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INTRODUCTION

This paper is a study in church growth in the Evangelical
Church in Canada. I chose to research this subject, first, because
of my growing interest in the subject of church growth. It is a sub-
ject that is relatively new in the Canadian Church scene and is a
subject that is fascinating and challenging.

Secondly, I chose to study church growth in Canada because
of my anticipated soon involvement in full time pastoral ministry in
the Evangelical Church 1in Canada. I wish to discover, how our
denomination is fulfilling the great commision, what problems it has
incurred and has yet to overcome and what possibilities exist for its
future.

Thirdly, I chose to study church growth because I believe it
is the expected result of a church's fruitful ministry. The greatest
Biblical Imperative for the Church involves an ever-expanding ministry
of sharing the saving gospel of Jesus Christ to a lost world. If this
is obeyed and the body of Christ functions as did the given model of
early New Testament Church then church growth must be expected.

I have approached this paper with the desire to provide a
workable model. I hope this study will serve to assist anyone in-
terested in the growth of their local church, ‘including national
and provincial, contextual and institutional factors that have a

bearing on that growth. Within the local church are many factors




which either foster or hinder the growth of that church. There is
an increasing number of books and materials that speak to the internal
dynamics necessary for growth. I wish to write concerning external
factors which aid or 1imit growth in the local church.

The basis for this study is first of all scriptural. What
does the Bible say about church growth? Does the head of the Church,
Jesus Christ, expect His bride, the Church today, to grow? If so,
what are some of the Biblical examples of growth? I will try to show
the urgency and imperative of church growth from the Acts of the
Apostles.

The second basis for this study is people. It is people that
was the concern of Christ's mission to this earth. It is to take the
good news of salvation through Him to people that becomes the Biblical
Imperative basic to church growth. To understand more clearly the
Church's Mission in our Jerusalem and Judea, we study the demographic
trends. From this we see where people are, what areas they are moving
to and those areas they are leaving.

When we see where people are and the extent of our mission
field it is neccessary to understand national religious factors which
influence the spread of the Christian Church. To help understand the
receptivity of the people of Canada and the success of the Christian
Church to impact the Canadian people with its eternal message we look
at the Canadian national religious trends.

Then to better understand the ecclesiastical environment in
which the Tlocal church must minister, we Tlook at the national and

provincial factors with emphasis on the provincial denominational




growth trends. To understand how our denomination has faired in
relation to the demographic trends and the national religious trends
will certainly influence and help explain the growth trends of a local
church in that same environment.

This paper will look at the growth trends of the Evangelical
Church in Canada with a special emphasis on the province of Alberta.
Alberta was selected because it represents the Tlargest number of
churches 1in one province. It is also the province I know more
intimately because of personal experience. The denomination is head-
quartered in Alberta so it is beneficial to be acquainted with the
trends which most directly influence the leadership.

To make application of these Tlarger external factors to a
local church, I have chosen the Medicine Hat Evangelical Churches of
Hillcrest, Memorial and Little Plume. These churches will illustrate
on a local level the trends that have occurred provincially and to
a degree even nationally.

Several major sources have influenced me in this study. Re-
search and study in two courses at Western Evangelical Seminary have
been of major importance. These two courses were, "Church Growth"
and "The Acts of the Apostles." Dr. Don Hohensee, Professor Jim Field
and Supertintendent Leroy Myers have provided encouragement,
motivation and help in interpretation. The study of demographic trends
is based on information from Statistics Canada and studies done by
the Planning Secretariat of Alberta Advanced Education and Manpower.
Canadian national religious trends are based on studies done by the

Canadian Church Growth Center in Regina, Saskatchewan. Statistical




information for the Evangelical Church in Canada is drawn from the
"Official Record, Northwest Canada Conference." Other helpful in-
sights were received from the many authors on church growth and a
seminar held in Portland by the Institute for American Church Growth.

In the concluding chapter I will summarize some of the trends
which must be considered by the churches in our denomination as they
plan for growth. I will summarize some considerations that we as a
denomination must consider in our larger plans to fulfill the great

commission in our Judea.




1
BIBLICAL FOUNDATIONS FOR CHURCH GROWTH FROM ACTS

The Acts of the Apostles shows the expansion of the Church
from a group of afraid people to a bold explosion of the Christian
movement. As Luke describes the expansion of the Church he shows the
beginning organization of the Church. He shows the beginning of the
spread of the Gospel in the world and its affect not only on Jews but
also on the Gentiles. Referring to the Gentiles, Acts speaks forty
times of the nations and turningthem to God.

As we consider the question "Does God want His Church to
grow?" or even more important, ''Does God want this Church to grow?"
we could consider a variety of places in Scripture. One of the
clearest sources for this answer is found in the book of Acts. Let
us look at the pattern of development to see how God led the early
Church to grow.

There are many ideas and sounds concerning Church growth
today. In order to make sense out of the sometimes conflicting
material on Church growth we need to seek growth that is biblical.
In other words, we should seek Church growth which has its guidelines,
genesis, and basis in the Bible. We ought to seek to understand it
from the 01d and New Testaments. The beginning of the Christian
Church as described in Acts is only part of God's work with man in

history. It, however, is the beginning of a new emphasis brought to




mankind through His Son Jesus Christ.

The Church as described in Acts has its goal and precedence
set by our Lord in Matthew 16:18 when He said: "I will build My
Church and the gates of Hades shall not overpower it" (NASB). It was
the Church which was at the heart of Jesus' command in Matthew 28:
19-20 that says "make disciples." This command to make disciples was
to be a continuous process by which men were to be converted to Jesus
Christ and to relate themselves to each other and to become respon-
sible, reproducing church members. The imperative in Jesus last com-
mand in Acts 1:8 emphasizes world evangelism, the preaching of the
gospel to every creature. The central imperative again is to "Make
Disciples." The other action words in these verses are helping verbs.
They are "going," "baptizing," and "teaching." When we look closely
at the Great Commission as well as other texts such as Mark 16:15 and
Luke 24:47, 48, we see three central issues. They are the Church
"proclaiming and evangelizing," the Church "perfecting and edifying,"
and the Church "planting and expanding." Evangelism and the Mission
of the early Church was not something reserved for a week or two each
year or even one evening each week. These mandates were the very life
of the Church and were very basic to its reason for existence.

Jesus begins the Church by winning 12 people to Himself. When
he finished, the 12 had become a committed group in Jerusalem of no
less than 120 disciples, but more probably upwards of 500, as hinted
in I Corinthians 15:6. Peter Wagner says, "This growth from 12 to

120 in three years represents a decadal growth rate of 215,343% or




an annual growth rate of 115%."1 This enormous growth was not to be
continued under the bodily leadership of Jesus. Instead, under the
headship of the glorified Christ and through the power of His Holy
Spirit, the work of building His Kingdom was committed to His
disciples.

When Jesus ascended into heaven, he commanded the disciples
to wait for the promise of the Holy Spirit. The power by which the
disciples were to carry out their commission was to be the same spirit
that annointed Jesus at His Baptism. The Holy Spirit was to be the
1ife source of the Church not only throughout the Acts but throughout
all the following generations of the Church. The Church began in
Jerusalem - Acts 1:4 and spread into Judea and Samaria - Acts 8-12

and extended to the uttermost parts of the earth - Acts 13-28.

ACTS

1 7 8 12 13 28

Jerusalem Judea & Uttermost Part
Samaria of the Earth

Following the day of Pentecost the scriptures give account
of the Church growing numerically, in strength and spiritually.
Throughout scripture we see that God always shows concern for numbers

of people. His desire is that all the world would turn and pledge

]C. Peter Wagner, Your Church Can Grow, (Glendale, Ca.: Regal,
1976), p. 165.




their allegiance to Him. His concern and love is expressed per-
sonally, stressing that each one should believe in Him and obey Him.
God's concern is in such detail he said the hairs of our head are even
numbered. His concern is also in terms of spiritual growth, maturity
or holiness. It is easier to measure numerical growth than it is to
measurer spiritual growth, yet we find Luke showing us evidence of
both.

When the Church began in that small upper room with that band
of fearful disciples it indeed appeared to be a shaky and hopeless
beginning. But as a result of being obedient to Christ's command,
the promised Holy Spirit came in His powerful presence and the First
Church in Jerusalem began. The Holy Spirit filling the hearts and
lives of the disciples became the power that 1aunﬁhed this new Church.
The Holy Spirit in the Tlives of His people continued and still
continues to provide the impetus for the Church to grow.

In Acts 2:41, 42, after the indwelling of the Holy Spirit,
the result was 'empoweredqwdisgjp1e§, preaching and witnessing in such
a way that they began to affect the entire city of Jerusalem. The
result was that 3000 were added and they received the Word, were
baptized and instructed in the Word. Belief and baptism in the early
church resulted in believers being added to the particular fellow-
shiping group of believers.

The word is used in four places in the book of Acts 2:41
and 47, 5:14 and 11:24. The word in Greek for "added,"
prostithemi, is a compound word connecting the preposition,
pros, meaning "toward," with the verb, tithemi, meaning, "to

place" or "to set." The Greek writers make use of this verb
to signify that act by which cities, towns or provinces




changed their masters, and put themselves under another
government. Thus, the word is not merely a mathematical
numbering. If based on Greek usage, it carries the sense of
placing oneself under a new command or authority, leaving the
old picture of the transition from being under Judaism and
the law, to being under Christ. Literally, the word means

"to place forward," that is, the placing of certain things

next to things already in existence, for the increase of that

which is already in existence.?

The New Testament Church in its simple straight forward obe-
dience to Christ's last directive, recognized that believers who were
brand new disciples were to be perfected after becoming one in Christ,
not before. Three thousand were added to the Church on the day of
Pentecost but it was only the beginning, for the Lord was adding to
their number daily, Acts 2:47. What kind of Church was emerging so
new people were putting their faith in Christ daily? Some of the
characteristics of the new Church as recorded in Acts 2:42-47 are:

a. A teaching church (verse 42).

b. A fellowshiping church (verse 42).

c. A praying church (verse 42).

d. A reverent church (verse 43).

e. A church where things happen (verse 43).
f. A sharing church (verses 44, 45).

g. A worshiping church (verse 46).

h. A joyful church (verse 46).

i. A contagious church (verse 46).

2

David L. Hocking, "What Is The Church?", Dissertation, (Cali-
fornia Graduate School of Theology, 1970), p. 65.
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j. A soul winning church (verse 47).3

Daily the Church grew as the believers witnessed and un-
believers throughout Jerusalem were saved. They were continually
teaching and proclaiming in the power of the Holy Spirit. As we see
the direction given in Acts 1:8 and its fulfilment here we must
conclude that:

Proclamation must have priority. Not necessarily pulpit
preaching but proclamation: teaching, witnessing, declaring
the "good news." The pulpit has its place, but somehow every
believer must feel a responsibility to carry the "good news"
everywhere. This must have priority in a program of growth
in a local church. Unless proclamation of the "good news"

has priority in the 1ife of every believer, the true purpose
of the church will be thwarted.4

One of the major hindrances to reaching "all the nations"
is clearly all the believers who are not participating in the Church's
mandate. Christ did not give His Commission to the eleven or to the
gifted or full-time preachers but to all who would follow Him. We
see the universal acceptance of this mandate as we observe the contin-
ued development of the Church in Acts.

In Acts 4:4 the Church has grown to 5000 men and is  still
centered in the city of Jerusalem. No doubt believers from Pentecost
may have travelled back to their homelands by now, but the central

focus of Acts is still 1in Jerusalem. Although the Church was

3Dona]d E. Riggs, Make It Happen, (Warsaw, Ind: LP Produc-
tions, 1981), p. 35.

4H01115 Green, Why Churches Die, (Minneapolis: Bethany Fel-
Towship, 1972), p. 59.
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calculated as having a membership of 5000 men, the women and children
would have most surely doubled that number or more.

Persecution of Christians, far from hindering Church growth,
has often fostered it. The early Church already experiencing the
forces of opposition is not to be erradicated. Perhaps when Chris-
tians take trouble in their stride, unbelievers become convinced that
God and Christianity are realities worth considering.

The impact of growth was such that Acts 5:14 emphasizes that
"multitudes of both men and women" were added to the Lord with reg-
ularity (vs. 28). A1l this was going on in the city of Jerusalem
and within a period of two years. Such a growing influence did the
Church have upon Jerusalem that it is said, "Ye have filled Jerusalem
with your doctrine."

When we get to Acts 6 the Church must deal with one of the
problems of a growing Church. The problem clearly points out that
the gospel has made its impact not only among the Hebrew speaking Jews
but also among the Hellenistic or Greek speaking Jews. In Acts 6:1
we see the growth of the Church has continued to the point where
Church growth is recorded as the disciples multiplied. We notice the
process has changed from addition (2:41) to multiplication. With
growth at this momentus rate we wonder how much of it is contained in
Jerusalem.

The growth of the early Church was not limited to Jerusalem.
With the stoning of Stephen, persecution arose that was so bitter and
so severe the Church in Jerusalem was forced to flee to avoid destruc-

tion. By the scattering of these believers the gospel now spreads
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throughout the regions of Judea and Samaria. We are shown in Acts
8:6, 12 that Philip went to Samaria and a Church was planted there
when multitudes of both men and women responded to the Gospel and
were baptized.

The scripture in Acts 9:31, 35 moves from emphasizing the mul-
tiplication of believers to pointing out that Churches are multiplying
and being established across many geographical lines. Church growth
involves people movements where "multi-individual, mutually-interde-
pendent decisions" take place. Here we see an example of the
conversion of all the individuals of Lydda and Sharon as a decision
made in mutual affection. Each individual had to make up his own mind
but each chose to turn to the Lord so two complete villages respond
to the message of the gospel.

It was as though the contagious and explosive nature of this
new Church could not be contained within Judaism that we see it begin
to spread to the Gentile world. Luke's use of the term for Gentiles
some forty times is as if he is trying to show Gentiles were always
part of God's plan. We cannot be sure just when the Gentile flame
was 1it, but we can see the spreading of that flame through the rest
of Luke's account. Perhaps the Ethiopian Eunuch was the first re-
corded Gentile to be converted or it may have been Cornelius and his
household. Luke seems more concerned to show the affect of the gospel
as it spreads to the Gentile world.

The Gentiles in Acts seem to be the idol worshiping, pork

eating, sabbath breaking people that represented everything the Jews
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did not want to be. By comparison the God fearers, when referred to
as a class of people, were Gentile people who rejected idol worship
and became worshipers of the one true God. They did not submit to
the rite of circumcision but were allowed to attend and worship in
the synagogue. Although the Jews considered them still Gentiles they
became the key bridge that Paul used to reach the bulk of the
Gentiles.

The first Church which began among the Gentiles is recorded
in Acts 11:19-24. We see this Church was the result of lay evangelism
and was not initiated by the Apostles. Donald McGavran writes that:

Antioch was where the New Testament church first jumped
the culture barrier. Up to that time, only Jews had become
Christians, but at Antioch some laymen, not knowing any bet-
ter, I suppose started to talk "to the Greeks also" about the
Lord Jesus. Now, the Greeks were uncircumcised; they ate
pigs, and they had statues of naked women in their gardens.
Nevertheless, laymen talked to them about Jesus Christ. The
preachers would have known better; those laymen didn't. Yet
when the 1laymen presented Christ, the Greeks believed, the
Holy Spirit fell on them, and they became good Christians
despite the fact that they still ate bacon for breakfast.

The Church at Antioch began to grow among both the Jews
and the Gentiles. It grew so much that when the apostles
heard about 1it, they sent Barnabas to check on the queer
business. Barnabas found that the church was growing among
the Gentiles as well as the Jews. The ministry was larger
than Barnabas could handle, so he went to Tarsus and brought
Saul back with him. For a year they had a wonderful exper-
ience. The record says that these churches grew very greatly.
Many little_ congregations sprang up throughout the great city
of Antioch.5

The Church which began among the Gentiles, a work which

5Dona]d A. McGavran and Win Arn, How to Grow A Church, (Glen-
dale: Regal Books, 1973), p. 25.
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continues until this day, is recorded as spreading in rapid numbers,
Acts 14:1. Through chapters 13 and 14, Churches increased in number
so that in 16:5 the emphasis was upon churches being planted, built
up and increasing daily - to fulfill the Great Commission.

The Church continued to spread from Asia to Greece. Churches
were planted and people became believers in Philippi, Thessalonica,
Berea, Athens, Corinth and other centers. Church growth under Paul's
missionary endeavors, during the first century, was so effective that
Scripture says all Jews and Greeks in Asia heard the Word of the Lord,
Acts 19:10.

Toward the close of Paul's ministry, which was basically spent
evangelizing the Gentiles, the Churches included many thousands of
Jews. The word muriades, Acts 21:20 which is translated "thousands'
comes from the Greek word myriads which means "“innumerable" or "tens
of thousands." So the number of Jews alone who were at the time iden-
tified with the Church would only be spoken of in multiples of ten
thousand. Along with these are vast numbers of Gentiles who if not
already greater in number would soon become the driving force to carry
the Church forward.

From this account we must recognize that the Church grew in
the first century. Its leaders were extremely conscious of both
seeing and recording that growth in obedience to the Great Commission.

Why did the Church grow and what patterns have we seen devel-
op? We see that God wants His Church to spread and hundreds of

thousands to be added to Him in every people all over the world. We
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see that evangelization was not an annual campaign but was as Donald

McGavran states:

God's people understanding the straight gate and the
narrow way, spreading everywhere cells of committed Chris-
tians, followers of Christ the risen and reigning King, and
thus preparing the way for his speedy return.

The early Church was driven forward by the power of the Holy
Spirit and the clarity that there was only one Way and one Name.
There were NO other Gods. The central focus of the gospel proclaimed
by this early Church was the death and resurrection of Jesus Christ.
The fantastic growth of the early Church was powerfully influenced
by one unshakable conviction: that belief in Jesus Christ was es-
sential for salvation.

The emphasis in the early Church was not on church buildings
but rather on groups of people. It seems that "church buildings" as
such did not exist until the second or third century. We do see that
Christians gathered for instruction and fellowship in the temple, in
homes and in local synagogues. God has built His Church in many dif-
ferent settings.

God also uses a variety of methods to build His Church. There
were no sacred methods.

There is only one gospel but many methods. The gospel
is absolute, final, complete, perfect; it 1is revelation

given. Not so the methods; they are conditioned by time,
culture and psychology. Methods are relative. They are

6Dona]d McGavran and Win Arn, Back to Basics in Church Growth,
(Wheaton: Tyndale House, 1981), p. 130.
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people-related. The Bible, _therefore, does not lay down
absolute patterns in methods.

Paul clearly demonstrates this principle in Acts. To the Jews
he spoke interpreting and quoting scriptures they already were famil-
iar with. To the Gentiles he found other bridges of familiarity on
which to explain and build upon with the saving gospel of Jesus
Christ.

We see two kinds of growth taking place in this early Church.
We see maturing growth, where people were continually being in-
structed, fellowshiping, praying, witnessing and being appointed as
elders. This growth is clearly ba]ancéd with multiplying growth.

There cannot be multiplication without maturation but neither can

there or should there be maturation without multiplication. The

Church must grow like a family. When healthy children come they grow
and develop until they reach adulthood! When they reach adulthood
they in turn become parents producing more healthy children. The

result of effective nurture must be multiplication growth.

This phenomenal growth did not occur asaresult of the apos-
tles only. Key to the spread of this early Church was the laity's
involvement in ministry. One of C. Peter Wagner's vital signs of a
healthy Church 1is a well mobilized laity. Lay people need to be
active and enthusiastic and wholehearted in their service to God and
the Church. Their activity needs to be concentrated on ministry

functions rather than leadership functions in order for the Church

7De]os Miles, Church Growth, A Mighty .River, (Nashville:
Broadman, 1981), p. 80.
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today to experience growth 1ike that of first century Christians.8
Tom Wolf describes the New Testament's use of lay involvement when
he says:

The apostolic Church used the interlocking social systems
of common kinship/community/interests as the backbone for com-
municating the Gospel. The basic thrust of New Testament
evangelism was not individual evangelism, it was not mass
evangelism, and it was definitely not child evangelism. The
normative pattern of evangelism in the early Church was
oikos evangelism.

An oikos is a social system composed of those related to
each other through common ties and tasks. The New Testament
oikos included members of the nuclear family, but extended
to dependents, slaves and employees. Oikos members often
lived together, but always sensed a close association with
each other. And, note this carefully, the oikos constituted
the basic social unit by which the early Church grew,
spreading the Good News of Jesus Christ, the risen Lord.9
The laity were involved in evangelizing family members. It

was the kind of evangelism that would share with a neighbor who
questioned how such a difference had come over his old friend. It
would reach the guy on the job or the oikos that played racket ball
together. Tom Wolf believes oikos evangelism is the God-given and
God-ordained means for naturally sharing our supernatural message.
Key to the penetration and persuasion of this message is the trans-
formed 1life of the believer. It is a Christianity with its most
powerful demonstration in the lives of ordinary people.

Examples from the New Testament indicate the 'Oikos Evangelism’

8C. Peter Wagner, "Good Pastors Don't Make Churches Grow,"
Leadership, 2:1, (Winter 1981), p. 71.

9Tom Wolf, "The Biblical Pattern of Effective Evangelism,"
The Pastor's Church Growth Handbook, ed. Win Arn (Pasadena: Church
Growth Press, 1979), pp. 112-114.
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was common as the early faith spread: In Luke 8:39, Christ told the
demoniac to return to his house  and describe the great things that
happened to him.

In Luke 19:9, Zacchaeus was told that salvation had come to
his house.

John 4:52 describes how the centurion's entire household be-
lieved, following the healing of his son.

In Acts 10, we read how Cornelius, who feared God with all
his household, had a vision, sent for Peter, and when Peter arrived,
gathered his close friends (oikos) together.

In Acts 18:8, Luke describes how Crispus, the leader of the
synagogue at Corinth, believed in the Lord with all his household.

First Corinthians 1:16 records how Paul baptized the house-
hold of Stephanas.

In addition to these direct references to the Oikos of believ-
ers in the rapid spread of the new faith, there are other numerous
references where the "web principle" is seen in practice:

Mark 2:14-15 describes how Jesus called Matthew, the tax col-
lector. Soon after, many other tax collectors were dining with Jesus
and following him.

Luke 7:37- 8:3 recounts how the sinful woman was forgiven,
and soon other sinful women were brought to Jesus.

Luke 15 describes the man who found the lost sheep and called
his friends and neighbors together to rejoice. In the same parable,

Jesus tells of the woman who found the 1lost coin and brought her
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friends and neighbors (oikos) to rejoice. Finally, the celebration
of the son who was found resulted in friends coming together for the
joyful reunion.

John 1:40-41 tells of Andrew bringing his brother to Christ.
John 1:44-45 tells of Philip bringing his friend Nathaniel to
Christ.]o

Michael Green, in Evangelism in the Early Church, observes

that the New Testament Church religiously adhered to the strategy of
using the household (oikos) in the Christian advance.1]

The early Christian knew that when the message of faith was
heard and demonstrated by friends and family who were known and
trusted, who were "their kind of people," barriers were removed and
receptivity to the gospel increased tlr'emendously.]2

Research conducted by the Institute for American Church Growth
(Pasadena, CA) on why people first come to Christ and the Church,
provides support of the oikos-strategy of growth and outreach. After
asking 10,000 lay people, "What was responsible for your coming to

Christ and this church?", the following results were d1'scovered.]3

]OCharles Lowry, "Oikos Evangelism" (Research Project, New
Orleans Baptist Seminary, December 1979).

HMichae] Green, Evangelism in the Early Church, (Grand Rapids:
Eerdmans, 1970), p. 210.

]ZFor a detailed study of the homogeneous unit principle and
Church Growth, see Peter Wagner, Our Kind of People, (Atlanta: John
Knox, 1979).

]3Char1es Arn, Donald McGavran, Win Arn, Growth A New Vision
For The Sunday School, (Pasadena, CA.: Church Growth Press, 1980},
p. /6.
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Special Need .....cevievennnnnnns 2%
Walk=In ..ieeieniennnnennnnnenens 3%
Pastor ...iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinannn 6%
Visitation ....ccivviiiiiiiinen. 1%
Sunday School ......ciiiiennnnnnn 5%
Evangelistic Crusade ............ 0.5%
Program ....cceieeieeieencenennss 3%
Friend/Relative .....covvvvnnnnn.. 79%

This emphasis in evangelism cannot be stressed too heavily.
It is the most effective way by which people come and by which people
stay or are assimilated into the local church. A typical example of
this oikos evangelism or growth by the web principle began by a young
man named Ron Johnson from the Free Methodist Church in Bellingham,

14 (Figure 1.1)

Washington.

An additional dimensionof evangelism in Acts and done by Paul
was Church planting which crossed cultural lines. The Great Commis-
sion did not 1imit the spread of the Church to friends and relatives
of the Church in Jerusalem but was meant to extend to people on the
fringes. As a result Paul used and built bridges to reach cross cul-
turally into the Gentile world.

Barnabas, as an example, was a levite of Cyprus. It is then
no accident that Paul and Barnabas go to Cyprus on their first mis-
sionary journey. Also they continue to travel to Derbe, Iconium, and
Antioch which are towns less than 200 miles west of Tarsus on the main
Roman road. It is possible that Saul's father had commercial dealings

with the Jews in those towns. They were probably familiar with Saul

the brilliant young rabbi of Tarsus who always studied under Gamaliel

1%1bid., p. 78.
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in Jerusalem, and always invited him to speak in the synagogues.]5
Paul used bridges to reach into synagogues. From there he used
bridges to reach Gentiles who were God-Fearers. These bridges ex-
tended so the gospel went from Gentile God-Fearers to pagan Gentiles.
The gospel continued to spread using natural networks of friends and
relatives until it had bridged cultural gaps and had been spread
throughout all of Asia.

As we see the spread of the gospel in Acts by the laity, we
also see the role and responsibility assumed by Paul and the apostles.
The Tleadership given to the Church in Acts relates the leadership
given to local churches today by their pastors. We see both authority
and responsibility for theological and administrative leadership.
Paul both Tled with authority by giving direction to those he worked
with and submitted himself to the authority of Antioch, the Church
which commissioned him and the Jerusalem Council. The Jerusalem
Council became a restraining force whch prevented the Gentile Church
from practicing paganism as well as becoming a catalyst to encourage
and support its leaders and members 1in its endeavor to carry the
gospel to the whole world.

Pastors also must provide leadership which will not only con-
strain paganism and worldiness but will be a catalyst for spreading
the gospel into that world. O0f the seven "vital signs" that Wagner

lists for a growing church he says that the first is: "A pastor who

]5Dona1d A. McGavran, Understanding Church Growth, (Grand Rap-
ids: Eerdmans, revised ed., 1980), p. 396. :
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is a possibility thinker and whose dynamic leadership has been used

16

to catalyze the entire church into action for growth." Strong lead-

ership is an important element in building the Tlocal church. Robert
Schuller states that:

Leadership is the key to church growth. If the church
is to really succeed in its mission of witnessing effectively
to the non-churched world in the Twenty-first Century, we must
develop dynamic, aggressive and inspiring leaders.

And what 1is leadership? Leadership is thinking ahead,
planning for the future exhausting all possibilities, en-
visioning problems and dreaming up solutions to them, and then
communicating the possibilities and the problem-solving ideas
to the decision makers. This is 1eadership.1

He balances this definition with this:

Even a cursory observation would indicate that the average
ordained pastor is not a ten-talented man. He may be a good
preacher - or a good pastor - but he is generally not strong
in both areas . . . it remains incomprehensible that intel-
ligent church planners could assume that a single pastor
arrangement is the ideal arrangement.1
The role of the pastor is by example and precept to become

an enabler and equipper. The pastor must play a key role for growth
to take place but that role must be to equip the saints and motivate
them in their ministry.

Paul's ministry was not a solo flight. We see him starting

churches but setting those churches on a course which others would

]6C. Peter Wagner, Your Church Can Grow, (Glendale, CA.: Regal
Books, 1976), p. 57.

]7Robert H. Schuller, Your Church Has Real Possibilities!
(Glendale, CA.: Regal Books, 1974), p. 49.

"81bid., pp. 10,11.
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navigate or co-pilot. From time to time Paul would return or write
letters to encourage and motivate the saints in their ministry.

Church growth in Acts also depicts the use of Spiritual gifts
in the spread of the gospel. Barnabas, the encourager, is an example
of one using his gift to enhance the spread of the gospel. It was
Barnabas who was brave enough to take the zealous persecuting Saul
and introduce him to the Church.in Jerusalem. Barnabas recruited Paul
from Tarsus to help in Antioch. He went with Paul on his first mis-
sionary Jjourney gradually turning leadership over to him. After his
disagreement with Paul, Barnabas goes on to disciple and encourage
Mark.

It is the study of spiritual gifts and their application to
ministry that is necessary in the local churches today. People must
be equipped and given opportunity to use their gifts in ministy for
the church to go forward.

To summarize what we see in Acts regarding the growth of the
Church we see:

1. God wants His Church to spread to every people all over
the world.

2. The Early Church was driven forward by the power of the
Holy Spirit and the clarity there was one Way and one Name.

3. The emphasis was not on church building but rather on
groups of people.

4. Methods were flexible and God used a variety of methods

to build His Church.
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5. There were two kinds of growth: Maturing growth and
Multiplying growth.

6. Key to the spread of the Church was Tlay involvement in
the ministry.

7. The Church spread along natural Tlines of friends and
relatives.

8. Evangelism involved bridging to reach those on the fringes
even cross-culturally.

9. Key to church growth was dynamic leadership.

10. Spiritual gifts were important to ministry and church
growth.

The evidence of scripture is that God wants His Church to grow
numerically and spiritually. While every Church may not have the same
opportunities for numerical growth, if a church has a reason for
existence God desires for it to experience growth. The Church has
a two fold command: 1) to evangelize and, 2) to edify. It is
a command pertaining to each local body of believers but its ful-
fillment reaches in responsibility to the world.

If the first century Church could experience such phenomenal
growth in its first struggling days of its new existence and under
such adverse conditions, the same Lord can cause the Church today in
this last half of the twentieth century to grow. The opportunity
for growth today is greater than ever before. There are more
winnable people, more money, more resources, and more methods than

ever before. That growth can only come as we utilize the knowledge
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and power God had provided for this occasion.

The issue is not: "Does God want His Church to grow?" He
does! The issue is not: "Can God's Church grow?" It can! The issue
is not: "Will God's Church grow?" It will! The issue is HOW and
what our response will be in structure, priority, and ministry to get

in on God's divine prescription for the growth of His Church.




ALBERTA'S DEMOGRAPHIC TRENDS

Alberta's population passed the 2-million mark during 1979.
The Province recorded a population growth rate of about 3 bercent
annually in 1977 and 1978, the highest in Canada. Based upon pre-
liminary statistics, Alberta's 1979 growth rate was approximately
3.4 percent (Figure 2.1). In view of Alberta's continuing favourable
economic prospects, it is projected that the population will continue
to grow, reaching approximately 2.76 million by 1988, an increase of
slightly over one-third during the 1979-1988 period (Table 2.1).

Since 1971, the proportion of population growth accounted for
by natural increase has been declining. Conversely, migration has
assumed the more significant role. The rapid population growth after
1975 was due primarily to migration, especially net interprovincial
migration. In particular, net interprovincial migration has been
steadily increasing - from 26,130 in 1977 to 32,100 in 1979, with the
vast majority of migrants coming from Ontario, Manitoba and Quebec
(Figure 2.2).

Assuming continuing prosperity in Alberta and the construction
of a number of major resource development projects over the next few
years, it 1is estimated by the Planning Secretariat that an average
annual net migration of approximately 53,000 is needed to meet

anticipated employment growth. These migration forecasts are based

27.
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ACTUAL AND PROJECTED POPULATION OF ALBERTA

TABLE 2.1

1961-1979 AND 1980-1988

29.

Average Annual

Year Population Population Growth Rate
ACTUAL
1961 (c) 1 332 000
1966(c) 1 463 200 1961-1966: 1.9%
1971(c) 1 627 900 1966-1971: 2.2%
1976(c) 1 838 035 1971-1976: 2.5%
1979(est.) 2 018 500 1976-1979: 3.2%
PROJECTED
1980 2 092 700
1981 2 168 900
1982 2 253 900 1979-1983: 3.8%
1983 2 343 000
1984 2 427 100
1985 2 518 000
1986 2 595 100
1987 2 680 700
1988 2 763 800 1983-19883: 3.4%
Notes: (c) Census population

(est.) Estimated population
Sources: Statistics Canada, 1966, 1971 and 1976 Censuses.

Alberta Bureau of Statistics, unpublished population

projections prepared for the Planning Secretariat,

May 1980.
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upon employment forecasts showing an average annual increase of 4.2
percent between 1980 and 1988. Thus, the revised population forecast
is due almost entirely to higher migration forecasts over the 1979-
1988 period (Figure 2.3).

The projected age-sex composition of Alberta's population is
not expected to differ significantly from the previous forecast. In
comparing the projected 1988 age-sex distribution of the Province's
population with the 1979 distribution, it 1is apparent that the
proportion of persons ages 65 years and over will remain more or less
constant. However, that will be a smaller proportion of persons in
the younger age groups (i.e., 10-24 years), and a much larger pro-
portion of persons ages 25-44 years. In a sense, Alberta will have

a more "mature" population in the late 1980's (Table 2.2).

Regional Population Growth

During the 1970's, the rates of economic development varied

from one region to the next within Alberta. Certain regions of the

Province experienced higher levels of economic development than ---

others. In the past three years, the rates of economic development
ranged from relatively slow growth in such regions as the North
Central (Athabasca) and Battle River (Camrose), primarily agricultural
economies, to relatively high growth in such regions as Fort McMurray
and Calgary, primarily because of resource industry and related
development. Consequently, the growth of Alberta's population varied

from region to region. These differences in population growth are
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TABLE 2.2

ALBERTA'S CHANGING AGE STRUCTURE

1971-1988

33.

Total Number Of People In Age Group
(Percentage of Total Population)

August, 1980.

Portiand Center Library

% Change % Change
Age Group 1971 1979 1988 1971-1979 1979-1988
0- 4 Yrs. 151 600 175 900 243 700 16.0 38.5
(9.3) (8.7) (8.8)
5-14 Yrs. 362 900 341 800 443 500 -5.8 29.7
(22.3) (16.9) (16.0)
15-24 Yrs. 303 200 422 100 454 600 39.2 7.7
(18.6) (20.9) (16.5)
25-34 Yrs. 218 600 358 900 607 300 64.2 69.2
(13.4) (17.8) (22.0)
35-44 Yrs. 193 100 226 900 389 900 17.5 71.8
(11.9) (11.2) (14.1)
45-64 Yrs. 279 700 340 900 416 500 21.9 22.2
(17.2) (16.9) (15.1)
65 Yrs. 118 750 152 000 207 900 28.0 36.8
and Over (7.3) (7.5) (7.5)
Source: Planning Secretariat, Alberta Advanced Education and Manpower,
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summarized in Table 2.3 in which the actual and projected population
growth of each regionover the 1976-1988 period is given.

With reference to Alberta's urban municipalities, most of them
have experienced significant change 1in their population in recent
years. Of 101 municipalities having a 1971 population of over 1,000,
74 experienced a higher growth rate in 1976-79 than in the 1971-76
period. Consequently, population growth is filtering throughout the
Province and affecting communities of all sizes, including those which

have traditionally been slow growth areas (Figure 2.4).

1. Historical Regional Population Growth

Over the last three years (i.e., 1976-1979), in terms of aver-
age annual population growth rates, the fastest growing regions were

(Figure 2.5):

TABLE 2.4
Fastest Growing Centres in Alberta

Average Annual
Growth Rate

Fort McMurray 20.5%
Red Deer 4.6%
Calgary 4.3%
South East (Medicine Hat) 3.7%
Edmonton 3.0%
West Central (Hinton) 2.8%
Peace River (Grande Prairie) 2.7%
Cold Lake 2.5%

The Edmonton and Calgary regions together accounted for 67

percent (approximately 131,000 people) of the Province's total




TABLE 2.3

ACTUAL AND PROJECTED POPULATION FOR SELECTED REGIONS IN ALBERTA

1976-1988

Population Average Annual
Region Population Growth Rates of Growth

1976 1979 1988 1976-79 1979-~-88 1976-79 1979-88
(%) (%)
1. Peace River (Grande Prairie) 96 456 104 500 135 100 8 044 30 600 2.7 2.9
2. West Central (Hinton) 30 155 32 800 52 700 2 645 19 900 2.8 5.4
3. North Central (Athabasca) 34 952 36 000 39 400 1 048 3 400 1.0 1.0
4. Fort McMurray 15 424 27 000 58 400 11 576 31 400 20.5 9.0
5. Cold Lake 19 500 21 000 37 800 1 500 16 800 2.5 6.7
6. East Central (Lloydminster) 76 805 81 800 102 300 4 995 20 500 2.1 2.5
7. Edmonton 621 700 681 700 914 000 60 000 232 300 3.0 3.3
8. Battle River (Camrose) 60 000 62 000 75 600 2 000 13 600 1.1 2.2
9. Red Deer 112 020 128 250 182 500 16 230 54 250 4.6 4.0
10. Calgary 527 528 598 000 855 800 70 472 257 800 4.3 4.1
11. Palliser (Drumheller) 21 020 21 400 23 200 380 1 800 0.6 0.9
12. 0l1ld Man River (Lethbridge) 130 400 140 000 174 800 9 600 34 800 2.4 2.5
13. South East (Medicine Hat) 60 500 67 500 94 400 7 000 26 900 3.7 3.8
14. Mountain 7 508 7 600 8 200 92 600 0.4 0.8
15. Rural North-East 10 505 10 800 11 800 295 1 000 0.9 1.0

Source: Prepared by the Planning Secretariat, Alberta Advanced Education and Manpower, using various data
sources including Regional Planning Commission and Planning Secretariat forecasts, April, 1980.

"GE
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population growth during the 1976-1979 period. This is a decline from
the 73 percent that these two regions absorbed during 1971-1976. His-
torically (i.e., prior to 1971), however, the Edmonton and Calgary
regions had accounted for an even larger share of population growth
in Alberta.

Regions surrounding such centres as Red Deer, Lethbridge,
Medicine Hat and Grande Prairie have increased their share of the
provincial growth from 18 percent during 1971-1976 to 21 percent
during 1976-1979. In the regions where large resource development
projects have been undertaken, very high rates of population growth
have occurred. These high growth areas, however, accounted for only
7.0 to 8.0 percent of the total provincial population growth during
the 1976-1979 period. This 1is because of the relatively small
population bases in most resource centres. Fort McMurray, for example,
had a base population of only 15,424 in 1976 but experienced an
average annnual growth rate of 20.5 percent over the following three
years, reaching a total population of 27,000 in 1979.

Other regions experienced growth rates well below the pro-
vincial annual average of 3.2 percent for the 1976-1979 period. These
regions are predominantly rural and have agriculturally-based
economies. For example, the North Central (Athabasca) region ex-
perienced an average annual growth rate of only 0.5 percent over the
1976-1979 period. Other regions that fit into the same category are
the Battle River (Camrose), Palliser (Drumheller) and Rural North-East

regions.
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2. Projected Regional Population Growth: 1979-1988

It is expected that major resource developments will provide
the impetus for Alberta's economic expansion in the 1980's. The re-
quirements for skilled manpower associated with these projects are
enormous. Employment will also be created in other industrial and
occupational sectors as an indirect result of these projects. There-
fore, significant population increases can be expected in those
regions where development of major resource projects occur. This is
the basis for the Planning Secretariat's forecasts relating to man-
power requirements, employment, and ultimately population.

For the 1979-1988 period, the Alberta population is expected
to increase at an average annual rate of approximately 3.5 percent.
The following regions are forecasted to have growth rates greater than
the Alberta average (Figure 2.6), and thus, can be expected to in-
crease their share of the provincial population over the forecast

period:

TABLE 2.5

Regions With Growth Rates
Greater Than the Alberta Average

Average Annual
Growth Rate

Fort McMurray 9.0%
Cold Lake 6.7%
West Central (Hinton) 5.4%
Calgary 4.1%
Red Deer 4.0%

South East (Medicine Hat) 3.8%
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The following regions are expected to experience growth rates

slightly below the provincial average:

TABLE 2.6

Regions With Growth Rates
Slightly Below the Alberta Average

Average Annual
Growth Rate

Edmonton 3.3%
Peace River (Grande Prairie) 2.9%
01d Man River (Lethbridge) 2.5%
East Central (Lloydminster) 2.5%
Battle River (Camrose) 2.5%

There are a few regions that are expected to have growth rates
well below the Province's growth rate, and will likely experience net

out-migration. These regions are identified as follows:

TABLE 2.7

Regions With Growth Rates
Well Below the Alberta Average

Average Annual
Growth Rate

North Central (Athabasca) 1.0%
Rural North East 1.0%
Palliser (Drumheller) 0.9%
Mountain 0.8%

The above forecasts indicate that the faster growing regions
will gradually accommodate a larger share of provincial population

growth. However, Edmonton and Calgary, by virtue of the growth
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generated by their size, can be expected to continue to accommodate
a substantial proportion of provincial population growth - approx-

imately two-thirds of the total growth each year.

3. Age Distribution: 1988

Age distributions within the various regions are expected to
differ from the Province as a whole. The Cold Lake region is an
example. Because of the massive resource development expected to be
undertaken in the region, the estimated manpower requirements will
result in the in-migration of a large number of working age persons
and their dependents. This will most likely result in a regional age
distribution dominated by the 25 to 39 years of age - a relatively
“young" population base compared to that of the Province. The op-
posite type of trend could be expected in regions where below average
population growth is expected to occur. The North Central (Athabasca)
and Palliser (Drumheller) regions are possibilities where the
population bases are expected to have proportionately more people in

the older age groups than the Province as a whole.
Summary

Since the early 1970's, Alberta has been experiencing rapid
population growth due primarily to high Tlevels of migration,
especialy interprovincial migration, resulting from rapid economic
development of the Province. Assuming that the construction of a
number of major resource development projects will begin over the next

few years, it is estimated by the Planning Secretariat that an average
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annual net migration of approximately 53,000 will be needed to meet
anticipated employment growth. At this migration level, Alberta's
population is expected to reach 2.76 million by 1988.

Population growth has become increasingly more diffused and
decentralized during the 1970's. This growth appears to be affecting
communities of all sizes in most geographical regions. Resource
development regions such as Fort McMurray and West Central Alberta,
as well as regions surrounding major centres such as Lethbridge, Red
Deer and Medicine Hat, have been increasing their share of provincial
population growth while the Edmonton and Calgary regions have been
declining. In terms of future population growth, the faster growing
regions will gradually accommodate a larger share of the provincial
population growth. However, the Edmonton and Calgary regions, by
virtue of their size, can be expected to continue to account for the
dominant share of the Province's population growth.

Alberta's anticipated high rate of growth over the next nine
years will have implications for various programs and policies, at
both, the provincial and regional levels. Increased demands for land,
social services and skilled labour force participants are just a few
of the consequences increased growth may cause.1

The church needs to be alert to the demands upon it by this

anticipated growth. There will be continued and greater urgency to

]This chapter 1is a summary of a document prepared by the
Planning Secretariat of Alberta Advanced Education and Manpower en-
titled "Demographic and Manpower Trends in Alberta: Possible Impact
on the Advanced Education System, 1971-1988", October 1980.
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minister to the needs of these people and increasing opportunity for
the church to share the good news of Jesus Christ and His love as a
result. Win Arn states that people in changing communities are more
receptive to the gospel. Below is an abbreviated series of sub-axes
which can help determine particular receptivity with a particular com-
munity and show the possibilities for the church to reach out in
growing communities in Alberta. (Those people falling closer to the
left side of the axes will be more responsive than those nearer the

right side).?

Receptive Less Receptive
Visitors to No contact with
your church your church
New arrivals Long-term

in Community residents

New arrivals ‘ Indifferent
who respond new arrivals
People with People with
needs you other needs
can meet

2

This information was given at a Seminar, "How To Identify,
Reach, and Win New People," by Win Arn. The Seminar is arranged by
the Institute for American Church Growth, Pasadena, California and
was held in Portland, Oregon on October 29-31, 1981.
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People in stable

People in change
situations

or instability

This 1list above is far from complete but serves to identify
people in our areas of ministry who will be especially receptive to

the message of Christ as presented by our churches.




NATIONAL RELIGIOUS TRENDS IN CANADA

Canada is seen to be a Roman Catholic country, in that this
Church was claimed by more Canadians than the combined total of main-
line Protestants. Based on 1971 Census date (Figure 3.1) we see that
47% of Canadians identify themselves with Roman Catholicism. These
figures represent religious identification, not formal membership or

active involvement in a congregation of the denomination which they

named.

FIGURE 3.1

Estimated Relgious Affilations

5% No Religion

47%

——~Y——7% Other
\

_,T—Z.S% Baptist

Roman

Catholic

3% Lutheran

4% Presbyterian

12.5%

Anglican

Source: 1971 Census
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Although Canada 1is seen to be Roman Catholic country, Sta-
tistics Canada's map of Roman Catholic representation in every census
tract area (Figure 3.2) illustrates that Canadian Catholicism is not
confined to Quebec. Most of our land mass hosts 20% or more
Catholics, with over one in three Catholics in the heavily populated

sections of Ontario.

FIGURE 3.2

Roman Catholic Concentration in Canada,
by 1971 Census Tracts
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The concentration is lightest in Central and Southern Alberta
but a significant concentration appears in Northern Alberta

The Protestant representation was dominated by old-line
Churches such as the United Church of Canada, Anglican Church of

Canada, Lutheran, and Presbyterian. The most striking observation is
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that the fourth largest religious response was the secularist one of
"no religion." This category registers the greatest percentage in-
crease from the 1961 census.

When we 1look at weekly attendance or active constituencies
in the Canadian Church scene there is a vitally different picture.
From an estimate of Roman Catholic weekly attendance as derived from
a 1978 Gallup Poll, 46% of the Roman Catholic sample, claimed to have
attended church "in the last seven days." The equivalent Protestant
response was 27%. These poll results are confirmed by the Project
Canada data of R.W. Bibby, whose 1975 research revealed weekly at-
tendance rates of 45% and 25% of Roman Catholics and Protestants,
respective]y.]

Findings regarding relative attendance strengths are presented
in Figure 3.3. Perhaps two realities strike the reader most force-
fully from this graph. First in contrast with the 1971 Census data
(Figure 3.1), the great fact about Canadian religious loyality is that
the majority of Canadians are not actively involved with any religion.
Secondly, the great fact about our mainline religious activity is that
Roman Catholics outnumber Protestants by almost three to one (19.7
to 6.9%). An analysis of Protestant strength shows us that the active
consitituencies of the major denominations such as United, Anglican,

Lutheran and Reformed is slightly Tless than those of the Baptist,

]Dennis M. Oliver, The New Canadian Religious Pluralism (de-
livered to the Canadian Society of Church History, June 1, 1979, Sask-
atoon, Saskatchewan), p. 8.
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FIGURE 3.3

Estimated Active Constituencies,
Major Traditions

0ld-Line Protestants:

United Church 1.6%
Anglican Church 0.8%
Lutheran 0.5%
Reformed 0.5% 19.7%
Baptist 1.2%
Roman
Other Protestants Catholic
Pentecostal 1.1% 4.6 71.8%
Holiness 0.6%--—.._________-1_' 7%
Other 0.6% — 5% Other

Heterodox Sects:
Jehovah's Witnesses 0.8%

Mormons 0.4%
Other 0.4%

Reporting Year: 1977
Source: Canadian Church Growth Center, Regina

Holiness, Pentecostal and other traditions.
The greatest concern which we in the Evangelical Church in
Canada must deal with is the 71.8% "other." (Figure 3.3).
The great reality about these "others" is that most are

"secularists" who have no active commitment to any organized
religion. This figure represent twelve million or more
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Canadians. Although they would not have said so at the 1981

census, they might best represent themselves as having "no

religion."2

In his Project Canada research, Reginald Bibby discusses "the
failure of even a majority of Canadians to give evidence of having

3 As he reads the responses of these

religious system inclinations."
"secularists" to his 303-item questionnaire, he is impressed by the
fact that they are not only absent from religious services, but the
traditional religious questibns are not a major motivation:

For most Canadians questions of ultimate meaning
are not primary concerns. While they warrant being raised
periodically, they have relatively low priority in people's
lives. Ultimate questions have a "back-burner status;" they
may be ultimate, but they are not immediate.

Bibby's findings seem to indicate that the secularists are
neither seeking nor particularly open to the messages and involvements
provided by Canada's denominations.

Some established denominations have cut themselves off from

2Ibid., p. 11.

As mentioned above there are many non-active "fringe" ad-
herents of Churches who have some religious loyalty. Dennis Oliver's
calculations allow for over four and one half million of such
nominals. Most are presumed to be moving away from church loyalty
towards secularity. Even some active attenders evidence syncretistic
attitudes which show an openness to Teap established ecclesiastical
boundaries. See John S. Savage: The Apathetic and Bored Church Member
(Pittsford, N.Y., Lead Consultants, T1970), passim, and R.W. Bibby,
"Religion and Modernity: The Canadian: Case," Journal for the Scien-
tific Study of Religion, 18:1:6-11, 1979.

3R.w. Bibby, "Religion and Modernity: The Canadian Case"
(Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion, 1979, 18:1:10).

41bid.
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broad popular appeal by the natural process of upward mobility and
consequent social elitism. Some have Tlost former conversionist
dynamics as their dominant values have become secularized and
humanized, in growing conformity with the wider social consensus. Dean
M. Kelley makes much of the effects of this process in his celebrated

study, Why Conservative Churches are Growing:

Wesley's Law of the Decay of Pure Religion describes a
danger which overtakes even the most zealous movement: success
as men grow older, surmount their difficulties, gather
w1sdom from experience, and earn the respect of their fellows,
the world becomes a broader place .

The same broadening of interests and concerns is apparent
in churches as well as in their members .

Much that is good and commendable results from such individual
organizational maturity, acknowledges Kelley. "But," he concludes,
"we should not be astonished if it does not prevent the decline of
churches." Secularism and individualistic privatism in the non-church
going public might well be explained as the fruits of secularist and
privatist emphasis in the old-1ine Churches.

Some of Canada's fastest growing churches sugh as, the Pen-
tecostal Assemblies of Canada, offer a sectarian alternative to the
church-type religious 1life found in many old-line churches. The
sectarian alternative offered by many groups has a strong appeal to

many within Protestant church-type structures, leading to widespread

5Dean M. Kelley, Why Conservative Churches Are Growing (New
York: Harper and Row, 1972), p. 105. W.E. Mann's study explores
Canadian church and sect dynamics in Sect, Cult and Church in Alberta
(Toronto: University of Toronto Press, T19557.
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change of affiliation. As John Webster Grant speculates, "perhaps
the radical fringes of the major churches have become the most fertile

breeding ground of geniune sectarianism . ."6

Whether through pro-
selytism or the initiative of the transferee, many have joined smaller
denominations out of a frustration with his or her church Tife.

For some, promises of spiritual realities never sensed
in their old-line churches have prompted the switch. This
explains much of the appeal of Pentecostal and (non-
pentecostal) Holiness churches. Others have transferred al-
legiance in the context of searching for '"the assurance of
salvation." For others the crucial appeal of the newer groups
has 1laid in their well-functioning Sunday School, or their
nostalgic  "old fashioned" elements in their Titurgy and
theology. Perhaps the greatest appeal of the sect-type groups
is that they provide the excitement and dignity of a claim
to reflect Biblical Christianity.’

It is precisely along the line of Dennis Oliver's observations
that the Evangelical Church in Canada has had much of its appeal.
The question of how effective they have been to provide an alternative
for the secular tendencies of old-Tine churches will be dealt with
in a later chapter.

R.W. Bibby argued that conservative growth dynamics has
depended mainly on a '"conservative" constituent base and are re-
latively ineffective at reaching secu]arists.8 He also argues that

"conservative" churches are not even effective in reaching people from

6John Webster Grant, The Church in the Canadian Era (Toronto:
McGraw-Hi11l Ryerson, 1972), p. 221.

7Denm‘s Oliver, op. cit., p. 14.

8R.w. Bibby, "Why Conservative Churches Really are Growing:
Kelley Revisited" (Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion, 1978,
17:2:129-137).
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within the old-line denominations.9 He contends that evangelical
churches are growing by "saint circulation"-- by transfers from like-
minded groups and the retention of their children's loyalty.
Immigration patterns have greatly affected the growth and
decline of many old-line churches. This is clearly so for Roman Cath-
olicism of which Tom Sinclair-Faulkner writes, "Because of heavy im-
migration from Europe, the proportion of the population claiming to
be Catholic had reached 46 percent by 1971 and bids fair -to become

10 Protestant Churches with a distinct

a Canadian majority by 1981."
ethnic identity have in the past benefitted from immigration of their
natural consitituents -- such as Scandanvian Lutherans, Scottish
Presbyterians, and English Anglicans. However, this easy and natural
source of growth has dwindled for two reasons. First, immigration
trends have changed, to their detriment. Secondly, the "mother
countries" of these faiths have become so secularized that these
churches no longer benefit from receiving their emigrants.

A related but contrary dynamic of many smaller and newer
denominations is their aggressive commitment to cross-cultural
evangelization. "Home missions" often represents for these
groups the penetration of their gospel into new cultural con-
stituencies. This contrasts with some old-line cncepts, in
which  "home missions" meant essentially creating new

congregations for their mobile members. Our largest con-
servative-evangelical denomination, the Pentecostal Assemblies

9 R.W. Bibby and M.B. Brinkerhoff, "The Circulation of the
Saints: A Study of People Who Join Conservative Churches" (Journal
for the Scientific Study of Religion, 1973, 12:3:273-283). See also
Ken "LittTe, "Are the Conservative Churches Reaching Canada?" (His
Dominion, Spring, 1977, 4:2:12-13). -

]OTom Sinclair - Faulkner, "Listing Where the Spirit Bloweth"
(Christian Century, July 19-26, 1978), p. 699.
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of Canada, has no less five non-English speaking conferences.
Many of the nation's fastest growing congregations are com-
posed of recent immigrant groups, whether Greek, East Asian,
or Philippino Baptist congregations 1in Toronto; Haitian,
Chinese and Vietnamese Alliance Churches in Montreal; Chitean
Evangelical - Covenant congregations in Calgary and Edmonton,
or the recently established Italian Pentecostal Church in
Winnipeg.1l
The Evangelical Church in Canada has begun a similar outreach
to the Spanish in Calgary and the Chinese in Vancouver. Some
dominantly Anglophone denominations have begun vigorous and succesful
new church developments in Quebec, which many are heralding as one
of North America's ripest mission fields. Some of the newer "ethnic"
churches (such as Haitian and Korean congregations) have grown pri-
marily through transfer growth. But others are the fruit of various
groups' costly - commitment to evangelize outide their natural
constituencies. Some of these efforts have resulted in strong in-
digenous movements which no longer require out-culture evangeh’sts.]2
If it is true that most Canadian Church growth has been from
"transfer" and "biological" sources, rather than "conversion" from
other faith orientations then many evangelistic denominations would
have relatively few conversions without their ethnic ministries.
Growing Canadian denominations give evidence to conversion-

orientated evangelism and thus numerical expansion. Along with this

is their concern and commitment to establish new congregations.

]]Dennis Oliver, op. cit., p. 16.

"21bid., pp. 16-17.
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Donald McGavran and many others have stressed that new church devel-
opment is essential for denominational expansion.]3

Church planting was a key factor in the expansionist era of
the United Church 1in the 1950's. The Jehovah's Witnesses have a
standing policy of dividing congregations when they reach a size of
something over 100. The Canadian Christian and Missionary Alliance
has a goal to plant over 100 new churches between 1979 and 1987.
Setting goals to plant churches is essential for denominational
expansion.

The trend 1is toward "conservative church growth" and is

illustrated by the 1970 Yearbook of American Churches (published by

Abingdon Press) data. While not all "conservative" churches are
growing, many are; and none of the larger, more "liberal" denom-
inations are 1'ncreas1'ng.]4 (Table 3.1 and Appendix A).

Many of the trends in Canadian Christianity are discouraging.
Other changing trends seem to give hope that Christianity will again
become a spreading flame that will engulf Canada with a revival of
its dynamic message and influence. As the effects of an uncertain
world economy begin to have their effect on Canada many will be

brought to reassess their values. As we note the rapid erosion of

]3See D. McGavran, Understanding Church Growth (Grand Rapids:
Eerdmans, rev. 1980), and Jack Redford, PTanting New Churches, (Nash-
ville: Broadman Press, 1978, and D. McGavran and George Hunter III
Church Growth Strategies That Work (Nashville: Abingdon, 1980).

]4Dennis Oliver, "Canadian Christianity . . . Where are we
Headed? (His Dominion, Spring, 1979), p. 10.
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traditional morality and mores I believe many Canadians will become
open to the certainty, stability and hope of the Christian faith.
Many already believe that the general population is becoming in-
creasingly receptive to the gospel. Certainly the churches are
growing in awareness of the responsibilities and opportunities for

Canadian evangelization.

TABLE 3.1
1977
Largest % Increase in Communicant Membership 1976-1977 Membership
Buddhist Churches of Canada ........................... .. 66.7 % ( 5,000
Christian Church (Disciples of Christ) ....................... 21.5% ( 3.435)
The Wesleyan Church ......... .... e 17.6% ( 4,623)
Christian and Missionary Alliance .......................... 17.5% (15,868)
Christian Reformed Church in North America ............... 15.2% (38,121)
Canadian Baptist Conference .................. ... ... ..... 15.0% (2,237)
Church of God (Cleveland, Tenn.) ......................... 12.1% ( 1,803)
The Church of God of Prophecy in Canada ................. 11.8% (1,215)
Reorganized Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints . ... ... 9.5% (12.479)
The Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church in America ......... 8.6% ( 2,404)
Growth from
Ten Largest Sunday School Enrolments 1977 1976
1. UnitedChurchofCanada ................................ 242,478 (— 1.6%)
2. AnglicanChurchofCanada .............................. 106,862 (— 0.7%)
3. Pentecostal Assemblies of Canada ........................ 98,715 ( 9.4%)
4. Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints .. ............... 68,000 (—12.7%)
5. Baptist FederationofCanada ........................1.... 58,026 ( 5.8%)
6. The Presbyterian ChurchinCanada .................... ... 56,909 (= 5.6%)
7. Christian and Missionary Alliance ... ..................... 32,607 ( 7.2%)
8. Seventh-day Adventist Church ........................... 21,188 ( 1.5%)
9. Mennonite Brethren Churches of North America,
Canadian Conferenceof ................................. 20,093 ( 11.8%)

10. Christian Reformed Church in North America .............. 20,089 (—23.8%)

Source: 1979 Yearbook of American Churches (Abingdon). Data selected
and arranged by the Canadian church Growth, Regina.
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THE NATIONAL AND ALBERTA PROVINCIAL
GROWTH TRENDS OF THE EVANGELICAL CHURCH
IN CANADA
This chapter will look at the growth trends of the Evangelical

Church in Alberta. The Evangelical Church in Canada had 54 churches

in 1961 and over the next 20 years lost a net of 9 churches leaving
45 churches in 1981 (Figure 4.1). Alberta contained 27 of those
churches in 1961 and declined to 19 churches by 1981 (Figure 4.2).
From this we can see that 50% of the denomination's churches were in
Alberta in 1961 but that proportion dropped to 42% by 1981. The
number of churches in the denomination becomes one of its most impor-
tant factors in its ability to grow. From 1961 to 1971 the number
of churches in Alberta declined at a decadal rate of 25.9% (Figure
4.3). The period from 1971 shows a much slower rate of decline but
still significant decadal rate of - 5% (Figure 4.4).

The decadal rate of decline for the total denomination is -
9.3% for the 1961 to 1971 period (Appendix N) and a slightly slower
rate of - 8.2% for the 1971 to 1981 period (Appendix 0). Already we
can see that the sixties and seventies were not an expansion era for
the Evangelical Church in Canada. With Alberta representing almost
half of the total denomination in number of churches we will Took a
little closer at the membership trends in comparison with the pro-

vincial population shift.

57. .
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Figure 4.1

THE TOTAL HISTORY = NUMBER OF CHURCHES
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Figure 4.2

THE TOTAL HISTORY = NUMBER OF CHURCHES
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Figure 4.3
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NAME _TOTAL OF ALBERTA CHURCHES - E.C.C.
denomination or church
R
y ! i
— mE
o — —
T 30 j
U [ )
& e
= e —
(’.‘5 25 — — i \\
: RN
2 5 E— -
N 20 . ~—_
2 ' =
Q .
: % 15 :
L : L C i ; . . i ; . ! ‘
10 [ ' : ! ‘ , B . b N [
5 ‘,
;1 1B : : ) - i i i ,E 1
IS L L
1 P t
|veaR {1961 [ 1962 [ 1963 [1964 [ 1965 [ 1966 [ 1967 | 1968 [ 1969 | 1970 | 1971 |
| last year
[churches| 27 ] 7] 28] 26 | 2 [ 2o [ 2o | 2o [ 21 | 21 ] 20
I
| _
DGR CALCULATION
I
- 25.9% =

-« 221 % >t< -30.6 % f—




61.
Figure 4.4
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When observing the total history of active members of the
Alberta Churches, we see a slow rate of growth (Figure 4.5). We can
see that 1966 to 1968 reflect a dramatic decline with a continued
struggle to increase and regain those losses in the years that follow.
To do a closer analysis of these trends we will look at the composite
membership rather than active or present membership figures. The com-
posite membership is computed from the average of the present member-
ship, average attendance at Sunday Morning Worship and total average
Sunday School attendance. Total average Sunday School attendance was
used instead of average adult Sunday School attendance because of the
confusion between adult enrollment and adult attendance in the
Conference records.

The comparison of the three components making up composite
membership shows approximately a 10% difference between:active member-
ship and Worship attendance (Table 4.1). This high proportion of
attendance is one of the distinguishing characteristics of evangelical
and conservative churches in Canada (see Chapter 3). Although evan-
gelical churches do not have as large an inactive membership as main-
line denominations, they also must contend with the fact that member-
ship alone does not give a very accurate picture of the church's
active involvement in missions. The inclusion of attendance sta-
tistics to comprise a composite membership give a more precise
picture of the church's actual growth. It then represents not a mere
growth of signatures and names but more accurately represents a growth
of active and responsible church members.

The diagnostic period from 1961 to 1971 reveals a decadal or
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TABLE 4.1
ALBERTA PROVINCIAL STATISTICS FOR THE EVANGELICAL CHURCH IN CANADA
1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970

Total S.S. Enrollment 2653 2633 2710 2828 2950 2967 2990 2872 2878 2688 2592

Average S.S. Attendance 1985 1938 2112 2128 2050 2059 2013 2010 1974 1947 1871

Present Membership 1856 1918 1949 1920 1937 1957 2011 1988 1923 1961 1961
Attendance Sunday A.M. 2099 2167 2433 2339 2344 2379 2284 2254 2243 2102 2190
Composite Membership 1980 2008 2165 2129 2110 2132 2103 2084 2047 2003 2007
Number of Churches 27 27 27 28 26 24 24 24 24 -21 21

1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981

Total S.S. Enrollment 2525 2474 2430 2457 2294 2205 2325 2413 2426 2286 2588

Average S.S. Attendance 1762 1785 1651 1641 1617 1601 1499 1570 1459 1530 1593

Present Membership 1957 1968 1982 1970 1966 1973 1995 1979 2008 1989 2018
Attendance Sunday A.M. 2186 2157 2135 2114 2120 2056 2058 2060 2123 2191 2228
Composite Membership 1968 1970 1923 1908 1901 1877 1851 1870 1863 1903 1946
Number of Churches 20 22 22 22 22 21 20 20 21 21 19

Source: Conference Journals of the Evangelical Church In Canada
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ten year growth rate of - 2.0% in the composite membership of the
Evangelical Church in Alberta (Figure 4.6). The decadal rate converts
to an average Annual Growth Rate of - 0.2%. The provincial population
during the same period grew at an average Annual Growth Rate of 2.05%
(Table 2.1). The composite membership, however, grew at a 9.7% de-
cadal or 0.93% average Annual Growth Rate between 1961 and 1966. This
is about half the population growth for the same period. From this
period there has, however, been constant decline until between 1977
and 1979 (Figure 4.7).

In the decline that follows 1961 there are several important
factors to consider. First, the trend to urbanize was taking its toll
on the churches. Following 1961 and prior to 1976 eight of the nine
churches that discontinued were rural churches in declining rural com-
munities (Table 4.2). The problem was clearly seen by 1960 when the
Conference Superintendent reported:

Twenty-six churches show an increase in membership and
twenty-six had a decrease. Among the churches that show an
increase, over these 30 years, 16 are urban churches and 10
are rural churches. The 26 churches that had a decrease are

all rural. The increases are as high as 362 percent and the
decreases as low as 65 percent.

The rural churches show up better under attendance than
membership. Here 21 show an increase and 15 a decrease. How-
ever, the increase in most cases is small. The greater in-
crease shows up in the 15 urban churches where there are
increases up to 140%. Some of the decreases are as low as
55%. Only one urban church shows a decrease. In Sunday
School attendance 32 churches had an increase, 14 of these
were urban and 17 rural. O0f the 20 that showed a decrease
2 are urban and 18 rural.l

1 1960 Official Record of the Northwest Canada Conference,
Evangelical United Brethren Church.
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THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD -= MEMBERS
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TABLE 4.2

E.C.C. Churches In Alberta Which Were
Started Between 1960 - 1981

YEAR STARTED

Medicine Hat Norwood 1963

Calgary Raddison Heights (Spanish) 1972

Lethbridge 1973

Edmonton Spanish 1977

Beaumont 1979

Grimshaw 1981
Total = 6

E.C.C. Churches In Alberta Which Were
Discontinued Between 1960 - 1981

YEAR CLOSED

Hilda - Horsham 1961
Hanna - Salem 1964
Little Plume - Gros Ventre 1964
Medicine Hat - Graburn 1965
Vulcan - Philadelphia 1965
Castor - Salem 1969
Hilda - Hope 1969
Three Hills - Beisiker 1969
Medicine Hat - Wisdom 1971
Calgary Killarney 1976
Three Hills - Torrington 1976
Medicine Hat - Norwood 1977
Edmonton - Bethany 1981
Edmonton Spanish 1981
Total = 14

Source: Conference Journals of the Evangelical Church in Canada
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The trend to urbanization was clearly seen, but for a con-
ference who could consider 19 of its 27 churches in Alberta to be
rural, there was a problem. Not all these 19 became declining rural
churches but many were forced to close their doors in the years that
follow. The problem was recognized early, but I was unable to find
a written strategy to deal with this problem.

Church Growth has Tong been the desire of the leaders of the
Evangelical Church. Yet the study, planning and formulation of strat-
egy for church growth to take place appears to be weak. The same con-
cern for Church Growth can be seen in Institutions that train Church
leaders. At Western Evangelical Seminary, prior to 1981-1982, the
catalogue included a courseon Evangelism and Church Growth. The
weakness, however, becomes apparent when we see that it 1is Tisted
under the general department of Communication. The emphasis seems
more on training students to communicate the gospel evangelistically
so the Church will incorporate new converts and grow. This is indeed
a very important part of ChurchGrowth but there must be a more care-
ful look from a perspective that enables the student to see societal
structures and trends, and be able to develop theological and
methological principles by which he can lead and equip his Tocal
church or denomination to adopt suitable growth strategies. This em-
phasis can be seen in the 1981-1982 Catalogue of Western Evangelical
Seminary, when Church Growth becomes a course separate in emphasis
from Evangelism and 1is placed under the Pastoral Studies department
rather than Communication.

Church Growth as a science 1is relatively new and in the past
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1ittle effort has been made to study and apply sociological and
managerial principles. This can be partly seen in an inability of
the Evangelical Church to adopt a strategy to deal with the ur-
banization trend already long under way. One effective way to have
countered the 1loss of rural churches would have been to plant new
urban churches to take their place. This was the method of expansion
which established the Evangelical Church in Western Canada and will
be a critical factor in the future expansion of the denomination.

The trend to secularism is perhaps another significant factor
for the decline of the church in the late sixties and early seventies
(Chapter 3). The evangelical evangelistic zeal perhaps had dwindled
significantly to become obvious. Related to this was the trend to
shift the work of ministry from a lay orientation'to a pastor centered
ministry. The Tlack of 1lay involvement in ministry will certainly
1imit the effectiveness of the church to grow. Today we see a need
to return to lay ministry with the pastor in the role of equipping
rather than performing the prime functions of ministry. To be able
to grasp and implement this theology and philosophy of ministry in
the Evangelical Church will have exciting implications and pos-
sibilities for its future growth expectations.

The Evangelical Church in Western Canada did not receive Con-
ference status until 1927 and then was a Missionary Conference until
1947. In 1947 it still was not self-supporting so was considered an
Aided Conference until 1970 when it became a self supporting and new
denomination as a result of the merger between the Evangelical United

Brethren and the Methodist Church. During this time of becoming
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autonomous the Church was not only affected financially but was more
limited in regard to its available Tleadership resources. These
struggles to begin setting our own strategies and making our own
plans must be seen as part of the reason for the Church's failure
to surge ahead in the early seventies.

With the exception of 1962 and 1965 there has not been a year
with a positive annual growth rate of the composite membership until
1978 (Figures 4.8 and 4.9). The significant annual growth rate for
1962 is largely due to an increase in reported Sunday Morning worship
attendance and Sunday School attendance (Table 4.3). Conversely,
however, it is these factors of attendance that were the contributors
to the decline of composite membership in the years that follow. The
lack of 1lay involvement in ministry and the growing secularism in
Canada can be seen in the decline in attendance in contrast to a

steady and growing membership role (Figure 4.10).

TABLE 4.3
Growth
1961 1962 Difference

Average S.S. Attendance 1938 2112 174
Present Membership 1918 1949 31
Attendance Sunday A.M. 2167 2433 266
Composite Membership 2008 2165

Since 1977 there has been some indication of a reversal to

this trend. It 1is encouraging to see that since 1977 the average
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Figure 4.8

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
MEMBERS ANNUAL GROWTH RATES
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Figure 4.9

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
MEMBERS ANNUAL GROWTH RATES
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Figure 4.10

THE TOTAL HISTORY - MEMBERS
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annual growth rate is at +1.25% (Figure 4.9). In order to keep pace
with the provincial population growth rate, the Church ought to pro-
ject no less than an average annual growth rate of 3.5% or decadal
rate of 42.4% (Figure 4.11). We must be reminded that to grow at the

same rate as population growth is NOT Real Growth! Just to grow at

that rate is to merely maintain a mjnistry equal to what we have now
in proportion to the population. For the sake of setting minimum
growth goals we will look at what kind of growth we must achieve to
maintain our present status. Our goals can be no less than this and
must be much more to carry out the mandate and mission given to the
Church by the head of the Church, Jesus Christ.

In order to just maintain present levels of ministry we must
plan to have a composite membership of 2322 by 1986 in Alberta (Figure
4.11). This growth can be illustrated in the different components
of membership and attendance as shown in Table 4.4. If we were to
be successful to obtain these minimum growth projections then to exceed
them by twice as much we would need only to focus on increased at-
tendance in Sunday School and Sunday Worship.

The close relation of attendance and membership (Figure 4.10)
illustrates the fact that our churches, for the most part, concentrate
their efforts on their membership. This seems to be a sign of ingrown
or inward focused ministry. There seems to bea real need to assess
not only the involvement of Tlaity in ministry but the appeal the
ministry of the church has to those on the fringes and the unchurched.

Because the membership is so high incomparison to attendance, we can




Table 4.4

ACTUAL AND PROJECTED GROWTH
FOR ABLERTA CHURCHES - E.C.C.

76.

Composite Sunday A.M. Active Sunday School
Actual Membership Worship Attendance Membership Attendance
1961 2008 2167 1918 1938
1966 2103 2284 2011 2013
1971 1968 2186 1957 1762
1976 1877 2056 1973 1601
1981 1946 2228 2018 1593

Projected: Using Estimated Provincial Population Growth Rate of 3.6%

Annually.
1982 2016 2308 2091
1983 2089 2391 2166
1984 2164 2477 2244
1985 2242 2567 2325
1986 2322 2659 2408
1987 2406 2755 2495
1988 2493 2854 2585
1989 2582 2957 2678

1990 2675 3063 2774

1650
1710
1771
1835
1901
1970
2040
2114
2190




Figure 4.11

MEMBERSHIP PROJECTIONS
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be sure there are many people who are acquainted with the church but
live at a distance from its ministry. An active and responsible
church membership with an outward focused ministry ought to show at-
tendance comparisons as being somewhat higher. We noted in Chapter
three that mainline, liberal and Roman Catholic churches in Canada
show a membership much higher than attendance. These trends in the
Evangelical Church need to be a warning to re-assess the direction
we are taking the Church. We need to seriously question whether the
Church is heading toward an institutionalized organization or whether
we are still maintaining a vibrant organism representing the Body of
Christ with life and vitality.

In order to have a growth rate equal to the population growth
(Figure 4.12) the composite membership of the Alberta churches must
have a projected rate of growth greater than the 1976 to 1981 rate
(Figure 4.11). One of the majorfactors that must be considered to
facilitate that growth must be the reversal of the rate of decliinein
the number of churches (Figure 4.]3).2 In order for the projected
population growth rate to be accomplished in the number of churches
in Alberta, there must be four new churches planted in the next five
years (Table 4.5). By 1986 there must be a goal to plant four
churches to bring the Alberta total to 23 (Figure 4.13). The de-
nominationmust plant two churches a year to maintain the same level

of growth nationally.

2See Appendix D & E for annual growth rates for the number
Alberta Churches.
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Figure 4.12
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Figure 4.13

CHURCH PROJECTIONS
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Table 4.5

ACTUAL AND PROJECTED NUMBER OF CHURCHES
IN THE EVANGELICAL CHURCH IN CANADA

PROVINCE OF TOTAL
ACTUAL ALBERTA DENOMINATION
1961 27 54
1966 24 52
1971 20 49
1976 21 47
1981 19 45
PROVINCE OF TOTAL
PROJECTED ALBERTA DENOMINATION
1982 46
1983 20 48
1984 21 50
1985 22 52
1986 23 54
1987 56
1988 24 58
1989 25 60
1990 26 62

1991 27 64
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These churches must be planted in urban centers and in carefully and
prayerfully selected areas where the harvest stands the ripest and
the greatest.

To plant churches is not easy but must be seen as mandatory.
There will be additional financial considerations for the Conference.
There will be a constant need for additional pastoral leadership.
It is of extreme importance that careful consideration be given as
to where these churches are planted. Chapter two clearly shows that
in:spite of a3.2% annual growth rate between 1976 and 1979 (Table 2.1)
that many areas are above the provincial average while others are much
Tower (Table 2.3, Figures 2.4 and 2.5). It is essential that churches
be planted where people are moving to not where they are moving from.
The importance of careful studies of demographic trends such as
chapter two and those done by governmental agencies and marketing
researchers,3 cannot be over emphasized.

To conclude this chapter on a note of encouragement, we note
the possible reversal of a declining trend to one of growth. The
growth trend has been tooshort to become over jubilant and declare
a positive trend upward. VYet positive signs are evident and with
careful planning and the initiation of well thought out strategies
there are real possibilities for growth.

Church growth means hard work on the part of both its leaders

and members. The laity must be equipped and mobilized for ministry.

3See Appendix S for an example of market research done for
Medicine Hat, Alberta.
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The 1leadership must be trained and perceptively work hard focusing
their attention on the priorities of Evangelism and Church Growth.
In spite of the fact that through urbanization 30% of the churches
were closed in Alberta since 1961 only 3% of the Composite Membership
has been lost. In spite of some churches closing, others must be seen
as growing to have maintained the composite membership. In order for
the type of growth to take place that would honor God, we must plant

churches!




DEMOGRAPHIC TRENDS IN MEDICINE HAT

During the 1970's Alberta experienced unprecedented growth.
Employment grew by 5.4% annually while population increased by 2.7%
annually, both rates being significantly higher than the Canadian
average. It was also a decade of economic expansion and population
growth 1in the Medicine Hat region. This chapter will refer to the
city of Medicine Hat as well as the region of Medicine Hat, Census
Division 1, Brooks region and County 4, (Figure 5.1).

The population of Medicine Hat - Brooks region grew from
43,689 in 1956 to approximately 67,466 in 1979, an increase of about
54% 1in 23 years. The rate the population was growing was faster to-
wards. the end of this period. The average annual growth rate during
the 1956-1971 period was 0.9%. It increased to 3.9% during the 1971-
1979 period (Table 5.1).

This growth rate was attained because the region is rich in
resources which are in demand throughout the rest of the country and
elsewhere. Plentiful supplies of good agricultural land, natural gas,
crude oil, heavy o0il, coal and clay abound and the development of
these resources would seem to ensure continued rapid population growth

throughout the 1980's.

While the area as a whole grew considerably over the 1956-1979

period, the growth was not evenly distributed. Some centres grew

84.




FIGURE 5.1

The Medicine Hat-Brooks Region
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COUNTY 4 AND

CENSUS DIVISION 1




TABLE 5.1

Source:

**Estimated based on the annual

Municipal Affairs, Comparative

percentage

Population:

rate of change from 1971-1976.

1975-1979 Inclusive,

1979.

of Canada (Catalogue #32-305) 1976.

Statistics Canada, 1976 Census

Population Levels in the Medicine Hat = Brooks Area, 1956-1979
Centres 1956 1961 1966 1971 1976 1979
Medicine Hat 20 826 24 484 25 574 26 518 32 811 36 356
Bow Island 1 001 1 122 1 160 1 159 1 296 1 398
Irvine 232 240 209 194 221 336
Redcliff 2 001 2 221 2 141 2 255 3 006 3 695*
Burdett 225 229 207 206 214 225%*
Foremost 456 561 554 568 534 515**
I.D. 1 5 531 5 567 4 909 4 521 5 390 5 993**
County 8 4 224 4 716 4 104 3 728 3 518 3 403*%*
Sub Total 34 496 39 140 38 858 39 149 46 990 51 921
Bassano 753 815 827 861 999 1 148
Brooks 2 320 2 827 3 354 3 986 6 339 7 962
Duchess 177 218 233 228 343 458*
County 4 5 943 6 038 5 898 5 616 5 828 5 977
Sub Total 9 193 9 898 10 312 10 691 13 509 15 545
TOTAL 43 689 49 038 49 170 49 840 60 499 67 466
Notes: *Estimate.! based on the annual percentage rate of change from 1971-1978.

‘98
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quite rapidly while others experienced Tlittle change in population
over the entire period. For example, Medicine Hat grew from 20,826
in 1956 to 36,356 in 1979, an increase of 74.6% for the 23 years,
while the population of Brooks swe11ed from 2,320 in 1956 to 7,962
in 1979, a staggering 243% increase. Conversely, Bow Island, Burdett,
Foremost, Improvement District 1 and County 4 saw 1ittle or no change
in their population totals over the 1956-1979 period, while County
8 actually saw its population decline over the period in question.
(Table 5.1).

An examination of the components of population change (i.e.,
natural increase and net migration) in the region shows that the
region was quite different from the Province as a whole or from
Edmonton or Calgary for the 1971-1979 period. The region's major com-
munities received over 75% of their growth from net migration for the
1971-1979 period, while Alberta as a whole received only 56.5% of its
growth from this source, the remaining 43.5% came from natural in-
crease. Thus it would seem that the rapid growth of the communities
within the region was fueled largely by net migration rather than by

natural increase. (Table 5.2).

Characteristics of the Population of the Medicine Hat Region

A comparison of the age distribution of the population of the
Medicine Hat region with that of the Province as a whole shows that
the regional population has a larger portion of persons in the 45 years
and over category than does the rest of the province and, cor-

respondingly, a smaller portion of people in the 14 years and under




Components of Population Change in the Medicine Hat - Brooks Area, 1971-1979

Components of
Population Change

1971-1979
1971 1979 Population Natural Net
Population Population Change Increase Migration
Urban Centre (June 1) (June 30) No. % No. % No. %
Medicine Hat 26 518 36 356 9 838 37.1 1 788 18.2 8 050 81.8
Bow Island 1 159 1 398 239 20.6 43 18.0 196 82.0
Redcliff A 2 255 3 695! 1 440 63.9 338 23.5 1 102 7645
Bassano 861 1 148 287 33.3 N/A N/A
Brooks 3 986 7 962 3 976 99.7 788 19.8 3 188 80.2
Edmonton 438 152 491 359 53 207 12.1 41 666 78.3 11 541 21.7
Calgary 403 319 530 816 127 497 31.6 41 934 32.9 85 563 67.1
Albarta 1627 874 2 010 587 382 693 23.5 166 527 43.5 216 166 56.5

Notes: 1

Estimated based on rate of growth from 1971-1978.

Source: Statistics Canada, 1971 Census of Canada (Catalogue #92-702) 1971.
Municipal Affairs, Comparative Population: 1975-1979 Inclusive, 1979.
Albhexta Social Services and Community Health, Vital Statistics, 1979.

‘88
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age category. Medicine Hat has a very "mature" population as compared
to the province (Table 5.3 and Appendix S, pp. 2, 8).

An examination of the Tlevel of schooling of the population
of the Medicine Hat region and the Province as a whole shows some
interesting comparisons. The region has a significantly smaller pro-
portion of people with university training (12.5% - Table 5.4) than
does the Province (16.5% - Table 5.4) as a whole. The City of
Medicine Hat itself shows a similar comparison with those having
university degrees. The City has a significantly smaller proportion
of University grads (4.2% - Appendix 5, p. 4) than does the Province
(7.4% - Appendix S, p. 4) as a whole. Conversely, the region's pro-
portion of people with less than a high school certificate (63% -
Table 5.4) 1is considerably higher than that of the Province (52.8%

- Table 5.4) as a whole. (See also Appendix S, p. 4).

Population Forecast for the Medicine Hat Region 1980-1988

A population forecast for the region was completed by the
Planning Secretariat, Alberta Advanced Education and Manpower,
utilizing the forecasted employment figures based on the economic
region data from Statistics Canada's Labour Force Survey, April 1980
and other Provincial statistical data. The forecast was prepared by
applying a population to employment ratio to the forecasted em-
ployment figures. Alberta's population to employment ratio was 2.5:1
in 1971, 2.2:1 in 1976 and 2.1:1 in 1979. If the trend of the past
few years continues, the ratio will decline even further over the

1980-1988 period. It is anticipated that the ratio will not decline




TABLE 5.3

Age Distribution for the
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Medicine Hat-Brooks Region, 1976

Total - Medicine

Region Hat Brooks Alberta
Age Category % k] 3 3
0-4 8.6 7.7 10.5 8.3
5-9 8.6 7.5 10.0 8.9
10-14 9.8 9.0 8.6 10.2
15-19 10.6 10.4 9.2 10.5
20-24 9.9 10.1 12.1 10.1
25-34 14.3 13.8 17.7 (16.0
35-44 10.2 9.7 9.4 11.2
45-54 10.2 10.3 7.2 10.0
55-64 9.0 10.1 7.4 7.3
65—§9 3.2 4.0 2.4 2.6
70+ 5.7 7.3 5.4 4.9
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Source: Alberta Bureau of Statistics, 1976 Census Community Profiles:

"Alberta , 1976.
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TABLE 5.4

Level Of Schooling For The

Medicine Hat-Brooks Region, 1976
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Total Medicine

Region Hat Brooks Alberta
Level of Schooling % % . % % .
Less Than Grade 9 24.4 26.0 17.6 17.5
Grade 9-10 21.8 20.0 22.5 18.5
Gradé 11-12, No Certificate 17.5 17.0 19.3 16.8
Grade 11-12, Certificate 9.2 9.1 9.8 9.6
Post-Secondary, No Certificate 6.5 6.5 8.1 11;6
Post-Secondary, Certificate 8.7 8.8 10.3 9.5
University, No Degree 6.6 6.7 7.3 7.9
University, Certificate 1.4 1.3 1.3 1.5
University, Degree 3.8 4.5 3.7 7.i

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: Alberta Bureau of Statistics, 1976 Census Community Profiles:

1076.

Alberta,




92.

lower than 1.8:1 or raise any higher than 2.2:1. Hence, 1.8:1, 2.0:1
and 2.2:1 will be used to provide minimum, medium, and maximum
scenarios for the 1980-1988 period.

The regional population forecast shows the population growing
quite steadily from 67,466 in 1979 to somewhere between 89,510
(scenario 1) and 99,560 (scenario 3) in 1988. This represents a
growth of approximately 33% to 48% over the 9 year period. The annual
growth rate for scenario 1 is forecasted to be approximately 3.2%
while the scenario 2 growth rate is expected to be 3.7% annually.
The scenario 3 growth rate 1is forecasted to be 4.4% -annually.
(Table 5.5).

The minimum forecast shows Medicine Hat growing from 36,356
in 1979 to 48,783 in 1988, an increase of approximately 34%. Redcliff
may see a growth of approximately 50% over the 1979-1988 period from
3,695 in 1979 to 5,550 in 1988. |

The medium growth scenario shows Medicine Hat growing from
36,356 in 1979 to 51,457 1in 1988, an increase of approximately 42%.
Redcliff may grow from 3,695 in 1979 to 5,854, an increase of
approximately 58%.

According to the maximum forecast, Medicine Hat will grow from
its 1979 population Tlevel of 36,35 to 54,260 in 1988, or approx-
imately 49%. Redcliff will see a growth of approximately 67% over
the 1979-88 period from 3,695 in 1979 to 6,173 in 1988. (Table 5.6).]

]The statistics and forecasts in this chapter were obtained
from a Profile of Demographic and Manpower Trends in the Medicine Hat-
Brooks Region, (ATberta Advanced Education and Manpower, Planning
Secretariat, April, 1980).
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TABLE 5.5

Population Forecast for the Medicine Hat -
Brooks Region, 1980-1988

Year Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3
1979* 67 466 67 466 67 466
1980 69 631 70 010 70 407
1981 71 762 72 704 73 443
1982 73 906 75 296 76 466
1983 76 190 78 054 79 927
1984 78 622 80 996 83 542
1985 81 212 84 206 87 399 
1986 83 862 87 394 91 341
1987 86 625 . 90 708 95 303
1988 89 510 94 416 99 560

Average Annual
Growth Rate
1980-1988 3.2% 3.8% 4.4%

Notes: *Actual figures.

Scenario 1 assumes a population/employment ratio of
1.8:1

Scenario 2 assumes a population/employment ratio of
2.0:1

Scenario 3 assumes a population/employment ratio of
2.2:1

Source: Estimates prepared by the Planning Secretariat, April,
1980. .
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Table 5.6

Population Forecast for Medicine Hat and Redcliff 1982, 1985, 1988

Scenario 1 - Minimum Forecast
Centre 1979* 1982 1985 1988
Medicine Hat 36,356 39,983 44,098 48,783
Redcliff 3,695 4,213 4,791 5,550
Scenario 2 - Medium Forecast_

Medicine Hat 36,356 40,735 45,724 51,457
Redcliff 3,695 4,292 4,968 5,854

Scenario 3 - Maximum Forecast

Medicine Hat 36,356 41,368 47,458 54,260
Redcliff 3,695 4,358 5,156 6,173

Notes: * Actual figures.

Source: Estimates prepared by the Planning Secretariat, April, 1980.
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Conclusion

During the seventies, Medicine Hat experienced substantial
growth in both employment and population. This growth was more
pronounced in the early seventies with some leveling of growth rates
toward the end of the seventies.

The eighties are depicted to be a period of continued growth
in Medicine Hat. Population growth may be expected to increase in
the region by 3.8% annually. The total population for Medicine hat
should thus reach 52,000 by 1988.




6
GROWTH TRENDS OF THE EVANGELICAL CHURCH
IN THE MEDICINE HAT AREA

Brooks Area

The rate of increase in the population of the Medicine Hat
Area between 1971 and 1979 was above the average Provincial Growth
Rate for the same period. The projections for the population growth
in this region depicts a rate which will also be above the Provincial
average. This immediately ought to interest those concerned for the
growth of the Evangelical Church. Here is a region where the leader-
ship of the Evangelical Church may very well consider church planting.
From the report in Chapter Five the church might seriously consider
planting a church in the Brooks region. This 1is an area which pre-
sently has no Evangelical Church but from 1956 to 1979 has grown 243%.
The 1979 population was 7,962 and based on medium forecasts expects
to be 13,407 by 1988 which is almost a 6% average annual growth rate.
With a population growth of this magnitude there 1is bound to be

opportunities for church planting and new ministry.

Region of Medicine Hat - Rural Churches

The population of Medicine Hat also grew steadily from 1956
to 1979 (Chapter 5). This average annual growth rate of 2.5% is more
moderate than that of Brooks but still reflects a rate slightly higher

than the Provincial average. The forecasts also expect Medicine Hat

96.
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to continue to grow at a rate which is above the Provincial average.

The Evangelical Church in this area has gone through different
experiences. The trends toward urbanization can clearly be seen in
the history of the Medicine Hat Region. Since 1960 only one church
has been started in the Medicine Hat Area. This church was the
Medicine Hat Norwood Church which began in 1963 but closed in 1977
(Figure 4.2). This church was really a college church. It was
located on the college campus and was rarely able to carry on a viable
program when Hillcrest College was not in session. As the College
became. more open to having students involved in the ministries of other
city churches, the need for Norwood seemed less apparent. However,
the decision to close Norwood was probably a mistake in terms of
church growth dynamics. The church could no Tlonger function as
primarily a college church but could very well have become a base with
which to Taunch out into the fastest growing residential section of
Medicine Hat. This would have meant a whole re-evaluation of goals
and methods in order to have succeeded. It might also have meant
finding leadership that could have directed the church's ministries
in such a way that they began to meet the needs of the community.

The urbanization trend resulted in no less than four churches
closing during this period between 1960 and 1981. Three of these were
definitely the result of the depleting rural constituency and the
sociological movement toward urban centers. Little Plume - Gros
Ventre, Wisdom and Grayburn are casualties of this trend.

Medicine Hat is served by three churches of which two are
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located in the city. Little Plume which is the interesting exception
has perhaps survived the urbanization trend to again be a viable pos-
sibility for growth in a more recent trend to decentralization. Part
of its survival in a rural setting can still be contributed to
urbanization. Little Plume today is a growing church but does not
represent churches such as Little Plume Tabor, Little Plume - Gros
Ventre, and Little Plume Newberg which prior to the 1960's were all
separate congregations in the vicinity.

The history of Little Plume's Composite Membership becomes
one of the most exciting stories of church growth since 1976 (Figures
6.1 and 6.2). Between 1973 and 1981 the church has almost doubled.
The decadal growth rate of 156% between 1976 and 1981 converts to a
phenomenal average annual growth rate of 9.86%, which is triple the
population rate of growth for the region. It 1is perhaps ironic that
a rural church 1like this would give us an example of the kind of min-
istry necessary for the conference as a whole to become all that God
would have us become. This growth illustrates the past history of
success our denomination has had in planting and developing rural
churches. It might also serve to illustrate the need to study our
methods in urban centers to see if we are not trying to use a rural
mentality of church growth methods in the city where they are futile.

If Little Plume were to continue to grow that next five years
at a rate of only 6.6% annually they could expect a composite member-
ship of 77 by 1986 (Figure 6.3). This rate, however, would be
exceptional in that it still exceeds the rate-of population growth

by twice 1its projected rate. It is, however, not unrealistic to
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[Year w1 [ w62 ] 1963 | w60

1965 [ 1966 [ 1967 | 1968 [ 1969 | 1970 | 1971 |

last year
[mempers | 47 | 50 47 ] s | 2] s [ 39 [ 36 [37 | 36 |31 |
l
[
DGR CALCULATION
|
= -3 % =
- _ 27.6% Pi'ﬂ - 39.9% F————»

See:

Appendix T
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THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD — MEMBERS

Figure 6.2
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expect this trend to continue. With Little Plume being located only
eighteen miles from the City they have made successful use of a bus
ministry to take people from the busy life of the City to a quiet and
serene atmosphere of the country for Worship and instruction. The
church can also expect to grow because the population has shifted to
higher proportion of younger people thus creating a new field for
ministry. When talking to the pastor, there was a feeling that their
strong missionary emphasis has been basic to their own Tocal outreach.
He also indicated that a new addition, 300 seating capacity, to the
church which was made in 1980 will allow for several years of

unhindered growth.

City of Medicine Hat - Hillcrest

Hillcrest Evangelical Church is one of the two Evangelical
Churches in the City of Medicine Hat. During the twenty years from
1961 to 1981, the composite membership of Hillcrest Church has grown
20%. This, however, only compares to a decadal or ten year growth
rate of 9.5% or an average annual growth rate of less than 1% (0.92%
- computed from Table 6.1). This rate of growth is much Tless than
the average population growth of Medicine Hat for the same period.
When we look at the years from 1961 to 1966 we see there was a com-
mendable rate of growth which exceeded the average population growth
rate (Figure 6.4).

The next five year period, however, lost one-third of that
gained in the previous five years. From 1966 to 1974 the church

seemed in a stage of struggle. The composite membership shows this




1960
1961
1962
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
1981

HILLCREST EVANGELICAL CHURCH - MEDICINE HAT, ALBERTA

PRESENT

MEMBERSHIP

118
139
159
158
171
173
197
199
174
177
182
187
188
189
196
204
203
205
209
212
199
219

Table 6.1

ATTENDANCE

SUNDAY A.M.

213
251
225
253
259
246
248
253
259
245
258
246
246
238
234
235
256
275
285
295
290
322

AVERAGE S.S.

ATTENDANCE

179
210
225
221
218
217
244
234
238
218
211
228
225
214
202
226
214
259
259
181
171
178
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COMPOSITE

MEMBERSHIP

170
200
203
211
216
212
230
229
224
211
217
220
220
214
211
222
224
232
251
230
220
240
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| YeAR [ 1961 | 1962 | 1963 [ 1964 | 1965 | 1966 | 1967 | 1968 | 1969 | 1970 | 1971 |

last year

[ memeers [ 200 [ 203 [ 211 J2t6 [ 212 [ 230 [ 229 [ 224 [213 [ 217 [o220 |
|
DGR CALCULATION
|
= .10 % =
-, 32.2% >]l< - 8.5%

AAGR = + 2.84%

AAGR = - 0.82%
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period as a time of decline or plateau (Figures 6.4 and 6.5). The
factors that make up the composite membership (Figure 6.6) indicate
that the greatest losses occurred in the Sunday School attendance.
There was also some decline in Sunday Morning Worship attendance but
the greatest drop seemed to be in the area of Sunday School. The
growing secularism of these years would perhaps explain some of this
decline but more of the reason may be the kind of focus Christian
Education was taking through these years.

Christian Education in Hillcrest Church was one of the best
programs in our Conference, yet it also suffered decline during these
years. The focus of Christian Education at this time was basically
nurture orientated and was focused inward. Since that time we have
seen the Sunday School shift to a more fellowship and evangelism
orientation with nurture taking place in home bible studies and
discipleship classes. This shift towards an appeal to those on the
fringes of the church and the outsider has since allowed the Sunday
School to be used as an agency to bring people into the church.

The Composite Membership and Sunday School Attendance was
marked by a tremendous growth rate between 1974 and 1978 (Figures 6.5
and 6.6). This growth was abruptly reversed between 1978 and 1980.
This was the time of transition between Pastoral changes and perhaps
indicates a time of tension and dissension in the congregation con-
cerning these changes in leadership. By 1981 this trend again seems
to be reversed and on a promising path of upward growth. In most

growing churches, pastoral longevity is considered a key factor.
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Figure 6.5
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Figure 6.6

THE TOTAL HISTORY -— MEMBERS
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. there is overwhelmingly persuasive evidence that

. the most productive years of a pastorate seldom begin

before the fourth or fifth or sixth year of a minister's

tenure in that congregation . . . growing congregations tend

to be churches with long pastorates and stable or declining
congregations tend to have short pastorates.1

Other problems might also be indicated by this abrupt decline

in 1979 and 1981. The peak year in the growth of Hillcrest Church

which was in 1978, perhaps indicates an overcrowding of available

facilities. It was a time when the churchbegan to hold two services.

A Tlarge group of the congregation opposed going to two services and

not seeing their usual friends every Sunday so withdrew from regular

attendance. This is always a difficult period of transition for any

church to go through. By 1981 the plan seems to be again having

positive growth indications and at the same time the two services have

provided room to grow beyond the 1978 level.

The annual growth rates for the composite membership show a
number of years with good positive growth rates (Figures 6.7 and 6.8).
The problem seems to be that there are just too many years with a
negative growth factor. Out of twenty years 40% or eight years show
such declines. This may indicate the ability the church has to reach
new people but point to a need to study ways to better incorporate
or assimilate new members.

This problem can also be seen in the way members are gained

and lost (Figure 6.9). The majority of members gained are by transfer

]Ly1e E. Schaller, Assimilating New Members (Nashville:
Abingdon, 1978), pp. 53-55.
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Figure 6.7

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
MEMBERS ANNUAL GROWTH RATES
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Figure 6.8

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
MEMBERS ANNUAL GROWTH RATES
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Figure 6.9

MEMBERSHIP
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(Figure 6.10) and most of these are from other churches of the same

denomination (Appendix U). The summary of membership gains and losses

shows a net gain of 32 members.

(Table 6.2).

TABLE 6.2

Summary of Members Gained and Lost,
Hillcrest Church, 1971-1981

Members Gained

Confession of Faith 37

Transfer In 72

Total Gain 109

Members Lost

Reversion or Other 20
Transfer OQut 42
Death 15

Total Loss 77

FIGURE 6.10

Proportion of Members Gained and Lost
Hillcrest Church, 1971-1981

34%

Confession of

Faith

66% Transfer In

Members Gained

Reversion

or Other

54.5% Transfer
Out

Members Lost
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The somewhat . impressive conversion factor is diminished when
we realize no record is kept of biological growth. The children
brought up in homes of believers and who become members of the church
after their conversion usually do so after catechism. This shows up
in the records every two or three years as members gained by confes-
sion of faith. Therefore it would be proper to assume that most of
conversion growth in 1974, 1976, 1978 and 1981 wasreally biological
growth. From this we see that .Hillcrest can contribute hardly any
of its growth since 1971 to evangelistic effort. There seems to be
an obvious failure to reach out to the secular or unchurched man in
the community in which the church exists.

The population grew 6.75% from biological growth from 1971
to 1979 in Medicine Hat (Table 5.2). Hillcrest only grew 4.5% during
the same period which shows that its total growth was not even re-
taining its own children. Even though some biological growth was
no doubt occuring the Church was not successfully assimilating its
own children. Againthe need to study and implement methods of incor-
poration of new members seems to be a very important element required
for continued growth (Figure 6.10 - 54.5% Transfer Out).

The future growth of Hillcrest Church has great possibilities.
The city is a fast growing center. The church has shown signs of
growth since 1976 and has gone to two services to accommodate ad-
ditional growth. They also have plans to relocate and expand in the
near future so the people in leadership are planning with growth in
mind. Often just to expect growth is a major step in the direction

of future growth. God expects His Church to grow and people to be
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Figure 6:11
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saved and we must also expect growth if we are faithful and obedient
to Him. But growth does not just happen by itself. It requires care-
ful planning and hardwork. Part of that hard work is training people
in evangelistic methods. The recent addition of a full time director
of Evangelism is a step in that direction. If Hillcrest just grows
at the projected rate of population growth it can expect to have a
composite membership of 286 by 1986 (Figure 6.11). I expect that if
the congregation of Hillcrest becomes more open to the power of the
Holy Spirit in them to win their friends and meet the needs of their
neighbors that the 42% decadal growth rate could be more than doubled

in the next five years.

City of Medicine Hat - Memorial

The growth trends at Memorial Evangelical Church in Medicine
Hat paint quite a different picture than those of Hillcrest Church.
Memorial's net composite membership growth over the twenty years from
1961 to 1981 is a lower 7.9%. This growth rate compares to an average
decadal or ten year growth rate of 3.9% or an average annual growth
rate of 0.38%. |

One of the most interesting features of Memorial's growth
trends is the extreme variations in growth and decline (Figure 6.12
and 6.13). The 1960's were on the average, a period of decline and
the 1970's a period of growth. When we look at the annual growth
rates (Figures 6.14 and 6.15) we see eratic fluctuations in growth.
The Church suffered its major decline from 1963 to 1968. With the

exception of 1969 this period comprises the total span of ministry
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Figure 6.13
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Figure 6.14
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THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
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of one pastor at Memorial. The pastor's ministry was focused on the
German speaking people, which were still a major portion of the con-
gregation.

The expansion of the Evangelical Church in Western Canada was
in the early years based on its appeal to the German speaking ethnic
group. Many of these new found churches held their services in the
German language for many years. The transition that each of these
churches had to go through to have an appealing ministry to the
English speaking children and grandchildren of the charter members
of these churches was often traumatic. The transition took much of
the energy needed for evangelism and focused it on an internal prob-
lem. The period of transition was usually during a period of decline
in church membership.

Memorial was and still is one of the strongest German speaking
churches in the denomination. Although German services are still held
to minister to this ethnic group, the focus 1is no longer on German
people as a target for evangelism. The period from 1963 to 1968 was
the time of transition when Memorial was forced to transfer its center
of power and leadership from the German speaking people to the English
speaking. The decline occurred during the time when Hillcrest was
a new church and many of the younger English speaking families simply
migrated to it.

The period from 1972 to 1976 shows a rather healthy period
of growth (Figure 6.13). This period shows the churches ability to

incorporate ministries to both German and English elements and to
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serve both young and old alike. The recapture of losses following
that period in 1980 to 1981 raises the question why such a sudden
decline and recapture would occur. The drastic decline rate of - 9.4%
annually in 1978 followed by a healthy growth rate of 15.6% annually
in 1981 must certainly point to some major shift in policy or some
problem (Figures 6.13 and 6.15).

An interview with the Pastor indicated that this was indeed
the case. In 1978 a change in service schedules occurred in which
the German Worship Service and English Sunday School were moved back
to back with the English Worship Service and German Sunday School.
This required the German people to move from the Sanctuary to down-
stairs for Sunday School and consequently caused a number to withdraw
from Sunday School. This accounts for part of the decline in the Sun-
day School Attendance from 1978 to 1980 (Figure 6.16).

The other factor which caused a decline both 1in the Sunday
School attendance and attendance at Sunday Morning Worship was a
problem in the Pastoral Staff. The Associate Pastor resigned in 1978
and with the resignation a number of families withdrew their at-
tendance in protest.

The recent surge in growth has been attributed to an increase
in discipleship training and a shift in ministry which is attempting
to increase the involvement of laity in ministry. The pastor calls
this new emphasis "Everyone a Minister." A bus ministry which began
in 1978 has also been a factor in the 1981 growth trend.

The ability for Memorial to grow in the 1970's has been
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Figure 6.16
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difficult because of the composition of its active membership. A
large percentage of the present membership consists of elderly people.
This accounts for the high relationship of membership to attendance
figures (Figure 6.16). An evidence of this large number of elderly
people can be seen by the amount of membership lost through Death

(figure 6.17 and 6.18).

FIGURE 6.18

Proportion of Members Lost and Gained,
Memorial Church, 1971-1981

29% 22%

Transfer In Transfer

Out

71%
78% Death

Confession of Faith

Membership Gained Membership Lost

Although 78% of the membership lost was through death, an en-
couraging factor is seen in the 71% of membership gained by con-
version.  Although a portion of this must be considered biological

growth there still remains a high percentage of conversion as a result
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Figure 6.17
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of evangelistic efforts. The total gained by Confession of Faith from
1971 to 1981 was 131 (Table 6.3). Research has shown that as a rule
of thumb, biological growth is 25% per decade.1 With this figure
based on a membership of 262 in 1971 (Appendix V), 66 new members in
the next ten years would be required to account for biological growth.
With this in mind we see that 50% of the members gained by confession

of faith must be added through evangelistic efforts.

TABLE 6.3
Members Gained Members Lost
Confession of Faith 131 Transfer OQut 30
Transfer In 54 Death 105
Total Gain 185 Total Loss .135

The Pastor indicated that opportunities as a result of their
radio and television ministry have helped provide occasions for con-
version growth. They also have an evangelism program which ministers
in their community.

The continuation of these growth efforts indicate a real pos-
sibility for a healthy projected growth rate for Memorial Evangelical
Church. If they can grow at a rate equal to the projected population
growth they can expect to reach a composite membership of 292 by 1986

(Figure 6.19). This is only an average annual growth rate of 3.6%

]Vergi1 Gerber, God's Way to Keep A Church Going and Growing
(South Pasadena, California: William Cary Library, 1973}, p. 54.
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Figure 6.19
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which is much lower than the 5.1% average annual growth for the last
three years from 1979 to 1981 (Figure 6.15). They could very well
expect to have a composite membership of 314 by 1986 if they were able
to maintain this average annual growth rate (Figure 6.19).

I believe God has given Memorial Evangelical Church a vital
ministry to its community in the City of Medicine Hat. It has had
its difficulties and survived them to show moderate growth. Wherever
people do not know Him, God wants His Church to be a faithful witness
and as a result grow. The future for Memorial has great possibilities
and I hope it will prove to be an even more exciting story of Church

Growth.




CONCLUSION

The first step to solving a problem is clearly identifying
the problem. Symptoms can lead to a wrong diagnosis. A sore joint
can be a sympton of either rheumatic fever or rheumatism, each re-
quiring two very different treatments. It 1is imperative that each
church study its growth trends to properly diagnosis any problems
hindering that growth. When it comes to reaching the Tlost and
spreading the gospel we do not need to fly by the seat of our pants.
Careful examination of scripture, past performance, demographic
trends, sociological factors, methodology and leadership can help the
church more efficiently apply the healing message of Christ to a
hurting world.

Although we often call ourselves Bible believing Christians
and accept the authority of scripture for our lives, many of our con-
servative churches fail to emphasize some of 1its major teachings.
Armin Gesswein in a lecture at Western Evangelical Seminary in 1981
made the statement concerning the teachings of scripture, "The main
things are the plain things and the plain things are the main things."
One of the plainest and most central concepts of scripture is the
Great Commission. We carefully teach that Jesus' Tlife on this earth
was the greatest act of love and that His suffering, death, and resur-

rection provide for every man the opportunity for forgiveness and

128.
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freedom from sin. Yet we often forget that surrounding that great
truth is one other. Jesus spent three and one half years discipling
individuals and groups of people to take the message of that eternal
truth to all the world. After His ascension we see that the es-
sential thrust in the New Testament, is a description of the Church
taking that saving message to the uttermost parts of the earth.
Jesus' teachings contain a harvest theology. His life and teachings
were permeated with imagery expecting growth. Some examples are; full
nets, many to be brought in, bearing fruit a hundred-fold, and the
harvest is plentiful. The story of the early church as found in Acts
shows the beginnings of the Church and how it applied this harvest
theology to reap an abundant harvest.

Church growth is more than just growth in numbers. Many
churches, however, try to rationalize away the problems that keep
their churches from adding new members. Peter Wagner summarizes the
full dimensions of church growth that took place in Acts, when he
says:

Church growth has four dimensions. In commending the
church at Jerusalem, chapter two of Acts says that church
growth is to grow up in our personal and corporate spiritual
life; the church at Jerusalem matured in its understanding
of apostolic teaching by gathering together for the breaking
of the bread, prayer, and fellowship. Second, they grew to-
gether. In fact, the Jerusalem church lived together in a
community; they weren't "lone-ranger" Christians. Third, they
grew out. They did not exist for themselves; they reached
out into the community and performed works of charity, which
in turn, created a favorable impression of the church in its

neighbor's minds. And fourth, they grew in numbers. As a
result of the way those people lived, the Lord added daily
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to the church such as should be saved1 A church that is
pleasing to God grows in these four ways.

Decling churches must come to grips with their need for multi-
faceted renewal. As we look at the trends of our denomination we see
that it is growing. But when we consider our ability to incorporate
biological growth or keep pace with the rate of population growth we
must become gripped with the urgency for revitalization. We must face
the implications of the fact that most of our growth if any is the
result of transfer.

Realizing that more Canadians are functionally unchurched
secularists and privatists than are functionally loyal to any re-
JjQiOusorganization, we see that the most urgent missiological need
is for our churches to develop evangelistic approaches which will
effectively communicate with and enfold this growing majority of
Canadian secularists. What is most effective in winning and enfolding
the attention of tradionally conservative Christians is often of
minimal appeal to the unchurched. Our methods were perhaps effective
twenty years ago and we expect them to be sufficient for the task
today. Twenty years ago many farmers used horses and binders to
harvest their crops. Because of economics and the pressures of
industrialization and cost efficiency these methods have become
totally obsolete. The church as well must critically examine its
methods if it 1is going to effectively communicate its Tife saving

message to the secular segments of our society. If obsolete, they

]C. Peter Wagner, "Must a Healthy Church Be A Growing Church?"
Leadership, 2:1 (Winter 1981), p. 128.
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must be abandoned for new ones.

One of the most critical areas of strategy for our conference
is in the area of church planting. We are desperately trying to in-
crease our membership while we continually allow our number of
churches to decline. As Canada rapidly urbanizes, her churches are
becoming disproportionately suburban and rural. Neither are they in-
corporating immigrant groups. If we take seriously our responsibility
for the Great Commission, we can do no other than begin to implement
a strategy of planting urban and immigrant churches.

Dennis Oliver's study of Canadian Christianity summarizes some
missiological 1implications which are critical to our denominational
and church planning. They are:

1. The cruciality of new church development for sustained
denominational growth.

2. Protestant groups must face the implications that much
of their growth is the result of transfer.

3. Effective strategies of evangelization will emphasize con-
gregation dynamics. The 1000+ member “super-church" will have an
increasing prominence in our large and small cities, but growing de-
nominations will continue to be dominated by medium-sized churches
(100-300 attending adherents) which evident a vibrant social dynamic.
Our experience with "super churches" might encourage the city churches
of our denomination to mother new churches with plans to add medium-
sized churches instead of trying to build super structures with in-

experienced leadership.
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4. The Sunday School will remain a crucial institution for
sustained church growth and the transmitting of church loyality to
the children of adult adherents.2

Other implications from this study include:

1. Since some areas grow faster than others, the church needs
to be ready to expand where new growth most rapidly occurs. Changing
communities are morereceptive to the gospel, making them an area of
productive soil for the Church to plant the pure seed of the gospel.

2. Smaller conservative denominations in Canada show the best
ability to grow,. therefore, the Evangelical Church in Canada needs
to realize its potential. Smaller denominations often become the new
forms to replace old ones that have Tost their vitality. We must seek
to use our potential to provide what is missing in the lives of the
secular Canadian as well as the secularized church-type Canadian.

3. The Church must regain the evangelical evangelistic zeal
it once had.

4. There must be an increase in lay ministry with the role
of the pastor being that of an equipper and leader. The Tlaity must
be equipped and mobilized for ministry.

5. The ministry of the Church must regain an outward focus
with evangelism being the goal of nurture.

6. Church growth will mean hard work on the part of both its

2Denm's M. Oliver, The New Canadian Religious Pluralism, (de-
livered to the Canadian Society of Church History, dJune 1, 1979.
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan), p. 22.
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leaders and members.  Church growth is the result of concentrated

effort and planning. "There is no stronger finding than the one that
reveals that growth does not just happen . . . it is an adventure in
faith."3

7. There will be a constant need for additional pastoral
leadership. The Church needs to provide ways to assist and encourage
the training of future pastors. There must be continued efforts in
the area of recruitment and there must be prayerful placement in order
that pastoral gifts may be exercised to the advantage of the Church
as a whole.

How churches grow and reasons why some do not ought to be our
concern. Growth is necessary as well as natural for Christ's Church.

Healthy churches can be expected to add new members at

a rate of 5-15% per year, with at least a third of these

coming from the ranks of the unchurched. This is possible

for most every congregation that is spiritually attuned,
willing to wgrk for growth, and aware of helps and hinderances
to outreach.

The Evangelical Church in Canada can be optimistic that most
of its congregations can grow. We need to take heed to qualities of
growing Canadian churches as observed by the Canadian Church Growth
Center in Regina.

1. Churches that keep growing 1in membership emphasize

"quality" as well as "quantity."

3Roger L. Dudley, "How Churches Grow," Ministry (July, 1981),

p. 10.

4Denm‘s M. Oliver, "How Churches Grow ... And Why Some Don't,"
His Dominion (Winter, 1978), p. 5.
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2. Strong pastoral leadership seems to be a prerequisite for

growth.

3. Widespread lay ministry is another mark of most growing
churches.

4. Growing churches provide a place where newcomers feel at
home.

5. Growing churches have found ways to make contact with the
unchurched.

6. Growing churches have found effective methods of evan-
gelism.

7. Growing churches effectively follow through on initial

responses to the gospel.

8. Growing churches are accustomed to overcoming obstacles.

9. Growing churches prayerfully plan for growth.

10. Finally, growing churches work for growth.5

We cannot overemphasize that the spiritual dimension is the
most essential part of our Church Growth efforts. Apart from the
Spirit and Word of God our efforts would be futile. God gives the
growth (I Corinthians 3:6); our service is as co-laborers with Him
(II Corinthians 6:1); apart from Him, we "can do nothing" (John 15:5).
God is willing that His Church grow. The question to be answered by

by each congregation and each person who is apart of it is "Are we

“Ibid., pp. 5-8.
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willing?" With our willingness to pay the price and exert the
necessary effort in obedience to Christ we can expect the next decade
to be a fruitful one for Canadian Christianity, for the Evangelical

Church and for His Kingdom.
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RELIGIOUS BODY

Anglican Church of Canada :

Antiochian Orthodox Christian Archdiocese
of North America

Apostolic Church of Pentecost of Canada

Armenian Church of North America, Diocese
of Canada

Associated Gospel Churches

Baptist Federation of Canada

Baptist General Conference

Brethren in Christ Church, Canadian
Conference

Buddhist Churches of Canada

Canadian Baptist Conference

Canadian Jewish Congress

Canadian Yearly Meeting of the Religious
Society of Friends

Christian and Missionary Alliance in Canada

Christian Church (Disciples of christ)
all canada Committee of the

Christian Churches & Churches of Christ
in Canada

The Christian Congregation

Chr'stian Reformed Church in North America

Church of God (Anderson, I:de)

Church of God (Cleveland, Tenn,)

The Church of God of Prophecy in Canada

The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints in Canada

Church of the Foursquare Gospel of
Western Canada

Church of the Nazarene

Conference of Mennonites in Canada

Coptic Church in Canada

Estonian Evangelical Lutheran Church

Evangelical Baptist Churches of Canada,
the Fellowship of

Evangelical Church in Canada

Evangelical Covenant Church in Canada

Evangelical Lutheran Church of Canada

YEAR
REPORTED

1977

1972
1978

1978
1977
1977
1977

1976
1977
1977
1971

1977
1977

1977

1978
1977
1977
1976
1977
1978

1977

1977
1977
1977
1977
1977

1974
1977
1977
1977

CONGREGATIONS
(GROWTH FROM 1976)
1,812 (=0e7%)
A NeAe
120 NeAo

4 (0.0%)

102 (=3.0%)
1,117 (049%)
69 NeAo

26 NeAe

35 (944%).
NeAeo NeAo

25 (=13.8%)
218 (4437%)

39 (2.6%)

69  (040%)
26 (0.0%)
180  (3e5%)
68 NoA,
50  (1643%)
26 (-7.1%)

274 (145%)

24 (=440%)
137 (0e7%)

133 (=9.5%)1

5 NeAeo
15 NeA,
370 NeA,

45 (0.0%)
24 (0.0%)
317 (=0437%)

APPENDIX A

1971
CENSUS

2,543,175

NeAo
NeAo

NeAo
NeAo
NeAo
NeA,

NeAo
NeAo
N.A,
276,025

NoAo
23,630

NeAeo

NeAo
N.A.
NeA,
Ne.A,
NeA,
N.A.

NeAo

NeAo
N.A.
NeAo
N.A.
NeA,

NeA,
NeA,
N.A.
NeA,

COMMUNICANTS
COMMUNITY (GROWTH _FROM 1976)
1,001,927 599,903 (5.0%)
25,000 NoA, NeA,
23,500 1,500 NoAo
11,558 7,558 NeAe
129,762 120,462 (=13.0%)
5,038 5,038 NoAe
1,835 NeAo NeAs
5,000 5,000 (6647%)
2,858 2,237 (15.0%)
276,000 NeAe N.A,
1,124 1,124 (246%)
30,403 15,868  (1745%)
5,327 3,435  (2145%)
4,871 4,871 (=146%)
2,650 2,650 (1.0%)
77,063 38,121  (1542%)
6,600 NeAs NeAs
1,803 1,803  (12.1%)
1,215 1,215  (11.8%)
72,253 58,801 (=~15,8%)
1,676 1,676  (=042%)
8,275 8,253 (2.1%)
26,111 26,111 NoA.
2,200 2,200 NeAo
8,809 NeAs NeAo
44,000 N.A. NeAeo
3,673 3,673 (=1.7%)
1,153 1,153 (-140%)
81,124 (1.4%)

SUNDAY SCHOOL
ENROLMENT
(% MEMBERSHIP)

56,750

106,862

Ne.A,

500
N.A.
58,026

7,865

N.A.
330

3,303

NoAa

120
32,607

1,359

N.Ao
1,711

20,089
NeoAo
2,891
2,388

68,000

1,810
19,967
18,443
70
NoAo

N.A.

4,256

1,842
16,480

(17.8%)

NoJA,

(33.3%)
NeAe

(4842%)

(15641%)

NeAo
. (60%)
(1467.7%)
NeAo

(1047%)
(20545%)

(39.6%)

NeAeo
(6446%)
(52.7%)

N.Al

(16043%)
(19645%)

(11566%)

(108.0%)
(242.0%)
(7046%)
(3e2%)
NeAo

N.A.
(11549%)
(159.8%)

(29.0%)
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RELIGIOUS BODY

Evangelical Mennonite Conference

Evangelical Mennonite Mission Conference

Free Methodist Church in Canada

Creek Orthodox Archdiocese of North and
South America, Ninth Archdiocesan District

Independent Assemblies of God==Canada

Italian Pentecostal Church of Canada

Jehovah!s Witnesses

Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America

Lutheran Churche«Canada

Lutheran Church in America--Canada Section

Mennonite Brethren Churches of North
America, Canadian Conference of

Mennonite Church (Canada)

Missionary Church==Canada

Moravian Church in America==Northern
Province, Canadian District of the

North American Baptist Conf-~rence

The Pentecostal Assemblies of Canada

The Pentecostal Assemblies of Newfoundland

Plymouth Brethren (Christian Brethren)

Polish National Catholic Church of Canada

Preobyterian Church in Canada

Primitive Baptist Convention of New
Brunswick

Reformed Church in America=-=Ontario Classis

Reformed Doukhobors, Christian Commnity
and Brotherhood of

Reorganized Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-day Saints

Roman Catholic Church in Canada

Romanian Orthodox Church in America
(Canadian Parishes)

Romanian Orthodox Episcopate of America
(Jackson, Mich,)

Russian Orthodox Church in Canada,
Patriarchal Parishes

Salvation Army

Seventh=day Adventist Church in Canada

YEAR CONGREGATIONS
REPORTED  {GROWTH FROM 1976)
1977 44 NeAs
1977 31 NeAs
1977 125 (0e0%)
1977 41 NeAo
1967 45 NeAo
1976 16 NeA.
1977 1,033 (2e42%)
1977 9  (12e5%)
1977 364 (1043%)
1977 322 (=1e2%)
1977 129  (=340%)
1977 110 (1e9%)
1972 75 NeAe
1977 9 (0.0%)
1977 102 (0.0%)
1977 810 (~448%)
1978 152 (13%)
1976 395 NeAo
1977 11 (040%)
1977 1,067 (=0e6%)
1977 15 NeAe
1977 19 (00%)
1976 1 NeAs
1977 82 (=142%)
1978 6,122  (3645%)3
1972 19 NeAo
1977 13 (00%)
1977 22 NeoAe

1977 458
1977 240 (5¢7%)

1971
CENSUS

NeAo
Nedo
NeAo

NeAeo

N.A.

NeAe
174,810

N.A.
NeAe
NeAo

N.A'
NeAo
NeAo

NeA.
N.A.
191, 6052
28,785
NeAe
NeAe
872,330

NeAo
NeAo

NeA.

NeAo
9,974,895

NeAo
NeAeo
N.A.

119,665
28,590

SUNDAY SCHOOL

COMMUNICANTS ENROLMENT
COMMUNITY {CROWTH FROM 1976) (% MEMBERSHIP)
4,545 4y 545 NeA, NoAe NoA.
3,385 2,349 NoAo 3,594 (153.0%)
5,663 4,410 (240%) 11,425 (25941%)
220,000 220,000 NeAs NeAe NeA,
4,500 N.Al N.A. N.A. N.A.
2,755 NeAe NeAe NeA, NeAo
63,090 63,090 (0e3%) NeAe NoAe
2,733 2,404 (846%) 113 (4e77%)
93,637 66,474  (=244%) 19,197  (2849%)
123,124 88,067 (1.0%) 20,039 (2248%)
20,214 20,214 (3.0%) 20,093  (99.4%)
9,892 9,892 (2e2%4) 10,527 (10644%)
4,468 NeAg NeAe NeAo NeAo
1,721 1,143 (2437%) 682  (5947%)
14,494 14,494 (145%) 10,858  (7449%)
175,000 175,000 (0.0%) 98,715  (56447%)
30,000 30,000 (0.0%) 16,500 (5540%)
34,700 NeAs NeAs NeoA. NeAs
6,000 4,000 (040%) NoA, Nede
168,502 168,502 (=046%) 56,909 (33.87%)
1,050 1,050 NeAo 1,300 (123.8%)
5,651 2,780 (18%) 1,552  (55e8%)
3,000 NeA, NeAo NeAe NeAo
12,479 12,479 (945%) NeAe NeAe
9,971,681 NeoA, NeAe NeoA, NeAs
16,000 NeAo NeAe NeAs NeA,
8,000 8,000 (040%) 535 (6e7%)
3,500 1,500 NeAo 78 (5e2%)
NeAs 125,000 NoAe NJA,
28,145 28,145 (4487%) 21,188  (7543%)
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RELIGIOUS BODY

Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church in Canada

Union of Spiritual Communities of Christ
(Oorthodox Doukhobors in Canada)

Unitarian Universalist Association

The United Church of Canada

United Pentecostal Church in Canada

The Wesleyan Church

Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod

Baptist affiliation (all groups)
Lutheran affiliation (all groups)
Mennonite affiliation (all groups)
Mormon affiliation (all groups)

lreflecting the 1975/1977 data
including all Pentecostal affiliations

this growth probably reflects refinements in reporting

YEAR CONGREGATIONS
REPORTED  (GROWTH FROM 1976)
1970 228 NeAe
1972 25 NeAs
1977 42 (6e7)1
1977 4,290 (=0e1%)
1978 124 NeA,
1977 101 (2042%)
1977 6 (=14e3%)

1971
CENSUS

227,730

NeAs
N.A.
3,768,805

NeA,
NeAe

667,245
715,745
168,150

66,630

COMMUNITY

140,000

21,300
5,573
2,104,088
20,000
7,522
1,084

COMMUNICANTS
(GROWTH FROM 1976)

SUNDAY SCHOOL
ENROLMENT
(% MEMBERSHIP)

NeAo

NeAo
4,524
930,226
13,000
4,623
743

NeAo NeAo NeAso
N.A. N.A- N.A.
NeAo 1,069  (23.2%)
(=1.17%) 242,478  (26417%)
NeAe NeAo NeAe
(1746%) 13,115 (283,7%)
(=142%) 138 (18.6%)

"6€1



CANADA APPENULA B

RELIGIOUS DENOMINATION BY CENSUS DIVISIONS 140.
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EVANGELICAL CHURCH IN CANADA: NORTHWEST CANADA CONFERENCE

Appendix C
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Appendix D

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
GROUPS OF CHURCHES ANNUAL
GROWTH RATES

As you study these two graphs, you should realize that as far as the evangeliza-
tion of a particular area is concerned, no methodology has been found that is
more effective and efficient than multiplying new churches.
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Appendix E

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
GROUPS OF CHURCHES ANNUAL
GROWTH RATES
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As you study these two graphs, you should realize that as far as the evangeliza-

tion of a particular area is concerned, no methodology has been found that is

more effective and efficient than multiplying new churches.
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Appendix F

DENOMINATIONAL STATISTICS FOR THE EVANGELICAL

Total S.S. Enrollment
Average S.S. Attendance
Present Membership
Attendance Sunday A.M.
Composite Membership

Number of Churches

Total S.S. Enrollment
Average S.S. Attendance
Present Membership
Attendance Sunday A.M.
Composite Membership

Number of Churches

Source:

1960

4520

3354

3547

3800

3567

54

1970

4760

3387

3551

4138

3692

50

Official Record of Northwest Canada Conference.

1961

4466

3475

3606

3943

3675

54

1971

4636

3209

3655

4025

3630

49

1962

4826

3595

3651

4205

3817

54

1972

4553

3131

3736

4032

3633

50

1963 1964 1965 1966

5060 5174 5074 5081

3657 3606 3600 3407

3611 3623 3586 3623

4221 4113 4198 4051

3830 3781 3795 3694

52 54 52 52

1973 1974 1975 1976

4510 4341 4202 3984

3034 2971 2817 2770

3736 3709 3712 372

3978 3973 3911 3804

3582 3551 3480 3432

50 50 48 47

CHURCH IN CANADA

1967

4991

3478

3581

4078

3712

52

1977

4172

2663

3738

3781

3394

46

1968

4966

3487

3521

4080

3696

52

1978

4256

2286

3673

3750

3236

45

1969

4780

3591

3553

3972

3705

48

1979

4269

2467

3699

3797

3321

47

1970

4760

3387

3551

4138

3692

50

1980

4204

2532

3698

3757

3329

48

144.

1971

4636
3209
3655
4025
3630

49

1981
4298
2620
3703
3869
3397

45
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Appendix G

THE TOTAL HISTORY - MEMBERS

NAME EVANGELICAL CHURCH IN CANADA
denomination or church
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l last year
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THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD — MEMBERS

NAME

EVANGELICAL CHURCH IN CANADA
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Appendix I

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD = MEMBERS

NAME _EVANGEL ICAL CHURCH IN CANADA
denomination or church
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Appendix J

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD

148.

GROUPS OF CHURCHES ANNUAL

GROWTH RATES

As you study these two graphs, you should realize that as far as the evangeliza-
tion of a particular area is concerned, no methodology has been found that is
more effective and efficient than multiplying new churches.
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Appendix K

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
GROUPS OF CHURCHES ANNUAL
GROWTH RATES

As you study these two graphs, you should realize that as far as the evangeliza-
tion of a particular area is concerned, no methodology has been found that is
more effective and efficient than multiplying new churches.
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Actual

1961
1966
1971
1981

Appendix L

Table 4.

ACTUAL AND PROJECTED GROWTH FOR
THE EVANGELICAL CHURCH IN CANADA

Composite
Membership

Average Annual
Growth Rate

3675
3694
3630
3397

Projected

1982
1983
1984
1985
1986
1987
1988
1989
1990
1991

3519
3646
3777
3913
4054
4200
4351
4508
4670
4838

1961-1966 + 0.2%
1966-1971 + 0.4%
1971-1976 + 1.1%
1976-1981 + 0.2%

1981-1986 + 3.6%

1986-1991 + 3.5%

150.

Decadal

Growth Rate

2.0%
-3.4%
-10.6%
-2.0%

+42.4%

+42.4%
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MEMBERSHIP PROJECTIONS

NAME __EVANGELICAL CHURCH IN CANADA
denomination or church
PAST (See Graph ) FUTURE
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APPENDIX N

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
GROUPS OF CHURCHES

NAME EVANGELICAL CHURCH IN CANADA
denomination or church
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APPENDIX O

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
GROUPS OF CHURCHES

NAME EVANGELICAL CHURCH IN CANADA
denomination or church
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APPENDIX P

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
MEMBERS ANNUAL GROWTH RATES

NAME EVANGELICAL CHURCH IN CANADA
denomination or church
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AFPENDIX Q

THE DIAGNOSTIC PERIOD
MEMBERS ANNUAL GROWTH RATES

NAME EVANGELICAL CHURCH IN CANADA
denomination or church
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CHURCH PROJECTIONS
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NAME __EVANGELICA. CHURCH IN CANADA
denomination or church
PAST (See Graph ) FUTURE
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Appendix S

"TRAIAREA"
MEDICINE HAT CALRERTAI

03-Nav-81

Purchased for $63.00 from:
Compusearch Market and Social Research Limited
347 Bay Street, Suite 703
Toronto, Ontario M5H 2R7

Telephone (416) 862-8869
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OMFUSEARCH Market snd Sociazl Research Limited TradAree

ENICINE HAT CALRERTAI 11/03/81
TM Zone 12 H=52312% Y=5542418 159.
mmmmm e e e = PORPULATION -~ — - mmmm - e mee e CUMULATIVE- =—---
1946 1971 1976 %71-76 Z o 1976 Z71-7¢ % of
istance (Miles) Urban Total Total Chandge Totzl Totel Chande Toteal
0.00 to 1.00 0 18545 12740 ~18% 23% 12746 ~18% 33%
1,00 to 2,00 0 10965 16738 S3% A3% 29478 11% 75
2.00 to 3.00 0 0 3336 0% % 32814 24% 84%
3,00 to 4,00 0 0 0 0% 0% 32814 24% 84%
4,00 %o 5.00 0 0 ? 0 4 32823 24% 847
5,00 to 6,00 0 2255 2950 75% 10% 36773 28% ?4%
6.00 to 10,00 0 1073 756 ~-30% 2% 37529 267% ?6%
10.00 to 15,00 0 840 932 11% 2% 384461 25% ?e%
15.00 o 20¢.00 0 540 70% 11% 2% 392170 25% 100%
rade Ares Totsal 0 313240 392170 20% 100Z
e e e QUG HOL UG - e e e mrmim e e e i e e e G MULATIVE = - e s
1771 1OV Fer/ X71-7&4 X of 1976 7471-76 % of
istance (Milesz) Total Total Hhd Chasnse Totel Hhd Chanse Totsl
0.00 to 1.00 5395 4830 2.64 ~10% 38% 48320 -10% 38%
1.00 to 2409 2700 5040 3.31 747% 40X. ?28%0 19% 78%
2,00 to 3400 0 1010 3430 % 8% 10200 31% 864
3.00 to 4,00 0 0 0.00 o% 0% 10900 31% 867
4.00 £o S5.00 0 S 1.80 0% 0% 10905 3% 84X
3.06 to $.00 6540 1135 3+33 83 97 12090 35% 95%
6,00 to 10,00 265 210 2.60 -21% 2% 12300 347 7%
10,00 to 15.00 230 259 3.+65 11% 2% 12555 337% 9%
:5.00 to 20.00 189 165 4,30 6% 1% 12720 33%Z 100%
cq&ce Arez Totsl PEBG 12720 3.08 33% 100% |
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IMPUSEARCH Mzrket and
IDTTING HAaT CalRERTAL

M 7one 12 X=523129 Y=
mmared 0 - & Mile Ean

WOLATION CHARACTERIST

Totasl Males

Saciel Reszearch

0542618
i

ICE (1978)

Total Feme
Forulation
Forulation
Forulation
Forulation
Forulation
Forulation
Forulation
Foruletion
Single Fer
Merried Fe
Widowed Fe
livaorced F

Moth. Tong

Moth. Tong

Moth. Tonsg

1971 FPorulzatian 28,785
1974 FPorulsation 3469773
FFercent Chanse
18:;395 ¢«
les 18y355 (
=5 Yrs 2,930 «(
a-14 Yrs 62215«
15-24 Yrs 79545 (
29-34 Yrs 92175
395-44 Yrs 3y570
45-54 Yrs 33760 (
95-64 Yrs 3570 ¢
65+ Yrs 3y9250 «(
sons 155435 4
rsons 18,165 (
TOMS 1,890 {
ersons 1,070 (
ITHER TONGUE (1976)
Moth. Tong. Enzlish 29+515% (
+ French 400 (
Moth. Tong. German 4,990 «
+ Greek 20 {
Moth, Tornd, Italian 895 (
+ Other 1,845 (
'"HNIC GROUFE (1971)
Eth. Grous British 11,675
Eth. Grour French 770 (
Eths. Grour Germen 1074640 ¢
Eths Grour Itzlion 335«
Eth, Grour Jewish 125 (
Eth. Grour Ukranian 640 (
Eths Grour Dther 4,790
FELLING CHARACTERISTICS (1971)
1971 DNwellinss 8,900
Iwegs Ruilt <1946 3,105 «
Iwdg, Built 1946-1960 3y750
Iwg, EBuilt 1961-1971 25005
Iwse, With No Auto 15610 «
Iwa, With 1 Auto 4,840 (
Dweg: With 2 Autos 25115 (
Ilwe, With 3+ Autos 355 (
Iwgs With VYacs. Home 240 (

Limited

27.7%7%
50.027%)
49.917)
7.977%)
16.90%)
20.32%)
14.,07%)
9.717%)
10.227%)
?.717%)
10.747%)
42,525
49.407%)
S.14%)
2.917)

80.26%)
1.09%)
13.577)
0.05%)
0.23%)
S5.077%)

40.36&7%)
2.6830)
37.38%)
1.18%)
0.43%)
2.22%)

16.647%)

34.897%)
42.137%)
22.53%)
18.097%)
S54.38%)
23.7867%)

3.92%)

2.707)

TredAree
11/03/31
160.

ALRERTA

1,62€5040
1,838,037
12,904
50,724

49 .27%
8.327%
192.06%
20.62%
16.,00%
11.19%
?.98%
7.317%
7.927%

47 .297%
45.687%
3.78%
3.23%

80.67%
2.427%
4,347
0.09%
0.75%

11.73%

46.80%
S.82%
14.,20%
1.54%
0.45%
8.34%
23.,00%

464,620
26.76%
38.67%
34.52%
16.89%
S55.18%
23.41%

4,26%
2.91%

COMPUEARCH




INICIHNE
Jmmers:

H&AT CALLRERTAID
0 - & Mile Band

JELLING CHARACTERISTICS
197¢ Twwellings
Fercent Chanse
Owned Nlwellinsgs
fenled Twellinss
Zing, llet. Nlwellinss
Sins., Att. Dwellings
Arartment [wellings
Durlex Nuellinss
Totzl Automobiles

AMILY STRUCTURE (1278)
1971 Families
19746 Families
Families No Child
Femilies With Child
Families 1 Child

Families 2 Children
Families 34 Children

Avg, Chila rer Fam,

Total lome Far. Fam.
VCOME BREAKDOWNS (1976

Avs. Hhds Income

Fercenmnt Chanse

Hhds Inc., <&000

Hhd, Tnee H00C-729297

Hds Imc, 10R-1SK

Hhde Irnc. 15K-25K

Hhds Irnc. 25000+

MWSEHNLT CHARACTERISTIC
1971 Howusetialde
197¢ Households
'ercent Chansge
1-Ferson Households
2~Fersen Households
3-4 FPercson Housennld

S-7 Ferson Household
8+ Fersan Households
Av=, Fers, rer Hhd.
Male Hhd. Hesds

Female Hhd., Heads
Hhd. Headsz <23 Yrs
Hnd, Hezds 25-34 Yrs
Hhidy Heads 35-44 Yrs
Hhd, Headz 45-54 Yrs
Hihd. Heads 55-64 Yre
Hhd, Heads &S+ Yrs

(1976
124070

8;66u

c
35435

8 450

‘9 i~
v

1,820

[ ~E X~
2 J

1653217

72209
92500
3y445%5
535175
2+1195
251795
1,855

1.4

780

Estimates)
21,839

81%
1105
1,706
LyaRd
3,947

S (1976)
gy935
12y0%0

210465
3,505
4,129
1,905

100

3.0
2,820
2y250
15400
2,520
1,870
1,880
2,029

25405

T N PN

SN AN N AN

{
(
{
(

N A AN~ —~

P e N e T N N S NP

39.62%
71,7974
2B4.446%)
70,09%>
be D%
15.08%)
4.39%)

80.6420)
79+407%)
35.89%)
64,32
hh.03/)
22.86%)
19.,32%)

8.13%)

183.,43%

6.747%)
?.14%)
14, 117)
37.41%

32, 60/-

35.31%
17.,08%)
32.30%5
34,12%
15.76%)
0.83%)

81.227%)
18.61%)
11.538%)
20.84%

15,477%)

15.557%)
16.75%)
19.897%)

ALRERTA
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a
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692,121

82.34%
78.02%
30.14%
69+91%
22.12%
L407\)A
23.03%

1.5

F.17%

19,888
120.3
?.98%
12,09%
14,82%

- Ane
39.08%

;/ 083/-

464,865

:‘i: "‘)9‘)

h\-}’?\. Il

17.31%
27.89%
35.+467%
17.85%
1.41%
3,2
81.37%
18.,63%
11.4%%
q4odu/.
18.8%%
17.147%
13.347%
14,58%
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ummere:s 0 - 6,M1le Barnd

DUCATIONAL LEVELS (19278)
Fo=wulation 1S54+ Yre
For, 15+ <Grade 9
For, 15+ CGrade 9-13
For, 18+ Some Uniwv,
For, 154+ Univ, De=,
ARCUR FORCE CHARACTERISTICS

Ewe, s F.
Exee Lo Fyv White Cal
vime Lo Fo Elue Lol
Other & Not Stat
Ex#7. L+ Fv FPlece-Wor

Total

5ROUR FORCE CHARACTERISTICS
For. 15+ Lah. Force
Emrloged lL.zbs Farce
Uremrlosed Lahs Fore
H-W Fam. Wife Worke
Fem. Wivee Workindg

(1771)
11,510
65035
3,625
1:8460
99294

(1278)
16,550
155335
690
395450
3y875

o~ N N

203
3%)
7%4)
S7%)

13

[SS BN

S NOo~TAn

n

(&

o

*

e I

¢

AN

52.877)
31.49%)
15.64%)

59.84%)
925.68%)

4.,17%)
345.98%)

40,36%)

Fzse
162.
ALRERTA

72, ({*37:

18.23%
46,7 6%

-
270\521:

7.40%

688y 345
S52.79%
34.12%
13.09%

540,925

65.45%
926.02%
3.97%
43.,647%
47 .87%
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OMFLIGEARCH Market and Sornial Research Limited TracAres
ENICINE HAT LALRERTAIZ 11703781
Tt Zone 12 X=52312% Y=5542418 163
ummarsl & - 20 Mile Rand :

ALRERTA
OFULATION CHARACTERISTICS (1976)
1971 Forulation 2y0505 1,638:040
1276 Porulation 23377 1,828,037
Feircent Change -#,18% 12,90%
Tetsl toles 1¢380 ( 52,774} 50.72%
Total Femcsles 1,130 ( 47.,147%) 49,27%
Forulation <S5 Yrs 225« ?.39%) 8.32%
Forulation S-14 Yre 520 C 24,20%) 192.086%
Forulation 15-24 Yrs 430 ( 20,037 20.,62%
Foeruletion 23 34 Yrs 330 ( 13.77%) 16.00%
Forulation 35-44 Yrs 335 13.,987%) 11,19%
Foruwlastion 45-954 Yrs 265 (11,067 ?.98%
Foruletion 95-64 Yrs 1390 ( S.42%) » 7+31%
Forulation 454+ Yrs 79 { 2.,13%) 7 5”"
Sinzsle Fersons 15120 (¢ 49,65%) 47,29
Mzrried Fersans 1,165 ( 48,460%) 4u.68£
Widowerd Fersons 30 ¢ 1.25%) 3.78%
Divorceao Fersons 15 { 0.,63%) J3.23%
IJTHER TONGUE (1276)
Mottr, Toms, Enslish 1,930 (¢ 80.,52%3 80.,67%
Mocth., Taons. French S | 0.217%) 2.42%
Moth, Tong, German 380 { 15.,85%) 4,347%
Moth. Tonz. Greek 0 { 0,00%) 0,09%
Hoth. Tong., Italian o ( 0.00% 0.7%%
Mcth. Tonz. Other 40 ( 2.50%) 11,737
FHMIC GROURFS {17271
Eths Grous Eritish 790 ( 20.%2%) 46,30%
Eth. Grour French 20 ¢ e 731) S.82%
Eth:. Grour German 1,300 ( 50.,88%) 14,20%
Eth. Grour Ttalizn 1S 0.5%%) 1.54%
Ethe Grousr Jewizsh 0 (. 0,00% 0.457%
Ethy Grour Ukranian 40 ( 1.57%) 8.34%
Eth, Grousr Dther 495  ( 192.37%) 23.007%
JELLTING CHARACTERISTICS (1971)
1971 [lwellings 630 4645620
Dwse RBuillt <1748 250 ( 39.48%) 26.,7&8%
Iwz, Built 19446-19240 275 ( 43,65%) 38.467%
Dwsie Built 192861-1971 135 ( 21.,43%) 34,52%
Lws, With No Auto 79 ( 11.907%) 16.,89%
Dweg, With 1 Auto 355 ( 546.357%) 59.18%
Duse With 2 Autos 170 ( 246.98%» 23.61%
Ows. With 3+ Autos 8% (8,731 4,26%
Iwg,s With Vec. Home S 0.79%) 2.91%
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SHICINE

JELLING

HAT TALEERTAI

mmsrw; 6 - 20 Mile Band

CHARACTERISTICS (1576

1¢7¢ hwellinsge 630
“ercent Chansge
Qunen Dwellinzs 2495
wznted Nwellinsgs ?0
Simsg. Det. Duwellindgs 480
Sing. Att. Dwellinss ]
Arasrtment [wellings 5]
Iurlex Dwellinss 0
Totasl Autcomobiles 709
IMTLY STRUCTURE (197&)
1971 Families 600
1974 Femilies 570
Femilies No Child 120
Femiliey With Child 445
Femilies 1 Child 145
Families 2 Children 150
Feamilies 3+ Children 1460
Avg. Chilg rer Fam. 1.8
Totz) Lore Far. Fam. 10
{COME BREAKDOUWNES (1976 Estimates)
Avade. Hhd. Income 15,709
Fercent Chanse
Hhes Inmecs 6000 106
Hhao Ine. 6000-9999 130
Hnd. Inc., 1C0K-135K 143
Hhds Iric. 19K-25K 164
Hhds Incs 295000+ 85
IUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS (1978)
1971 Households 650
19746 Househulads &30

Fercent Chzanze

1-fFerzon Households 95
2-Fersorn Howsenolds 135
3-4 Ferszan Houseihnld 220
S-7 Ferson Housebhaold 155
8+ Ferzon Households ]

fAve, Fer:. Fer thq 3.8
Mazle Hhds, Heads 605
Femazle Hhd. Heeds 25
Hhd. Hezds uﬁﬁ Yrs 75
Hivgs Hesds ~334 Yra 145
Hhoie Heszds 35—44 Yrs 155
Hnd, Hezds 45-54 Yre 135
Hivds Heacds S5-%4 Yre 60
Hrigd, Headszs &5t Yrs 9

P N e N T

T e

P A

0.00%
86,513

14.292%)

76019%)
0795
0.79%)
0.00%

92,237
90.48%)
21.,05%)
78.07%)
53044/)
26.327%)
28407%)

1.75%)

123.,45%

16, 81/)
'10 o\) .u-
22 07\)/-.

26.3353%)

13049/-)

-3.08%
B8.73%)
21.43%
44.443%)
24.,560%)
0.79%)

?6.,03%)
3.977%)
11.,90%)
23.,02%
24.60%)
21.437%)
10.32%)
7+147%)

18.81%
3+93%
692,121

8?.>4u
78.,02%
30.14%
69.91%
22.12%
24.,78%
23.,03%

1'5

P 17%

19,888
120,394
9.96%
12,09%
14,82%

R ’
Q\J02\."‘

27.83%

464,865

[ iy | ﬂﬂ
975y 299

23.76%
17.31%
27.89%
35.46%
17.85%
1.417%
3.2
81.,37X%
18.63%
11,49%
24.58%
18.89%
17.14%
13.34%
14,56%

COMmPUdEAICH
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20 Mile ERanu

EQTCINGE

ymmaryd b6 -

LEVELS

10+

(1976)
Yrs

LICATIONAL
Fasalation

Fare., 1954+ <“Grade ¢
For, 194 Orade 9-13
Fer e 194 Some Undv.
Par, 154 Univ, Dles.,
ABOUR FORCE CHARACTERISTICS
Total Exs. L. F.
ExFee Lo Fe White Col
Exes Le Fe Blue Col,
UOther & Not Stst

Ewes Lse Fo Flace-Wor

AEBDUR FORCE CHARACTERISTICS
Fos, 194+ L ab. Force
Emrlowed l.abk. Force
Unem~lowed Lab., Fore
H~W Fem, Wife Works
Fame Wives Workinsg

14410

325

]
a

CY'

P

3560

4

S

11271)
1,080
185
745
150
731

(1978)

.~

N~ o~ s

NN AN A

67.17%)
23.91%
51.24%
22.36%)
2.80%)

173 3%)
68.98%
13.89%

82.30%)
P7.386%)
2.26%)

65.79%)

67.+547%)

Fege 7

165.
ALRERT A

72.63%
18.23X%
46.76%

- il
?./' f()o'_/n

7.40%

6885345
S2.7%%
34.12%
13.09%

540,925

6540 7%
?26,02%
3.97%
43,647
47 .87%

comrPuUdEAICH
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INICINE HAT LCALRERTAID

cial Researecn

42618

Y Zone 19 X=92312% Y=55
dmmarey O -~ 20 Miles
ITULATION CHARACTERISTICS (1976)

1271 Forulation

1774 Forulation
"ercent Change

Totel Mzles

Tutal Females
Forulation <5 Yrs
Foruwlation S-14 ¥rs
Forulation 15-24 Yrs
Forulation 2%5-34 Yrs
Forulation 35-44 Yrs
Forulastion 45-54 Yrs
Forulation S5-44 Yrs
Forulaztion &34 Yrs
Sinzle Fersons
Merried Fersons
Widowed Fersons
Livorced Fersons

ITHER TONGUE (1976)

Moth. Tong, Enslish
Moth. Taoni. French
Moth. Tondg. Germean
Moth. Tong. Greek
Moth, Tons, Italian
Moth. Tong. Obther

HMTC GROUFRS (1971)
Eth., Grour British
Eths Grour French
Eths Grour German
Eth., Brour Italien
Eths Grour Jewish
Eth, Grour Ukranian
Eths Grour Qther

JELLING CHARACTERISTICS

1971 Dwellinss

Dwsge Ruilt <1944
Iwg, Built 1946-1960
Dwg, Ruilt 1961-1971
Dwd, With No Auto
Dwse With 1 Auto
Dwa, With 2 Autos
Dwse With 3+ Autos
Iwg. With Vac, Home

31,340
392170

1954654G
19,485
29155
L9799
1025
5509
37905
4,02
3y 7 OO
4,025
14,8295
19,330
1,920
1,085

31445
405

9y 370
20

8%
1,925

12,4485
790
12,040
350
125
680

y 285

(1971)
?y530
39355
4,02%5
2,140
1,48%
qri?q

bz ]

a P L

410

245

AN AN AN AN A I T T B N N N T T N

P T N A

Limited

24.987%
S50.19%)
49.747%)
8.053)
17.35%)
20.49%)
14.05%)
P+97%)
10.28%)
?.457%)
10,2875
42.957%)
49,357
4.90%)
2:.77%

80.287%)
1.,03%)
12.717%)
0.057%)
O.h./)

16.86%)

v 20%)
24%
46 )
17.68%)
94,917
23.98%)
4,30%)
.'..II/)

’.J 4]

3
42
22

TrzdArec
11/03/81

166.

ALRERTA

1,628,040
1,838,037
12,90%
90.72%
49,27 %
8.,32%
19.04%
20.,62%
16,00%
11,19%
?.98%
7+31%
7924
47,297
45,468%
3.78%

3'2

80.67%

2,42%

a e

4,347%
0.09%
0.75%
11.73%

46.807%
\J08._/-
14,20%
1.54%
0.45%
8.347%
23.00%

4645620
26.76%
38.677%
34.52%
16.897%
55.18%
23.617%

4.2
2.91%

COmMrPUNEARCH
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LALBERTAI
20 Miles

H&T

1976 Households
Fercent Chznse
~ferzon Households
? -Ferson Houwseholds
3-4 Fersaon Household
5-7 FPerzon Household
8+ Fersan Households
Avss Fers, rer Hhd.
Male Hhr., Heesds
Femzle Hhd. Heads
Hhd. Heazds <29 Yrs
Hheos Hesds 295-34 Yrs
Hhd. Heads 35-44 Yrz
Hhids Hesdsz 45-54 Yre
Hhd. Hezds G5-64 Yrz
Hhd. Heeds &9+ Yre

ELLLING CHARADTERISTICS (1976)
17724 Twellings 12,700
Feroent. Chanzge
(wiien Twellings Gy210
Remtad Lwellings 4829
Gims, lat, Dwellinss 85240
Sing. Att., lwellinzs 300
Arartment [lwellinds 1,825
Duslex Twellings S85
Total Automoniles 17,076

AMTILY STRUCTURE (1978)

1971 Fasmilies 79805
1974 Familiecs 10,170
Families No Child 2,565
Femiliess With Child 63620
Femilies 1 Child 2,260
Families 2 Children 2y345
Feamilies 3+ Children 20195
Ava., Child Fer Fam. 1.4
Totel Lone Far. Fam. 790

JCOME BREARKDNOWNS (1976 Esztimates)
Ave. Hhde Income 21535
Fercent Chansge
Hhade Incs <6000 ?21
Hhde Trnc. 40009979 1,235
Hheoy Ine, 10K-195SK 1,24%
Hihde Ine. 15RK-25K 44639
Hhid. Incs 25000+ 4,032

JUSEHOLT CHARACTERISTICS (1976)
1971 Househcolds ?y585

12,720

25120
4,040
4,405
204860

109

3.1
105,425
292795
15475
2y 645
2025
2,015
25090
25450

o N e e e

Ea N S SN Pl PN ~

NN SN AN A N s A

33.26%
72.82%)
27..767%)
70039%)
6+30%)
14,37%)
4.581%)

81.,43%)
792.95%)
35.05%)

69.097%)
22.227)

23.06%)
19.81%)

7:777)

181.16%

7.2
?.71%)
14,547

7;6.\;\4,.)

31.70%

717
16.) )
31076/-
34,5631
16.197%)

0.83%)

81.967%)
17.892%4)
11.,60%)
20, 9d/-

15.927)
165.847)

16.43%)
192.26%)

167.
ALRBERTA

575,295

23.32%

44.,80%
25,23
64,73%
7.58%
18.81%
3.93%

692121

82.347%
78.02%
30.14%
692.921%
22,12%
24.78X%
23.03%

1.9

?.17%

17,888
120,39%
?.96%
12.09%
14,82

TE e
Db e

../ 083::

45645885

S75+295

23.767%
17.317%
27.89%
35.46%
17.85%

1.417%

3.2

81.37%
18.63%
11.49%
24.58%
18.89%
17.147%
13.34%
14,56%

COmMPUdEA3CH

3




SUICINE HAT CALEERTAZ
smmares 0 -~ 20 Hiles

JUCATIONAL LEVELS (1976)

Foruwlation 1594 Yrs
Fors 194 <Grade 9

Fose, 154+ Grade 9-13
Frore 154+ Some Univ,
Feapew 184 Univ,e Des,

5BOUR FORCE CHARACTERISTICS

Total Exes Lo Fo
Exes Le Fo Wnite Cal
Exes Lo Fv Blue Col.
Uther & Not Stat
Exes Ly Fv Flace-Wor

ABOUR FORCE CHARACTERISTICS

For. 134+ Lab, Force
Emerlozeqd Lzbs Force
Unem#loced Labs Forc
H-W Fam. Wife Worhks
Fams. Wives Workins

299265
73445
13,7560
Ay BRY

1,210

(1271)
1245290
65270
4,374
1,950
10,025

(12749
17,875
17,129
720
31925

4,260

(
(
(
(
(

NN AN A A~

74.717)
25.44%)
47.03%

23.53%)

4,13%)

49.80%)
34.,71%
15.4%%)

61.,087%)
95.830%)

4.,03%)
38.59%)
41.897%)

Fzgse 10

168.

ALEERTA

72.63%
18.23%
46.76%

D LD
PO s )

7.40%

6885 345
92.79%
34.12%
13.09%

5409925

65,457
926,02%
3+977%
43,647%
47 . 87%

ComPWEACH




1960
1961
1962
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
1981

PRESENT

MEMBERSHIP

36
37
40
34
36
37
37
35
34
37
35
26
24
22
22
22
31
31
31
34
45
46

Appendix

T

LITTLE PLUME EVANGELICAL CHURCH

ATTENDANCE

57
56
57
56
51
45
43
b
38
40
39
37
34
35
38
39
43
47
45
49
55
69

SUNDAY A.M.

AVERAGE S.S.

ATTENDANCE

46
49
54
52
46
b
41
38
35
35
35
30
32
33
36
33
31
37
37
33
43
53

169.

COMPOSITE

MEMBERSHIP

46
47
50
47
b
42
40
39
36
37
36
31
30
30
32
31
35
38
38
39
48
56
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Appendix U

HILLCREST EVANGELICAL CHURCH - MEDICINE HAT, ALBERTA

1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981

MEMBERSHIP GAINED BY
CONFESSION OF FAITH i - - 8 2 2 - 12 4 - 8

MEMBERSHIP GAINED BY
TRANSFER ECC 4 3 4 - 16 - 8 8 1 4 18

MEMBERSHIP GAINED BY
TRANSFER OTHER 1 - - 3 - - - 1 - - 1

MEMBERSHIP LOST BY
DEATH - 2 4 - 2 1 - 1 2 2 1

MEMBERSHIP LOST BY
TRANSFER TO ECC - - 3 2 4 2 6 5 - 7 3

MEMBERSHIP LOST BY
TRANSFER TO OTHER 1 - - 2 2 - - 2 - - 3

MEMBERSHIP LOST BY
OTHER WAYS - - - - 3 - - 9 - 8 -

MEMORIAL EVANGELICAL CHURCH - MEDICINE HAT, ALBERTA

1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981
MEMBERSHIP GAINED BY
CONFESSION OF FAITH 11 18 26 7 10 20 - - 22 10 7

MEMBERSHIP GAINED BY
TRANSFER ECC 9 5 - 10 10 - - 6 - 6 -

MEMBERSHIP GAINED BY
TRANSFER OTHER ~ 2 - - - - - 6 - - -

MEMBERSHIP LOST BY
DEATH 15 4 18 - 9 - 20 8 16 - 15

MEMBERSHIP LOST BY
TRANSFER TO ECC 4 - 2 - 5 - 1 - - 4 &

MEMBERSHIP LOST BY
TRANSFER TO OTHER - - - - - - - - - - -

MEMBERSHIP LOST BY
OTHER WAYS - - - - - - - -~ - - -




1960
1961
1962
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
1981

PRESENT

MEMBERSHIP

291
291
292
283
260
268
258
265
258
260
261
262
283
289
306
312
332
301
305
311
323
311

Appendix Y

MEMORIAL EVANGELICAL CHURCH

ATTENDANCE

SUNDAY A.M.

263
246
266
266
253
234
236
237
230
238
248
240
228
241
238
244
264
265
222
213
219
226

AVERAGE S.S. COMPOSITE
ATTENDANCE MEMBERSHIP
163 239
145 227
144 234
168 339
161 225
150 217
160 218
155 219
143 210
163 220
176 228
149 217
138 216
121 217
127 224
129 228
126 241
140 235
112 213
108 211
93 212
199 245
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