groiqw, and sise of churches in places

of less iAmn 250 population)* Thopgh no sound reasm oan be thought

of for there not being a similarity, one would hardly espeot tfaem to be

so nearly alike. Probably the only point of difference outstanding

enough to be worth mentioxiing is that the fire counties i>anking the high

est in Figure 34a rank considerably lower in Figure 34b (eotiq>are Tables

XT and T, also), fimj are Enoac, Bsailton, Dawidson, Shelby, and Wash

ington Counties. This is not diffioult to explain in all but the lat

ter eounty. Their large cities attract church msnbera from the rural

eoBsaunities, whieh oauees each of the four counties to rank Icwef in

size of churches in places tmder 250 piq^lation. Even if Idie number of

rural people that attend oity ohur^es is not large, they are likely to

be the more prosperous or progressive ones. Thus the small rural
(2) Himiitim. C. H», and Sir^tt, V/. E.; Tte^ole of (jhurch to
Rural ConHMUii^ Virg^ia, page 25; Bulletin 267, June, 192^,
publisiied by Virginia Agricultural Experiment Station, Blaoksburg,
Virginia.



64.
ohurelwa lost thslr tost nssna of support and aro loft at^ groater

disadvsntago thaa thoso of oountles tbat do not faaTS a largo oiiy*

B^Sarding thi;8j tho Tirginla report points outi

A highly moft>ile population decreases participation In ohureh
and. Standay sohool aotivity as well as part ioipation in other types
of ooasumity organization. A sl^dy of the mps on osnibership shov
that rural areas ijmnediately surrounding large urhan oentors (highr
ly mobile areas) are low in church and Sunday sdiool msidjership^^'

Churches in xaasiy of the smaller towns are also growing at the

expense of the one-room oountry ohsirch^ but this will be discussed more

fully in another ohapter.

Wi-tii only a few exoi^ians, excluding the five counties just men

tioned^ the other counties rank about the same in both size of ohurcheir

and in slso of Sunday schools. For two reasons it is advisable to dis

regard these exoeptiffios; they would bo very hard to explain unless

they were studied intensively; and Idle statistics on each county are

not always conqplete enough to give the exact ranking that suoh oounbies

may deeerve. As alrsady pointed out, however, there is a olear line

of distinttion between the different eeotlons of the State.

Average Kumber of Members Per Sunday School: The rank of oountles

in average sise of Sunday schools is so similar to their rank in sise

of churches that the two had just as well be disoussed under -ttie saaw

heading. This similarity may be explained by the fact that ihe same

factors affect both organizations in about the same way. In the eajih

of ohurches and Sunday sehools in places of less tlwn 250 population,

however, several diffsrenoes can be found. As it is difficult to

deteot these dlfferenoes by comparing Figures 36a and 35 b the fol

lowing table is presented to bring them out more clearly. Six repre*

(3) Hamilton and Gamett, o£. oit«, p. 47.
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SUHDAT 8CaX)L UEiaiHSIIIP: AYBPACK BIDIBEK IS8 CBUBOB
(UHIXS QIILT)> 16 2106 XSIfllESSEE CHDRCHBS LOOATED IN PUOES (F

LPsr, THAH 250 POHJLATIOlf. 1654

Bank County Are. Ho, Per

Churah
Raidc County Ara. i?o. Per

Churah
1. Houatwo' li5 " "WI "■
2* Kb«s-- 115 50. Lanrenae 71
S. Laka* 116 51. Coffta 69
4. Unlooi 112 52. liaaen 69
6* Daviiaoa 111 53. Bedford 88
6. Huallton 108 54. Ifarahall 68
7. Cartar 104 58. Rutherford 68
e* Palk 104 66. vmita 68
6. Blonint 106 57. Carroll 6f

10* Haibartaon 105 58. Staiith er
11. ^^faahlngton 96 69. Wllawi 67
12. Jaffaraaa 93 60* Bardin 68
13. Louden 93 61. Obion 66
14. liaywood 91 62. Uonroa 66
15. Shalby 90 66* Orarton 66
16* SulliTan 90 64* Eteaklna 64
17. Sariar 89 66* Putnan 64
18* Chaathaa 86 66* Marlon 63
19* Oibaon 86 67« Y^aaklay 66
20. Jobnaon 86 68f Fraidclln 62
21. Margin 86 69* Haury 62
22. Bradley 84 70, Trouadala* 62

26. Roone 84 71, Cannon 61
24. Caiii|)ball 83 72. L'aHairy 61
25. OraMa 86 73, Sunuar 61
26. Haittolaa 82 74, Claiboma 60

27. Honeoak 82 75, Lavla* 60

28. Tlpton 82 7G, Van Btren 60
26. Oralngar 81 77, Ikyne 60

SO. Halga
Montganary

81 78, (bnmdy 69

61. 81 79, Uaara* 69
62. Andaraan 80 80, Deoattr 67
66. Diokaon 80 81, Bandaraaa 57
64. Rhaa 80 82, Banry 67
36. Saquatohia* 8^ 86, IMCalb 66
36. MeMiim 79 84, Parry 59

37. Oyar 76 85, warran 54
88. Madlaoa 77 86. Chaatar 66
39. OllM 78 87, Bumphrt^ 61,
40. Laudardalo 76 88. Fayatta 48
41. Groekatt 76 89, Jaokaon 48

42. Plakatt 76 90, Stewart 48
46. Banton 74 91, Hioknnn 46
44. Hardanan 78 92, Clay* ^

Fantraaa
40

46. Idnoola 73 93, 63
46. l&iien 76 94. Bladaoa
47. Willianaon 73 95, Saott'*'
48. Coake 71 State Averag i 78

* bouktlea aitb lasa than 4 reportd'are oinsttod from Figure 35b,
Soureai laiw aa Toblo v..
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Table VIIl

STOMY SCHOOL IffiJBEIBHIP: AVEmOE Nin,IBER lEMBEBS
IN 2961 TENNESSEE CHURCHES, 1934

Rank County Ave, No. Per

Church

Rank County Ave. lio. Per
Churdh

1., Davidson 351 49, Lkrsiiall 97

2. Shelby 344 50. Coclce 96

3. Ikunllton 307 51. Williamson 96

4. Uniooi 250 52. Giles 94

5. Enox 249 53. Coffee 93

6. Madison 189 54, Hardeznan 93

7. Sullivan 160 55, Johnson 93

8. Carter 157 56. Maury 92

9. Blount 152 57. Carroll 90

10. Robertson 151 58, Lincoln 90

11. Washington 148 59. Warrai 90

12. Lake 144 60. Rhsa 89

13, Roane 142 61. Stomer 89

14. Bledsoe* 133 62. Weakley 89

15, Gibson 129 63. Lawrenoe 86

16. HSmiblen 128 64, Overton 84

17. Bradley 127 65. Smith 8ft
18. MoMlnn 125 66. Grain ger 83

19. Haywood 121 67. Benton 82

20. MontgoBwry 120 68. Hanoook 82

a. Greene 119 69. Melgs 81

22. London 118 70. HanddLns 80

23. Grundy 116 71. Dhion 78

24. lAUderdale 116 72. Cumberland 77

25. Scott* 116 79. Hsrdin 77

26. Dyer 113 74. MoNairy 77

27. Franklin 113 75, Pldoett 75

28. Ob ion 113 76, DeEalb 74

29. Hoxiston 110 77. Trcusdale 74

30. Iterion 110 78. White 74

31. Canq>bell 109 79, Maoon 73

32. Morgan 108 80. Cheater 69

33. Sequatohie 107 81. Henderson 69

34. Rutiierford 107 82. Wayne 67

35, Tipt(»i 107 83. Cannon 64

36. Anderson 106 84, LesriLs 64

37, Monroe 106 85, Deoatur 61

38, Bedford 105 86. Perry 61

59, Cheatham 10ft 87, Hiokman 60

40. Henry 103 88. ffimphreys^ 60

41. Diokson 102 89. Van Buren 60

42. Crookett 101 90. Claiborne 59

43. Polk 101 91. Moore* 59

44. Putnaa 101 92, Jaokeon 66

46, Sevier 100 93. Fayette 54

46. Wilson 99 94. Stewart 52

47. Fentress 98 95. Clay* 40

48, Jefferson 98
I State Average 135

Souroe: aane as Table

repgsrts are
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Figure 35(a)-Sunday sohool ■mabershipt average number of Mobere per oburoh

(ehite, only) in 2961 Tennessee ohurohee, 1934, all churohes.
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Figure 35(b) -Sunday sohool tsembershipt average number of members per ohuroh''^^*
(white,only) in 2103 Tennessee ohurohes looated in places of less than
250 populatiob* 1934.
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. MotatlT* eountlei hafw h^mt teleotcd for each of tfarea geegraphie

dlTiaioae of St4tte« The ether dlTieione were onltted heoaueo the

oeuntiee eithin them did not vary enough in their rankings to permit

a definite conolusiQn to he draen * seme ranked higher in else of

Sunday sohool, vhwe&s in adjoining counties the rererse aas true. The

eonnties included in the follottring geographic divisicns are oonsisteBt

in Idieir differmoe In rankings, and ahoir oonclusiTOly that Weet Tenn*

essee ranks higher in ntnilser of mentors per church than it does in nuB*

her of aeBd>ers per Sunday eohool (vhite efaurohoi and Sundi^ eohools

only, looated in plaoes of loss than 250 populaticn). Vote that it is

juet the opposite irlth the East TenxsMeee Talley and 0«el>orl|Uid Plateau

^ Bighlend Rim diTieiane#

Tahle IX*

ATERiOE HtniBER OF MEUBBHS PER CHURCH AND ATERAOE HDUBKR (XT
UElffiERS PER SSHDAT SCHOOLt DIFFERENCE IN RANKS OF SELECTED OCDKTIES

IN THREE CEBOORiiPHIC UI^'ISIOHS OT TOT^S^^gi^
Rank in Numher ̂ todbers

Weet Tenneasee Counties:

Laudordalo
Haywood
Tipton
Payett©
Uadiscn
Hardeman

Bast Tennoeseo Countieia^
London
Rhoa
MolgS
Melmm
Jefferson
Polk

OuaCberland Plateau-Wost Hi|^
land Rim Counties:

I .

Cumberland
Morgan
Overton
Coffee
ViHite
Putnam

Difference

Betvreen Col

umns 1 A 2

+ir
+10
- 1
+ 9
+27
+ 13

-48
-45
-28
_ 9
-16
-10

- 43

- 51
- 8
- 17
+ 12
- 11

TTT
Per

Church

25
4
29
79
11
31

61
77
58
45
28
18

92

52
71
68
44
76

TT)
Per Sunday
Sohool
TRT
14
28
88
38
44

13
54
50
56
12
8

49

21
63
51

65

Source: Based on Tables and VI*

;+■ " > ■
• e., *"



� 

69<

Several oharaotarlstlea of the rural white J^arm population of the

West Tennessee counties may be given in answer to why they rank lower

in sise of Sunday schools than in size of churohes:

(4)
1» Almost half the p<^Iation of those six counties are Kegroes*

At first glance, then, one might conolude that there would not be

enough shite people in the rural oomatmities to support a Sunday sohool,

but in spite of the high peroentage of Negroes the white rural fam pep*

ulation in those counties is greater than that of Cunherland Plateau and

East liighland Him counties* Thus a laok of rural white people oannot be

given as the only cause for T/est Tennessee's abnormality*

2* The number of persons per rural white farm family is smaller in

West Tennessee than in the East Tennessee Valley end Cumberland Plateau
/g^

•» East Highland Him divisions* As the Sunday school is especially

papular with young people. West Temiesaee, with its small families,

should be expected to rank lever in size of Sunday school than in sizs

of churches* This is true to a certain extent* But if it were ̂ e

only reason, the counties in tile Central Basin should show the same

tendency as those in West Tstmsssee - they rank evsn lover in size of

families than the six West Tmaessee counties* No consistent trend in

jrankings can be found in the Central Basin, bovever* Therefore, some

other factor must be reeponeible for smaller Sunday spools than

ohurohee.

S* Ths faet that more than half the farm operators are tenants

must be given serious consideration* As wery study that has been mads

of farm tenants reveals that they take little part in social aotiVities,
TJ, S, Censins of Population, 193b*

6) Ibid.

^ -i--'
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it i« lilipiSy probatl* that th« Amday aohool doss not appsal to tiism.

On ths sthsr haiid« thsy aay b« ijalts willing to attsod a ohuroh ssrrios

in idxieh thsy do not havo to take an aoti'vo part. Sho Tirginia stu^y

in 1929 bMurs out tills oonolusion«

.....fara tmants do not partloipats in ohuroh aetlrlties
to the satas extent as fam aimers. In a large Talley eommunity*
for instanoe, 90 per eent of the aimers and 71 per oent of the
tenants were ohuroh lasiibers; 78 per oent of the oeners and 52 per
oent of the tenants attended eharoh segularlyi and 71 per oent of
the omMTS.and 24 per oent of the tenants were Sunday school
aenibers.i^)

This should largely aooount for West Tennessee's loser rank in sise

of Sunday sohools than in sise ef dhurohes* whereas just the reverse is

true in the ether |p»o geographio dlTisions« whloh have a auoh snaller

pereentage of sdiite tenests.

Suoh a feature of religious aotlTities is of oourse not of great

iqpertanoe. But it is a good exanple of how tlie teaperaiasnt of a eezv»

elass of pe^le« white fam tenants, oan affeet a social organic

aation. TUrtheriBoro, the nasthed used in traolng the hlaiae to farm

teneate should serrs as an excollsnt oxaa^le of hew easily one nay

nialead in trying to find the liaet»*s that are reeponeible for a sit

uation or omdltion.

As in the ease of ohuroh asnhership there is a high pMitlrs oor-

relatictt heteeen nusher of ■sshers par Sunday sohool and density of

population. Other factors my sentrihute in dotormining the eisd of

Sundsy aehools, however. For inetanee, in order to osndaet a Sunday
sohool, olass rooBu are almost a neeesslty. Therefore, It my ho oon-

eluded tlmt low per capita wealth night explain the low rank of the

ftim^erland Plateau and Highland Rim areas. But aa ehown in the ex-
(6) Hamilton and Qai-nett, op. oit., p. 25.
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treated III ivNil In the preoediag paregraphe, it ia Tory diffi*

oult to detarm^ the extent that eueh factors Tsrould affeot a religioue

institution.

Church Tinanoes

All four Items inoluded in this seotion appear to he olosely ffk.'

lated« judging fraa the similarity of Figures 36, 37, 38, and 39, and
(7)from the eounty ranklnga on Tables X to XFII, inolusive; As this is

entirely miihin reason, a ge^raphio division that ranked Icsr in one re*

speot oottld not he expected to rank high In either of tiie other three.

One neeption may he fomd hy asking a olose ooBq)arisoii, hcnrarer.

Along the Cumberland Plateau, and exteadliig slightly into the edge of

the Bast Tennessee Talley, there is a string of counties that rank eo»»

siderably loner la amount of benerolenoee per ehuroh than they do ia

pastors* salary or value of cfaureh properly. This may be due to the

fast that the people in this Ion per oapita wealth area do not have

mneh money left fflr the oolleotioin plate after paying the preadher and

keeping up the church property.

The Bast Tennessee Talley, Central Basin, and most of West Temw

essee rank high in all four items. These geogra^io divisions have two

oharaeteristles that might be given in explanation of why they rank

higher^than the other geographlo divisions, (1) highm' per oapita izv*

cone, and (2) a larger mumber of Incorporated places. Ihese factors af»

feot the dhuroh in this way:

Wealthier sections of the State attraot a greater number of people.

which results in a greater doneity of populatlTO. Towns and oitiee
{i) Figure 57 and xatle III Cvalue of pistors' hfflses) owmot be ccn-
sidered accurate enough to permit a oosqparison With the other three.
Tdo many oounties did not report enough parsonages to make an aocurate
sample possible.

. ■»:; r:



table a;,

CHJRCH PHWOTTs AYERAOE VAUIE OP OTORCH PROEEHTT OF 3265

72,

_ TMHESSBE CHURCHES. fWM OHLT^. 1934
Ranlc County •AW: Value of Iknk County Are. Talue of

Church Property Church Property

't: Slislby iS6,8n 49. Payette • 4,382
2. DaTidson 48,071 50. Warren 4,240

3. Enocs 37,728 51, Jefferaon 4,104
4. ^|ton

Laka

35,889 52. Louden 4,083
5. 30,375 S3. Jaokaen 4,033
6* Waahlngtan 21,096 54. Ifonroe 4,002
7. Ualaoi 15,357 55. Eburdenaa 3,874
8. Hont^flnary 13,386 56. Trouadale 3,567
9. Madlaaa 12,632 57. Dicks czi 3,513
10. Hayrood 10,767 58. Bledaoe* 3,400
11. Oartar 10,108 69. White 3,338
12. SulllTBll 9,937 60. Cheater 3,332
IS. Bamblen 9,656 61. Morgan 3,293
14* Bradley 9,524 62. Johnson 3,118
15. Rutharferd 9,261 63. Benten 3,086
16. Dyer 8,641 64. Crookstt 2,989
17. Gibaan 8,296 66. DeKalb 2,983
18. MoMirm 7,891 66. BUa^^ureya 2,927
19. Willlajaaoa 7,567 67. Cuniberlaad 2,854
20. Henry 7,522 68. Cannon 2,845
21. Sarler 7,480 69. ueHairy 2,693
22. Bleuat 7,456 70. Haidcins 2,603
25. Roaaa 7,138 71. ll^treaa 2,558
24. Oblon 6,594 72. Che^tham ^400
25. tlptan 6,228 73. Cla^ 2,350

26. Rbaa 5,942 74. Polk 2,289

27. Uarlon 5,941 75. Clalbome 2,213
28. Putnam 5,847 76. Bardin 2,189
29. Carrall 5,702 77. Soott ^067
30. Smith 5,780 78. Lsvia 2,060

31. liMury 5,718 79. Grainger 2,026

32. Bedford 5,666 80. Seqiuatehie* 1,950

33. Coffee 5,647 81. Houaton 1,943
34, Uaraball 5,526 82. Stewart 1,885
35. Ckreene 5,443 83. Deoatur 1,712

36. Landardale 5,432 84. Perry 1,691
37. (iruady 5,341 85. weyne 1,418

38. Robertaaa 5,276 86. Maoon 1,376

39. Campbell 5,244 87. Union 1,367

40. Idnooln 5,192. 88. Orerton 1,336

41. sunner 5,070 89. Tan Buren* 1,250

42. Ceeke 5,024 90. Hidlaaan 1,237

43. leanrinee 4,985 91. Benderaon 1,219

44. Gilea 4,906 92. lialga 1,210

45. Franklin 4,885 93. Hanoo^ 1,110
1,000

46. Wilacm 4,836 94. Moore

47, Weakley 4,803 95, Piokett* ...

48,

* Ceu

Anderaon

dtlea wstfe lei

4,558

la than 5 reporia v«re on

State Arexi
Itted from j

ijte S11.2S4
fygnra 36 (a).

Sovurea; aa TabX® V.,



 

CHTR0H FSOPEIIT: ATEHAGE AliOUNT PER CHURCH (WHITE ONLY), OP
2340 TZamESSEE CHURCHES lOGATED IN PLACES OF 1£SS THAN

73.

ISadc
£.

Ooott^ Ave. Amou^ | Coun-ty Are. Amount

Fwr Churoh >' Per Churoh

!• ^«9'^4 49. Carroll 11,707
2. DaTidsm 4,221 50. Bardeaan 1,704
s« Shelby 4,206 51. Gralnger 1,684

Wiaehingtcm. 4,14S 52. Clalbome 1,667
5* Robertson 4,135 53. Wliite 1,658
6. WUlianieoa 4,044 54. Lanrenoe 1,654
7. EaoK 3,994 55. Dyer 1,612

8* Htywood 3,891 56. Weakley 1,612
»• Trouad&le 3,783 57. McNalry 1,597
10, Lake* 3,500 58. Beaton 1,586
11. Hamilton S«427 59. Eoane 1,553
12. Gibson 3,169 60. Grundy 1,550
13. Greene 3,123 61. Hun^dnr^rs 1,527

U. Hsablen 3,071 62. Learli* 1,500
is. Rutherford 3,064 63. HBtrdin 1,471
16. Blonnt 3,043 64. 1,466
17. Fayette 3,016 65. Henry 1,409
18. Tiptmi 2,782 66. Do^lb 1,399
10. Jefferson 2,698 67. Haadcins 1,388
20. Maiiry 2,591 68* Gnion 1,367
21. Uniooi 2,600 69. Stetmrt 1,365
22. Madison 2,494 70. Franklin 1,346
23. Carter 2,447 71. Cajapbell 1,342
24. Linooln %378 72. Bradl^ 1,332
25. Wilson 2,340 73. Warren 1,320
26* Uonl^CBoery 2337 74. Monroe 1,291
27. Morgan 2,275 75. Houston 1,253

28. Marshall 2 ,253 76. Tan Bur«i*- 1,250

29. Giles 2,201 77. Coffee 1,243
30. Cannon 2,187 78. Mslgs 1,210

31. SulllTan 2,130 79. Maoon 1,154

32. Johnson 2,117 80. Perry 1,111

33. Gblon 2,058 81. Qanoedk 1,110

34. Dlduon 2,031 82. FenlMPess* 1,100

35. Cheath&m 2,028 83. Jackson 1,078

36. Cro^ett 2,025 84. Rhaa 1,050

37.
38.

CuMierland
Stumer

2,011
2,008
1,881

85*
86.
87.

Moore*
Sequatohie
Bendsrsfln

1,000
1,000
994

39. Folk 88. Orerton 963
40. London 1,878 89. Wayne 937
41. Bedford 1,869 90. I{lokman 927

42. Sevier 1,867 91. Dedatur 793

43. Cooks 1,880 92. Soot| 529

44.
46.

Lauderdals
Chester

1,614
1,804 S; sieXsoe* 300

46. Marion 1,800 95* Plokott*
47.
48.

Putnam
Anderson

1,788
1,724 State Average $2,182

S«uro«3 »a» Table V.,
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nwiit
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Souroat "based on table X.

Dollars

SS,000>51,000
wm 6,000-31.000
■i 3,800- 5,999
CZ] 1,100- 5,300
ICTM Leas than 5

reported
Average 111,264

Figure 86(a). Churoh property: average value of ohuroh property of 5266
Tennessee ohurohes (white, only) I984f all ofaurches*
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Sourae: baeed on table XI.

Dollars
4974

^ 5000 - 4500
Ml 2000 - 2800

1600 - 1900
a 600 - 1699
'tCU Less than 4

reportsd
Average |2L82

Figore 36(h) - Ohuroh property: average value of ofauroh pronertv of
ohurohes (white, only) Icoated in plaoes of less than 260 population, 1934?^'^^
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spring up in tbs best loeations* People work sldo by side} sTeryiilMre

they go and in ererythlng they do they are oonfronted by nasses of

^oplo* Pinally -ttisy derelep a sort of sMmia for group relationships,

and are aotually restless when left to theosel-ves* After working hours,

thsn, they must find sonsthing to do* Pioture Aows, ledges, frater*

nities, olUbs, and other t^pes sf soeial groups thriwe on the restless*

ness of dty pec^le. On Sunday the ohuroh affords an excellent atnos*

phere for weary souls> and also, I an afraid, an excellent enTironmegfet

for a nueh larger nnnber of flighiy minds that demand ooDpanionship*

Moreover, in these aureas of wealth and dense population, more eaq>ensiTe

churohes ean be built, and higher salaried preaehers employed.

These oanses and results do net hold true in erery instanoe; ex*

eeptioBS are numaroUs. The types of industry often determine the types

of people that make up a S&ty, and those people may not support their

churohes in spite of a high per oapita wealth. In general, hoverer,

and generalisations are all that ean be ooneemed with in a report

of this kind, there is an unusually strong positive eorrelation between

the wealth of people and the wealth of ohurehss. The Tirginia survey

rewsalodt

Tn the 45 oounties showing $800 or less per oapita farm
property the average oontributions per meniber was only $7.IS]
while in the 12 oounties shoving more liuta 11700 per oapita.
value ef flam property, the average oontributioi was |15.^^'

Churohes Located in Peaces of Less Than 250 Poiatlatioa Conpamd
^i^h dhurches in All Fopuliation Qroups

(1) Value of Churoh properly per Cbnroht The average value of

property of olmrohes looated in all population groups (Pigurd 56(a) is
(8) Hamilton and Qamett, op. oit., p. 55 - 56.

•; -• V
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Table XII. T6,

PMTOBS* HGUES: AYERAfiE VALUE OF 601 PAJSTOBS* HOUES
(MITE, ONLY), IN TENNESSEE COTHTIES, 1934

botorty Ave« Vaiue of'Ave» Value of
Pastors* Honws

!SnF Cowniy
Pastors* Honss

U
2.

9,
4.

6.

o*

7,
8,
9,

10.
11.
12.

13.
14.

15.
16.

17.
18.

19.
20.
21.

22.
29.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.
29.

30.

91.
32.
da#

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.
39.
40.

41.

42.
43.

44.

Carter

Hamiltoix
Clalboms

HwmT-
SulliTan

Uniooi
Hayirood
Putnam

Uadison

Washingtoa
Rutherford

FranklLa
Eaableu

Shelby
WlIsoQ
Loudon

Davidson

Oibsou
Enox

Johnson

Lalw

Bradley
Lauderdale

WilllaffisoQ
Jefferson

BEasklns
Uonigoaexy
Bhea

Carroll
Robertson

Blount

Deoatur

Qardenan

Anderson

Roane

Bledsoe

HoSairy
Chester-

Lewis

Weaklsy
areeas

Henderson

V^ren

#7,000
6,544
6,082
6,000
6,900
6,773
5,667
5,625
5,460
5,400
5,254
5,238
5,200
5,125
4,952
4,925
4,875
4,779
4,631
4,552
4,500
4,500
4,186
4,014
5,944
5,940
3,833
9,800
3,750
5,688
3,645
5,540
3,500
5,422
3,417
3,214
5,200
5,167
8,000
5,000
3,000
2,955
2,925
2,925

Sewoej saiae as !^i)ie

45.

46.

47.

48.
49.
50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

67.
68.

59.

60.

61.
62.

65.
64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.
72.
73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.
79.
80.

81.
32.

83.
84.

85.
86.

Fayette
Tipton
Bedford

Dyer
llaury
Sunaaer

Crockett
Ob ion

Trousdale

Codce
Marshall

Sevier

VMte
Cai^bell
Dicks on

Humphreys
Lii'.ooln

PoUc
Lawrence

Cheatham
Clay
Ueigs
Scott

DeXalb

Psrry
Morgan
Olles
Smith
Houston

Wayne
Marion
Cannon

Orundy
Coffee

Stewart
Overtcn

Eickman

Jadkson

Benton

Hardln
Monroe

Fentress

#2,900
2,866
2,750
2,743
2,694
2,678
2,625
2,625
2,600
2,500
2,500
2,500
2,500
2,440
2,357
2,357
2,242
2,166
2,088
2,050
3,000
2,000
2,000
1,967
1,800
1,750
1,717
1,660
1,650
1,575
1,567
1,500
1,425
1,400
1,375
1,333
1,200
1,200
1,175
1,120
1,000
800

State ATerage #3,806
I



Table mi.
ft#

PASTGRS* ROUES I ATERAOE 7AUJE OP 18S FETORS* HQilBS
(WHITE, OHLT), IK PLACES OF I£SS THAN 250 POPULATION

lamESSEE CCUNTES, 1954

BbmTc County Ave, Value of

Pastors' Homes

Rank County Are. Value of

Pastors* Homes

1. Clalbome |6,000 32, SurdflBBua 11,500
2. Haywood 4,500 33, McNairy 1,500
3* Robertssa 4,400 34. Madison 1,500
4, Shelby- 3,557 35, Marshall 1,500
5. Wilson 3,235 36. Stewart 1,500
6. Caiiq)boll 2,700 37, Wayne 1,500
77 Rtamilton 2,521 38, White 1,500
8, Cheatham 2,500 39, Houston 1,400
9f Payette- 2,500 40, Humphreys 1,400
10. Trouadale 2,500 41, Sullivan 1,375
11, WilllamseB 2,417 42, Oiles 1,367
12. Tipton 2,370 43* Lincoln 1,343
13. DaTldsen 2,262 44. Bedford 1,333
14. Washington 2,260 46, Lawrence 1,800
15, Oreene 2,250 46, Dickson 1,250
16, MontgoBsery 2,083 47. Henry 1,250
17, Maury 2,055 48, Lauderd&la 1,250
18. Carroll 2,000 49, Blount 1,000
19. Carter 2,000 50, Coffee 1,000
20, Crockett 2,000 51, Grundy 1,000
21, Haablen 2,000 52, Sevier 1,000
22. ISBigS 2,000 55, Warren 1,000
25. Obion 2,000 54. DeE&lb 900

24, Bradley 1,900 56, Smith 900

25* Dyer 1,900 56, Benton 850

26, Polk 1,750 57. HendersMB 850

27, Ehox 1,745 58, Hickman 800

28, Rutherford 1,800 59. Ibrion 780

29, Sumner 1,525 60. Bardlt 700

SO. Anderson 1,500
#1,93231. Cocke 1,500 State Ivera S*

Souroet mum as Table
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Ct*T

Tf WA*T

ruTft.'V

\rft

»HTTB

://
MCftMP MVMkH

DXK^U

■ICXMAM

OKT

MOVftOBOtr^PT

/■ VATKI OHM
KAIMIi P«Utmcoui

Soaro«t bassd on table XII.

Dollar■
M 4500 - 7000

■i 2400 - 4200
LZl 800 - 2400
i\VS No report

Average $3806

Figure S7(a).Paitor6* hoMst average value of 601 paatorb* hones (white, only)
Tennessee Counties, 1954« all churches*

. II0;

55553ten

vaaTaw

\tr
fimiA MOMAf- rrvaW

/
ajANE

tlTlii

MOVSOt

ciO> waii^S

snajrUiS

Sourcet based on table XIII.

Dollars

!■ 1900 - 6000

Mi 700 - 1800

rZTl No report
Average 91952

Plgxire 27(li^-Pa8tors> honesi average value of 188 pastoral hosMS (white, only) in
piaoes of less than 250 population, Tennessee Counties, 1984.
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mUAh grMter thn the aTerage of thoae la plaoes of leaa than £60

pqmlation (Figure 36(b)* The a-refagea are 111,254 and |2,182 re*

■peotlTely* Again the £ast fenreesee Talley, Central Baain, and

the eeatem eountiea in Weat Tenneaaee rank hlgheat In both reapeeta*

Rote, hewerer, that the Central Baaln doea not rank aa high in Figure

36(a) aa "ttie other tno geographic dlTiaions, but In Figure 56(b) it

ranka higher, the greater Talue of land and bndldlnga per Aurm and

greater groaa inoooe per farm peraen in the Central Baaln explain

ita high rank In Figure 36(b)*

(2) Average yalud of Faatora* HDmea: Unfortanate^, not enough

paat<ra* horaaa rrere reported to nake a eountF ooBpariaon of any value*

Figure 37 azkl Tablea XII and XXIl are Inoluded beoauae they ahoar, rough*

ly, the aeotiona of the State that are outatanding*

(3) Average Baatora* Salary: Not naoh differenee oan be aeen

beteeea Figurea S8(a) and 38(b), unleas it la that moat of the Cunher*

land Plateau countdea rank loaer in averaga puatora* aalary of ohurehee

''loeated in plaoea of leaa than 250 population than tfaay do in thoao

looatod in all pc^lation grotps. Ihe extremely poor rural areaa in

that division oould be the caiuae of this* Reverthalese, even the pae*

tore In the wealthier ooiaitiea reeeive email salaries* Note that in

62 counties the average aalary per ohuroh ima leaa then £308 a year*

Of the ohurohea looated in plaoea of loss than 250 piqpalatlan the av

erage aalary per ehuroh eea only £158, and in 32 counties it eae leas

$100* Similar figures were reported In the Southern Appalaefaian

survey: "Toward the aalary of the preaeher the ohuroh oonbributed



 

 

Table m.

PASTCRS* SAIART: AVER&GE AHNTTAL AjSJOTJNT PER CHURCH
1934

fiaiilc- Coun-ty Ato. Auouni; {
Per Church |

1 lUmk County Ave. iunount

Per Church

1. jfelliolhy 91,479 Jefferson
2» DaviAaon 1,470 50. Qrtin^ 278
3. %milton 1,303 51. Cuid>erland 276
4. Knox 1,018 52. Fiay®'^^® 275
5, Uaiool 855 53. Hsniy 268
6» Lalce 732 54. Yu'eakley 263
7. Bledsoe 711 55. Trousdale 261

6. M&dison 661 56. Diokson 258
9. Sulli-ran 615 57. Crookett 246

10, Hayvood 512 58. Monroe 239

11. Robertaod 485 59. Biun^hreys 256
12. Montgomery 479 60. Laerenoe 225

13. Bradley 467 61. Cannon 218

14. Ratherford 466 62. Hanklna 217
15. Hazablen 462 63. Scott 211

16. Washixigtooi 451 64. IMIalry 208

17. Morgan 447 65. DeKalb 202

18, Tipton 446 66. Series 198

19. Gibson 441 67. Cheater 195

20. Inuderdale 434 68. Jaokeen. 192

21. Carter 416 69. Smith 190

22. liVilliamson 407 1 70. Houston 183

33, Roane 406 71. Benton 183

24. Louden 390 72. Putnam 182

25. Franklin 385 73. Polk 179

26. Dyer 384 74. Hiokman 178

27. Obion 384 75. Henderson 173

28. Blount 382 76. Johnson 152

29. Ibdtenn 380 77. Wblte 147

30. Greene 379 78. Vfayne 146

31. CheathaiB 369 79. Uaeon 127

32. Carroll 368 80. Deoatur 118

33. Bedfoi'd 360 81. Peatress* 116

34. Marshall 559*^ 82. Hardln 116

35. Sunsier 352 83. Stevart 109

36. Maury 342 84. Lewis 105

37. Cooke 326 85. Grainger 103

38. Coffee 323 86. Claiborne 87

39 ,W Wilson 318 87. !3eig8 80

40. Rhea 315 88. Moore* 79

41. todersfm 307 Overton 77
42. Qardemn 305 1 • Perry

Van Buren*
75

43. Sequatohle
Giles

302 91. 63

44, 300 92. Union 62

45. Canqjbell 299 93. Clay*
Piokett*

1 —

46. warren 295 94. ■»es

47. Marion 286 95. Hanooek
48. Lincoln 285 State Average $467

*Couijtties ^th les s than 4 report:s irere omitted from Figure 58(a).

■> . ' ,
■C

Sottroe:
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Tkble .XV.,

PASTORS* SALARY: AUmL AUDUNT PER CHJHCH (KVTUTE OSLJ)
OP 2S13 TENNESSEE CHURCHES LOCATE) IN PLACES CP LESS THAN

81.

m roFVLA'(ION. ZmSSSSS.COUflTXSS. 1934
BuoJc County Are. Amount

Per Churoh

Rank Coun-ty Ave. Amount
Per Churoh

1. Shelby $401 49. Washington 1118
2. Devldaon 327 50. Henry 114

3* Qaiailton 315 51. Chester 113
4. Haywood 297 52. Serier 113

5. Knox 287 53. Coffee no

6. Vllliafflsoaai 281 54. Cooke 109

7. Robertsoa 277 55. Lake 107

6* Cheatham 268 56. Houston 106

9. Tipton 265 57. Maeon 101

10, Cunberland 248 58. Marion ^ 101

11. Ifonbgomery 259 59. Grundy 101

12. Franklin 235 60. Seguatohie* 99

13. Marshall 226 61. Grainger 97

14. Rutherford 217 62. Roane 97

15. fayette 210 63. DeEalb 95

16. Blount X

Morgan
206 64. MoMinn 95

17, 204 65. Stetmrt 89

18. LauderdaXe 204 66. Rhea 87

19. Gibson 200 67. Bent on 87

20. Greene 198 68. Warren 84

21. Ob ion 192 69. Ckaibome 83
22. Giles 190 70. Meigs 80

23. Madison 188 71. Moore* 79

24. Wilson 185 / 72. Bardin 79

25. Usury 182 73. Haukins 77

26. Lin 00 In 171 74. Bender son 75

27. Weakley 167 75. Jaokson 75

28. Trousdale 160 76. Decatur 73

29. Sullivan 157 77. Wayne 72

30. Qardeoan 155 78. Uniooi 71

31. Busq>hrey8 154 79. Lawence 70 '

32. Jefferson 152 80. Casgtbell 69

33. Suioner 152 81. vaiite 69

34. Carroll 148 82. Hickman 68

35. Crookett 146 83. Monroe 65

36. Bradley 144 84. Van Buren* 63

37. Bedford 143 85. Union 62

58.

39.

40.
41.

Uyer
Polk

HsBblen
Loudon

141
139

86.
87.

88.
89.

Perry
Putnam

Lewis
Orerton

49
47
40
33
22
1242.

43.
44.
45.
46.

47.

Diokaon
Smith

Cannon
Anderson
Carter
Johnson

135
134
132
132
129
122

90.
91.

98.
93.
94.
95.

Soott
pentroBS*

Clay*
Pickett*
Bledsoe*
aanoock*

48. McNairy 122 State Average |168

Souroe: samd as Table
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82.

8ouro«x based on table SIV*

ji.Tm«AET

-j:.
r

K m
*$y0i

ttWID ^
/ •

r^.-t*a©isl w*tf>

Dollars
1018 - 1600

500 - 752

m§ 175 - 507

srzi 62 - 152

SnS Less than
4 reported

Arerage 1467

Figure 38(a). Pastore* salary: annual amount per bhuroh (white, only) of 3270
Tennessee ohurobes, 1954) all churches.

\\
sconnw»«T

a- iwrir.i

CK
« vrr^sT

.V
Lcmu

MOS^ITt

iflixAADUil *i**sHMO-

Souroet based on table ZY*

Dollars

315 - 401

«ae 182 - 297
mm 96 - 171

CZl 12 - 89

filM Less -tiian
4 reported

Arerage *158

Figure 38(b)- Pastors* salary: annual amount per ehuroh (sdiite, only) of 2513 Tenn
essee ohurohes looated in plaoes of less than 250 population, 1954.
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n (9)only $154.21; and to miasloni and b«n«Tol«!UMia« $46.62.'

(4) BenoTolenoesi ^or some reason, most of East T^messee,

the Cuidjerland Plateau, and the Bast Highland Rim shoir up worse in

Fi^re 39(b) (rural ohurohes) than they do in Figure S9(a) (all

ohurehes). The other geographic divisiocas imnk about the same in

both respects.

(9) U. S, Department of Agriculture, Econondo and Social Problems
and Conditions of the Southern Appalachians, pase 179. Janaarv 1935.
tiisoellaneous JKiblication l?o. 2%r
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a

Bank:

TT
2.
5*

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.
9.
10.

11.

12.
13.

U.
15.
16.
17.

18.
19.

20*
21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.
29.

50.

31.
32.
S3.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.

48-XWe

XVI. 84.,

BKHEVOLSfCES! AVERAGE AISODHT PER CRPROH (WHITE OHLY)
OF 5011 TEHHESSEE CHPRCgES, 1954

Ccwnty

)aYl48on

Shelby
Cnos

Hamilton

Uniooi
Wiison

Blount
iontgottory
'JEadison

'Vtaahington
'jaoon

Robertacm
SulllTan

Bayvrood
Rutherford
Baaitlen
Jefferscm

iauderdale
Bradley
Burner

(hrainger
McMizm

Senry
Gibson

ISaary
Carter-

Sedford
Anders on

Coffee

Uonroe
ripton
Cocke
Gbion

Dyer
Vranklin
Crookstt

[)eKalb

}re«ae

Varren
tar shall
iardKnan
Lincoln
Carroll
Baidcins
^lillaasw
liles
Payette
Diokscai

Ave. Amount Rank

$1,246 49.

838 50.

705 51.

666 52.

493 53.

465 54.

413 55.

883 56.

571 57.

364 58.

272 59.

262 60.

253 61.

232 62.

223 63.

201 64.

199 65.

186 66.

181 67.

176 68.

174 69.

174 70.

173 71.

168 72.

157 73.

152 74.

144 75.

143 76.

138 77.

135 78.

133 79.

130 80.

130 81.

129 82.

126 83.

122 84.

120 85.

117 86.

116 87.

115 88.
111 89*

108 90.
106 91.
105 92.
103 93.
101 94 •
98 95.

87

County

* Counties with less than 5 reports "srere
Souroe: sajae as Table V..

Putnam

Morgan
Roane

Cheatham

Marion

Trousdale
Bledsoe

Caapbell
Hiekman
Louden
l,7ayn©
Soott

Smith
Lske
Rhea

Cannon ^
Fentress
Overton

McNairy
Sequatchis'*
Weakley
Serier

White
Moore*
Grundy
Houston

Cuni>erland
Chester

Henderson

Johnson
lawrenoe

Benton

Claiborne
Polk
Stewart
Httn^hreys
Hancock
Decatur
fflirdin
Leuis
Meigs
Jackson
perry ^
Van Buren*
Union* *
Plckett
Clay*
State Average

Are. Anujunt

er Churcdi
—m—

80

80

79

76

74

70

69

69
69

63
60

59

59

57

56

54

54

53

53

53

52
52
49

48
48
48

45
44
44

43

41.
41
38
35
33
30
27

24
24
23
18
12
11

'j.

$266

omitted from Figure 39(a).



 

Table XVII. 85*

BENEVOLEHCES: AVEmGE AMODHT PER CHIRCH (wmiE OHLT)
OF 1992 TEHHESSEE CHDRCHES LOOA-IED IN PLilCES OF I£SS

lemk j County Are. Amount

per Church

fA w asrijb 4b

1
4b

County Are. Amount

per Church
1. Wilson $217 1 Rhea 30

2* Grainger 159 50. Carter 29

S. Crockett 121 51, Chester 29
4. Dayidson 118 52. MoMizm 29

5* Shelby 102 53. London 28

6. lamienoe 98 54. Bradley 25
7. Cheatham 83 55. Lake* 25

8. Robertson 81 56. Morgan 25

9* Hayvood 75 57. Macoa 25

10. Ehox 71 58. Smith 25

11* Rutherford 69 I Claibome 24

12* Fayetto 67 1 60. Houston 24

13. I&r shall 67 61. Anderson 25
14. Montgoaeiy 67 62. lisigs 23
15. Hadlson 63 63. Monroe 23

16. Washington 60 64, Orertcn 23

17, Greene 58 65. Stewart 2D

18. Hsmblen 57 66. pyer 20

19. StlllTan 57 67. Bar din 20

20. Haury 51 68. Diokeon 19

21. Cooke 50 69. White 19

22. Moore* 49 70. DeXalb 18

23. Gibson 48 71. Henry 18

24. Hamilton 48 72. Benton 17

25. Sumner 48 73. Wayne 17

26. Lincoln 47 74, Decatur 18

27. Williamson 46 75. Biawkins 16

28. Tipton 46 76. Henderapn 15

29. Lauderdale 44 77. Scott* 15

30. Yfeakley 43 78. Jackson 14

31. Blount 41 79. Warren 14

32. Obion 40 80. Orundy* 13

33. Trousdale 40 81. Hickmsn 12

34. Franklin 59 82. Roaae 12

55. Giles 59 83. Putnam 11

36. Coffee 58 84. Yan Buren* U

37. Cuidjerland 38 85. Marion 10

58. Bedford 37 86. HUmphreya 9

39. Carroll 57 87. Unicci^ 9

40. Jefferson 56 88. Sequatchie* 9

41. MoNairy 56 89. Uhion 8

42. Hardeman 54 90. Perw 6

43. Serier 54 91. Lewie* 3

44.
45.
46.
47.

Cannon
Johnson
Polk
Campbell

52
51
51
30

92.
95,
94.
95.

Piokett*
Bledsoe*
Clay*
Feninress*

2

•was

48. Henoodc 30 State Arerag: 47

Source:
s thajti 4 reports were omitted from Figure
Table V.,

a
t}

i%V-
?'*
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tnrx«K:i;» giiMi—

TIWAUT

/
9ATIl.scn

llOI
f,A

pcmtT

a:\ m
UWIB

CiltSTIt

/■AKPI

HU

Souroat based oa tabLe Z7I.

Dollars
CU 1280
*► 666 - 858
■M 98 - 495
■B 52- 87
CIZl 8- 48
fSHS Lass than 5

reported
Average |266

Figure 59(a)-BenavoLanoaat areraga amount per oburoh ( white, only)
for 5011 Tennessee Ohurbhee, 1954, all churohes.

soon

■KKCT

/ PUTWAaA1C&90W

BICXMJkn
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: tftXT

\wathiSAEPir

m

suroet based on table XFII*

Dollars
Bffl 159 - 217
■Bl 43 - 121
■■ 28 - 41
i:~l 5- 20

hWt Less than 4
reported

Average |47
gure 39(b^Benevolenoe8t average amount per ohuroh (white, only) for 1992 Tenneesae

ohurohes located in plaoes of less than 250 population, 1954.
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Chapter III. "

CURREHT OPIHION RSg/'.HDIIIg TIE BURAL CHPRCH

(Selected From Replies To Qaestlormalres)

Mngr Interesting eiunrere were gleen in reply to the questiennalrea

sent out as a part of this surrey. Opinions were reoeired from repre-

sentatires of nearly every denasdnation in Tennessee -> rural ministers*
*

officials of denominational headquarters* and* in addition* from men

that hare made studies of rural problems from a sociologioal or an

eoonomio standpoint. Sxaiq;>les of the latter are: Dr. Warren H. V/ilsoa*^

author* and Director of Country Churoh Work* Presbyterian Chtroh in the

D. S. A.; Dr. V/. D. Nioholls* Hsad of the Department of Farm Eoonondos*

Dhirersity of Kentucky; Dr. Henry W. MoLaughlln* authnr* and Direotcr

of die Department of Country Churoh and Sunday School Extension* Pros*

byterian Churoh in the U. S.; Mr. B. Y. Landis* Federal Counoil of

Churdhes; Dr. Ilalcom Dana* author* and Direotor of the Town and Couno

try Work of the Congregational Church Extension Boards; Dr. John D.

Freeman* editor* and ̂ eoutive Secretary of -ldu» Tennessee Baptist Con

vention: Dr. J. M. Ormond* Duke University; and Dr. M. A. Dauber* Diree-

tor of Rural Churoh V«ork* Methodist Episcopal Churoh.

These opinions are* I think* valuable as a means of getting a real

insight to the problems oonfronting the rural chtiroh. It is true that
/

sooas of the people that have replied are worried or enthusiastio over

conditions that do not exist; others may be biased* or perhaps have

shoen their inability to understand or offer a solution to the diffi

culties that thsy should be of great iBq)oatanoe to them. All those

opinions are to be given* however* if for no other reason than that



88 •

they are inierestiag* orj in sooe oases, anusing. But it shflitld be rfon*

bered that the "aiauaing'' ones may be worth more than one might thihk*

After all, the men who eoq^ressed themselTes are examples of the ones who

play an isportant part in determining the coarse of rural ohorohes*

Answers that were similar in content to the fblloitring ones were

iosdLttod*

/

Answers to the Question "What Do You Think

of the Future of the Bural Church?"

1« 1 regret that conditions aro ttioh just now that one oould hardly

hope to make acourate prediction* If fanatioal reformers frcsn the North

would leare the religious life tf Tennessee alone, I think within the next

ten years we could develop a rural choroh pirogram among our (dsnondnation)

petals, who constitute more than • per cant of the rural people of the

State, that would meet the needs*

2* In answer to your question, I would say that owing to failure of

cooperation, failure in the admitted nmbers and olergy and officials in

our denomination, "failure" to belisTe the power of God still exists and

is still able to perform great wonders for -those who live -bhe single eleea

life of -the Clxrist and put his "reeeip-ts" to -the teat by "living -bhe life

before psaying" or, in ether worda, "by not making -the required conditions

for a test of God*s power, has made the outlook rather dark for the rural

brandhes of our order*

3* Some will rise, others fall*

4* It aeeras Hie tendmiey is to drift to towns and villages*

5* Ftt-turo is bright for real gospel ohxirohes* The "little pop-up*

-types and fedexa-ted typea do not ha-ve moeh prospeot for saooesa in this



••otion*

6« h&Ti a«T*r glron isuah attention to rural churohee* I

renenfter nangr years ago before the history of the (deatniilnatian)

began of hearing an address at a ministers* eoxxrention on the subject

"Seaehlng the Ifasses"* The qMSker said# "If you eaat to reaoh the

masses* go iriiere the masses are* The masses are In the oities*"

Bsaehing the masses Ins appeared to be an pnvritten prinoiple in our

0hureh, and naturally me Iats evangelised and or^uiised in the oenters

of population* Hevertheless* me have sobm rural ehirohes* but they

have net be«a a problem to us as in same other dsnosdnaticns*

7* Ton asked what me eensider the future of the rural olvrthmi*

Xf you had studied -idiis questicm thorou^ily half as many years as t

have you would not expeot an azwmer to be oouohed in a few lines*

8* I think Ite future of tdie rural ohureh is as favorable as it

has ever been* Tou know tiiat there are In existsnee two kinds of

ohurohes* one a humanly organdsed body* largely by tiie people

that organised it and it hae beeome a SMdal body* worldlinoM has

oropt in* olaes Influonoo has affeotod it until a groat interest has

fallsn off. A haaaiBitarlan otareh doesn't reach the goal anyway if

Paul is sorroot in his statsmsst of I. Cor*: 13, for it is nob a spir

itual body*

Xhs othsr kind of ohureh is a divinely organist^ body ̂ bh Clarist

as its head, where all ite mmnbors have boon bom of the spirit snd

thsy are led by tl»t spirit as Paul tolls us in the Sth. Chapter of

Boemns* If our ministers were all full of the spirit of ferrenoy and

Qodly seal as they should bo and proach the goepell in its fullness as

they did in the early ohnroh the rural ohuroh would again be on the



ftlmrob 8atp«

9* Good rood* «ad can ore h«ro to oti^r* Tbo efaur«di and ocmdu*

nlty that io ounloo to tkm ago 4nd tim in whioh m are llTing« will

add the noodid ofuipwont tbat the luiMMilliy bat tiio rlgPHb to dMaad*

Gthorwiao tiao towt MOliOtgr will fit in tte oar and drive to torn*

SoBO rural Cfaur^oe are awake to thia and w going to grow* Other

rural Chur^ioe will be uaed for funorale only. There are acne thtnge

■tint a eeanenity haa a ri|^ to denwad of a Olnrolu

10» It will {MHralet in a ftned yrofartien to the raral yofiilatiM

in tin eyen eeaiitry and in the village^ adjuetiag i^eelf to poyulation

ahangoe*

11* flM future of tin rural ohureh looka dark to m, along with

eity ehnrohee*

12. Aa good ae tin eitlee*

13* ieeerdliti to our <l>eertatien» tin tendemy of mral mtihire

will be te Jala etaarcine la oitiee or teana ratlnr thea te aaSntaln

rural ohurohaa. Of ooura«« good reado and ootor oara point in thia

diraotion*

U« m a weirti, I thiefc tin aituatiaa la wary ari-tlaal. we are

Itiatag eene Mart «£ a planned ewdar* lAnt eert ef a mral la tint ge«

lag te bet what la to be the plaee of the religion in tint order and

alee the rural eJairohi what le te be tin ef beth} Hmm

tione need fearloea analyeie« etudy and preeoription.

15* Z dare aat way wt preaent*

10. inrhapa Z nl^ my tint the lUtiire of tin rural ohnroh le

not different la itt wtleotB fren the future «f the rural eeheat in

1^ epiaicn. » aay be a rether antarlallftle tiew but Z think tin



 � 

iPlilBf* 9f yural iter^ la outlook l« vM ilftwwb fkw ttio iUtaM

if ̂  nwal otoroft

17* X bollovo «hi rural ehuroh vlll bo atmiglliiM bsr a rotlial

of iaioroot Sa aerioulturo. Wmr^ Hmy hato ounrlTod ttio porioA of

Aiotioncm thoy baoo galaod otrongth throogh tho ourviTal.

18* Zt la oMx ocnTietioa tiat Hiooa rural ofauroboa a!d^ aro

noar our largo oanbora of pofttlatioa vlU ultiaatoly bo ooablatd vita

tho oity and toon ohurehoa^ or ivlll bo ooaAilnod otth othor doMnlBatl<aa

in tho oatabliahiaont of ooBWDaity ohttrohot. Ihoao ohurohoa whooo o«ni»

^agationa aro abb'within Oaagr aaaoio of tho largo oontera of popnlotioo

rtianlA bo and prcbahly trill bo, aa tiao gooa by, otraagidioaod by «oop»

M'atiwo daaoBdaatiflnal offorta*

19* Conooming tbo Rural Ctanroh, trill My that Um fUturo ia «r^

pod with aamr dlffioultios* Good roada, aubonoblloa, oto*, hanm

fuito a dlfforanco in tho aittondanoo thoao ohorchoa. It w«ld

hieofor, that thoy aannob bo BbandwMd aithoitt laoab aoriona loaa to Hio

oaoao of roligion* ®*o ooinitxy will oontlaxio to bo poiulatOd by lovga

groopo of pofljrlo who wUl fool noro at hem in ohoriboo oatabliidiod

MMOg ttaoa than tihoy will fool in tho ohnroh of lorgor tOMM and

oitioo* Zb Tlow of this foot, it woiOd aoon that tho rural ohMV^o

ohoold roooitw Mteh awro abtoation in our rural pXanrlng than thoy hafo

lOMltod In tfko yaot*

80. fho oaiiMo of looo of tnboroot In tho oountiy ahwtto# roaaalt*

lag in tho abandcoramt of buildlnga and ooMattrm of roUglouo aotlir-

itioB aro twot •

(1) Legitiaato OhanfMi Inoidont to tho now ago, - of oara and

radio* V wnwf of both of «iom, tho populaoo hat aeooaa to a type of

A-' r-i
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llata the fwruMrs £a glTing A portion of tbo products of their fields,

flocks, and hords to the ohurohes, vt ha-re a plan that will prorlde an

adsquats Jaoame for the zural fields and their pastors* Any study ef

'ttie rural ohurch problem must take into eonsideration tî e Ixifluenoe of

the religious fanatics vho scour the State auod stir up oonfusion and

eaatention -shererer they go. The only aqy to offset these is through

a ccaqpetant reaident adnlster* He, in turn, is the answer to your

question oonoeming how to arouse interest in the rural churohes*

Hhererer we have sueh a man there is a splendid response to his lead*,

ership.

2* I mig^t Tanture to ragieatt

A deeptr and more extended interest in Rural Work on the

part ef the ainistera* -

A Life work « not merely a stepping stone to a larger

cenDBunlty.

A lij^ work • nob a resting place • an easy tine with

plenty of leisure for joy riding and picnics*

A close definite study of the llTins oonditions with a

purpose to hotter then*

A close ooherenoe to '*He oone not to he ministered unto,

hut to Minister"*

A Heal preaohtog program • net philosophieal or xieoea*

sarily oratorioal, hut Heart preaohiag to the folks, real Qospel proaeh-

ing • telling tlie Qeed Hews* A Positive • not a Kofative Goqpel* I

was going one night to the Greater Hew York Gospel Mission* Z planned

to use Sosnas 1:16* I picked up Moffett*a Translation and read, not as

in the Authorised Torsion "For I am not ashamed of the Gospel" hut with
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ft thrill of rftftl plaftsure, *Fer I ftm VS0OD of tlM tfospel", fbo mh

Oftiight the poaxtive note alto,

Bnof for -tiie preftoher. What of the LaymanT

A ftillor cooperation In the work of the tjhurch • looally and

nationally*

Better aupport of the ehureh and Baetor, not aa a oharity but

aa a poaitlre force In the ooamnnity life,

Conztbixig the Spiritual training of the ohildren ef aa great

walue aa the Edaoational*

A willlngneaa to nake and keep the ohurcdi building attraotive

and tqp to date*

A ehange from a (mrrent eaying in loaa *To raise more oom to

feed more hogs to buy more land to raise more oorn" eto*> to "To raiee

loore oorn to feed more hoga to grow better boys and girla and build a

better oomnunity"* t had not thot to write at thia length*

3* The only way I eee of arousing interest i« a matter of person*

nel« The mn for a rural ehureh needs ae nnoh in oharaoter a^ train*

ing ae any city pastor* That la where the present trMd>le lies* ^nor-

ant man* no matter how pioue^ cannot in our day build a country ohnreh*

Thia will mean that the rural churoh in .Amerioa mush be subsidised in

eomewfaat the same way aa it la in the free Churches of Burope where a

Centiral Fund undergirds the whole thing*

4* I would say that practioing -the golden rule upon all oocaeione,

loving eur nelghbora ae our-selTee, and not holding animesity against

anyone* forgiving the ignorant enangr* keeping ottr*aelveB unspotted £r«a

•41f indulgence* or in faet being oharitable in all of our views and

with the opinloua of others. Personally trying out tha aoriptural re*
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oelpts for clean living (undtfr bible conditlozui) would oauae an influx

ef spirituality into our nddst which would astonish the world and in*

prove the ohuri^*

6« Literature that will encourage*

6* It is fy opinion that if the ohurohes w«re made more of a owm*

annity osnter for tttas different endeavors that a greater and menre abid*

Ing oonoem would exist for t he perpetuity and progress of the dhurohes^

and Bueh more enthusiasm would be manifested in their welfare*

7* Frea(di the gospel to tlum*

8* Your third question oan be answered from our viewpoint^ firsts

by asking "What is the functim ef the ohuroht' V/e believe that the

ohureh is the body of Christ and that her primary work is preaching the

gospel and thus bringing about -the aooeptanee of that gospel and the

spliltual and sunral regeneration of the individual* We believe that the

regenerated Indi-rldual will oarry his Christian principles of life into

whatever ho does* On the other hand« we do not regard -the funotion ef

the eharch to be that of, say for instance, in rural oemnunities, -twaoh-

ing men how to farm, raise atook, iiq>rere the soil, eto«, etc* We be*

lieve that -the eivil institutions of our land oan more effeotively ao*

oomplish -that work than oan the duuroh. The primary charge -t^o the

dhurOh is "Oe ye into all -the world and preach the gospel"*

"What oan be done to arouse more interest in the rural churoh, and

to make them more effeotive?" Our first answer is pveaoh -the gospel in

simplioity and in -the pomr of -the divine Spirit, and when men have

awakened to a proper sense of their true relation to God and Imman so*

oie^, they will find their proper place in the church.

9a I think our Board here would give you ene hundred thewiandi dol*
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lars to ftnswer pr^terXy y<mr question*

10* We must all get badk to the bible ehurch with a bible eaq^rlsoM

and a bible zeal to get to Becren and a ohuareh that doant hawe -ttila

ezperlenee is a failure no natter hoe iMuiy attend or how nuoh welth It

nay possess* There Is no suoh thing as a diwinely reoognised ohuroh

short of spirituality^ and the report of 7b ̂  of the shurohes In both

eountry and oitty Is dead spiritually and liMn this is so they are no

good and worse than nothing* I think from the abore you get Tlew.point

our ohurches oust be a oorreot way to heaTsnt through Christ by the word

and blood to suooeed anywhere, and when you find a bhuroh of this kind in

country or oltty It is a suooess*

11* Less theorizing and nors work*

12* Qet them to cultivate a spirit of Evangelism for the entire year

and adopt the tithing system fco* flnaneing idte work*

13* A good oholr, a good janitor* and Sunday Sohool Rooms*

14* Church autharitles should organise larger Farlshee, with jobs of

distinction* and select good man to serve in them for periods of at least

seven years*

IS* They ean bo made sore effective by becoming united a a scrip

tural balsea*

16* The only thing that will arouse them Is the Icrve of God in the

home and life* we must hot bring the world Into the ehureh* The Bible

In the home* lorve to God and nan* The Lord pleads with ths daughters of

Israel* lea* 5* Usn are lovers of self not God* Pure rellglA Janes

1-27* Men ere robbing God Mai* 3. 8-11 Iky God help you In your work to

restore the immage of God In man*

17* Proaoh more gospel truth* and let polltlos and worldly things
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alone.

18. Conaolidate aone of the many snail Baptist. Methodist, eto. j

ohurohes. Subsidise oongr^tions so that they nay oall trained elergy*

nen or pastors. Subsidies to be 8tQ>plied by Tarious denominations as is

done in this seetion by the Lutheran Church. Mo. Synod* Do aiiay with

rsTi'ml&sn and si&>stltute sound methods of teaching the Word of Gk>d*

Loaugurate a system of educating the young in Christian ]^rochial sohools f

as is done by the Lutherans of the Ue. Synod. IXitoh Befomed and Bonsus

Catholics.

, f
19. (hily a frank and ooiutant disoussion of the needs of at least

80 ̂  of the country's population, (rural) can make up a call to the rural

ohureh and religion. Smtinmntal. suad also sectarian oalls. must give ^

stay to statesmanlike summons to serve*

20. Trust in Ood through faith and prayer more prestige greater

aotiTities. etc.

21* A change in the mode of doctrine.

22* Strengthen the oesimunity life and spirit. The oonsolidation Sff

sohools has not benefitted the ehuroh situation but has militated against

it. The ehuroh should be made mere of a community center.

23. Right kind of leadership is the big need. We do not expect our

State sohools to furnish ministers in great numbers, but to far as By

experienoe goes few Smith-Hughes man as well as oeunty agents are very

active in ohuroh work. Many of our State sohools have oome to be looked

on as Anti-Churoh. I would suggest that stops be taken to oheok upon

the oharaeter and Imbits of msn sent out to do ocmtnunity wta-k. In fact

in one eounty there were two 8* T. graduates doing Smith-ajghes work who
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vttr* drunk aiuoh of the tliae# Borth are new In T« T« A* In truth I would

not allow a boy of mine to aaaooiate with thsra beoauae I know tbam flrat

hand and I have not mentioned the worat about -tdienu May 1 aay I know

■OBM wary good man too* Weed otit^ and let the orooka Icnow they hawe no

ohanoe in thia kind of work« Soma of theae oten are "dead beata"* I liwe

In (olty in Tenneaaae) but am a teaoher and pereanher* Contaot many

aohoola in ny preaent work^ IKa ahoold amphaaiae charaoter education more

and atresa the churoh aa an agency throughout our aohool ayatem* No teach

er ahould be retained irtio feela that hie reaponaibility enda with the

aohool roomj anymore than a preacher who inalata that his Job Is solely in

the pulpit*

84* Keep auoh aUbJeota aa evolution from being taught in our schools*

85. I believe that all the denominations ahould have a Department of

Country Church and Sunday School Extension*

26* The general idea underlying the "Larger Fariah" aeema the only

way out* Thia la an interdenominational problem* There is prondae In

ths practical plans new in the unking for oloaer oooperation in building

religion on a ocmmunity basla by the overhead interdenominational agencies

auoh as the Federal Council of Churches^ The Home Misaiona Council, The

Interdencmlnaticnal Wonian*a Organixations and the international Counoll

of Religious Education*

87. I believe that the leaders of the rural ohuroh are greatly In

need of simpler programs for the rural people* Many of the programs pre*

pared by the so called eduoated olaaa t^day are too high brow to be used

effective by idie rural folks* Jeaua adapted his program or preaching to

his hearers. And above all, in acne aectiona (oapeoially ia thia true

in aooie denominationa), w« need a better eduoated ministry to serve the

V . -
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rtiral churoh* *The blind leading the blind and they both will 1^11 into

the ditch*"

t8* Nothing effective oan be done^ until a return i« brought about

to the Bible and ita standards of doctrine and morals* A revival of

religious interest based on modernism is unthinkable* Modernism is anti-

Clirietian, and anti-^oral. The effete, ignorant "Church of the Mountains"

must give place to an intelligent spirituality, that saves nsn fr<sa their

sins, and society from its follies*

29* In our denomination the men do not receive a sufficient salary in

the rural seotion and he is just a "Circuit preacher"* Treated like his

work ms of an inferior type. In lixe obituary of some preaoher who has

served a few town ohurchea you often see "He served the following import*

ant ehazges" while if he served in the rural ooaiBunity "He served 'tiM

follorwing poor circuits". And of oourse most of our young preaohers take

to rural work just like the lady school teacher till she oan get married;

till the poor fellow oan get a big town ohuroh that is "inqportant"*

The work of these Godly (good) men ndio serve In these back wsy

places needs to be. held up and honored by our leaders* No man oan suc»

seed building something that hs is trying all the time to run off and

leave*

I have oontended for years that an organization like ihe Salvation

Army would do -tai times more good in soms negleoted rural consnuni-ty than

they do in the city*

In our work (that is on my charge) we do not hold every service

in the ohureh but often we go to some hone that is negleoted snd it is

dead easy to reaoh people in their homes*

In Just a few words let me say that the man who suditaeds with the
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rural church laut of ooura» Iknow ao4 mA wli loupr and lOTO hit poc^le

and must lorve to sarro thtm.

It all (Idapends on ths man you sand out there.

P. S. I am spending eighth year on the same circuit serving

oountry peoploi the heat folks the Lord erer made.

30. It must have a program ahich teaches the needs of the people

and supplies That nothing else can.

}fy parish is thirty-fiire miles long. In it ve try te teach

erery need « religious^ mediaal. social, and industrial.

We have 136 gather ings regularly every month - 83 religious •»

63 social and industrial. The people need social gath^ings and an

in^strial is trying to teaoh them to raise the standards of living «•

the puhlio sehool is touohed in ehapel and teaching to use bands. Com*

munity needs are met in canning olUbs. sering societies. Wa have socials

and ehuroh dinners. X hare from three to five serrloes on Simday. We

had 7 Taoation Bible schools last summer. We hare an axmual fair «. In

the Industrial me make ohairs and household artioles.

We have in different parta prayer meetings. Young Peoples

Sooieties, Weekly Bible sohools. We have library days <• domestic soienoe

days for Tomen and girls •• Junior service for C. C. Cao^. Missionary

Instruotion • In fadt serve the oasnsmily.

I Tould also organize choral sooieties. Wd Toxle with oointy

fkrm Agent and Demonstration agent in tiieir work 4 H Clhbs for boys end

girls • We also act as demonstration farm for ecnmunity help • We teaeh

in religious service 4300 aggre^te evwy month in religious service.

7000 in all our meetings. Our medical work is dene by three nurses who

have 8800 house and idispensary visits to kheir credit with 160 obstet^
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rioal eases* First aid classes - Junior Red Cross - fighting for Tietter

roads* In one ohuroh eren the aagroes la that field are glTSn lUmury

rights aod socials and picnics. We naks a good deal of Chrlstms and

holidays: last year we had seven trees in all. Tfe have an exceptional

corps of workers, ttiree nurses * a sohool faculty * three ccnraunity

workers and a group of church lasmters dho help* Groups also of students

help us sane servioes.

I would say that the parish exeept for _ a toen of 400 is from

15 to SO miles from any tosm • a mountain section*

After reading that oonglomaration of ideaa, one ie likely to be more

confused than erer* Or do two conolusions olear up the matter: (1) the

future of the rural church is too indefinite to prophaey; and (2) oon>

ditions vary greatly and situations rise so rapidly '^t It is liqiwrnsible

to devise a single plan for arousixg more intmrlst in the rural churoll*

Uany of the answers just givm are eo different that -they are oontra-

dletoriT} yet each may have ite good points* Though -the answers to the

questionnaires sent out are toe fewLto serve as a straw vote on the

future of the rural ohuroh* several of their outsfchndlng features should

"be brought out. Most of the replies were optimistic, but nearly every one

contained a reservation* Fca* instance, "The future of the rural ohnroh

is bright if -the sioaller ones consolida-tM", and so on* Kov if the bright;

future depends on such ohsnges as that, I eannot see much hope for the

country ofaurch* On the other hand, most of thove (a small percentage)

who see the outlook ae "bad" aleo maggeeted that oertain changes oould

save the oountry church* I -eas also liaproseed by the large number of

•k- *
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ansirera that were noneemmltal. That night be a nark of intelligeiiee

on the part of bom of the writers, but I rather expeet that aoet of

then were not so entfaasiaetio over the pi^ospeets of the Baall rural

ohuroh.

One differenoe in opinion among ohuroh workers seeine to be inoreas*

ing as a eause of OBfljarrassaent. This differenoe is leading to two

sehools of thought: (l) a oonservative group that belieTOS the ohuroh

should be a place of worship, and nothing more} and (2) a liberal group

that fsTors a form of religious progran that will also prmHte oemtamitjr

aotivities. -^e number and scope of whieh vary with the degree of pro*

gressiveness. Again one oan find the extremdLat on boidi sides, the one

about as undesirable as the other. In qy mind the New York evangeliet

irtio invited a jazs oreheetra and dancer to play at his serrioes will

not get any longer home on hie head than the mossbaidc out in Texas who

prayed all night in a wain attempt to save the life of a dying girl

instead of sending for a doetor. But thoee two are to be disregarded

here. They are probably hopeless eases, anyway. It does seem, however,

that the soundeivminded members of the two sohools of thou^tb should

begin to realise the advantages of both typns of church program. Far

example, conditions in a rural oommunity might demand either of the two.

If a community has the serrioes of a county agent, home demonstration

agent. Soout Master, social and oivio clubs, and similar agencies. I

think that the local preaeher should not duplicate or. as it usually is.

interfere with their work. But. to use an entirely different exsiqple.

If a oommunity is without the servioes of those agencies, its pastor

should take their places if Iw oan. Not many rural pastors oould. how*

ever. • for a number of reasons. In the first place, too few of them

5%



 

 

 

iOS.

h&T« th« trainjjig and ability to bo ouch a Toraatlle worker; and In the

•ooond plaoe. If he oan do thoae things he will probably "hear the eall"

to aooept soBB of the higher-salaried pulpits that would no doubt be

offered him* At any rate, one cannot depend on finding a suffloient

nuiiber of those xasn to use in oarrylng out a church program*

Ifsny othm: prolblsns adgbt be disoussed* Squabbles orrer denomina

tional doctrines oouM oone in for several ohapters of oritioism* So

■any pages have been written on those subjects, however, that it would

eeem a waste of time to offer something that would probably be a repe-

tition*
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Chapter IT*

CONCLUSZOR

Saoh of the three ehapters just presented deal vith aeparate but

oloeely related phases of religious aotlTities: the tr«aAs in asoiber*

ship of the leading dsnoodnatlons in Taoaessee troa. 1890 to 1926} the

differenoe among rural and uitan churohes in regard to mssbership and

finenelsl aspeets; and the opinions of people interested in tlie future

of the rural ohurofa* The prlnoipal points brought out in those obapters

may be briefly summarised as follonrst

caaapter I; (l)« The inorease in ehuroh ama»ership for Tenneeseef

and for the Ihiited States as a ehole, is keeping paoe idth the inorease

in population.

(2). It is the larger denominations that are respmisible

for thiSj hoverer] the so>oalled emotional types of minor religious «

seots are not groeing.

(S). In the State 15 denooinations ooooprise 9S.7 per

enrrfc of the total ohuroh meebership*

(4). Three geographic dlTisions of the State (the East

Tennessee Talleyj the Central Basin^ and most of West Tennessee) lead

in the density of ohuroh membership and in the peroentage that total

church msnhership is of total population.

(s). The peroentage of Hegroes that are ohuroh msnbera

is Inoroasing more rapidly than the pereontago for idiite people.

Chapter II; (l). The same three geographic dlTisions that rank

highsst in the respect just mentioned also rank high in the nusher of

■ssbers per ohuroh, the number of Sunday school members per chiroh.



105,

aTerage -value of parsonages, arerage value of all ohuroh property,

arerage pastor's salary per ohuroh, and the average amount of bener*

olenoee per ohuroh*

(2). In all these respeots, ohurohes looa-fced in

plaees of less -than 250 pepulatlcn rank oonslderably loeer than -those

loeated ijx larger places*

Chapter Hit Current opinions regarding:

(1). The future of the rural ohuroh: opinions vary

toe greatly -to make it possible to draw a definite oonolusion that

eould be oonsidered a oonoensus*

(2)* How to arouse more interest in -the rural ohuroh

and make it more effeotive: though there is a variety of opinions on

-this foestion, a large nukber of them favor a plan for oonsolidation,

or one idailar to the Larger Parish plan*

Cennsnts have already been made on each of these points, and on

several others of lesser importanoe* Thus far, howmr, no program has

been e:q>ounded to save the rural ohuroh from the deoadence that is sup

posed to be -taking plaoe* To formulate suoh a program is a serious

task in view of the fapt (whioh is aeeepted by skoet people) that to a

large extent the salvation of mankind depends en the salvation of the

ehuroh*

Z am not so sure that the rural ohuroh, in exactly its present

form, diould be saved. La a few communities, in extremely isolated

areas, it oocupies an iiq^rtant plaoe, partly because no o-ther type

seems prastioable* As a whole, horever, there is a need for a new

-type of ohuroh to serve people working under somsvhat ehanged ocndi-

tiMie* Mueh has been written for and against a ohange of this kindj
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and many squabbloa hava taken plaee o-ver it* Ifoet of them, both ttas

written materiala and tlM equabblea, hare been unneeessary, as they

mere based on asstn^tions rather than on facts. This statement may

not be eXear* Bare is the point: a nev ohuroh vould not neoesaarily

refuire a nssr dootriae or set of prinoiples, suoh as the reformists

and anti^reformiets have been arguing over. Instead, the same doctrine

should be presented in a ssy that veuld eonform to our {qreseixt methods

of thinking, which, in a modified form, is charaoterized by a greater

respeot for realism* A realist will not tolerate sermons that depend

upon highly imaginative minds and emotional temperaments for their

effect} nor will he be eomrineed by sermons filled with abstraet ideas.

Of oourse, some rtral persons are far from being orthodox realists,

and actually are not realists in the literal meaning of the word. .

Nererthelees, their thoughts axul actions are aneh different from those

of their parents * regardless of whether the eheage has been brought

about through an effort to eeeure a broader, more praetioal, outlook

on life, or idiether it has been through a foolhardy attm:^ to eopy
i*-; • ̂

the&r urban neli^bor. 2h either ease, a religious pr^rem aust ap*

proaoh them from an angle that will arouse their interest.

But by arousing their interest I do not wish to iiafer tt:at the

ohuroh must offer free picture shows, suppers and pionics every few

nights, danoes, orohestras, and so forth. Professional entertainers

oen do these things nuoh better. In my opinion, ths real need of the

rural ohuroh is an intelligent, praetioal-minded, resident pastor ••

one that oen do more then paint emotional word-pictures that fade out

ae soon ae the rays of the Monday morning sun strike them. Suoh a

minister (the praotioal-minded kind) may be found in a number of oity
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oburohtif Int in only n f«v country olmrchos. Ths roason !• ob-rious*

A hi^er oalaxy and bettor viorking oondltions naturally attz^aot tho •

boot Bion to tho oitieo. Hoir« thm, will it bo pooolblo to prorido

rural people with oapable miniaters? Several piano have been triad,

and ooveral are needed to meet the requirements of different -^rpes of

oomaunitieo. In Tetmoosoo, tor ozaaplo, the ooamunitios in the motn»

tainotto areas haTs problems that are quite different from those in

Central Basin or East Tennessee Talley eomnunlties. One general plan,

however, se«as to be tie answer to the means of supplying better rural

ministers. That plan, though of course subject to modifioations, is

soaotly the same as the one that is proving successful in filling the

eduoational needs of ths rural people. If -Qie farmer permits his boys

and girls to attend a eonsolidated school with those of his Baptist,

Presbyterian, and Jliethodiet neighbors, wly should they be required to

attend a snail ottt>of*date ohuroh? Furthermore, If the Aimer is will-*

ing to hitch up the wagon or orqnk the oar and go to town for grooeriee

every Saturday afternoon, it ought to be possible for hia to travel a

shorter dlstanoe to a ooBsounity ohuroh onoe a week. Bural sohoole

were consolidated partly because a better eduoaticn was necessary be<*

fore the rural youth could ooaqiete wildi the city youth in the eeraoble

for material goods. If the rewards for spiritual tiaining oould be

similarly msasured, I feel sure that the proper religions training

eottld, and would, be seoured throng the oonsolldation of rural ohurches*

In analyzing the rural ohuroh situation two phases have been oov*

ered in this ohapter: first, the lack of interest in the church is

oaueed by inefficient ministers and uninteresting ohuroh pwograiss; and

seesnd, the solution to this problem lies in tiie consolidation of cnall
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churoh«i, which will nake it pOBsible f«r higher-Bolarled mlnist«rB to

ho Miplojred* It wao rory oaijy to draw these conclUBions. But one naist

hesitiito a .little before proposing a practical soheme for induetng rural

churches to consolidate# I doubt if Toluntary consolidation will erw

gain smch headway: that iSj the outright consolidation in the sense

that a nuniber of reasonably strong ehurohes will agree to unite and form

a central place of worship# Instead, the oonsolidation will probably

oome about through a gradual process of rural church decadence: or, to

put it another way, through ths survival of the fittest# Ihe amll weak

ohurehet will die out because most of its nsBbers will prafer to attend

a larger church# These larger churches nay bo either of the suooesful

crossroads type, or of the village and town type. At any rate, rural

people are becoming dissatisfied with Uieir religious agencies# Soae

of them, it is true, will not have enough interest to travel the im

miles neeeaaazT' to attend these larger, better-quipped churches, bub

most of them will be attracted by the prc^rams of such churches#

This visvpolnt, « that the small rural church is doomed, - should

not be regarded as peseimistic# At least, it is not intended to be# If

any sadness is fslt it should be over the fact tiiat another Ameriean

landmark is fading out, along with the «ie~teachsr sohool, liie hmrse

and buggy, and the medicine ahow. Hot all the features of those rural

institutions were dbjoctionable: and the institutiona that are taking

their places will not rea»4y all the features that wore objeotlonable.

Similarly, the passing of the small otaaroh and the appearance of large

more widely separated ohurohes will not fill all the religious needs of

the people: in fact, a veary serious problem will arise# It is (nio that

has besn pointed out in a preceding chapter and already monticned in
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thli on«i th« niors progreeslra, or parhapa It should ba said, tha

mora anargatie typa of paopla will taka part In Inter-ooHBunity ohuroh

aotlTltias, but the lass anargetio onas will not. this loads up (ad*

alttadly in a rouad«abotilt way) to tha point that I wish to mka tha

k^mota of this raporti tha rural anTironaant aust ba so inprorad that

thasa so*oallad human parasitas will pass out with tha rest of tha out-

ofodatOf though somawhat pieturasquOf landaarks that uafortunataly

oharaoterlsa most of otir raral ooaimaiitias. This will ba a differant

task, but it is baing attasqptad by a auabar of goraraaant aganoias,

suoh as tha igrioultxxral Exparinant Stations, tha Bxtansion Sarrioa,

Toaational Agriaultiure, Boiaa Eeonomios work, 4-H 01\d>s, and through

tha Agricultural Adjustnant Administration, in addition to tha battar

typa of rural sohools and, in some oasas, tha rural ahorah Itsalf. fha

raoant (July, 108S) fadaral*State appropriation for a natwork of now

highways and roads will do a great daal towards getting tha rural pao*

pla to ahurah. Tha saws is true of tha rural alaotrifioation program,

tha health pronotion aampaign, tha moTMssnt to ooadawm suh*aargiaal

land for raforastation and park purposes, and tha moroMt against tha

singla«orop and tenant systams, fa those that are familiar with rural

oonditions it is not strange that sueh things bear so strongly <m the

extant of pxrtieipation in religious aatiritias.

For faar that this disoussion has not boon axaotly clear, tha

following wain points ara rapaatad:

1. Tha lack of interest in tha rural ohuroh is oausad by

inaffioiant ministers.

8. Airal paopla aan saoura mora affioiant ministers by

operating, as thay hawa dona In Mating thair aduoational aaads.

V-
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3* This doxisolidatlon, tAiich will oono about through the

gkwidual breakdown of the weaker ohurobee and consequent building up of

•"iteonger anas* will neoeesitate longer distances for the menbers to

travel* As mai^ will not be willing to make this effort, they will not

attend any ohurch* This group* and the large group that would not at^

tend even If they lived next door to a church, must be dealt with from

a different angle* Eenoe,

4* The rural standard of living anst be raised* Inolnded

with -tiiis* the ideals of the shiftless person must be raised to Ite ex*

tent that he will want to attend ohureh; the izusome of the poor In*

oreaeed until they will be financially able to attend; and good roads

mast be built so the pe^le ean travel a greater dlstanoe* A nusber of

other faotore mi^t be listed*

The requirements given in the fourth point leave the rural minister

in an uno<»nfartable position} hie suecesa depends upon the suoeees of

other rural institutions and agenoles* Some of the more wide-awake

ministers are realising this, and are taking it upon themselves to aid

in improving rural living oonditions as well as spiritual conditions*
(2)

This laotive underlies the larger Parish plan* I do not think this
(1) Itoney is of course not an essential to church attendanoe; but the
lack of suitable clothes, mtmey for the oolleotion plate, means of
transportation, and so forth, play a much more important part than most
church leaders may be willing to admit*
(2) Malcolm Dana desorlbes the Larger PM-ish plan: It means service
over areas as well as to ohurches. Nowhere is suoh work more needed than
in the older settled portions of the land where only a few miles badk
from ohurolms fifty and a hundred years old moral conditions oan be found
equalling the city slnma, spiritual illiteracy worse than the eduoatlonal
illiteracy of the South, and a need for medical missions almost as des
perate as that of India or Africa* And why? Because some ohurohes have
never felt any responsibility for areas almost at their doors. This.it .
not merely unchristian; It is poor method. Por ihese same ohurohes are
dwindling and tying where, had they been interested In the oountryside,
they would have saved their ovm lives while getting it* Dr. Malcolm
Dana, The Buiral Church at the Cross Roads, reprinted by the Congre-
gational Extension Boards, 1926*
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pl(u will be vexy tMeeeeful^ ezid it ie not neotMary ixe^ in areas

net eerred by tfai agieneies that are devoted solely to the task of im*

proving the rural enviroimwt* Such agencies, however, vill he main*

tained sad moouraged to improve -tiie rural environment, if for no

reason ether then that it will be neoeseary in order to insure the

eeonemie and politioal security of the Nation*

ttuy religious leaders would not be willing to admit that the

material desires of man must be satisfied before he will turn to bie

religiooa needs* Ifany would say that it ^ould bo just ihe reverse*

Zt is of course a popular pastime to "debunk" tradition, and to go to

extremes to bo diffsrsnt* Soms of -the eritlos, however, also have a

weakness for evading faots rather than faee the obanee of being branded

as fanatics* Nsithsr type of person aoeonplishes anything} the one

does nob attempt to, and the ether attends that which is isqpraotioahle*

Several statements have already been made in this chapter as to

what msy be done to arouse mere interest in the ohuroh* These, and a

few additional ones are:

X* Ministers should bring iheir sermons "d«ra to earth"* A few of

the elderly ohuroh members taay be willing to listen attentiveJy to ear-

of quoted scripture, but they are the ones that least need to at

tend ohuroh* It is the middle-aged and younger set that should be made

the object of the sermon. Those two groups think in terms of the pre

sent future, not the past* How they should live 0U(^t to bs ths

text} not how their ancestors lived. To deliver this ^?pe of message

the minister must be familiar with current affairs, and should bring

out points and base his analogies on things that are of immediate ooo-
eesn te his congregation.
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2« Seotarlanlnn should he discouraged* Host of the differenees

hetwesn dencmlnatlais are small, and often caused hy the desire of dis*

, gruntled denominational leaders to set up an organization of their osn*

A Ve^o preacher of Khoxville said that this is particularly true aasag

Vagro denomlnatioais.

3« Church leaders often overemphasize material progress, suoh as

the value of church property and the number of new msidbers added eaoh

year*

4« In reporting church or Sunday sohool msmhershlp it vould be de«*

sirable to report the average attraiaaee for each Sunday* The dlfferenoe

hetwem the total nuidber of asogaibers end the average attendanoe Is sur

prisingly great* One minister Interviewed boaeted thst his ohuroh had

inereased from 500 to more then 1000 during -tiie last three years* VQien

aslced how many attended last Sundsy he replied "About 300", then smiled

and said "cuid about the same number xtearly every Sunday"* Hs did not

hesitate to say this because he knew that other ministers were guilty

of the laias thing* A study of this praotioe was made by Roger Babson,

a suamsLry of which was glvm In the 1934 Minutes of the Tennessee

Baptist Conventiont

During the last four years Mr* Roger W. Babson, the widely
known statistioian and eoonomist, has been making a careful sta
tistical study of the Sunday by Sunday attendanoe of 1,000 dhurohes
representing different sections of the oountiy* Vifhlle this re—
search was confined to the ohurchee represented in the general
council to which his report waa made, it is probably true that the
general faots here discovered obtain in a greater or lesser degree
for all denominations and In all seotions* These erqrlqr pews are
at the bottom of our confused and sad socail condition today* Mr*
Babson*s report said: "Churches In unincorporated areas had an
average attendanoe of seventy—one per cent of their members* In
incorporated villages under 2,500 the average attendanoe of mem
bers declined to sixty-six per cent, in cities of 10,000 to 50,000
attendanoe receded to forty-six per cent, while in cities of 50,000
or more tls average attendanoe was thirty per oent* In a ooaparisan
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of regions the Icnest aTerage attendance was found in the uiImui
States from Heir York to tie District of Coluzabia. The arerage
attendance of a groi^ of selected churchds in places of all sises
in these States was thirty-six per oent. The high*et attendanoe
was in the rural Southeastern States^ vdi^e ths average was ser-
enty-eight per cent."

6k A standardizedj more efficient method of reporting should be .
i

adopted by all denominatlone* At present it is almost impossible to

make a thorough study of rural ohuroh conditions except by ocntaeting

eaeh ohuroh or by scouring a special oeneus tabulation, ^he lattsar

would be possible for only a few states.

6. If a number of ocDimunitiea erect one large cixiroh to serve

their needs, I would suggest tiwit they not include a balcony in their

pleuis. It is a t^qptaticn for young people to hold Sunday morning pow

wows in the balcony, where thsy cannot b# watched by the nature mm-

bors that sit downstairs. Note this condition in any large city church.

As a final word, the religious needs of the city people, espeoially

of a certain class, appear to be just as great as those of the open

country. Though there is a slightly higher peroentage of ths urban pop

ulation that are chiroh mesibers, the figdrea given by Babson reveal that

ohucches located in unincorporated areas had an average atteodsnoe of

71 per oent of its meaibers, vdiereas in cities of 60,000 or nore ths

average atten^uioe was only 30 per oent.

This undesirable feature of the city church is probably due to the

large number of yomg men and women who do not attends espeoially is

this true of evening services. This is not caused altogether by the

interference of competing social institutions, such as the picture show,

for in Tennessee they are not permitted to operate on Sunday. A prlnol-

pal cause for this is -tiie type of service that Is cCBaduoted* At in thi

^ . ' in—J-^i ^ —. - ^
•" j
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ease of the ruml churoh^ thotigh te a lesser extmxt^ It does not appeal

to the youth of today* The dsaoons and elders should aake up to this

llast and employ ministers who can attract the young people, sad ersa

the middle-aged* The rural ohuroh that does this will fixfed its laSBiber*

ship growing* t

As already pointed out, many of the poor and shiftless classes of

people will not travel the distanee re<|aired to attend these churches*

fhil problem oan only bo solved by raising the rural environminit to the

level that ftm suoh people will be left to burden society* That will

be a difficult taidc and will require years of study and work before it

can be aooomplished* But it ie a goal worth striving for, even if

never coi!q>letely attained*
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SOTOHKHM BAPTISTS TOTAL. aiURCH MEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
116.

OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,

''^ovuity 1926 T9r.o 1906 1890

Total frdhj. Total % tobaliTotal % toinll Total % total
number f'jlirthy number oountyinambor cooxty number county
members members members membsrs members momber3 members memhors

Anderson 6,580 85.4 4,958 72.4 * * 1,747 34.0
Bedford 1,474 16.1 1,471 15.5 1,008 12.1

Benton 1,5115 30.5 1,200 25.2 921 31.8
Bledsoe 125 8.0 276 12.2 327 34.2
BLount 5,561 45.4 3,294 38.8 1,527 32.5
Bradley 2,758 40.2 1,586 29.5 1,037 22.1
Campbell 6,277 65#7 4,632 61.4 1,871 51.1
Cannon 888 22.2 938 27.5 1,005 23.4
Carroll 3,727 30,8 2,998 29.4 2,165 24.5
Carter 2,884 51.7 2,212 42.2 1,487 42.5
Cheatham 25 .6 i-N. — —

Chester 464 14.7 648 16.3 290 12.3
Claiborne 6,418 81.2 4,924 78.0 2,520 59.6
Clay S3 3.1 130 6.6 157 16.1

Cocke 3»606 49.1 2,681 43.7 1,898 41.0

Coffee 490 9.0 619 10.3 208 3.5

Crockett 1,710 23.9 1,531 21.5 1,018 17.6
Cumberland 803 33.9 731 31.5 331 19.2

Davidson 11,669 13.8 6,859 10.2 2,956 7.8
Decatur 966 37.1 1,893 31.4 573 20.3

DeEalb 2,208 41.9- 2,061 35,3 1,198 28.6

Dickson 432 7.2 373 6.3 270 6.9

Dyer 2,071 20.3 2,361 22.4 1,306 20.0

Fayette 931 6.5 613 5.7 608 8.5

Fentress 259 14.0 738 43.1 368 39.3

Franklin 701 10.0 390 5.9 309 4.6

Gibson 7,218 32.4 5,439 29.3 2,933 22.4

Giles 1,500 13.5 1,697 13.4
\

606 4.8

Grainger 4,779 69.9 4,297 69.9 1,666 63.5

Greene 1,985 15.3 1,532 16.8 1,127 12.0

Grundy 114 6.0 58 2.5 —

Hamblen 3,060 45.9 2,488 41.4 400 11.0

Hamilton 11,899 18.5 5,963 16.1 1,692 11.3

Hancock 4,651 84.5 3,881 83.2 2,141 64.4

Hardeman 3,642 37.2 2,973 29.0 1,723 24.6

Hard in 636 15.2 604 10.6 546 14.4

Hawkins 5,409 52.5 4,121 47.9 2,378 28.9

Haywood 1,713 13.1 1,463 14,0 1,175 11.0

Henderson 3,001 43.3 2,632 40.0 1,481 32 .6

Henry 3,477 31.6 3,075 28.1 1,168 20.0

Hiokman 368 7.8 305 7.4 148 4.3

Houston 115 5.5 92 5.0 — —

Humphreys 196 5.0 203 4.7 127 4.5

Jackson 219 6.7 116 3.1 255 T»1

Jefferson 3,687 44.5 2,770 38.2 3,217 47.0

Johnson 3,191 66.4 2,597 56.2 1,300 54.9

Knox 22,778 35.5 15,332 37.7 5,558 27.0

Lake 664 26.7 473 20.1 99 9.6

* Negro and Southern Ccmblned*
continued



SOXJTHERH BAPTISTS : TOTAL CHURCH I-iEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1090-1926

(oontinued)

itr»

1916 1906 1890

County "Total % total total % total Total % total Total jfTotal
number oounty numbor 3ounty numbor oounty numbor oounty
morobors members ■hombors mombors mombors mombors mombors mombors

Laudordalo 1,956 17.8 2,005 16.0 « * 1,384 17.8
Lawronoo 2i698 27.0 1,085 IN. 9 119 3*2
Lewis U 1.2 35 8.7
Lincoln 1,647 16.1 2,074 20.1 908 10,7
Louden 2,884 46.0 2,087 39.5 \ 816 35.2
MoMinn 5,829 47.6 2,740 36.2- 1,830 39.8
MoNairy 1,575 22.5 1,122 20.3 i 469 12.8
Mac on 5,070 61*2 1,804 48.0 1

1 1,456 56.8
Madison 5,738 23.8 4|352 21.9

*
$ ■

{
1,559 11.6

Marion 1,027 28.0 459 12.5 \
f 188 4.7

Marshall 765 10,7 772 9.6 \
1

449 6.9
Maury 1,427 9.3 1,341 8.2 605 5.2
Meigs 1,304 49.8 555 29.2 1 579 25,6
Monroe 6,617 61.0 3,961 54.2 ! 1,908 36.0
Montgomory 2,596 15.3 1,809 l3.1 { 957 9.9
Mooro 96 5.4 25 1.3 163 6.3
Morgan 2,438 63.4 1,479 53.2 j i

»
1

620 38.8
Obion 2,895 22.3 2,652 El.l 1,180 15«3
Overton 1,170 26.5 829 80.5 ! 1 812 26.5
Porry 61 3.8 113 6.6 < 76 4.5
Piokott 30 2.9 538 45.5 't 290 25.0

Polk 3,233 75.3 3,004 83.2 f
} 1,230 81.8

Putnam 2,218 28.2 462 : 8.4 * 115 5.4
Rhoa i;58i 34;5 1,346 ^i;i i 1,475 46.4
Roano 5,297 48,9 4,278 49,1 1,652 39.3
Robertson 4,420 35.9 2,665 25.8 2,217 29.8
Rutherford 3,302 24.0 2,575 18.4 1,549 13.2
Scott 2,112 71.2 4,286 86.9 1,715 42.0

Soquatohio 307 25.9 193 24.5 181 14.8

Sovier 7,912 69.9 7,262 71.6 3,729 61.9
Sholby 14,413 10,7 4,566 6.1 1 1,980 7.6

Smith 3,782 50.7 3,032 28.6 2,103 28.2
Stewart 1,654 32.4 1,172 25.4 583 14.5

Sullivan 2,685 19.3 1,803 18.6 i,m 15.8
Sumnor 2,246 19.1 2,094 17.3 760 11.5

Tipton 2,051 18.2 1,924 14.1 826 11.0

Trousdalo 770 34.7 1,095 39.7 504 21.5

Uniooi 2,098 46,0 789 41.6 82 11.7
Union 2,378 72,6 2,465 72.3 2,062 64.1

V, Buron 117 13.7 70 15.3 150 7.6

Warren 874 13.7 775 12.6 434 8.8

Washington 3,766 25.0 2,846 25.4 1,709 23.3
Wayne 657 19.8 786 19.9 852 35.7
Woakley 5,469 38.2 4,260 32.1 1,878 18.9
Vlhito 597 13.3 613 12.9 478 11.3
Williamson 286 4.3 95 1.1 322 4»1

Wilson 4,185 36.8
»

3,634 31.3 3,136 31.8

State *71,921 -26.7 202,86' 24.1 106,632 19.7
total i

Souroo: U« B. Consus of Rqli^ous Bodios, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1890.*ir«^o ana soutnern cambineffu



118.

Mm. !:pi3. CHURCH SORTTH : TOTAL, CHURCH MFMBEES, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,

County 1926 I9.tb 1906 1890

Total f. bdai [Total 'bcbal Total % total
coiuity

Total % total
number fcbrlty number oountylnamber number county
members nsnbnrs members members members morabsra members members

"Anderson 424 5.5 677 9.9 4G6 7.9 623 12.1

Bedford 2,342 25.6 2,161 22.9 2,198 25.7 2,266 27.2
Benton 2,211 44.3 2,486 48.7 1,683 42.9 1,096 37.8
Bledsoe 173 11*1 525 23.3 299 18.1 125 13.1
BLount 989 8.0 694 8.2 591 10.0 485 10,3
Bradley 937 13.6 824 15.5 582 14.2 762 16.2
Campbell 397 4.1 452 6.0 280 4.7 230 6.3
Cannon 460 11.5 12.5 521 15.8 449 10*5
Carroll 2,745 22.6 2,448 24.0 2,365 21.7 1,562 17.7
Carter 229 4.2 251 4.8 195 5.9 150 4.3
Cheatham 1,677 42.5 1,424 33.9 947 28.4 865 33.6

Chester 979 31,1 1,248 31.5 723 33.0 1,085 46,2
Claiborne 569 7.3 387 6.1 482 7.4 662 15*7

Clay 282 16.9 308 15.7 70 6.0 300 30.8
Cocke 580 7.9 513 8.4 427 8.3 728 15.3

Coffee 1,912 35.5 2,364 39.5 1,648 32.0 1,409 23.6

Crockett 2,252 31.4 2,030 28.5 1,632 24.4 1,640 28.3

Cumberland 588 16.4 298 12.9 220 12.8 370 21.5

Davidson 18,402 22.0 13,546 20.3 :.0,540 22.5 8,145 21.4

Deoatur 1,019 39.6 948 27.3 607 23.0 1,216 43.1
DeKalb 739 14.0 1,132 19.4 534 12.3 623 15.9

Diokson 1,869 31.0 2,638 38.1 1,674 32.2 1,501 38.3

Dyer 3,205 31.4 3,494 33.2 2,787 31.9 1,409 21.6

Fayette 1,848 13.0 2,050 19.1 1,525 16,2 1,407 19.6

Fentress 291 15.7 78 4.6 136 10.9 100 10.7

Franklin 1,566 22.5 1,747 26.7 1,364 22.8 1,435 21.3

Gibson 4,944 22.2 4,222 22*8 3,871 24.5 3,514 26.8

Giles 4,303 38.7 4,214 33*4 4,418 32.8 4,970 39.5

Grainger 624 9.1 515 8*4 393 7.6 230 9.3

Greene 1,369 10.6 1,005 11.0 894 10.4 765 8.1

Grundy 801 42.8 757 32.7 1,104 48.0 612 33.2

Hamblen J,U7 17.2 1,211 20.2 788 15.4 955 26.3

Hamilton 7,916 12.3 5,169 13.2 3,902 14.3 8,008 13.4

Hancock 163 3.0 89 1,9 30 .8 300 9.0

Hard eman 1,115 11.4 1,180 11.5 1,141 12.2 1,349 19.3

Hardin 1,572 37.6 2,377 41.7 1,479 32.4 1,496 39.4

Hawkins 1,652 16.1 1,718 20.0 1,227 16.2 1,154 14.0

Haywood 2,026 15.6 1,915 18.3 2,003 17.7 1,824 17.1

Henderson li093 15.8 1,149 17.5 1,328 22.9 1,316 29.0

Henry 2,793 25.5 2,835 26.0 2,643 27.2 2,015 34.4

Hiokman 1,178 25.8 991 24.2 920 25.1 988 28.7

Houston 1,033 50.5 1,897 48.9 535 33.0 554 34.5

Humphreys 1,551 39.6 1,576 37.2 1,273 34.2 1,100 38.7

Jackson 1,191 37.0 930 25.1 1,052 29.0 610 16.9

Jefferson 926 11.2 651 9.0 642 9.6 413 17.1

Johnson 80 1.7 234 5.1 132 3.2 67 6.0

Knox 7,656 11.9 5,816 14*4 3,867 13.8 2,275 11.1

Lake 836 33.7 982 41.8 671 36.9 618 59,0



METH. EPIS, CHuRCH SCXJEi : TOTAL CHURCH MEIffiEBS, AND PER GENT THEY TUYERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-L926

(continuod)

119.

—' !l926 ' isrr- — 1906 189C

County Total % total Total % total Total % total Total ia total
number county numbor county numbor county numbor oounty
members members mombors members mombors mombors mombors mombors

Laudordale 2,606 23.8 2,845 22.8 2,365 25.7 2,957 38.0
Lawronoo 1,769 17.7 1,540 19.8 943 22.1 916 24.4
Lewis 302 26.0 372 29.3 274 29.7 65 23.0
Lincoln 2,432 23.8 2,483 24.1 1,874 20,9 2,370 28.0
Loudon 926 14.4 922 17.5 459 13.3 367 15.8
McMinn 1,640 18.4 1,056 14.0 843 14.8 877 19.1
MoNairy 1,623 26.6 954 17,3 1,467 27.9 917 26.1
Mao on 212 ' 4.6 358 9.5 301 7.1 200 7.8
Madison 6,085 25*3 4,553 22.9 3,604 23.7 2,611 19.4
Marion 680 18.5 776 21.2 972 25.2 1,294 33.2
Marshall 2,343 32.9 2,404 30.0 1,929 23.9 1,096 16.8
Maury 4,121 26.9 4,158 25.5 3,235 35 .2 3,181 21.9
Meigs 595 22.7 498 26.2 405 24.3 517 31.0
Monroe 1,362 14.8 1,307 17,9 1,145 20.3 934 16.6
Montgojnory 5,061 29.8 3,869 23.1 3,408 23.7 3,205 22.3
Moore 624 39.9 654 35.6 587 28.5 860 41.9
Morgan 50 1.3 75 2.7 63 3.1 50 3.1
Obion 4,081 32.4 3,795 30.2 3,728 32.6 2,602 33.7
Ovorton 1,507 34.2 1,198 39.7 969 32.1 781 25,5
Porry 498 31.7 694 40.6 678 47.2 662 39.4
Piokott 20 2.0 20 1.7 156 13.3
Polk 326 7.6 186 5.2 208 7.9 160 10.6
Putnam 1,416 18.1 1,023 18.6 1,059 27.7 628 29.6
Rhoa 966 21.1 827 19.1 934 18.4 683 21.5
Roano 695 6.4 570 6.5 018 9.4 356 8.4
Robertson 3,253 26.5 3,458 33.6 2,725 25.5 2,526 33.9
Rutherford 2,792 20.4 2,869 20.5 2,364 17.2 2,390 20.4
Scott 125 4.2
Scquatohio 395 33.3 286 36.4 365 47.8 378 30.8
Sovisr 416 5.7 516 3*1 442 5.5 350 5.8
Shelby 18,423 13.8 10,106 13.7 8,009 15.3 3,056 11.7
Smith 1,666 22.3 917 8.7 1,366 20,7 2,932 39.3
Stewart 1,765 34.6 1,984 43.1 2,616 50.6 1,656 41.1
Sullivan 4,031 29.0 2,955 30.6 2,376 31.7 1,816 24.4
Sumnor 3,027 25.8 2, 861 23.6 2,898 50.1 2,062 31.1
Tipton 2,575 22.9 3,092 22.7 2,579 25.1 1,704 22.6
Trousdalo 396 17.9 411 14*9 305 13.4 423 18*1
Unicoi 756 16.2 123 6.5 — 171 24.4
Union 258 7.9 46 1.3 160 4.5 271 8.4
V, Buron 65 7.6 126 24.0 114 20.2 710 36,0
Warron 1,220 19.2 979 16.0 1,374 24.1 1,246 25.1
Washington 2,641 16.2 1,881 15.5 1,579 17.6 1,211 16.5
Wayne 301 9.1 939 23.8 496 16.3 97 4.1

Wcakley 3,496 24.5 3,802 28.7 8,574 31.1 3,873 38.9
White 1,156 25.9 1,284 27.2 1,145 32.8 1,277 30,2

Williamson 2,723 41.8 3,471 43.2 2,757 37.4 3,348 42.9
Wilson 2,024 17.8 2,103 18.1 1,669 15.2 1,402 14.2

Stato

total
1189,830 18.6 167,270 19.9 140,308 20.0 121,398 22.4

Souroo; U. S. Census of Religious Bodies, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1890.



 

 

CFTT^fTT-^ OF ; TOTAL. CHURCH MEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEI4BERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,

uo.

County 1926 1916 1906 1P90
Total h total Total % total Total % total Total % total
number ecUrtty number county number county number county
members mnbi^ members memters members members members membors

Anderson MM. mmmrn 11 mm

Bedford 1,113 12.1 1,119 11.8 986 10.6
Bent on 332 6.6 247 4.8 115 2.9
Bledsoe 567 36.6 582 25.7 457 27.6
Blount

— M. «■«*

Bradley 260 S.7 00 1.6 30 .7
Campbell
Cannon 1,910 47,9 1,945 57.1 1,503 45.4
Carroll 874 8.0 804 7,8 569 5.2 1

Carter w — tttmm MM.
/j

Cheatham 788 19.9 1,012 24.1 857 25.7
Chester 615 19.5 257 6.4 315 14.3
Claiborne m m* «(•••

Clay 1,282 76,9 1,499 78.4 911 78,6
Cocke 78 1.0 68 1.1 MM J V- ^ -

Coffee 1,008 18,7 947 15,8 752 14.5 ." ^ . '' '•

Crockett 1,095 15.3 793 11.1 614 9.1 • ^

Cumberland 431 18.2 119 5.1 115 6.6
Davidson 8,918 10.6 5,330 7.9 3,928 7.3
Deoatur 104 4,0 175 5.0 179 6.7
DeKalb 352 6.6 573 9.8 335 7.7
Diokeon 1,392 23.2 1,261 18.2 671 12,9 1Dyer 496 4.8 617 5.8 446 5.1 ; . ' "

Fayette 35 •4 14 .2
1

Fentress 14 .7 45 2.6 17 1*3
Franklin 1,193 17.1 1,247 19.0 557 9.3 •

Gibson 1,096 4.9 944 5.0 461 2.8
Giles 1,654 14.9 1,391 11.0 1,049 7.6
Grainger MM

*

Greene MM

Grundy 474 25.5 402 17.3 205 8.9
Hamblen m «»«•

Hamilton 1,300 2.0 790 2.1 267 •9
Hanoook

- L - mm

Hardejnan 595 6.0 868 8.4 401 4.2
Hardin 457 10.9 146 2.6 30 .6
Hawkins 82 .7 — •• »

Haywood 328 2.5 285 2.7 181 1.6
Henderson 881 12.7 605 9.2 'Jlt'i'X 7.6 , -1

Henry 1,169 10.6 910 8.3 713 7.3
Hiokman 2,470 54.1 2,357 57.5 1,391 37.0 i
Houston 9 .4 60 3.2 130 8.0 .

Humphreys 702 17.9 700 16.5 525 14.1
Jaokson 1,597 49.5 2,248 60.5 1,974 54.5
Jefferson 1

Johnson 20 .4 190 4.1 190 4.6
Knox 130 .2 97 •3 mm '

9

Lake 206 8.2 166 7.0 61 3.3
• -

costttinued
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CBORCHES OP CHRIST TOTAL CHURCH MEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY \VERE
121.

OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926
(continued)

" 1S2S 1916 "" 1906 " ' 1890

County "Total ft total total % total Total % total Total % total
number county number 3ounty number county number county
members members nombers members mombors memtors mombors members

Laudordalo 593 3.5 324 2.5 82 .8
. »« •

r 1

Lawronoc 1,954 19.5 1,395 17.9 264 5.9 *"5,

Lowis 628 54.0 631 49.6 288 25.5
•• •

Lincoln 1,889 17.9 1,617 15.7 730 8.1
\

Loudon 56 .8 40 .7 —

McMinn ST9 3.0 749 9.8 635 9.2

MoNairy 684 11.2 726 13.1 378 7.7 ';

Mao on 639 13.9 689 18.3 629 14.8 I

Madison 357 1.4 239 1.2 47 .2

Marion 195 5.3 157 4.2 17 •4; \
•' 'i ■;

1 f

Marshall 1,834 25.7 2,283 28.4 1,632 20.2 ! 1 I ,
. r

Maury 3,439 22.4 2,999 18.4 1,740 11.9
Meigs 9 •3 18 •4 10 .6 ■ . ! !
Monroe » ... 360 4.7 5 .1 1

\

1 ■■ .
A'

Montgomory 656 8.8 800 5.8 519 3.4

Mooro 355 19.1 369 20.0 388 18.7 \
Morgan — — —

1,317
m —

Obion 2,002 15.9 1,666 13.2 11.5
-Vj -. '

tOverton 443 10.0 563 14.0 392 12.9 ;

Porry 502 31.9 50? 29.4 404 28.1 \ /
Piokott 53 5.2 107 9.0 — ■

Polk 77 1.7 mmi

728
— . <

>» •

Putnam 1,516 19.3 1,240 22.5 19.0 . •

Rhoa 139 3.0 89 2.0 205 4.0 i
1

Roano 203 1.8 24 .2 —
* •• '

Robertson 416 3.3 298 2*8 206 1.9 1

. <

Rutherford 2,273 16.5 2,157 15.4 1,965 14.3 \ i. ,
Scott 71 2.3 86 1.7 101 3.0 \
Soquatohio 98 8.2 145 18.4

A

87 11.3 1
(Sovier — 25 •2 .M. —

Shelby 1,144 .8 470 .6 80 .1
»

\

Smith 453 6.0 319 3.0 181 217 ' ■ ■■ 1
Stewart 527 10.3 303 6.5 274 5.2

1

V

Sullivan 20 .2 lols
t

J

Sumnor 2,081 17.7 1,614 13.3 1,053 t

Tipton 165 1.4 163 1.1 40 .3 , * I

Trousdalo 403 18.2 320 11.6 257 11.3

Uniooi 28 .6 — — —
•

■ •

Union » — —

21.8
f.

V, Buron 638 74.8 294 55.8 123

Warren 2,840 44.5 2,459 40.2 1,617 43.5
Washington 21 .1 — — —

■ ., "t

Wayne 584 17.6 295 7.4 179 5.8

Weakley 1,864 13.0 1,650 12.4 826 7.1
White 769 17.2 1,163 24.6 480 13.7 . >

■: i
■ tWilliamson 1,090 16.7 1,195 14.8 1,070 14.5

Wilson 2,130 18.7 1,989 17.1
1

1,245 11.3

State 1 *
41,411 5.9total 172,015 7.1 13,521 7.6

M- -"r

Souroo: U. S. Census of Roligious Bodies, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1690.



 

M^HQDIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH ; TOTAL. CHURCH MEMBERS, AUD PER CENT THEY "WERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TELINESSEE COUNTIES,

122.

County 1926 1916 ' ^906 le90

Total t cfeJL Total % tcbal Total % total Total % total
number edirthy number county number county number county
members nmbcts members membars members mombere members members

Anderson 52o 6,8 901 Xo .« 32^ "i /; A l,3ii 2o fij

Bedford 800 8.7 924 9.8 621 6.7 419 5.0

Benton 887 7*8 422 6.3 295 7.5 252 8.7

Bledsoe 241 15*6 339 15.0 264 16.0 251 26.2

BLount 2,541 19.1 1,547 18.3 1,098 18.6 643 13.7

Bradley 850 12.4 987 18.4 814 19.9 1,357 28.9

Campbell 1,498 15.7 1,466 19.5 913 15.3 684 18.7

Cannon 111 2*8 149 4.4 183 5.5 203 4.7

Carroll 518 4.3 — 619 5.7 498 5.6

Carter 679 12.2 621 11.9 683 13.7 399 11.4

Cheatham 257 6.1 82 2*5
Chester — mm 31 1.4 mm —

Claiborne 609 7.7 653 10 A 780 11.9 400 10.9

Clay 27 1.6 25 1.3 66 5i7 17 1.7
Cocke 1,513 17.9 1,093 17.8 1,024 20.9 704 14.8

Coffee 125 3.3 223 3.7 265 5.1 144 2.4

Crockett 572 5.2 366 5.0 837 12.5 758 13.1

Cumberland 116 4.9 220 9.5 257 15.5 200 11.6

Davidson 1,968 2.4 1,413 2.1 1,632 3.5 1,269 3.3

Deoatur 44 1.7 284 8.2 217 8.2 136 4.8

DeKalb 895 17.0 914 15.7 565 13.0 876 20,9

Diokson 360 6.0 579 8.4 236 4.5 256 6.5

Dyer 157 1.5 181 1.7 120 1.4 130 2.0

Fayette 68 .6 —
— 618 8.6

Fentress 364 19.7 268 15.7 349 28.0 160 17.1

Franklin 60 .9 80 1.2 29 •5 —
mm

Gibson 122 .5 84 .5 25 •2 ■— —

Giles mm — 70 •5 112 .9

Grainger 1,040 16.0 606 9.9 501 9,7 321 13.0

Greene 3,535 27.3 2,916 32.0 1,754 20.4 1,446 15.4

Grundy 213 11.4 217 9.4 283 12.3 155 10,1
Hamblen 868 13.0 819 13.6 712 13.9 958 26.4
Hamilton 4i776 7.4 3,891 10.2 2,811 7.4 2,300 19.4

Hancock 195 3.5 157 3*4 115 3.2 758 22.7

Hardeman mm mm 29 .3 —

Hard in 278 6.7 496 8.7 474 10.4 147 5.9

Hawkins 850 8.3 738 8.6 679 7.6 526 6.4

Haywood
Henderson 699

mm

10.1 442 6.7
25

334
.2

5.8
65

707
*6

15.6

Henry 232 2.1 230 2.1 595 6.1 136 2.3

Hiokman mm ~T mm mm —
50 1.5

Houston mm mm — 40 2.5 73 4.6

Humphreys mm —
mm

mm mm

Jackson
Jefferson

mm

1,575 19.0
mm

1,926 26.6 1,191 21,1 584 8.5

Johnson 773 16.1 804 17.4 696 16.9 406 17.1
Knox 7,657 11.9 4,539 11.3 3,270 11.7 2,987 14.5
Lake

— — — •••
m — mm ^ f

v. . "



 

�

 

ME^DIST EPISCOPAL CHJHOH j TOTAL CffiJRCH MEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
: OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926

(coiitinuod)

1926 "1916 1906 1890

County "i'otaJi % total rotal It total Total % total Total 1% total
number oounty number oounty number oounty numbor oounty
mombers members mombers mombors members mombrs members mombors

Laudordalo •• mt

Lawronoo 1,250 12*5 1,237 15.9 578 13.6 430 11.5
Lowis — •»«» — — 79 8.8 29 10.3
Lincoln 23 • 2 40 .4 94 1.0 225 2.7
Louden 594 9,3 930 17.6 455 13.2 403 17.4
MoMinn 2,492 20.4 1,398 18.5 1,043 18.2 820 18.8
MoNairy 300 4.9 304 5*5 237 4*8 175 4.8
Mao on 229 5.0 227 6.0 238 6.8 225 8,3
Madison

.

«a<M»

Marion 587 16.0 859 23.4 74S 19.3 1,210 31.0
Marshall 144 2.0 129 2.6 98 1.2 168 2.6
Maury 215 1.4 179 1.1 32 .2 183 1.6 ;
Meigs 985 14.7 589 31.0 353 21.2 709 31.3 '
Monroe 207 2.2 217 3.0 174 3.1 801 15.2
Montgomery — 36 -.3 — tm-tm

Mooro — -- — •wn* — --

Morgan 461 12.0 291 10,5 343 17.1 25 1.6 ,
Obion 16 .1 38 .3 66 .6 35 •5

Ovorton 395 9.0 683 14.5 235 7.7 338 11.0

Perry 120 7.6 20 1.2 21 1.5 43 2.6
Piokett 198 19.5 485 40.9 211 38.6 321 27.6

Polk 293 6.8 188 7.1 75 5.0
Putnam 630 8.0 903 16.4 607 15.9 526 24.8

Rhoa 700 15.3 858 19.9 707 13.9 678 18.2
Roano 1,354 12.5 1,036 11.9 933 15.0 598 14.2
Robertson 164 1.3 74 .7 180 1.7 159 2.1
Rutherford 632 4.6 1,317 9.4 1,089 7.9 670 5.7
Scott 167 5.6 109 2.2 173 5.3 238 5.7
Soquatohio 65 5.5 69 8.8 48 6.3 75 6.1
Sevier 2,010 17.8 1,634 16.1 1,236 15.4 1,587 26.4
Sholby 1,573 1.2 1,363 1.8 1,001 1.9 575 2.2
Smith 379 6.1 958 9.1 373 5.7 730 9.8
Stewart 17 .3 38 .8 42 •8 169 4.2
Sullivan 1,648 11.9 1,154 11.9 754 9.8 709 9.5
Sumnor 410 3.5 375 3.1 749 7.8 925 4.9

Tipton 274 2.4 388 2.8 335 3.3 450 6.0
Trousdalo 86 3.9 185 6.7 175 7.7 120 5.1
Uniooi 305 6.5 337 17.8 113 8.0 407 5.8
Union 409 12.5 436 12.8 567 16.1 350 10,9
V. Buron — -- — — 731 37,0

Warren 190 3.0 562 5.9 302 5.3 232 4.7

Washington 2,469 15.1 1,916 15.8 1,350 15.0 1,262 17.2
Wayne 1,034 31.2 1,214 30.7 865 28.1 605 25.4
Wosikley 266 1.9 130 1.0 368 3.2 439 4.4
White 295 6.6 363 7.7 470 13.5 284 6.7
Williamson 244 3.7 354 4.4 305 4.1 685 8.8
Wilson 251 2.2 605 5.2

1

525 4.8 490 5.0

State

total
150,851 6.0 56,484 1 6.7

i
6,180 6.6 42,873 1 7.9:



 

FR^S-YT''^Xf*' C^ITTTjCH IT. 5. ; TOTAl. CHURCH MEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY TORE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBFJIS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,

124.

bounty 1926
iitfyy-

193.6 1 me 1^90
Total *(0 tdb.1 Total < tctallTotal % total Total % total

county
members

number poUrl^y number county1 number county number
members bcBibwiS members memlars members members members

Anderson 20 .3 26 .4 29 .5 41 .8
Bedford 481 5.2 418 4.4 455 4.9 324 3.9
Benton 111 2.2 ... ...I mm

Bledsoe «... mm

Blount — — — 9 .2
Bradley 157 2.S 120 2.2 132 3.2 145 3.1
Campbell 104 1.1 77 1.0 117 2.0 mm —

Cannon 68 1.5 20 •6 30 .9 20 .5

Carroll 50 .4 48 .5 95 .9 66 ♦7
Carter 150 2.3 .. .. ..

Cheatham mt «••• — mm mm .. • mm

Chester 159 4.0 mm .. . . ..

Claiborne m0m 14 •2 mm

Clay » — mm mm

Cocke SOS 2.8 101 i'.s 80 l.G m ..

Coffee •- .. — 60 1^0
Crockett >- .. — 8 • 1
Cumberland — —

Davidson 5,081 6^1 4,133 BmZ 3,993 7.2 2,496 6.6

Deoatur «»«» •unm 17S 4.9 .. • • ..

DeKalb 40 V7 -. —

Dickson «.«• ... 20 ,4 ..

Dyer 200 2.0 156 1.5 90 1.0 50 .8

Fayette 341 2.4 381 3.6 mIfO 3.7 247 3.4
Fentress ..M. .. — — —

Franklin 77 1.1 100 1.5 70 1.2 60 .9

Gibson 438 2.0 455 2.5 665 4.2 513 3.9

Giles 717 6.5 885 7.0 565 5.1 551 4.4

Grainger 27 .4 20 .3 15 .3 21 .9

Greene 144 1.1 114 1.3 160 1.9 30 .3

Grundy ... — — —
—

—

Hamblen 577 8.7 466 7.8 398 7.8 300 8.1

Hamilton 2,438 3»8 1,669 1.9 1,076 1.7 700 4.7

Hancock — mmt — mm

Hardeman 36 .7 94 .9 134 1.4 175 2.6

Hard in 32 • 8 82 1.4 36 .8 22 .6

Hawkins 395 3.8 391 4.6 674 8.9 506 3.7

Haywood 356 2.7 269 2*6 325 2.9 406 3.8

Henderson 38 .5 122 1.9 80 1.4 23 •6

Henry — —
— — — —

Hiokman —
— mm mm

Houston — — — —
mm

— —

Humphreys 12 .3 21 .5 30 .8 45 1.6

Jackson .. — mm — •-

Jefferson 174 2.1 216 3.0 224 9.0 205 3.0

Johnson .. .. mm

Knox 2,569 4.0 1,806 4.5 1,332 4.8 771 3.7

Lake 70 2.3 85 3.8 46 2.5

'

41 3.9



 

PRE8BYTEHIAM CHURCH U.S. : TOTAL CHURCH liEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926

(continued)

125.

ld26 1918 1906 189:
County ""iotai % total Total % total Total % total Total % total

number county number county number county number county
membors membors members mombors mombors membors mombors mombors

Laudordalo 117 1.1 112 .9 98 1.1 62 .3
Lawronoo .in. mm 26 .6 7 *2
Lovris .n — — mm •>

Lincoln 583 8.7 723 7.0 187 2.1 283 3.0
Loudon 21 •3 49 .9 15 .4 29 1^3
McMinn 189 1#5 153 2.0 174 3.0 125 2.7
MoNairy 227 3.7 103 1.9 74 1.5 30 .5
Mao on nn .n.- •— mm —

mm

Madison 670 2.8 692 3.5 678 4.5 515 3.8
Marion __ m m -- mm

Marshall 364 5.1 451 5.6- 370 4.6 390 6.0

Maury 984 6.4 985 6.0 957 6.6 731 6.3

Meigs mm «■»<» mm —
— —

—

Monroo 496 5.4 310 4.2 265 4.7 172 3.3
Montgomory 375 2.2 502 3.6 404 2.8 394 4.1
Mooro — ~ — —

—

Morgan — mm — — . — mm

Obion 14 .1 38 .3 181 1.6 110 1.4

Overton mm mm — — mm mm —

Perry ' — mm — — —

Pickott — n. — — —
—

Polk 135 3.1 94 .3 — 7 •5
Putnam 62 .8 ii... m mm 71 1.9
Rhoa mm 9 •2 57 1.1 13 .4
Roano 54 •5 71 .8 80 1.2 mm —

Robertson »
—

—
— —

Rutherford 875 6.4 935 3.7 905 6.6 515 4.4

Scott .M.' 27 .5 mmm — mm
—

Soquatohio .n. — mm mm — — ■ mm — '

Sovier 49 •4 10 .1 25 .3 mm

Sholby 6,388 4.8 4,321 2.2 3,375 6.5 1,562 6.0
Smith .n. ' — —

mm — ■ mm
—

Stowart __ mm

Sullivan 2,025 14.6 1,178 12.2 1,121 14.9 1,498 20.2
Sumnor . 287 2,4 287 2.4 189 2.0 245 3.7

Tipton 500 4.4 510 3.7 502 4.9 544 7.2
Trousdalo mm ' — 28 1.2 22 .9
Uniooi mm — — — — — — '

Union mm
—

— — —

V,Huron mm -Hm
mm —

Warren 20 • 3 30 .5 50 .9 90 . 1.8
Washington 970 5.9 505 4.2 384 4.3 250 3.1
Wayne .n. «« mm — — --

Weakley — — mm — --
mm —

White mm — — -- —*
m m

—

Williamson 280 4.3 484 6.0 316 4.3 352 4,5
Wilson 339 3.0 270 2.3 225 2.0 390 4.0

State
total 1 31,777 3.1 25,606 5.0 21,390 3.1 15,954 3.0

Souroo; U. S. Census of RoLigious Bodies, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1890.
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CTMgSaLAHD PEBSBTTlBIil CHCaOHt TOTAL. CHURCH MEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,

126.

bounty 1926
i n,i\r

19il,6 ... .1906
Total tdbl Total % tctal Total % total Total % total
number edirlby number county number county number county
members members raemters members mombets members members 

Anderson 23 .8 81 .5 80 .5 70 1.4
Bedford 406 4,48 286 8.0 1,134 12.2 544 6.8
Btoton

B^edsoe
99 2.0 146 2.9 248

71
6.8

4.8

164 8.7

BLount 100 .8 187 1.6 216 8.7 250 6.8
Bradley 657 8.1 421 8.8 470 11.6 670 12.2
Campbell mm mm mm mm ■i 1 mm

Cannon 100 8.0 122 2.8
Carroll
Csirter

998 8.2 1,008 9.9 1,142
mm

10.6 1,204 18.6
mm

Cheatham •»«» «»«• mm mm mm 96 S.T
Chester 72 2.8 71 1.8 146 6.7 808 12.9
Claiborne mm mm mm

Clay mm mm mm mm mm •«.

Cocke 18 .4 66 1.4
Coffee 161 4.8 298 4.9 498 9.6 900 15.1
Crockett 412 5.8 290 4.1 894 5.9 229 8.9
Cumberland mm mm

Davidson 1,685 2.0 1,282 1.8 2,288 6.9 1,480 8.8
Deoatur 151 6.9 198 6.6 248 9.2 894 14.0
DeKalb 182 8.5 141 2.4 168 8.7 504 12.0
Dickson 214 8.6 290 4.2 808 5.9 242 6.2
Dyer 966 9.5 892 8.6 981 11.2 941 14.4
Fayette 167 1.2 141 1.8 171 1.8 172 2.4
Fentress mm mm 146 16.5
Franklin 485 7.0 878 5.7 1,086 2.8 1,088 16.7
Gibson 1,904 8.6 1,968 10.6 2,104 18.8 1,678 12.8
Giles 871 8.8 484 8.8 760 6.6 908 7.2
Grainger mm 160 2.4 — mm mm

Greene 1,154 8.9 1,016 11.1 1,611 17.6 1,806 18.9
Grundy 44 2.4 28 1.1 40 1.7 40 2.6
Hamblen 78 1.1 90 1.8 182 3.6
Hamilton 966 1.6 788 1.9 962 8.8 821 6.8
Hancock •• .. mm mm

Hardeman 256 8.6 868 8.8 872 4.0 242 3.6
Hardin 802 7.2 859 6.8 656 12.1 470 12.4
Havdcins 145 1.7 106 1.4 180 1.6
Haywood 89 .8 76 .7 61 .8 67 .8
Henderson 69 1.0 156 2.4 425 7.8 208 4.6
Henry 188 1.8 175 1.6 465 4.7 286 4.0
Hickman 89 1.8 79 1.9 150 4.1 144 4.2
Houston 470 28.0 872 20.8 473 29.2 462 28.8
Humphreys 281 6.9 475 11.2 467 12.6 898 18.8 >
Jackson 106 8.8 148 8.9 406 11.2 1,028 28.4
Jefferson 96 1.2 143 2.0 117 2.1 186 2.0
Johnson •• mm mm _«

Knox 651 1.0 774 1.9 1)68 4.2 710 8.8
Lake

~~
mm mm 10 .5 27 2.6

continued
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CUMBEaiAMD PRESBYTFJtlM CHOaQHt TOTAL CHURCH MEimEBS, AND PER CENT THEY T,VERE
OP ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENl^SSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926

(continuod)

127.

1926 , 19L6 1 "' ' 1 189C
County Total % total Total % total Total % total Total % total

number county number county number county number county
members members members members members mombars members members

Laudcrdale 200 1.8 187. 1.6 191 2.1 104 1.8
Lavnrenoo 290 2.9 479 6.2 514 7.4 318 8.6
Lowis 124 10.7 104 8.2 120 15.0 46 16.0

Lincoln 1,165 11.4 667 6.4 1,602 16.7 1,125 15.2
Loudon 595 6.2 246 4.7 652 15.5 160 6.9
McMinn 79 •6 84 1.1 212 5.7 180 4.9

MoNairy 575 6.1 595 7.1 595 12.2 646 17.7
Mac on 84 1.8 102 5.7 mm

Madison 655 2.5 577 2.9 602 4.0 647 4.8
Marion 587 10.6 524 14.5 668 17.5 278 7.1
Marshall 655 7.6 588 4.8 1,418 17.6 1,201 18.5
Maury 912 6.0 1,069 6.5 1,484 10.2 1,607 13.9
Meigs 56 1.4 50 1.6 SO 1.8 151 6.8
Monroe 87 •9 144 2.0 548 6.1 347 6.6

Montgomery 659 5.9 806 6.8 851 6.8 517 6.4

Moore 76 4.5 mm — 147 7.1 212 8.2
Morgan 26 .7 64 2.5 27 1.5 —

Obion 1,421 12.5 1,707 15.6 1,756 16.4 1,535 17.2
Overton 570 8.4 476 11.8 514 17.0 748 24.4
Perry — — — mm mm 55 5.5

Pickott — , mm 29 2.4 26 4.8 246 21.2

Polk — mm .. — 47 1.8 15 1.0

Putnam 547 4.4 269 6.4 825 21.5 656 26.8
Rhoa 100 2.2 70 1.6 265 6.2 20 .6

Roano 260 2.4 200 2.5 292 4.4 445 10.6
Robertson 440 5.6 167 1.6 669 6.5 566 4.9
Rutherford 550 5.9 685 4.2 1,058 7.7 1,467 12.6
Scott mwm mm mm •- —i .. MINI

Sequatchio 98 8.5 mm 15 2.0 594 52.2
Sevier mm mm an* — mm — mm

Shelby 1,127 .8 810 1.1 1,411 2.7 1,090 6.2
Smith 565 4.7 575 5.5 541 8.2 462 6.2

Stewart 65 1.5 168 5.7 Zt .7 152 5.8

Sullivan mm M «. mm 40 .5
Sumnor 405 5.4 466 5.8 796 8.8 750 11.0

Tipton 196 1.7 256 1.9 686 6.2 521 4.5

Trousdalo 96 4.5 120 4.4 102 4.6 55 2.8

Unicoi mm — mm — — — —

Union — •• mm — — — — --

V,Buron mm •• — — mm

Warren 517 6.0 455 7.4 711 12.4 684 11.8

Washington 59 .4 56 1.6 116 1.8 224 5.1

Wayne 60 1.6 47 1.2 257 7.8 440 18.4

Weakley 915 6.4 794 6.0 1,272 11.1 1,105 11.1
White 66 1.5 87 1.8 826 9.3 639 12.7
Williamson 424 6.5 414 6.2 566 7.6 679 8.7

Wilson 651 4.7
I

477 4.1 1,252 11.4 1,228 12.4

State

total 27,791 2.7 27,631 3.3 42,464 6.1 39,477 7.3

Souroo; U. S. Consus of Religious Bodies, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1890.



 

r^isciptjss of ciaisf TOTAL. CHURCH MEMBERS, /JID PER CENT THEY WERE 1S8«
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TEMESSEE COUNTIES,

(ioonty 1926 1 I9;.b 1906 1890

Total ^ tdtal Total % total Total % total Total % total
number foUilby number county number county number county
members mnbars members membsrs membors mombers members membors

Anderson mm mm mm mm mm 26 .6
Bedford 578 4.1 882 4.0 mm .. 941 11.8
Benton •M. mm mm mm 100 8.5
Bledsoe mm mmr mm mm 26 2.6
Blount -84 325 8.8 186 2.2 60 1.1
Bradley lU 1.8 160 2.7 68 1.6 856 7.2
Campbell 166 1.6 229 8.0 182 2.2 mm ••

Cannon <mm mm 1,456 88.9
Carroll 64 •8 85 .8 220 2.0 660 7.6
Carter l«8t6 88,7 1,880 86.9 1,824 26.6 729 20.8
Cheatham •• •• mm mm 660 21,7
Chester 60 1.8 mm mm 200 8.6
Claiborne mm mm 87 .5 mm

Clay tl 1.2 mm mm 800 51.8
Cocke 570 6.0 266 4.8 548 6.7 100 2.1
Coffee 190 3.6 178 2.9 *• mm 600 10.0
Crockett S96 4.1 889 6.4 608 7.6 953 16.1
Cumberland 128 6.2 163 7.0 128 7.1 100 6.8
Davidson 2,800 3.5 2,070 8.1 1,608 2.8 8,616 9.6
Deoatur an* tmm mm 60 1.8
DeKalb mm mm — mm mm 290 6.9
Dickson — -25 •8 mm mm 760 19.1
Dyer 200 1.9 582 8.1 109 1.2 600 9.2
Fayette 20 •1 189 1.2 60 .6 80 .4
Fentress - 78 4.2 mm mm 26 2.7
Franklin mm 50 .7 100 1.6 680 9.4
Gibson 880 1.4 278 1.5 281 1.4 508 8.8
Giles mm 78 •6 126 .9 1,600 11.9
Grainger mm 60 .8 •• .M.

Greene 166 1.1 196 2,1 89 1.0 60 .6
Grundy •«. mm mm mm 826 21.2
Hamblen 68 •9 mm a»«i 14 •2 60 1.4
Hamilton 1,406 2.1 996 2.7 881 8.1 891 2.6
Hancock mm — mm — «N. ..

Hardeman mm •— — mm 87 •8 426 6.1
Hardin 254 6.0 667 11.7 284 6.1 __

Hawkins 160 1.5 275 5.2 206 2.7 60 .7
Haywood 70 .5 -• «»«» •• mm 200 1.9
Henderson mm mm 75 1.1 — mm 260 6.7
Henry 886 8.8 290 2.6 190 1.9 786 12.6
Hickman •• mm 60 1.6 1,600 48.8
Houston — mm mm mm mm 100 6.2
Humphreys <M •• mm mm 14 .8 266 9.8
Jackson mm 80 2.1 ■M. mm 1,600 41.6
Jefferson 14 .1 60 .8 mm mm .. mm

Johnson 671 18.9 748 16.0 760 18.1 420 17.7
Knox 1,826 2.8 1,074 2.6 784 2.6 280 1.1
Lake mm mm «§■» mm mm tmm mm



 

DISCIPLBS OP CBRI8X : TOTAL CHURCH 15EMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY ̂ YERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926

(oontinuod)

1£9.

1916 1906 1890

County ■I'otal % total Cotal i total Total fo total Total io total
number county lumber sounty number county number oounty
mombors members nembors mombors mombors mombors members mombors

Laudordalo 110 1.0 65 .5 35 .3 150 1.9
Law one 0 S15 5.1 175 2.2 20 .4 600 13.3
Lewis ... — mm 122 43.3
Lincoln leo 1.4 — .... mm -• 800 9.4
Louden «..* mm ... — mm •**

McMinn 105 .8 318 4.2 mm trnm 290 6.3

MoNairy 190 3.1 196 3.5 •; 273 5.5 300 8.2
Mac on «■>«» ... __ mm ... mm 245 9.6
Madison 560 1.4 250 1.2 151 .9 46 •3

Marion •M. — — — -48 •2 — —

Marshall iM. mm 100 1.2 1,500 23.1
Maury T6 •4 — mm 102 •7 1,655 14.3
Meigs — —

50 2.6 — — 25 1.1

Monroe •>- ~ — — --

Montgomery ' 467 2,7 325 2.3 297 1.9 633 6.6

Moore 93 5.3 —
m m

— — TOO 27.2

Morgan mm 25 .8 mm
— ~

Ob ion 351 2.7 539 4.2 mm ... 865 11.2

Overton 268 8.0 175 4.3 — 4iM* 211 6.9
Perry 199 12.6 145 8.3 — 650 32.7
Pickett 341 33.5 — — — — ■

150 12.9

Polk — —
mm mm mm

—

Ritnam ** .. 47 .8 —
mm 279 13.2

Rhoa mm mm 51 .7 mmm mm mm

Roano 964 8,9 700 8.0 601 9.1 300 7.1

Robertson 172 1.3 139 1.3 154 1.4 285 3.8

Rutherford 154 1.1 255 1.8 mm mm 1,500 12.8

Scott 13 ,4 mm M. mm

100
--

Soquatohio mm mm m9» •••• mm 8.2

Sevier 19 .1 16 .1 mm mm —
mm

Sholby 3,560 2.6 2,117 2.8 1,556 2.9 550

Smith m » mm 27 •4 400 5*4

Stewart 165 5*2 279 6.0 85 1.6 425 10.5

Sullivan 1,380 9.9 1,251 12.9 794 10.5 426 5.7

Sumnor
Tipton ,
Trousdalo'

163 1.4
mm

54 •3 25 Ta
497
110
253

7.5
1.5

10.8

Unicoi 392 8.4 267 14.0 808 12.8 40 5.7

Union
V,Huron

—
35 1.0

mm I mm 235 11.8

Warren 381 6.6 1,115 22.5

Washington
Wayne

2,834
147

17.3
4.4

1,870
274

15.3
6.9

1,506
30

16.7
.9

668
263

9,1
11.0

Woakley 72 •5 50 .3 35 •3 373 3.7

White 350 7.5 — mm — — 700 16.6

Williamson 40 .6 357 4.4 mm 1,065 13 .6

Wilson 83 .7
\

305 2.7 905 9.2

State
total

|24,972 2*5 21,872
1
I 2.6 14,904 2.1 41,125 7.6

Souroo: U. S, Census of Religious Bodies, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1890*
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TOTAL. CHURCH MEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
CH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,

County 1926 19i6 1906 1390
Total % total Total % total Total l?5 total Total % total
number eoUrtfcy number county number oounty number county
members nmbcTS members members members members members membors

Anderson mm mm — 4 "••^1 0imm mm — 19 -.4
Bedford 10 i2 19 «2 mm ■0mm 10 a
Bent on * m m ...M.

"
m00 mm mm <-•

BLedsoe mm mm mm

BLount 26 • 2 73 mm m•• f mm mm

Bradley 28 *4 38 •7 mm m m 10 •2
Campbell 308 Ul 800 2.7 188 3.1 130 3.U
Cannon •M. •• m m^ mm

Carroll 7 a ..M. m i M. mm

Carter •• — 8 rrX mi ! mm mm.

Cheatham ** m mm mm

Chester mm mm mm mm^- .■ — mm

Claiborne — mm mm m mc — mm

Clay
Cocke 71 ""13 72 •=1 mmf

mm

Coffee SO *6 46 . *8 12 .2
Crockett «». mm '** «*»w mmmm

Cumberland — 3 •1 mm

Davidson 7,010 8*4 6,960 8.9 6,868 ^ 10.6 6,166 16,2
Deoatur •M. - 10 •4
DeKalb mm mm - <»«• 00m

Diokson mm mm mm mm 00m,

Dyer 47 mm mm mm m

V
mm mm

Fayette •• ^ mm mm • . 00\ mm

Pentress mm, j 1 -vl m mm •N»

Franklin 003 2.9 840 3.7 mm mm so .7
Gibson 40 •2 200 la 406 2»7 75 •6
Giles SO «3 38 .3 60 •4
Grainger , — m m «»«»

Greene 16 ! a 9 a 0tm 11 .1
Grundy mm rnim 33 1.4 0, 76 4.9
Hamblen 10 •2 m. ■mm

Hamilton 1,932 3»0 — m m 1,700 2.8 1,700 11.4
Hancock m m tmmm mm »

M 00
■-

Hardeman 7 a mm mm ** **30 •3
Hard in ' mm. mm 00m

Hawkins 47 •6 10 •1 ■ •>* mm •NF

Haywood 49 mm mm 10 .1
Henderson 10 a mm 00m mm 10 •2
Henry 100 •0 mm •• - <• 10 it
Hiokman mm mm «p>«i

Houston m' m w»mm mm - 10 •8
Humphreys 083 6,8 308 7.7 426 iia 800 10.6
Jackson mm •w m-'- mm 00m —

Jefferson mm «HP mm mm

Johnson mm mm •mm mm «aH* mtm mm

Knox 1,881 0.9 m 1.8 170 #6 1,000 5.0
Lake — mm mm mm
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,ROM&K CATHOLIC . tqTAL CHURCH tffiMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926

(continued)

131.

I9id 1906 189C

County Total % total Total % total Total % total Total % total
number county number county number county number county
members members members members members mombars members members

Laudordalo — «Ma» --

Lawronoo 932 9.3 1,074 1 13.8 1,105 25.9 637 17.0
Lowis 15 1.3 25 1.9 mm

Lincoln 25 *2 mm — m — 'i^m

London —
— mm mm — mm

McMinn 29 1.3 ; 37 .5 mm — — mm

MoNairy —
—

— ~ 37 1.0

Mao on — wmm mm mm — mm

Madison 366 1.5 545 2.7 350 5.6 300 2.2
Marion 101 2.8 68 1.9 mm 100 2.6
Marshall — — am mmt — 1 — , — mm mm

Maury 108 .7 57 •4 mm — 20 .2

Meigs — 
— -- , -- mm •M*

—
w

Monroo — «•
.

Montgomery 216 1.3 236 ' 1.7 ' 595 4.1 250 2.6

Mo ore 7 .4 » --

Morgan 113 2.9 151 6.4 «« — 25 1.6

Obion 28 •2 mm 40 .5

Overton i..
f

mm
—

mm

Perry ' — ; — — —
mm m m

Pickett — — — — m.. /

Polk 40 •9 65 1.8 — — ~

Putnam 14 •2 8 .1 mm mm — —

Rhoa 20 •4 35 • 8 mm 100 3.1

Roano 75 .7 64 .7 mm. mm mm

Robertson 164 1.3 60 .6 mm 60 .8

Rutherford 36 • 3 39 .3 — 15 .1

Scott 18 .4 10 .2 — 100 2.5

Soquatohio — — — —
—

mm
—

Sovier — — — -- —
mm

- -

Sholby 10,200 7.6 10,160 13.8 6,270 19.1 6^400 24.5

Smith — — mm mm

Stewart — — — —
mm

— 25 •6

Sullivan 125 .9 23 •2 mm —

Sumnor 64 •5 26 -» 2 mm mm 70 1.1

Tipton —
— — — —

10 .1

Trousdalo — — —
•^m mm

Unicoi 10 .2 — —- ——
— mm

—

Union •• — •• — —
mm

—
mm

V, Buron 9 1.1 •- —
mm

—
mm

Warren — , ~ — — mm
— —

Washington 225 1.4 516 2.6 64 .7 16 •2

Wayne — — —
mm

— —
mm

Weakley — —
mm

—
mm

—

White 33 .7 — — —
mm

Williamson 65 1.0 52 .6 595 8.1 30 •4

Wilson 17 .1 —
mm mm mm

State

total 124,876 2.4 23,015 2.7 17,252 2.6 17,950 3.3

Source: U» S. Census of Roligious Bodies, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1890.



 

TI CH. p- ■!■ ! ■■ TT gjA.TOTAl. CHURCH MESiBERS, JiJID PER CENT THEY TWERE
OF ALL CHUR(2I MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,

132/

O0unty 1926 181a Zg 16 90
Total ^ t otal Total % tobal Total % total Total % total

county/ number ooUtifcy number county number county number
members inanbors members members members members members members

Anderson <»• mm mm

Redford 92 1.0 216 2.3 mm ... mm

Benton 146 2.9 80 1,6 mm mm'

BLedsoe mm 1 mm mm mm mm

Blount 1,285 10,5 1,221 14,4 797 13*5 733 15.6
Bradley — — mm — »

Campbell — — mm 1 — mm

Cannon 61 1.3 80 2.4 mm mm mm

Carrol1 256 2.1 264 2,8 mm .mm mm

Carter 66 1.2 43 .8 45 .9 40 1.1
Cheatham «Wa -48 1.1 mm- •• mm

Chester mm .... mm mm mtm

Claiborne <mm mm .M. mm __ mm

Clay mm mm M. mm

Cocke 18 .2 3 ,1 9 .2
Coffee 94 1.0 147 2.3 mm ». ••

Crockett » mm ' M. ..

Cumberland 133 5,6 72 :..3il 95 5.5 14 .8
Davidson 1,148 1,4 1,064 1,6 mm

Deoatur mrnrnm mm mm mm

DeKalb •Ml* mm mm '
f

mm » , mm mm

Dickson 194 3.2 120 1.7 mm ■ mm

Dyer 75 ,7 80 •8 ' .M.' mm m9m

Fayette mmm mm mm mm

Fentress SO 1.6 13 ,8 19 1.5 15 1.6
Franklin 209 3.0 285 4.4 mm

Gibson 373 1,7 193 1,0 «Mif mm

Giles mm «•«» ■ m-tk mm mm

Grainger 20 .3 30 ,8 50 •6 mm

Greene 798 6.2 511 5.6 415 4.8 316 3.4
Grundy ... 1— — mm mm . m

Hamblen 164 2.3 173 2.9 156 5.0 51 1.4
Hamilton 1,901 3.0 1,309 1.5 755 1.2 457 3.1
Hanoook 68 1.2 48 1.0 93 2.6 —

Hardeman -m MM. mm m^m

Hardin 75 1.8 87 1.5 •• m m mm

Hawrtcins 66 .6 58 ,7 62 1.1 88 1.1
Haywood 90 .7 165 1.6 102 .9 —

Henderson «iH» — . — —

Henry 168 2.4 180 1.6 ... — —

Hiokman
Houston SO 1.5 , •• —

Humphreys 135 3.4 89 2.1 mm —

Jaokson 109 3.4 61 1.6 '
.. mm mm

Jefferson 536 6,5 614 8.5 471 3.3 523 7.8
Johnson „ _ 22 .5 ««»

Knox 3»58a 5,6 3,134 7.8 2,226 7.9 1,109 5.4
Lake

— —
mm mm mm

oontimed

Hi ' - •

.JidL.



 

 

PEESBy^i^iiiUlAK OH, IH THE TT.ShAgOTAL CHURCH liEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY ̂ VERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926

{continued)

139.

1526 Idle 1906 1890
County Total % total Total % total Total % total Total % total

number county number county number county number county
members membet^ mombors members mombors mombors mombors mombors

Laudordalo ... -- —

Lawrenoo 32 .3 40 •5 mm mm

Lowis •MM ■mm mm

Lincoln 232 2.3 165 1.6 mm •• mm

Louden 863 4.1 251 4.8 125 3.6 20 .9
McMinn 12 .1 8 .1 m)m —

MoNairy 160 2.6 98 1.8 1

-t mm —

Mac on mm «»•• mm w^m mm

Madison mm 82 •4 —m — —

Marion mm mm 45 1.2
Marshall 888 4.0 267 3.3 mm —

Maury 412 ii7 488 5.0 147 1.0 251 2.2
Moigs — .... — — -•

Monroe 108 1.2 87 1.2 9 .2 46 .9
Montgomory . •- — .80 •6 mm — —

Mooro ... 'mm

Morgan > 70 1«8 — — i9 2.4 38 8.4
Ob ion 50 .4 59 .5 —

Overton 123 2.8 70 1.7 mm

Porry — «- — ■ ... mm mm

Piokott 36 3k5 — mm mm <—• mm.

Polk 20 • 5 45 1.2 mm mm — mm

Putnam 288 3.7 235 4.3 mm mm mm

Rhoa 119 2*6 153 8.5 \ 52 1.0 104 3*3
Roano 423 3.9 508 3.5 273 4.1 103 2.5
Robertson 286 2.3 205 2.0 — M — —

Rutherford 175 1.3 285 2.0 •« m-m —

Scott 85 2.9 85 1.7 65 2.0 78 1.9
Soquatohio mm — — — •MM. —

Sevier 49 .4 126 1.2 mm — —

Sholby 989 .4 531 .7 mm —— —

Smith 13 .2 89 •8 .H. mm — —

Stewart mm mtrn mm mm mm —— —

Sullivan 109 .8 99 1.0 125 1.7 96 1*3
Sumnor 130 1.1 414 9.4 ■mm — —

Tipton 125 1.1 204 1.5 42 .4 1 wm

Trousdalo mm
—

m^

Unicoi 444 9.5 316 16.7 92 5.7 — —

Union ■M. (M ... W

V,Buron mm ... m m •• — —

Warren 203 3.2 283 4.6 mm •MM

Washington 875 5*4 751 6.2 490 5.5 272 3.7
Wayne 64 1.9 73 1.8 — —

mm

Waakley 266 1.9 370 2.8 ... •- — mm

White 368 8.3 250 5.3 mm —

Williamson 80 1.2 79 1.0 mm —

Wilson 427 3.8 477 4.1 —

State
4,399total 18,960 1.9 17,58^ 2.1 6,786 1.0 e.8

Souroo; U. S, Census of Religious Bodies, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1890.
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TOTAL. CHURCH IfflMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
1M«

ICH MElfflERS IN TENNESSEE CCUNTIES,

County 1926

- , 1 oriiJ-i yf/^n

1916 1906 U90
Total ^ tdlal Total % tobal Total % tobal Total % total
number eoUtlfcy number county number county number county
members mcjnb^ members memters members members members members

Anderson mm ....
-w mm mm

Bedford a •1 11 a 21 .2 20
Benton «»«• mm .. mm

m-m

Bledsoe M «•«» mmm mm mmm mm mmm

Blount 39 mm mm mmm

Bradley 75 lil 81 1,6 61 1.5 104 2,2
Campbell m-m 19 •3
Cannon mm .. mm mm mm

Carroll mm . m mm mm mtm

Carter mm 5 .1 mm mm mm ^mm

Cheatham mm ^m

Chester ... mm mm .04 mm

Claiborne m^ mm mm mm mm

Clay ... «• — mm mm mm mm mm

Cooke mm mm mm mm mm mm mm

Coffee 61 1.1 60 1.0 66 l.S 66 1.1
Crockett mm ..

Cumberland mm mm .. mm mm mm-

Davidson 3,039 3»6 1,804 2»7 1,574 3.4 953 2*5
Deoatur 1 mm .. mm mm

DeKalb .. mm ..

Diokson 38 .5 S3 .6 41 .8 76 1.9
Dyer 33 •s 32 .9 23 .3 12 .2
Fayette 54 .4 42 .4 60 .6 61 •8
Fentress .. .. .. .. mmm

Franklin 510 7.3 932 5,1 512 8.6 380 5.6 .
Gibson 11 .04 6 .03 21 .1 11 ,1
Giles 38 •3 80 .2 40 .3 40 *3
Grainger 10 .1 .. ... ... mmm mm

Greene 16 a 34 •4 30 .3 20 ,2
Grundy 94 .5 155 6,7 95 4.1 29 1.9
Hamblen 2 .03 26 .4 8 .2 9 .2
Hamilton 2,169 9.4 1,340 •4 757 *3 900 6,0
Hancock ... .. mm ... .. ...

Hardeman 67 ' .6 60 •6 70 .7 40 •6
Hard in •M. mm mm m*' ..

Hawkins .. .... •- mm mm ..

Haywood 91 •2 48 i u .1 12 a
Henderson .. 1 .01 3 .1
Henry 16 ! a 16 a 27 •3 mm mm

Hiokman mm mm . .. 9 .1 mmm mm

Houston mm mmm .. mm^ mm

Humphreys mm . mmm .. mm ' .. mmm

Jackson m-trn mm . mm «. mm mm mMm

Jefferson mm mm mm .. mm mm mmm

Johnson m ■' mm .. mm mmm mm

Knox 1,772 2«8 1,042

TT

2*6 629 2.2 490 2,4
Lake

—
mm- .

'

.. mm'

iVv
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PRqLEStAK^ EPISCOP>\L CmmCH. , total church MJffiERS, AMD PER CENT THEY WERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926

(continued)

1S5.

1926 1916 1906 189C

County ""iotai % total rotal % total Total % total Total % total
number county number county number county number county
members members members members members members members members

Laudordalo 15 .1 3 .1 11 ,1 10 .1
Lav»ronoo mm mm 2 .04 10 .3
Lewis ,^4 •••• mm .. —

Lincoln 38 *4 89 •3 25 .3 25 .3
Louden •— mm

McMinn 36 • 3 58 .8 7 .1 12 .8
MoNairy mm mm mm mm. •»«»

Mac on 4mm —

Madison 279 1*2 208 1.0 232 1*5 215 1.6
Marion 106 2.9 101 2.8 82 2.1
Marshall — «••• 3 . ,04
Maury 369 2*4 273 1.7 :3ll 2.1 329 2.8
Meigs .. .IN. —

Monroe mam •• 6 .1 «MW mm ..

Montgomery 359 2a 208 1.5 284 2.0 300 3.1
Moore -w «»«• ..

Morgan S3 •9 31 1,1 32 •6 35 2.2
Obion 17 il 4 •1 15 .1 — mm

Overton — •• a»m — aa mm

Perry mam — a-m — mm — — —

Pickett amma mm mm — — —

Polk 15 •3 11 .3 mm — mm ..

Putnam 17 •2 — mm —

Rhoa mam mam mm mm — —

Roano 45 •4 37 .4 10 •2 ' •- —

Robertson — m m 86 •3 6 .1 8 •1
Rutherford 46 •3 14 .1 88 •2 6 .1
Scott •w 3 .1 8 .2 — —

Sequatohio — 7 •9 .M. mm —

Sovior 49 .4 mm -- — — mm —

Shelby i,889 3.7 5,271 4*4 2,388- 4.6 1,277 4.9
Smith — — —

Stewart 8 .2 ...

Sullivan 75 •5 50 .5 3 .1 — mm

Sumnor mm 7 .1 80 .3 30 .5

Tipton 169 1.6 148 1.1 175 1.7 122 1.6
Trousdalo m 1* mm <■••• 4 .2 —

Unicoi 30 •6 7 •4 — mm

Union aaam .. mm —

V.Buron m^mm mm. mm >— ' m- mam

Warren mam .mm — mm 10 •2
Washington 350 2,1 158 1*3 90 1.0 15 •2
Wayne — mm

— ~ —
mm mm

Woakley •Mi 67 •5 10 .1 mm mm

White mm mm

Williamson 213 3.3 mm mm 86 1.2 37 •5
Wilson 18 .2 mm mm — 2 .02

State
total |15,173 1*5 9,910 1.2 7,874 1.1 5,671 1.0

Souroo; U. S. Census of Religious Bodies, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1890.



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  

Jf'' . p '

. ;. 'VV

. f ■*>,.. ■■•.. :•

S-:-^ "v-
■-vN .

v;;i-

ffe?',
: ; ^ isU ■ ■ ::- '■ S

■ • "V ■. .*•

■■ •'" ■
■ i

•v.- .>3

, "■ '-■' -*• 'i'"- ' "' ' ■

■ : • .

. /•■'v

', . ' ■"• "jr. • .rf? . ,;■:; *v ,rv4 ' :.%• -■ •-••

f ''f \m&'

mSBO CHtTBeBES
• - ft' .-rW ■ , . ■ ■

; - ' * ' - ■ '•*

■ ' f- . ■•;
, ■»■ «<- •:

. ,'-b "

v«'

? J

, ' ■• • n- :,.f ■ *■ ■■'" . '^ - • •,'■ ; ." ■£ '•' ■ • ' -'-V'. 'i
,» A •r,p.
,x->- ""

■ - - • - • - •V siT-v ■■' V. ■

s*^v ■.j".■■''•'■ X ■ -. ■■ ' It. ■"■ ■ ■ ■■' '•■■■ - ■ .* , . . -■• ■ ■■; ■ ". - ' ■ • ' ■■' ■• '. . ' t. » ■•; **'•:'■ ;'U ■•"*

w 1 •' • • . .\ . .. ." .-r/v • .• •• •, •' ■fV ' ' - ^ V • V 7--.V

« ^ ^ ̂  -J' -k-A ^ .. -V

■ , i' ' ' •

#5,

■■ ' j'
y ,• ...-y. ••.,' * Ot « f

. V' ' ^r-" > , *'

T

.y 1 - *,•*">•

- ' .f- ^ -I .vA- ' .;a2/•" -t'

-•' .,=:y.St

' ' ' • nyii-
H i

A

■

- i C' f - ' *: V .'• * ' v ■ V. ^ '■•»

T. - • - ^ ^

■/■ . : ■■ ■ ;■■ ^ ^

A'-:
ti.. ' '

,«fi. """^^
■»J r \x- ■

' , . - - T>, . . . , • ■^7,': fr J. •• '•■ ' ••*'' • • Tii.f-jJSqiB:- * . y •'■^'- i - , ♦• . ■ -- . - t-

, V •;' ..V ; ' •• .:•• V" ^ ,., •• •
- '" ■ • ' ■ -vv •*7 ^ '- ;t'V- "".- ,y ■' ^•- --i- ,

"■tf • ^. '..
t* ) "■'• ,- •■

•It, ^ .._

V-i

-■ • : '^v:, ' "'^r^ '■ ■ ' , ■ ■■ •■.■ . r-i
' t ,-:»■ rj.'- ■■ ■'..> '>^.. ■ : '■- 'I

-■-•i

'i *!

• vU -

" • d

■ ;, ■■ v'' ' 'j
:v si^ jfejiL* »ar#»;. .•• >y. . A-- t



 

� 

 

 

lisgao, TOTAL CHURCH MEMBERS, AHD PER CENT THEY WERE
137^

County

"^RCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,
QP.fi

Total
1926

number
Qiembers

eounty
iimb*^

Anderson ~ 40 .5

Bedford 647 7,0
Bent on 101 2,0
Bledsoe 50 3,2
Blount 188 1,5
Bradley 224 3.2
Campbell 205 2,1
Cannon 20 .5
Carroll 1,637 13.5
Carter 63 1,1
Cheatham
Chester 188 5.9
Claiborne SO .4
Clay w mtm

Cocke 128 1.7
Coffee 179 3,3
Crockett 705 9,8
Cumberland

Davidson 9,873 11.8
Deoatur 124 4.8
DeKalb 103 2,0
Diokson 574 9.5
Dyer 1,301 12.7
Fayette 6,810 48,2
Fentress

Franklin 505 7.2
Gibson 3,311 14.8
Giles 1,066 9,6
Grainger 40 •5
Greene 140 1.0
Grundy

mmrn.

Hamblen 175 2,6
Hamilton 16,586 25,8
Hancock mrnmm

Hardejnan 5,704 57.8
Hard in 278 6,6
Hawkins 20 ,2
Haywood 6,792 52,2
Henderson 491 7.0
Henry 1,120 10.2
Hickman 14 1.1
Houston 50 2.4
Humphreys 185 4.7
Jackson

Jefferson 255 3,0
Johnson 25 • 5
Knox 5,068 7,9
Lake 500 : !0,1

I, .

J.V/U

Total
number
members

% tobal
county
members

Total
number
members

% tobal
county
members

Total
number
members

^ total
county
members

154 2.3 — 129 2.5
436 4,6 ... 591 7.1
49 1,0 mm- 24 ,8
48 2.1 mm 81 8.5
50 ,4 mm, 50 •6
500 9,3 mm 197 4Ji
211 2,8 mm , 70 1.9

-- .. 100 2.5
1,593 15,6 ... 1,088 12,3

70 1,3 .. mm

114 2.7 m-m mm

91 2,3 .. 110 4.7
14 .2 i- 270 6.4

mm

95 1.6 .. i 17® 3,8
137 2.3 126 2.1

1,240 17,4 ... ; 327 5.6
—

— ... 77 4.5
14,334 21,5 5,435 14.3

175 5.0 .. 157 5.6
93 , 1,6 ..

557 f 5,2 .. 300 7.7
888 8,4 .aw .. ' 231 3.5

4,480 41.8 mm 2,005 27,9
— — — mm ... — —

391 5,9 mm 979 14.5 ''j
2,014 10,9 mm — ' 1,227 ft,4 .
1,267 10,0 mm 1,286 10.2" '.i
133 2.2 mm 75 3,0 -ii

M— -- 40 •4 ►'
10 .4 mm ..

221 5.7 .. 261 7,2
7,735 20.9 .. .. 1,483 9,9 1

— — 130 3.9
3,458 33,8 mm 2,252 32.1

203 3.5 mm 364 9.6
16 ,2 ... mm ' ' mm

4,366 41.8 .* mm 4,584 41,0
639 9.7 mm 103 2.S

1,438 13,1 mm mm ■ 446 7,6
57 1.6 mm mm 260 7.5
50 2.7 mm mm 15 •9

167 s.g mm mm 94 3.3
<»_ mm mm ■» —

266 3,6 mm mm 316 4.6
47 1.0 mm mmm ... mm

2,411 5,9 mm mm 1,174 ®.7
520 22,2 mm mm 95 9.1 ^
continued
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138.

TOTAL CHURCH lIEIilBEBS, AND PER CENT THEY TrVERE
OF ALL CHURCH llEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926

(continuod)

1926 1 l$l6 1906
....

» 1890

County "i'otal % total Ĉotal i total Total % total 1 Total % total
number county lumbor jounty number oounty number oounty
mombors mombors jtiombors mombors mombors mombrs mombors mombors

Laudordalo 4,489 40.9 4,571 36.6. mm 2,046 26.3
Lawrence — m m — . 67 1.8

Lewis 17 1,4 .... mm — — mm

Lincoln 299 2.9 144 1.3 mm .. 334 3.9
London 266 4.1 95 1.7 mm 394 17,0
McMinn 212 1.7 75 .9 m-m ... 306 6.7
MoNairy 35u 5.8 182 3.2 '' 50 1,4
Mac on 121 2.6 95 2.5 .. 149 5.8
Madison 5,738 23.3 4,767 24.0 .... 2,783 20.7
Marion 251 6.8 113 3.0 .. 77 2.0
Marshall 505 4.2 443 5.5' mm- •• •• 281 4.3
Maury 1,716 U.2 2,617 16.0 1,202 10,4

Moigs 14 •5 58 3.0 -m. .* WP 40 1,8
Monroe 504 3.3 177 2.4 mm — m' 340 6.4
Montgojnory 4,951 29.1 3,599 24.6 mm mm 2,359 24,5
Moore 35 1.9 86 4.6 mm ■mm 00 ..

Morgan — .... mm : mm 95 5.9
Ob ion GOO 4.7 635 5,0 mm 328 4.2
Overton 7 JS mm mm ...

Porry 4mm mm mm ..

Pickott mmm mm •M. . : mm mm .. mm

Polk 39 .9 21 ♦5 ■ mm mm mm

Putnam -- mm mm .. mm

Rhoa 103 2.2 134 3.1 mm mm 60 1.9
Roano 612 5.6 617 7.0 M..M* mm 151 5.6
Robertson 1,924 15.6 2,403 23.3 tm tm ... 1,171 15.7
Rutherford l,8Go 13.6 1,590 9.9 •KM 1,849 15,8
Soott mtm 18 .4
Soquatohio — mm — .. —

Sevier 185 1.6 248 2.4 mm .. —

Shelby 42,735 31.9 25,283 34.2 mm 4,238 16,3
Smith 327 4.3 —

Stewart 155 3.0 145 3.1 321 8.0
Sullivan 102 .7 5 .1 mm .. —

Sumnor 1,602 13.6 2,484 20.5 — 1,648 24.9

Tipton 3,042 27.0 3,494 25.6 ... 1,460 19.4
Trousdalo 221 9.9 364 13.2 mm 240 10,3
Uniooi «- — — — mm

—

Union —
mm —

V,Huron mm ... mm .. m» imm

Warren 334 5.2 150 2.4 .. mm 88 1,8
Washington 426 2.6 808 6.6 mm mm

— —

Wayne 100 3.0 92 2.3 — mm 32 1,3
Weakley 595 2.7 708 5.3 — — 359 8,6
Ylhito 40 .8 — •• -- — — —

Williamson 416 0.3 851 10.6 •r. mm 153 2.0
Wilson 769 6.7

1
1,451 18*4 mm 1,285 13.0

State 1
52,183total 1138,605 '13.6 108,650 12.9 93,302 13.3 9.7

Source: U » S. Consu s of Religious Bodies, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1890 •
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COmRED tJETH. EPISCOPAL t TOTAL CHURCH MEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
0^ ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,

139.

County 1926

nrii iwi

1916 1890
Total ^ fettojL Total % total Total % total Total % total

county
members

number ecbriby number county number county number
members members memters members members members

Anderson mm mm ' mm mm — pi

Bedford
mm mm ■i m

Bent on 5T 1.1 34 .7 ■■ '» 130 4'8
Bledsoe mm mm mm mm mm «»pl

Blount mm mm w mmm mm mm mm mm

Bradley mm mm mm mm . 9^

Campbell mm ...... mm mm mm mmm

Cannon mm mm mm #•7 mm mm

Carrol1 110 .9 434 4.3 mm 464 5.3
Carter mm mm — — mm

Cheatham mm mm mm

f
m M

Chester 577 18.3 1,095 27.6 300 12.8
Claiborne mm mm ' M mm mm

Clay mm mm

i
mm mm

Cocke mm mm 3 .1
Coffee mm mm .

Crockett 170 2.4 351 4.9 532 9.2
Cumberland 1 mm mm mm mm

Davidson 728 •8 781 1.2 ; mm- mm 318 .8
Deoatur mtm 68 1.9 : mm 80 2.8
DeKalb mm ww mm mm mm

Diokson ^ ■ mm mm mm mm «p«a mm ' mm

Dyer 632 6.2 661 6,3 ; 572 8.8
Fayette 3,489 24.7 2,558 23.9 : ■ •- 1,439 2.0
Fentress mm mm mm mm mm mm m-

Franklin mm mm mm mm mm mm 83 1.2
Gibson 1,557 7.0 1,920 10.4 ' mm IP m 1,665 12.7
Giles mm mm 264 2.1 mm mm 62 •5
Grainger mm mm mm mm mm

Greene mm ■ mm ,1 ri mm mm

Grundy mm- mm w. ' mm mm mm

Hamblen mm mm mm mm mm

Hamilton 277 •4 264 .7
1

mm mm 31 .2
Hancock «Mr •a— mm — Mi

Hardeman 279 2.9 1,185 IU6 i 473 6.8
Hardin 159 3.8 260 4.6 i MMir •_ 246 6.5
Hawkins ... ... mm ..

Haywood 1,282 9.9 1,702 16.3 mm 2,212 Z0,7
Henderson 74 1.1 166 2.5 *>** mm mm mm

Henry 529 .3.0 324 2.9 mm 144 2.5
Hickman mm mm mm mm —

Houston 144 7.0 104 5.7 mm 100 6.2
Humphreys mm mm — mm mm — mm

Jackson mmm mm mm mm ■ mm mm

Jefferson mm mm 97 1.3 mm ■ mmi mm

Johnson mm mm mm mm ■ mm mm

Knox mm- mm mm mm .iM. mm

Lake 185 7.5 126 5.4 ! »•>

1

17 1.6
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flDLOHBD MEXH. EPISCOPAL TOTAL CHURCH IfflfflERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
140.

OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926
(oontinued)

1926 } 1916 1906
1

1890
County Total % total Eotal t total Total % total Total ia total

number county number county number county number county
members membora Tiombcrs mombors members momfcors mombors mombors

Laudordalo 962 8.8 2,298 18.4 mm mm 1,078 13.8
Lawronoo 47 .6 70 1.0 mm mm 594 15.9
Lowis

m *

Lincoln
London

«•«» mm mm m^

McMinn
•• •w mm mm mm mmm

MoNairy 520 5.2 647 U.7 mm mm 125 5.4
Mao on

mm mm

Madison 3,021 12«6 3,387 itIi mm mm 3,432 25.5
Marion

Marshall «4— mm mm

Maury
rnnm MM* 70 4,4 mm mm- 20 •2

Moigs
mmm mtm m m mm

Monroe
mm mm

Montgomery 375 275 2.0 — 367 3.8

Mooro -- mm mm mm-
—

Morgan — mm mm — . mm 428 26.8

Obion 359 2 #9 361 2*9 mm — 227 2.9

Overt on m*^ mm m m —

Perry -93 5.4 mm mm

Piokott mm mm mm mm-

Polk mm mm mm

Putnam ■— mm- mm mm mm

Rhea mm mm mmtth — «iNw

Roano mm* mm mm mm —

Robert8oh 457 3.7 198 1.9 mm mm 195 2^6
Rutherford 42 •5 89 .6 mm 73 #6
Soott - — mm —

Soquatchio •m mm mm mmt ... mm

Sovier — mm 24 .2 tmm «»«*

Sholby 7,548 5.6 7,091 9.6 mirn ... 1,601 6.1
Smith I.. mm mm -H- — mm

Stewart 176 3.5 mm mm — 103 2.6
Sullivan rnmmm mm tm m mm —

Sumnor 293 2.5 326 2.7 mm ...

833Tipton 918 8.2 1,823 13.4 mm •«— 11.1
Trousdalo •><1. — mm 330 15.1
Unicoi mmm mmm mm mkwrn mm

Union — mm «■ M mm mm mm

V.Buron mm mm mm mm ^^m «»«» mm

Warren .M.' mm mm mm mmm ~

Washington <— mm mm mm m**

Wayne »m mm — «INW — —
mm

Woakley S78 2.6 731 5.5 mm 300 3.0
White mm mmm

—•

Williamson 182 2.8 39 .5 mm 113 1.5
Wilson 72 .6 190 1.6 mmm 278 2.8

State
total

1 25,198 2.5 30,10( 3.6 20,634 2.9 18,968 3.9

Souroo: U. S. Census of Religious Bodies, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1890,



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

AFRe MBTH* EPISCOPAL CH. : TOTAL CHURCH MEMBERS. AHD PER CENT THEY WERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,

141.

County 1926 1916 1506 If90
Total ii tdbl Total % tobal Total % tobal Total % total
number BOUtty number county number county number county
members timb^ members members members members members membors

Anderson «... mm ... (IJ .. 750 14.6

Bedford 473 5.2 763 O.I 1,143 13.7

Bent on #>.» .«. 129 4,5

Bledsoe a. mm . mm ..

Blount 74 •6 mm

V
V
t •Bradley 25 «4 — ■*-

t

1 " '
—

Campbell 60 ;.6 S #1 1 — —

Cannon 50 1.3 65 1.9 V 131 3.1
Carroll 98 •8 64 .6

1

i ■
I,

\
■ •

425 4.8
Carter ..... m-m • mm

Cheatham 221 4*0 318 T.8 I 606 23.5
Chester «»«• mm ... .. ..

Claiborne — mm a.* i i

Clay mm \ .

mm —

Cocke mm ««. I 13S 2.8
Coffee 112 2»1 2U 3.6 1

t
\

■ \ 418 7.0
Crockett — — mm m m ... \ 195 3.4

Cumberland mmk mm mm ■V
i

f 400 25.5
Davidson 2,866 SA 4,243 6.4 ■ • 2,105 5,5

Deoatur ISO 5.1 309 8.9 t
1

175 6.2
DeKalb 69 1.3 45 .8 1 85 2.0

Diokson 257 4.3 358 5.2 \ i 178 4.5
Dyer 38 .4 55 .5 \

' ■ i
f

5

90 1.2

Fayette 72 .5 118 1.1
•

514 7,2

Fentress mm mm - i ~- —

Franklin 318 4.6 300 5.5 \ ■ ■ ! 638 9.5

Gibson 12 .1 10 .1 I i
305 2.5

Giles 1,121 10.1 1,523 12.1
1.

i
(

i 1,718 13.7

Grainger mm , • 1
f mifit mm

Greene M mm ... i ' 190 2.0

Grundy mm mm 1
1

i 181 11.7

Hamblen mm 4mm • • 1
mm

Hamilton 1,293 2.0 1,050 2.6 473 3.2
Hancock mm mm ... i

1

mm

Hardeman mm mm mm 41 •6

Hardin —
mm 130 2.3 306 8.1

Hawkins 30 •3 •- ..
!
\ -

mm

Haywood ... mm mm 1 mm mm

Henderson 54 .8 45 .7 i 220 4.8

Henry 336 3.1 588 ' 5.4 1 562 6.2

Hiokman 65 1.4 110 2.7 ■
99 2.9

Houston 85 4.2 61 3.3 271 16.9

Humphreys 238 6.1 289 ' 6.8 219 7.7

Jackson mm mm m m i , ■ mm mm

Jefferson mm. mmrn — — 1 , :
t1 ' ■

219 3.2
Johnson mm _ mm ..

Knox 145 .2 140 •3 664 3.2
Lake 22 .9 mm mm 143 13.7

(1) lOoIudis Afriean Methodist Episcopal, Ajhrloan Methodist Episcopal Zien,
end Colcared Methodist Episcopal Churoh.



 

 

 

 

 

 
 

ATR. Mgm. EPISCOPAL C?I. : TOTAL CHURCH MEIffiERS, AND PER CENT THEY TTORE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926

(continued)

1926 1916 l9oe _ __ 1890
County ""lot a I % total Total % total Total % total Total ia total

number county number county number county number county
members members members members members mombci^ members members

Lauderdalo m m 42 .3 mmm w

Lawronco 33 «3 32 .4 i 78 2,1
Lowis -62 4.9 mm mm

Lincoln 611 6«0 1,059 10.3 671 6,7
Loudon mtm w. mm

McMinn
mm mm .

.'
mm mm

MoNairy
mm mm ' 1

V
mm mm

Mac on
mmm mm mm

' i
mmm mm

Madison 200 •8 61 .3 -■ I 917 6«8
Marion 53 1.4 90 2.S » 223 5.7
Marshall 329 4.6 600 6.2 \

J
!

641 9.9
Maury 994 6.5 1,759 10.8 1,424 12.3
Meigs mm

; i

. ■ {Monroo 31 .4 175 3.3
Montgomery 752 4.4 956 6.9 i. 480 8.0
Mooro 73 4.2 63 3.4 } 146 5.6
Morgan __ ...

Ob ion 176 1.4 604 4.8 ' 368 4.8
Overton SO .7 i

I
j

m^m

Perry 34 2.2 74 4.3 105 6.2
Pickott ) ■

Polk mm mm

! •
mm mm

Putnam mm 60 1.1 1
mm mm

Rhea
mm mm mm

Roano mrnt mm 20 .2 )
1

m»m mm

Robertson 65 •5 81 *8 - ■ ■

?

101 1.4
Rutherford 538 3.9 857 4,6 r j 439 3.7
Scott

mm m m 1
Soquatohio mm mm mm

1
T

f

t
i

mm'

Sovier mm- mm mm

Shelby 5,587 4.2 4,764 6,5 1,573 6.0
Smith 60 .8 99 .9 [ 127 1.7
Stewart 106 2.1 173 3.8

*

'» 150 3.7
Sullivan mum

i
! 20 *9

Sumnor 115 1.0 75 •6 i
72 1.1

Tipton 288 2.6 579 4,2 - 770 10.2
Trousdalo 243 11.0 192 7.0 1, 506 13.1
Unicoi

•w mm wmm mm

"" ' ^ - .
mm

Union
mm mm mm mm

V, Buron mm- «HW mm mm ••

Warren 30 •8 60 .6 \ 241 4.9
Washington •MB .IK. mm

Wayne 97 2.9 71 1.8 mm mm

Woakley 98 .7 95 .7 460 4.6
White 76 1.7 75 1.6 1 120 3.9
Williamson 72 1.1 108 1.3 218 2.8
Wilson 225 2.0 191 1.6 470 4.8

State i >

23,718total 1 19,109 l.S 23,497 2,8 4.4

Source; U. S. Census of Religious Bodies, 1926, 1916, L906, and 1890.
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AEJ?, J'ETH. EPISCOPAL 2T0H : TOTAL CHURCH MEMBERS. AHD PER CENT THEY WERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,

County 1926 1916 1906 u90
Total i tcXnl Total % total Total % total Total % total
number Bounty number county number oounty number county
i^^embers umbers members memters members ^ mombera members members -

Anderson mm 20 .3 U) 378 7.4
Bedford mm. — —• --

Bent on mm

Bledsoe 135 8»7 221 9,3 —r"'
mm

Blount 1,107 9,0 348 4.1 mm ^m

Bradley 247 3.6 135 2.5 • mm

Campbell 269 2,8 133 1.8 ! 1
579 15 ,3

Gannon m — i } XX mm

Carroll f mm i ' 1 mm mm

Carter 126 3,2 113 2.2 \ f 218 612

Cheatham •• mm V mm mm

Chester mm mm ! » ^ -X mm

Claibcrne m— mm •>54 .5 . 1 ' mm

Clay mm mm
1
i', XX XX

Cocke 240 3#2 247 4.0 i 150 3,2

Coffee — mm wi m

)
r '

• ♦
-X

Crockett .. mm mm j i ^m

Cumberland mm mm mm
f
«

1

XX mm

Davidson 78 ,1 100 .1
1
»

4
1

\ 1,181 8,1

Decatur mm mm mm mm }
k

i
XX mm

DeKalb -m mm r» —* 1 t
mm mm

Diokson mm mm. <M> X. i \ mirn mm

Dyer mm mm<. ym —
\ mm

Fayette mm' mm — 1 -t XX

Fentress mm mm. 4- N*«»
» i «•«» •X

Franklin mm mm.
'

!

{
«■«»'

Gibson mm mm mm —
mm

Giles mm. mm mm mm 1 1
mm

Grainger mm mm 16 .2 i (

1,049
mm

Greene 199 1.5 185 2,0 i i 11.1
Grundy mm my — j , I

J
mm -X

Hamblen 262 3.9 306 5,1 1
'.s '1

<
400 11.0

Heunilton 1,978 3.1 1,272 3,3 5 XX mm

Hancock mm 4
i

I •X mm

Hardeman -> mm m i mm-i mm

Hardin mmmm >> mm mm

59.1Hawkins 491 4.7 579 6,7 -
, J 3,219

Haywood mm mm — mm XX mm

Henderson mm mm —
mm

*
(

XX mm

Henry ... mm m m m,m
1

t
(

— —

Hickman mm mm tmm m^ •1 -X
•X

Houston —■
mm mm mm

V-l .
* XX Wx.

Humphreys mm. . mm mm

Jackson mm mm mm
1

mm mm

Jefferson 646 7,8 252 3.5 t
1 787 11.5

Johnson •> —
■X m

Knox 4,047 6.3 1,837 4.6 2,503 12.2

Lake
—

mm

J

mm i
\

1
continued



 

 

AFR, MEIH. EPISCOPAL ZION : TOTAL CHURCH liEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY T,VERE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENl^JESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926

(continued)

144.

1926 1916 1906 ——T
1 1890

County -"Total fo total Total % total Total % total Total total
number county number county number county number county
members members members members members members members mombors

Laudordalo (1) mmmrn Mm MM

Lawronoo W «»«» MM MM

Lowis
mm MNW

- MM MM

Lincoln sew wNw «»«• MM SMS

Loud on 694 9^9 216 4.1 «»•» MM MM

McMinn 773 6-«3 720 9.5 4ie«» MM IP*

MoNairy •- «»« MW .MM MM

Mac on mm M* «»w ' MM •MM

Madison mm mm M ' «»«• MM MM

Marion 140 3*8 54 1.5 'MM MM

Marshall MS* MM •SSM

Maury •••• mm M ' MM MM

Meigs 270 10.5 101 5.3 m m .. . Mm

Monroo 560 3.9 64 .9 MM ,MM

Montgomory 41 .2 100 .7 •ew Mm Mm

Mooro mm mm MM Mm

Morgan 72 1.9 mm mm MM MM 49M

Ob ion mim mm mm MM MM

Overton m' MM MM

Porry MS ,mm mm MM MM MM

Pickott
Pnllr

— — —
mm MM MM 4M*

JrOlK

Putnam
mm

n
mm

MM n
MM

Rhoa 422 9.2 391 0.0 mm MM mm MM

Roano 533 . 4.9 292 3.4 mm MM mm MM

Robertson mmr w. mm M« mm MM

Rutherford mm 'mm mm mm MM mm MM

Scott mm ww mm mm M. mm

Soquatohio mmt mm mm mm mm MM

Sovior 126 Ul 9 • 1 mm ~m mm MM

Sholby 865 •6 378 .5 -- mm 317 1«2
Smith

mm «•«» mm mm mm SSM

Stewart mm mm mm mm mm MM

Sullivan 616 4.4 199 2.1 mm mm 745 10.0

Sumnor mm mm

Tipton ■1 — — — mm mM Mm

Trousdalo mum — — mm MM MM

Unicoi mm 35 1.8 -- —
MM

Union mm, .1.. mm .M. M. •*

V.Buron mm *• mm. •• «»M SPM

Warren mm mm mm mm MM ~

Washington 495 s.o 292 2.4 mm mm 908 12.4
Wayne

w* mtm mm mmm mm .M.

Woakley •• mm ■ mm mm .M. . mm

White A. mm mm mum mm S»M mm

Williamson .
M mm mm mm MM mm

Wilson
— —

120 1.0 mm mm MM
—

State
12,434total 15,176 1.5 8,786 1.0 2.3

Source;
(1) Includes African Methodist Episcopal, and African Ilethodist Episcopal
Zion and Colored Methodist Episcopal.
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nrvr.. P»v:ovtv. t TOTAL CHURCH MEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY WERE
OF cfcjRCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES,

"ijouaty 1926 1916 " ' me 96
Total f* tdbl Total % tobal Total % total

county
Total total

number iaoUrty number county number number county
members iimbcrs members members membors members members membors

Anderson mm MM mm Mm MM

Bedford 43 *5 155 1^6 130 1.4 "75 .9
Benton 'mm 45 1.1 £0 .7
Bledsoe

mm -mm -

mm mm mm MM

Blount 30 .2 -5- mm mm mtm ■*M

Bradley 146 2*1 mm mm 61 1.5 45 1.0
Campbell mm mm MM 26 .7
Cannon mm mm mm MM

Carroll 568 z.o 115 1.1 970 8.9 415 4,7
Carter mm

_

mm mm MM
.

Cheatham mm mm MM :

Chester ' mm 1 "»*• mtm mm MM MM MM

Claiborne
ww mm ■mm MM MM

Clay mm mmt mm mm MM MM

Cocke mmm mm mm MM MM mm

Coffee «•«» mm SM. m m mm MM MM mm

Crockett mum mm mm mm MM MM mm

Cumberland mm mm mm mm mm MM mm

Davidson 38 •1 75 .1 155 •3 175 ,5
Deoatur -M. mm mm MM MM

DeKalb — 95 1.6 75 1.7 83 2,0
Diokson mm «•«» mm MM MM mm ww

Dyer 539 5.3 645 6.1 1,043 11.9 1,160 17,8
Fayette mtm mm MM MM

Fentress mm mm mm MM MM ww

Fremklin 35 .5 90 1.4 51 .9 55 •8 ,
Gibson 110 •5 47 • 3 188 1.2 200 1,5
Giles 194 1.7 155 1.2 565 2.7 190 1,5
Grainger

mm mm mm MM MM MM

Greene
mm- mm mm mm mm MM MM Mm

Grundy mm mm mm mm MM Mm MM MM

Hamblen mm mm mm mm MM mm MM MM

Hamilton 152 .2 ■mm mm 200 .5 30 ,2
Hancock mtm mm mm MM ww m-m

Hardeman mm mm mm MM w. Mm

Hardin mm mm mm MM .M. MM

Hawkins mm mm MM WW Mm

Haywood
mm mtm

- mm MM

Henderson
mm mm mm mm MM MM MM

Henry 140 1 1.3 113 1.0 175 1.8 75 1«9
Hiokman mm mm ■ ^mm mm MM MM

Houston mm mm MM w—

Humphreys
• mtm ' mm mm MM MM ww

Jackson 1
mm I mm MM »« MM -Ww

Jefferson I mm ■ m^m mm MM wo mm WW

Johnson ■mm 1 mm ■ mm mm mm WW ■ MM «•

Knox

mm

mm mm mm mm •w MM

Lake
mm mm

1
mM ww



 

 

gOL. CmiBERLAin) PRESBY. ; TOTAL CHURCH tiEMBERS, AND PER CENT THEY TORE
OF ALL CHURCH MEMBERS IN TENNESSEE COUNTIES, 1890-1926

(oojitinuod)

146.

1916 190G 1890
County "Total % total rotal '4 total Total % total Total % total

number county number county number county number county
members members [iiombors members mombors mombrs members members

Laudordalo mm mm m m mm mm

Lawronoo mt tm m m — -86 2.0 30 •8

Lowis mm mm mm mm .. mm

Lincoln 334 3.9 244 2.4 6.1 675 8.0
Louden 61 1.0 43 *8 .. 50 1.3
MoMinn 230 1.9 53 .7 290 4.0 141 3.1
MoNairy 98 .6 76 1.4 . mm <— ~

Mac on ... .. .. ' m^m mm — mm

Madison 42 *2 .. . ... . ' 176 1.1 125 3.6

Marion 11 .3 39 1.0 52 1.5
Marshall 101 1.4 185 2(.3 436 5.4 246 3.8

Maury 95 •6 mm 46 •3 200 1.7
Meigs mm __ mm .1.. M. mm

Monroe 195 2.1 134 1.8 205 3.6 34 •6

Montgomery mm — ..
— — — —

Moore mm ... M. mm
—

mm
—

Morgan mm mm mm mm — mm

Obion 18 .1 25 .2 51 #4 75 1.0

Overton <m>m .. .. «»«» — — mm

Perry mm
—

«. — —
m ■! mm

Pickott mm mm- mm — — —

Polk m m mm mm 125 4.8 —

Putnam 45 •6 mm 58 2.2 30 1.4
Rhea 96 .8 .. mm —

mm 42 1.3
Roano mm mm — mm mm

Robertson .. mm mm mm mm

Rutherford ... 137 1.0 242 1.8 240 2.0
Soott .IH. -.1.. .. — — — —■

Soquatohio — .. ... —

Scvier .M. ... .. mm •«

Sholby ... m — .. .. mm

9.8
— M.

Smith 129 1.7 152 1.4 646 229 3.1
Stewart mm mm .. _ —

m m ••••

Sullivan mm w .. ... .. mm •M.

Sumnor 12 il 10 .1 85 .9 75 1.1
Tipton .. —

90 9.8Trousdalo .. mm .. 120 5.3
Uniooi .. mm. .IM. mm tlKim mm

Union ... mm —
mm mm

V.Buron mm .. mm mm — —
mm

Warren mm ... mm mm mm — mm mm

Washington — — —
mm

—
mm mm ■

Wayne «««• .. .. mm

16
mm

Woakley mm mrm ... mm mm *2
White * mm m m> .. 6 .2 175 4*1
Williamson mm mm mm «IM» 85 1.2 24 .3
Wilson 40 .4 18 .2 mm 125 1.3

State
total

1 3,182 O.S 2,567 O.S 6,640 0.9 5,202 1.0

Souroo: U. S. Consus of Religious Bodies, 1926, 1916, 1906, and 1890.



CHDHCH MEUBERSHIPt TOTAL NUUBEH IN ALL DEITOTIIIIATZCIIS,
TENNESSEE caDNTIES» 1890, 1906, 1916 AND 1926

147»

County 1 1926 1916 1906 1890
Anderson 7,W0 6,839 5,913 S,139
Bedford 9,155 9,440 9,272 8,319
Beoton 4,989 5,102 3,927 2,898
Bledsoe 1,549 2,256 1,655 956
Blount 12,227 8,470 5,917 4,696
Bradley 6,846 5,376 4,056 4,692
Caiif)bell 9,542 7,554 4,969 3,659
Cannon 3,984 3,403 3,304 4,291
Carroll 12,093 10,194 10,898 8,837
Carter 5,573 5,231 4,968 3,499
Cheatbem 3,944 4,193 3,330 2,577
Chester 3,141 3,965 2,189 2,351
Clalbome 7,901 6,308 6,533 4,228
Clay 1,666 1,962 1,159 974
Cooke 7,332 6,125 5,117 4,745
Coffee 5,385 5,985 5,151 5,971
Croeloett 7,153 7,113 6,683 5,793
Oiislserland 2,563 2,316 1,728 1,720
Darldson 83,531 66,746 46,857 38,040
Deeatur 2,572 3,477 2,641 2,823
DeEalh 5,266 5,825 4,347 4,196
Diokson 6,986 6,915 5,200 3,919
Dyer 10,182 10,522 8,724 6,528
Fayette 14,115 10,706 9,392 7,187
Fentreas 1,850 1,712 1,245 937

Franklin 6,948 6,541 5,983 6,732
Olhson 22,260 18,524 15,770 13,114
Giles 11,092 12,625 13,643 12,574
Grainger 6,833 6,143 5,186 2,467
Greene 12,969 9,114 8,605 9,416
Grundy 1,871 2,316 2,298 1,541
Bmhlen 6,664 6,003 5,133 3,633
Buailton 64,135 38,162 27,199 14,935
Haneoeik 5,504 4,664 3,608 3,324
Hardenam 9,784 10,234 9,336 7,006

Hardin 4,180 5,697 4,568 3,795
Haidcina 10,291 8,593 7,588 8,234

Baywood 13,001 10,436 11,295 10,691

Bsnderson 6,930 6,574 5,801 4,542

Henry 10,973 10,919 9,721 5,854
Hiolanan 4,563 4,094 3,665 3,447

Eouston 2,046 1,836 1,621 1,604
BtD^hreys 3,917 4,233 3,719 2,839

Jaekson 3,222 3,710 3,622 3,608
Jefferson 8,273 7,242 5,656 6,847

Johnson 4,803 4,615 4,128 2,369

Snoz 64,131 40,314 28,007 20,578

lake 2,483 2,352 1,820 1,047

10,957 12,466 9,214 7,791
Oontinued

a. . k-'n^ S V'.-J.
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CHITHCH MESfflEHSHIPi fOIAL NmiBER Bf ALL DSHCHmnaRS,
TMNES3EB CODNTIES, 1890, 1906, 1916 AMD 1926 - Continued

County 1926 1916 1906 1890

Lewrence 9,978 7,780 4,260 3,747
Lsnsris 1,162 1,271 923 282
Linooln 10,227 10,298 8,968 8,478
London 6,402 5,283 3,441 2,320
MeUinn 12,232 7,569 5,758 4,599
Molialxy 6,103 5,517 4,896 5,656
H&ooii 4,566 3,755 4,242 2,565

24,038 19,844 15,234 13,457
Mttrion 3,666 3,664 3,857 3,900
^urshall 7,110 8,017 8,068 6,507
Meury 15,290 16,285 14,557 11,578
Msigs 2,618 1,399 1,GG6 2,265
Monroe 9,207 7,299 5,629 8,279
Mmtgomm'y 16,963 13,777 14,380 9,636
Mocre 1,751 1,838 2,059 2,577
Moi^an 3,843 2,7'/9 2,003 1,598
Obion 12,591 12,558 11,421 7,732
Orerton 4,408 4,032 3,017 8,064
Perry 1,570 1,710 1,437 1,682
Piokett 1,015 1,186 547 1,162
Polk 4,288- 3,608 2,631 1,503
Ptttnsm 7,844 6,496 3,821 2,120
Khea 4,582 4,321 5,088 3,182
Rosne 10,813 8,704 6,581 4,203
Rcfbertson 12,289 10,307 10,699 7,447
Rutherford 13,712 13,967 13,719 11,718
Soott 2,966 4,931 3,287 4,080
Sequatchie 1,185 785 763 1,225
Serier 11,305 10,142 8,044 6,022
Shelby 133,689 73,774 52,271 26,070
Siaith 7,459 10,568 6,594 7,453
Steeart 5,095 4,600 5,170 4,030
SttlliTon 13,882 9,657 7,500 7,431
Sumer 11,755 12,103 9,637 6,628
Tipton 11,256 13,628 10,266 7,558

Irousdale 2,214 2,754 2,269 2,341
T&iiooi 4,660 1,894 1,623 700

Union 3,272 3,409 3,527 2,215
Tan Buren 852 525 563 1,974

Warr«i 6,569 6,113 5,712 4,957
Washington 16,532 12,154 8,984 7,824
Wayne 3,312 3,948 3,045 2,383
Weakley 14,295 13,262 11,499 9,956

White 4,464 4,726 3,491 4,228
Williamson 6,508 8,026 7,376 7,805

Wilson 11,354 11,609 11,003 9,84f7

Total 1,012,047 836,493 684,889 548,430

SotUTOOt D* S* Census of Religious Bodies, 1890, 1906, 1916 end 1926*



 

CHURCH MBMBERSHIPt PERCENTAOE TH/LT CHURCH lOiMBERSHIP

IS CP ESTBI&TED FOHrLA.TIOI, 1926« 1916, 1906* AND 1890

149,

Rsxik County 1926 1916 1905 1890

1« Itocock 55.1 44.1 33.0 32.1

2. Montgomery 54.0 42.0 43.3 32.4

S. Sevlw 53.2 45.4 36.2 32.1

4. Gralnger 52.6 45.2 35.7 18.7
5. Hayirood 50.4 41.1 44.1 45.4

6. IJ&dlson 49.9 47.2 42.2 44.1

7. Gibson 49.2 43.4 39.7 36.6

8. Shelby 48.9 35.0 29.6 23.1

9. lauderdale 48.4 58.4 42.9 41.5

10. Weelcley 47.7 42.2 35.7 34.4

11. Carroll 47.6 42.1 45.2 37.4

12. Payette 47.2 34.5 31.3 24.9

13. Jefferson 46.4 40.9 31.3 41.6

14. Knpx 46.2 38.2 32.5 34.6

15. Smith 46.2 59.7 35.2 40.5

16. Wilson 45.7 U.8 42.2 36.3

17. Rutherford 45.2 42.2 41.1 33.4

18. Hamilton 45.1 35.5 32.6 27.9

19. Ifcldnn 44.5 32.2 28.4 25.7

20. IftMiry • 44.2 43.5 35.2 30.4

21. Roane 44.1 ~ 36.4 28.8 24.1

22. Harderaan 44.0 45.3 40.6 33.3

23. Marshall 43.7 46.7 45.7 34.4

24. Ob ion 43.7 43.3 39.0 28.4

25. Hsmkias 43.5 37.1 31.8 37.0

26. B«iten 43.1 41.8 32.1 25.8

27. Bedford 42.9 42.7 40.1 33.6

28. Meigs 42.9 31.1 24.9 32.7

29. Monroe 42.5 33.9 28.3 34.4

50. Cannon 42.1 32.5 29.1 35.2

51. Rutherford 42.1 42.2 41.1 33.4

52. Cheatham 41.8 41.0 32.1 29.1

S3. Hsmblen 41.7 41.4 38.6 31.8

54. Davidson 41.6 41.6 38.3 35.2

35. Sumner 41.6 45.0 37.5 28.0

56. Moore 41.5 39.8 39.9 43.1

37. Crookett 41.1 42.1 41.8 38.2

38. Heaory 41.1 41.2 39.0 27.8

39. Anderson 40.2 37.8 35.4 34.0

40. Lincoln 40.0 39.9 34.4 31.0

41. Uniooi 40*0 21.1 24.4 15.2

42* Washingtim 39.7 38.0 34.0 36.0

45. Johnson 39.3 36.6 34.0 26.7

44. Tipton 39.3 45.5 34.9 31.1

45. Laerenoe 59.1 36.7 25.5 30.5

46. Hsnddrson 38.6 36.8 33.2 27.8

47. Blount 38.3 33.1 29.3 26.7

48. Troosdale 38.5 46.3 38.3 40.0

49. Giles 38.0 39.9 41.6 36.0

50. Greene 37.9 28.4
t.4

27.8 35.4
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CHDRCH HEHBEBSHIP: PERCEBTACffi TBAT CHmCH lElffiEKSHIP
IS OF ESTILLAIED POPUIATIGN, 1926, 1916, 1906 AIID 1890'-Cont'd

Rank Bounty '■'1926 1916 1906 im
51. Loudon 37.2 34.7 27.5 25.0
52* Stewart 36.8 31,2 34.4 33.1
53 i DeKalt 35*9 37.8 27.4 . 26.8
54. Houston 35.2 29.5 25.6 29.8
55. Cas^jbell 34.8 27.0 25.5 27.1
56* Cooke . 34.3 30,3 26.5 23.7
57* Putnam 33.9 25.7 20.3 15.5
58* Warren 33.4 36.0 34.6 34.4
59* Rhea 33.Ij 29.9 33.9 25.2
60. ClaUrome 33*0 27.0 29.2 28.0
61* Dyer 33.0 36.2 33.4 32.8
62. Franklin 32.6 31.8 29.2 35.6
6S« Bradley 32.3 30,3 25.4 54.5
64, Bacon 51.9 25.4 30.5 23.6
65. Didkson 31.8 35.3 26.8 28.7
66. Coffee 31.6 35.9 33.0 43.2
6T. McNalry 31.6 31.4 28.9 23.6
68. Hioknan 31.1 25.0 22.3 28.8
69. Humphreys 31.0 51.0 27.1 24.2
70. Chester 30,7 42.0 23.3 25.9
71. SulliTan 30.7 29,3 27,9 36,6
72. Sequatchle 30.5 20.3 19.8 40.6
73. White 28.6 30.5 23.4 34.2
74, Mor^n 28.5 22.1 18.7 20.9
75. Ikiion 28.5 29.6 29.4 28.1
76. Polk 28.4 25.4 20.2 18.0

77. Williamson 28.2 53.8 29.4 29.7
78, Tan Buren 27.0 19.6 19.3 68.9
79, Wayne 26.6 31,4 24.5 20.8
80. LeOco 25.4 26.3 22.3 19.7
81. Deoatur 25.3 54.2 25.8 31.4
82. Bar din 25.1 32.8 25.1 21.4

83* Overton 24.6 28.3 20.3 25.5
84* Jack SCSI 22.8 24.7 24.1 27.1
85* Cuij>erland 21.7 23.7 19.3 32.0
86. Bledaoe 21.6 32.9 25.7 15.6

87. Soott 21.5 37.3 26.9 41.7
88. Lewis 21.4 21.8 17.1 11.0
89. Carter 21.3 25.1 26.7 26.1
90. Perry 21.2 20.9 16.5 21.6
91, Marion 21.0 20.4 21,2 25.3
92. Grundy 19.2 25.2 28.3 24.3
93. Pidoett 18.6 23.0 10.5 24.5
94. Clay 17.6 21.5 13.2 13.4

95* Fontress 17.1 18.5 18.0
/I ^ -ft

17.9

1910-20, 1900-10 to 1920, 1910 and 1900in population, 1920-30,
data rospectivaly*

Souroo} V* S» Census of Bsligious Bodies, 1926, '16, '06, and 1890.
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Sram OF CtTHRMT OPINIOl} OS COKSOLXSATXaR
OP CBORCHES, 7293 BALLOTS

No. Rellgiotis Body fo For Con % For fo For Total %
Bal tinuation Fed. Gen. Fer

lots of Present

Order

thilon Union Tbien

241 Lutherans 58.9 23.2 14.2 37.4
415 Southern Presbyterians 53.3 25.3 19.3 44.6
174 Southern Baptists 61.1 25.4 21.8 47.2
121 SraBgelioals 24.8 54.5 19.0 75.5
179 Refonasd 27.9 40.8 25.7 66.5
873 C ongregational-Chrlatian 21.9 40.1 30.6 70.7
192 Friends 38.5 37.0 24.0 61.0
139 X&ilted Brethren 30.2 35.3 30.2 65.5

756 Presbyterian, TJ.S.A. 19.7 34.9 34.1 69.0

306 Baptists (North Conv.) 41.8 33.0 22.2 55.2
326 Disolples 13.5 17.5 64.5 82.0

787 lllso. Smaller DenoDdnations 27.2 27.7 39.5 67.2

673 Ifsthodist ̂ is(Apal 18.8 34,7 35.6 70,3
372 listhodist E^lsoopal South 30.6 32.8 34.1 66.9

100 Msidiodlst Protestant 34.0 28.0 34.0 62.0

154 TBaitarian 38.3 27.9 23.6 56.5

485 Protestant Episoopal 41.6 27.3 27.6 54.9

Souroet Survey In. 1932 by E« Paul Douglass^ for Institute of Social
and Rural Research. Table published in 1954 Year Book of Chorohss<
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