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Al t hough the inportance of religion as a attitudinal predictor in general
and as a marker of cultural pluralismin particular has been increasing
acknow edged in recent years (Smth, 1986), the use of religion in
soci ol ogi ca
anal ysis has been stunted by the difficulty of working with denom nati ona
vari abl es. The basic reason for the difficulty is the conpl ex
nature of Anerica's denom national profile. As the Reverend J. Gordon Ml ton
- Anerica's chanpion church hunter, once renmarked, "W are probably the nost
religious people -- and the nost diversely religious people -- on earth.™
Qur tradition of religious pluralismgoes deeply into our colonial history.
Edwin S. CGaustad noted that even as early as the 17th century one found
"Huguenots in Charleston, Anglicans in Tidewater Virginia, Catholics in
St. Mary's City, Swedish Lutherans al ong the Del aware, Quakers and
Presbyterians further up the river, Dutch Reformin Manhattan, Puritans in New
Engl and, Baptists, and Heaven-knows-what-el se in Rhode Island.” Early in the
hi story of the American republic, the French aristocrat Talleyrand is reported
to have derisively observed that the United States had 32 religions, but only
one sauce. Since then America has continued to both inport foreign and spawn
i ndi genous religions, until by the late 1970s Melton cane up with a list of
1,187 primary denomnations in the United States. This nakes religion a
difficult variable to collect and probably even nore troubl esome to use. It
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| eaves the analyst with a nyriad of snmall, obscure, and easily confused groups
to sift through.

This problemis conpounded by |ack of governnent data on religion.
Because the Census Bureau feels proscribed by the First Amendment from
including religious affiliation questions on either the Census or the Current
Popul ation Survey (CPS), authoritative, fine-grain statistics on religion are
in short supply. (The census of religious bodies was | ast conducted in 1936
and the CPS has not asked about religion since 1957. "Religion," 1958 and
Muel | er and Lane, 1972).

Cl assi fying Schenes

The classic solution for dealing with |arge nunbers of small and
unordered groups is to create a classification schenme and aggregate the
separate groups into a manageabl e nunber of categories. Many classification
schenmes for religion have been devel oped over the years using one criterion
or another to group denom nations. For exanple, the grouping of churches
i nto denom national famlies based on theological and historical simlarity
has been common (Backman, 1983; Jacquet, 1980; Synan in Jacquet, 1980; and
Hunter, 1981) and ot her schenes have been used such criteria as form of
church governnment (Wod, 1970) and the distinction between sects and
denom nations (WIson, 1970).

Social scientists in the United States however have found the
nost useful classification to be one that discrimnated denom nations along a
continuum from fundanentalismto |iberalism(or in simlar schenes with
different |abels fromthe orthodox, conservative, or Evangelical to the
secul ar, nodern, or humanistic). It is hard to place a rigorous definition on
the pol es of the continuum (and even harder to so | abel the way stations),
because there is enough particul ari sm anong denom nati ons and conflict over
the use and neanings of terns that it is difficult to tailor a set of
criteria that are exact and easily quantifiable. Nevertheless, it is possible
to outline the main issues that separate fundanentalist and |i beral
t heol ogi es and to array denom nation al ong such a conti nuum

At one end we find the Fundanentalists, a novenent of conservative or
traditionalist Protestant denom nations that grew largely out of the Holiness
and Pentecostal novenents (and | ater denom nations) of the nineteenth century.
The novenent was fornmed in the early 20th century as a reaction to what was
seen as the secul ari zation and noderni zation of religious beliefs and
practices within many mai nstream and established Protestant denom nations. Its
keys beliefs were first articulated in a series of panphlets called The
Fundanmental s (1909). In addition to their opposition to the growmh of secul ar
i nfluence in society, the Fundanentalists are distinguished by belief in
1) the inerrancy of the Bible (or nore technically in the verbal, plenary
inspiration of the Bible), 2) personal salvation by accepting Christ as their
saviour in what is often called the born-again experience, 3) the personal,
pre-mllenial inmmnent return of Christ, 4) an evangelical or revivalist
desire to reach out to save and convert others, and 5) acceptance of nost
traditional Protestant beliefs such as in Trinity, the Virgin birth, and the
exi stence of angels and devils. The position of |iberal denom nations is
perhaps | ess clear than that of the Fundanentalists, but tends to 1) enphasize
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concerns about the nature and operation of this world nore than salvation in

t he next which |leads to support for social action and progressive reform

2) accept secul ar change and science as probably worthwhile and at | east not
as anti-religious, 3) have little faith in the literal message of the Bible
and particularly in Biblical mracles which are seen as either questionable as
hi storical facts or metaphorical in nature, and 4) be non-adventist. The |arge
group of noderates between the two poles tends of course to reflect varying

el ements of both the polar groups. They tend for exanple to reject the the
extreme inerrancy and anti-science | eanings of the Fundanentalists while
sharing with them many other traditional Christian beliefs. Likew se, they
tend to share the |liberal acceptance of nodernization and sonme of their

| eani ngs toward humanitarian reform but share | ess of the deismor even
agnosticismthat pervades sone |iberal faiths.

Cat egori zing Al ong the Fundanentali st-Liberal Continuum

To categori ze denom nati ons al ong Fundanental i st-Li beral continuum we

used five different techniques: 1) utilization of prior classifications
schenmes, 2) nenbership in theologically oriented ecuneni cal associations, 3)
surveys of denom national nenbers, 4) surveys of denom national clergy, and 5)
t heol ogi cal beliefs of denom nations. In devel oping our classification schene
we have tried both to create a general schene for classifying denom nations
for anal ysts who may not wish to devise their own schene and al so conpile
enough raw i nformati on so other anal ysts can nmake informed choi ces about how
to categorize denom nati ons.

Nurrer ous schol ars have devel oped schenes to classify individua
denom nations al ong the Fundanentalist-Liberal continuum These schenes are
presented in Tables 1 and 2 [Endnote 1]. (Denom nations are presented in two
tables to correspond to the way religion is coded into discrete variables on
the General Social Survey (GSS), see Appendix 1 for details on the way
religion is measured on the GSS.) They differ greatly on coverage, categories,
and term nol ogy. Sonme schemes cover only a few denomi nations while others
cover over 75. Several enunerate only Fundanentali st denom nations and either
ignore or treat as separate categories all remaining denom nations. Those that
do nore than just listing the Fundanentalists wi thout reference to other
denom nations use as few as two categories (Fundanmentalist vs. Non-
Fundanmentalist) to as many as five categories (usually Fundanentali st,
Conservati ve, Mderate, Liberal, and Excluded). Likew se they vary on what
they call the different poles. For exanple, what we are calling
Fundanental i sts are also referred in Tables 1 and 2 as Othodox, Conservative,
Neo- Fundanent al i st, Evangelical, Pentecostal/Evangelical and Sects. Despite
these wide differences in the mechanics of the sundry schenes, there is
actually a great deal of agreenent about the placenment of the large majority
of denom nati ons.

The second technique for classifying denom nati ons exam ned what inter-
church association they are affiliated with. The right nost columms in Tabl es
1 and 2 indicate whether the denom nations are affiliated with the noderate-
to-liberal National Council of the Churches of Christ or one of the three
Fundanent al i st bodi es (the National Evangelical Association, the Pentecosital
Federation of North Anerica, and the Christian Holiness Association). Wile
many denom nati ons do not belong to any of these bodies, the neasure does
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clearly distinguish between denomni nati ons since no church belongs to both the
NCCC and to any of the Fundanentalist associations.

The third technique was to study the beliefs of denom national nenbers.
Tabl es 3 through 5 show the beliefs of various denom national nenbers on an
ort hodoxy/traditional belief scale and to two theological itens (Bible
i nerrancy and being born again) that are central to Fundanentalism The
advant age of these scales is that they quantify a denom nation's position.
Most denom nati ons however do not appear in any of these tables either because
too few people froma particular denom nati on appeared in the survey sanple
(we reported figures for as few as ten cases) or because the denom nation was
not separately coded in the survey. In addition, because of the often very
smal | sanple sizes, the figures for many denom nations are highly vari abl e.

The fourth technique is simlar to the third except that it involves a
sanple of clergy rather than a sanple of laity. As in the case of the surveys
of menbers the advantage is the objective criteria and the quantification, but
we are aware of only one nmjor inter-denom national exanple and only a half
dozen denom nations are covered (Hadden, 1969).

The |l ast technique was to determ ne the theol ogical orientation of
denom nations in the standard reference works (Jacquet, 1980; Mead, 1970;
Mel ton, 1978, 1985; Barrett, 1982). This approach is the nbst conprehensive
since nore denom nations are covered in these sources than in any of the other
approaches, but it is often difficult to determ ne the current Fundanentali st-
Li beral | eaning of denom nations based on short descriptions that tend to
enphasi ze the denom national history of the church and the theol ogical points
that originally distinguished themfromother faiths, but which are often not
related to the contenporary Fundanentalist-Liberal dinension

As we have seen each of the five techniques that we have utilized has
particul ar strengths and weaknesses. In addition, certain problens are conmon
to all approaches. It is difficult to find information onmany of the smaller
denoni nations. For 8 of the 154 denom nations coded on the GSS, no information
was | ocatable and for one insufficient information was available for even a
| eaning to be determ ned. (W have tried to maxi m ze the nunber of classified
denom nations by assigning all denom nations for which even m ninmal anount of
information indicated a tentative orientation.) A second problemis confusion
bet ween denom nations. Many denominations with decidedly different theol ogical
orientations have highly simlar and occasionally even identical nanes
[ Endnot e 2].

Such confusion not only nakes it difficult to determ ne which
denom nation is being referred to in the various sources discussed above, but
al so, as we shall see, probably contributes to respondent and intervi ewer
confusi on about how to code respondents on surveys. Problens of obscurity and
confusion as well as other problens conbine to make it inpossible to place 20
out of 154 religions (or religious groupings) on the GSS. (Wile these
represent 13.0% of the coded denom nations, they anmount to only 0.4% of al
respondents.) For eight of these, no informati on was obtai nabl e from any
source. Six denom nations could be not distinguished fromdenom nations with
simlar names, four were non/interdenom national churches, one was non-
Christian and one was identified, but could not be characterized [Endnote 3].
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Anot her problemin deciding where a denom nation falls is whether
eval uations of its place is being made across all denomi nations or only within
its denom national famly. Several denom nations have gained reputations as
being liberal or fundanentalist from being conpared to their sister
denom nations when in fact on an absolute scale they may not be either
particularly "liberal" or "fundanmentalist" (Hadaway, 1978). As Figure 1 shows,
for exanple, the Lutheran Church, M ssouri Synod is significantly nore
fundanmentalist on Bible inerrancy than the rest of the Lutherans, but conpared
to all denom nations they fall near the Fundanentalist/Mderate dividing |ine.

The final problemwas how to put together the various criteria into one
schene. As noted above, the problemwas not as difficult as one m ght have
feared since agreenent, especially within technique, tended to be very high.
The first step was to ass-ign a tentative classification as fundanentali st,
noderate, or non-fundanentallst on the basis of the consensus anong prior
classifications and group affiliation. Denom nations that could be identified
as nonfundanmentalist, but for which there was inadequate information to
delineate as noderate or |iberal were left in the non-fundamentalist or
|i beral category. For the few churches with conflicting assignnents, the
denom nations were exanm ned in the standard reference sources and in every
case the assignnment with the preponderance of votes was agreed to after
evaluating information on the history and beliefs of the denom nation. For
t hose denom nations that were not rated by two or nore prior schenes, the
assignment was nmade on the basis of their historical and theol ogica
orientation. W then checked these classifications with those fromthe surveys
of menbers and cl ergy. Four notabl e di sagreenents appeared. First, while prior
classification schenes consistently treat the American Baptist Churches in the
USA as a liberal to noderate church conpared to the Southern Bapti st
Convention, it came out as nore Fundanentalist than the Southern Baptists on
the key Bible inerrancy question. Simlarly, while the consensus is that the
Sout hern Presbyterians are nore Fundanentalist than the Northern Presbyterians
(i.e. United Presbyterian) or at |east equally noderate, the Southern
Presbyterians came out as nmuch nore liberal on Bible inerrancy than the
Nort hern Presbyterians. Relatively small sanple sizes probably contribute to
t hese unexpected reversals, but in both cases we suspect that a |arge part of
the probl em cane from confusi on between churches with simlar nanmes. W
suspect that the Sout hern based and fundanmentali st Anerican Bapti st
Associ ation and the nore Northern centered and noderate Anmerican Bapti st
Churches were often confused. Confusion also nay have arisen fromthe fact
t hat Anerican Baptist Churches has changed its nanme twice in the [ast 30
years.

Besi des the obvious simlarity in nanes, there are two pieces of
information that |end indirect support for this interpretation. First,
al t hough publi shed nenbership figures report about the sanme nunber of laity in
the American Baptist Association as the American Baptist Churches, the GSS
finds twice as many respondents belonging to the former than the later. This
suggests that many Northern Baptists are incorrectly classifying thensel ves as
menbers of the American Baptist Association. OF course, since official church
menbership figures are notoriously inaccurate (and often also self-serving) we
do not want to place great weight on this conparison. Second, Baptists seemto
have greater than average difficulty in identifying the exact denom nation
they belong to. Wile 13-14% of Lutherans and Met hodists did not know what
denom nation they belong to, 26% of Baptists were unsure.
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The situation nmay be simlar for the Presbyterians. In 1983 the Northern
Presbyterians, called the United Presbyterian Church in the USA, nerged with
t he Southern Presbyterians, called the Presbyterian Church in the United
States, to formthe Presbyterian Church, USA m e post-nerger nanme nore
closely resenbles the title of the Southern Presbyterians than the Northern
Presbyterians. In addition confusion also may ari se between these churches and
t he fundanmental i st and Sout hern oriented Presbyterian Church in Anerica
(formed in 1973 as an off-shoot of the Presbyterian Church in the United
States) and the Presbyterian Church in the Unites States of America which had
joined the United Presbyterian Church of North America in 1958 to formthe
United Presbyterian Church in the United States of Anerica. W suspect that
menbers of the Northern Presbyterians wongly indicated that they were nenbers
of the Southern Presbyterian Church, confusing it with the nmerged and
simlarly named Presbyterian Church, USA. As in the Baptist cases, there are
several pieces of data supporting this conclusion. Anong published church
figures, the Southern Presbyterians make up 26% of the nerged church, but on
the GSS, they account for 41% In addition, the balance is shifting so that by
1986 nore people were reporting thensel ves as nenbers of the Southern branch
than of the Northern denomi nation. Al so, as anong Baptists, uncertainty is
hi gh with 30% unable to indicate what denom nation they belong to. In both of
these cases, we assunme on the basis of other survey data, prior classification
schenes, and/or the analysis of the denom nation's history and theol ogy that
the survey data on Bible inerrancy is m sleading and have cl assified the
Anerican Baptist Churches as noderate rather than fundanentalist and the
Sout hern Presbyterians as noderate rather than |iberal.

Two maj or problematic cases result fromconflicts between our various
categori zati on procedures, but do not involve confusion between denom nations
with simlar names. We classify the Mornons (Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-
day Saints) as Fundanentalist. They were so placed by six prior schenes,
cal | ed pseudo- Fundanental i st by one investigator (by which he nmeant they
resenbl ed, but were distinct fromthe Fundanentalists), and excluded fromthe
Fundanent al i st-Li beral continuum by another schene. But in terns of their
t heol ogi cal beliefs, it is inpossible to consider themas Fundanentalists and
the beliefs expressed by nenbers hardly mark them as Fundanentalists. On the
Bi bl e scale, they come out as Liberals and on the born-agai n questions they
fall along the Fundanentalist-Mderate dividing l[ine. Yet there has been a
consensus anong prior researchers that they can be classified as
Fundanent al i st and we have followed that precedent (although we will suggest a
preferred way of handling the Mornons | ater on)[ Endnote 4].

A simlar situation exists for the Christian Scientists. They have been
classified as Fundanmentalist by two investigators and excluded fromthe scale
by two others. On Bible inerrancy however, they cone out as noderate-to-
| i beral. Again, we have foll owed past practices and cl assed them as
Fundanmental i st. Both of these classifications are problematic not only because
of the conflicting information, but because anong the splintered
Fundanment al i st groups they make up a non-trivial proportion of menbers -
Mornmons are 14. 1% of the Fundanentalists fromthe OTHER variable and Christian
Scientists are 2.5%

Wth these caveats the final assignnment of denom nations to the
Fundanent al i st-Li beral scale is given in Appendix 2. This lists al
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denom nati ons coded in the 1972-1986 GSSs and the Fundanentali st-Li bera
category (i.e., Fundanentalist, Mderate, Liberal, or Excluded) of each
denom nati on

Classification Prior to 1984

On the GSS prior to 1984 the nmjor Protestant denom nations were not
delineated into their nmajor sub-divisions (Baptists, Lutherans, Methodist,
Presbyterians). One can handl e the broad denom national unbrellas as entities
and either place themin their nost appropriate category or treat each as
Separate categories. Alternatively, one can attenpt to approximte
denom nati onal sub-divisions by using other variables. The nost conmon
procedure has been to breakdown Baptists into Southern and non- Sout hern groups
to better distinguish the Southern Baptist fromthe Anerican Baptist Churches
(Si npson 1985a, 1985b; Smith, 1984a; GlI, 1982; Hadaway, 1978 and Jel en
1984). Unfortunately, while region does discrimnate between these
denom nations, the degree of segregation is only noderate. In the 1984-1986
GSS, we find that 77.5% of Southern Baptists lived in the South as did 40% of
the American Baptists. However, since there are nmany nore Sout hern Baptists
than Anerican Baptists, they outnunbered the fornmer by 4.1 even outside the
South. Simlar, but even weaker, regional divisions occur anong the
Presbyt eri ans.

One can either sub-divide the Baptists (or Presbyterians) by region
(South vs. Non-South) to approxi mate denom national distinctions and thereby
pl ace some of the regional variation within the constructed denoni nations or
control for region and in effect, place sonme of the denoninational variation
wWithin region. Both are partial but crude solutions to the problemof overly
broad denom national classifications prior to 1984 (Mlntoch, Al ston, and
Al ston, 1979).

Anot her denom national distinction that is hidden by the pre-1984
classifications is that between white and bl ack denom nations (mainly Baptists
and Met hodi sts). Most prior investigators have not dealt with the problens
directly, but sone have used race as well as region to isolate black
denom nations (G111, 1982). Unfortunately, as in the case of region, racia
segregation is not so sharp to allow the neat separation of denom nations. In
the 1984-1986 GSS, all nenbers of the two black African Methodi st churches
were bl ack, but as many bl acks were in the inter-racial United Methodists as
were in the African Methodists. Sim|lar overlaps occur anong the Baptists. As
wi th region, quasi-denom national contructions using race would only crudely
di stingui sh denom nati ons. \Wether denom nations are contructed fromrace or
race is used as a separate control depend on where the anal yst wants to pl ace
the error.

O course, if the broad denom national fanmlies delineated prior to 1984
were theologically and socially cohesive then one could sinply accept these
crude categorizations. Figure 1 shows however that w thin denom nationa
variation on Biblical inerrancy is often extrenely large and prior research
(Smth, 1984b) has shown that the denom national refinements notably increase
t he explanatory power of religion. It is thus analytically desirable to have
the nore refined categories used since 1984.
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Despite the admitted difficulties and inperfections, the categorization
of denom nations along the fundanmentalism|iberal scale works quite well. Both
when applied to Protestant denom nations on the OTHER vari abl e and when
applied to all denom nations (from RELIG DENOM and OTHER) the
fundanmental ism|liberalismscale is a strong predictor of various religious and
soci al variables. The predictive power of religion is even higher when the
| arger denom nations are retained as distinct categories and only the smaller
denomi nations are consigned to the three fundanentalisniliberalismcategories
(Table 6). The retention of the |arger denom nations as distinct categories
permts detailed anal ysls of particular faiths, makes the religion variabl e\

a better overall predictor, and avoids forcing some groups (in particular the
Mornmons) into ill-fitting categories. In addition, nost previous religion
anal ysts have preserved nmmj or denom nations as distinct groups. For these
reasons it would generally be desirable to separately distinguish as many
denom nations as are practicable (Table 6, note b).

Concl usi on

Despite the analytic difficulties of working with religion, the labor is
anply rewarded by the explanatory gains that energe when religion is used in
research. As a key indicator of cultural origin and orientation, religionis a
strong predictor of not only of matters of faith, but also of such diverse
noral, social, and political issues as abortion, sex roles, education (prayer
in schools, creationism government support for parochial schooling),
contracepti on and sexual perm ssiveness, and anti-Comunism- to nanme only a
few. Just howreligion is enployed will of course depend on the theoretica
and quantitive approaches that a researcher utilizes. Mst frequently,
however, researchers will probably want to use sone type of
fundamental i sm|iberal categorization and both the suggested classification
proposed within and the material gathered fromother classifications and
surveys should help to assist the researcher in that task.

ENDNOTES
(1) For studies consulted but not used in these tables see Smth, 1987.
(2) Anong the nore inportant confusions are:

1 The Anerican Baptist Association vs. the American Baptist Churches in
the U S.A (fornmerly the American Baptist Convention and the Northern
Bapti st Convention). 2. me Presbyterian Church in the Unites States vs.
the Presbyterian Church (The former nerged with the United Presbyterian in
Church of Christ. 4. The Brethren churches including Brethren in Chri st
Church, United Brethren in Christ Church (Sandusky), Brethren Church
(Ashland), Brethren in Christ, Church of the Brethren in Christ, Mennonite
Bret hren, and Church of the Brethren. 5. Christians which could be the
Christian Church (Disciples of Christ), the Christian Church (nerged in
1931 to formthe Congregational Christian), the Christian Church of North
Anerica (ltalian Protestants), the United Christian Church (Brethren),

ot her denom nations using the word "Christian" such as Christian
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Congregation, Christian Mssion, Christian Union, etc. or a general non-
denom nati onal profession of being a generic Christian.

(3) I'n addition, those coded "Qther" on RELIG are excluded. This is a
catchall category with a majority of non-Christian respondents. A detailed
listing of religions coded "Qther" is available fromthe GSS project.

(4) The Mornons al so present a second problemthat is unrelated to
classification issues. Wen NORC adopted a new sanple frame based on the 1980
census in order to replace its 1970 census sanple frame, a primary sanpling
unit was selected from U ah whereas Utah had not been in the 1970 sanple
frame. This led to a significant increase in the proportion of Mrnons
falling into the cross-sections (since UWah is heavily Mrnon and Mrnons

t end
to be concentrated in and around U ah). Under the 1970 sanple frane about
0.9% of the cross-section was Mdrnon while under the 1980 sanple frane

~| or nons
have been 2.4% Since there has been no change in the proportion of Mrnons
prior to the frame switch nor any since the switch and since the 1983 split
frame experinent shows the sane pattern (Peterson and Snmith, forthcom ng), we
know that this "increase" in Mornons is entirely artificial.

TABLE 1

MAJOR PROTESTANT DENOM NATI ONAL CLASSI FI CATI ONS

Denomi nat i on Code 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
11 12
BAPTI ST F C C cC ¢C
(L)
Anmeri can Baptist Association..10
F X
Aneri can Bapti st Churches
inthe US A ............... 11 C Nr QL) C
Nat i onal Bapti st Convention
of
Arerica.................. 12 X
Nat i onal Bapti st Conventi on,
USA Inc.................. 13
F X
Sout hern Bapti st Convention...14 F F O F C
O her Baptist Churches........ 15
Baptist, Don't know which..... 18
METHODI ST L L NF LM L L NC L
M X

Af rican Met hodi st Epi scopa
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X
African Met hodi st Epi scopal

Zion Church................. 21
L X
Uni ted Met hodi st Church....... 22
O her Met hodi st Churches...... 23

Met hodi st, Don't Know which... 24

LUTHERAN NF C NC M
Anerican Lutheran Church...... 30 C NrF aL)}
C X
Lut heran Church in America....31 C Nr a’L)}
Lut heran Church- M ssouri
Synod. ...................... 32 F F @) F
W sconsi n Evangel i cal
Lutheran Synod.............. 33 F
O her Lutheran Churches....... 34

Lut heran, Don't know which....38
PRESBYTERI AN L NF LM M NC M

Prebyterian Church in the

United States............... 40
M X
Uni ted Presbyterian Church

inthe US A ............... 41 M M
L X

O her Presbyterian Churches... 42
Presbyterian, Don't know

Which. ... 48

EPI SCOPAL CHURCH. . . ........... 50 L NF LM L L NC L L
L X

OTHER (SPECIFY) ... ..o .. 60

NO DENOM NATI ON G VEN OR
NON- DENOM NATI ONAL CHURCH. . . . 70

Notes to Table 1

1 - Wod, 1970 - F = fundanentalist, C - conservative, M= noderate, L =
i beral

2 - Chi and Houseknecht, 1985 - F = fundanentalist, NF = not fundanentali st

3 - Johnson, 1962 - F = fundanentalist, L = |iberal
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4 - Houghl and and Christenson, 1983 - C = conservative, LM- |iberal/noderate

5 - Backman, 1983 - O = orthodox, (L) = orthodox with large |iberal
mnority, M
= noderate, ML) = noderate with large liberal mnority, L = liberal

6 - dock and Stark, 1965 and Stark and d ock, 1968 - F = fundanentalist, C =
conservative, M= noderate, L = |iberal

7 - McCutcheon, 1985 - C = conservative, NC = not conservative

8 - Roof and McKinney, 1985 - C = conservative, L = |iberal
9 - Roof and Hadaway, 1979 - C = conservative, M= noderate, L = liberal
10 - Elifson and Hadaway, 1985 - C = conservative, M= noderate, L = liberal

11 - NCCC, 1980 - X = nenber of National Council of the Churches of Chri st

TABLE 2

OTHER PROTESTANT DENOM NATI ONAL CLASSI FI CATI ONS

Denom nati on Code 12 34 5 6789 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
19 20
Hungarian Reforned....... 1 VE X
Evangel i cal
Congregational ......... 2 F
Ind. Bible, Bible,
Bible Fellowship....... 3 F
Eckankar................. 4 MA
Church of Prophecy....... 5 F
New Test ament
Christian.............. 6 F
Church of God, Saint
& Christ............... 7
Moravian................. 8 F X
Christian and M ssionary
Alliances.............. 9 F PE C F X
Advent Christian........ 10 F
Spiritualist............ 11 VA PE EX
Assenbly of God......... 12 E FFNEOPEFFC F F C O F F
X
Free Methodist.......... 13 F F NEO F F S
F X
Apostolic Faith......... 14 F F C
African Methodist....... 15 VE
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Tabl e 2 (Conti nued)

Denomi nati on Code 12 34 5 678910 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
19 20
Free WII Baptist....... 16 F F NEO F C F F
X
Eden Evangelist......... 17 F F C F
Hol i ness (Nazarene)..... 18 EF F PE FC F F
F X
Baptist (Northern)...... 19 F
Bret hren Church,
Brethren.............. 20 C F F M F X X
Wtness Holiness........ 21 F F C
Brethren, Plynmouth...... 22 E F NEO FF F
United Brethren, United
Brethren in Christ....23 EC F F F
F X
| ndependent .. ............ 24
Christian Disciples..... 25 EM F M X
Christ in Christian
Union................. 26
X
Open Bible.............. 27 F S
X
Christian Catholic...... 28 X
Christ Church Unity..... 29 H
Christ Adel phians....... 30 F

Tabl e 2 (Conti nued)

Denom nati on Code 12 3 4 5 67 89 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
19 20

Christian; Central

Christian............. 31 M C M M X X
Christian Reform....... 32 EF F F
Christian Scientist..... 33 MA F C EX
Church of Christ,

Evangelical........... 34 E FF F F F F
Church of Christ........ 35 E F F NEO FFC F F C O F F X
Church of God (Except

with Christ and

Holiness)............. 36 EF FFNEOPEFFC F C F F X
X X
Churches of God in

Christ................ 37 E F NEO FFC F F C 0] F
Church of God in Christ

Holiness.............. 38 E F F C F F
Church of the Living

God.......... ... 39 F FC F C NF
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Congr egational i st

1st Congregation...... 40 H L LM L NF
Communi ty Church........ 41 \%
Covenant................ 42
Dutch Reform........... 43 X
Di sciples of Christ..... 44 E MNF F C MNF LM M F X
Evangel i cal , Evangelist. 45 FC F F C F
X X

Tabl e 2 (Conti nued)

Denom nati on Code 12 34 5 678910 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
19 20

Evangel i cal Reforned....46 F C F C F
Evangel i st Free Church. . 47 F FC F C F

First Church............ 48 C

First Christian

Disciples of Christ...49 E MNF F C M M F X
First Reforned.......... 50 C
First Christian......... 51 C M
Full Gospel............. 52 E F PE C F CcC S
Four Square Cospel...... 53 FF C F
X X
Friends................. 54 NF M NF LM NF X
Holy Roller............. 55 F C F
Hol i ness; Church of

Holiness.............. 56 F PE FC F CcC s F
F X
PilgrimHoliness........ 57 F PE F C F F
Jehova's Wtnesses...... 58 PF F C S O F F
LDS. ...... ... . . 59 PF F F F C S O
LDS-Mormon. . ........ ... 60 PF F F F C S OEX
Tabl e 2 (Conti nued)
Denom nati on Code 12 3 4 5 6789 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
19 20
LDS- Reorgani zed. .. ...... 61 PF F F F C S OEX
LDS- Jesus Christ; Church

of Jesus LDS.......... 62 PF F F F C S OEX
Mennonite............... 63 E F F F
Mormon. . ... L 64 PF F F F C S OEX
Nazarene................ 65 EF FF NEO PE F F F C S O F
F X
Pent acost al Assenbly

of God................ 66 F F NEO PE F F C F C S F F
X
Pent acostal Church

of God................ 67 F F NEO PE F F C F C S F F X
X
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Pentacostal ............. 68 F F NEOPEFFC F F C S F F X
X
Pent acostal Holi ness,
Hol i ness Pentacostal .. 69 F F NEOPEFFC F F C S F F X
X
Quaker.................. 70 NF F NF LM L NF X
Reformed................ 71 C NF M F C O X
Ref ormed United Church
of Christ............. 72 F X
Ref or med Church of
Christ................ 73 F
Rel i gi ous Science....... 74 VA F
Mnd Science............ 75 MA

Tabl e 2 (Conti nued)

Denom nati on Code 12 34 5 6789 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
19 20
Sal vation Arny.......... 76 NF NEO PE F F C F
7th Day Adventist....... 77 EF F F NEO FF F F C S O F
F X
Sanctifi ed,
Sanctification........ 78 F F
United Holiness......... 79 F PE F F F
Unitarian, Universalist.80 L H L NF LM L NF
United Church of Christ.81 L V L NF LM L NF X
United Church, Unity
Church................ 82 H
Wesleyan. ............... 83 E F
X X
Wesl eyan Met hodi st -
Pilgram.............. 84 F S X
Zion Union.............. 85 VE
Zi on Union Apostolic....86 VE
Zi on Uni on Apostolic-
Reforned.............. 87 VE
Disciples of God........ 88 F
Gace Reformed.......... 89
Hol i ness Church of God.. 90 F PE F F F
X
Tabl e 2 (Conti nued)
Denom nati on Code 12 34 5 67 89 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
19 20
Evangel i cal Covenant....91 F F F F F F
M ssion Covenant........ 92 F F
M ssionary Baptist...... 93 F F F
Swedi sh Mssion......... 94 VE
Unity................... 95 H F EX
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Uni ted Church of

Christianity.......... 96 X
O her Fundanentalist....97 F FC F
Federated Church........ 98
Anerican Reform........ 99
Grace Brethren......... 100
Christ in God.......... 101
Charismatic............ 102
Pent acost al
Apostolic..103 X
House of Prayer........ 104
Latvian Lutheran....... 105

Tabl e 2 (Conti nued)

Denomi nat i on Code 12 34 5 678910 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
19 20

Triunph Church of God.. 106

Apostolic Christian....107

Chri st Cathedral of

Truth................ 108
Bible Mssionary....... 109
Calvary Bible.......... 110
Amish.................. 111
Evangel i cal Methodist.. 112 X
Wor | dwi de Chur ch
of God............... 113 E
Church Uni versal and
Triunphant........... 114
Mennonite Brethren..... 115 X
Church of the
First Born........... 116
M ssionary Church...... 117
X X
The Wy M ssionary..... 118
Uni ted Church
of Canada............ 119
Evangel i cal United
Brethren............. 120
The Church of God
and Prophecy......... 121 E
Chapel of Faith........ 122
Pol i sh National Church. 123
Fai t h Gospel
Tabernacle........... 124 X
Christian Cal vary
Chapel ............... 125
Canelite............... 126

NOTES TO TABLE 2
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1 - Hunter, 1981 - E = evangelical, see also Hunter, 1984 and Ammerman, 1982

2 - Wod, 1970 - F = fundamentalist, C = conservative, M= npoderate, L =
Li ber al

3 - Chi, 1981 - F = fundanentalist, NF = not fundanentalist, PF = pseudo-
fundamental i st, MA = mani pul ationist, H = humanistic, V = varies, VE =
varies, ethnic

4 - Johnson, 1962 - F = fundanentali st

5 - SRC, 1980 - NEO neo- f undanent al i st

6 - Bahr, 1982 - PE

Pent ecost al / evangel i ca

7 - Legge, 1983 - F = fundanentali st

8 - Hertel and Hughes, forthcomng - F = fundanentali st
9 - McCutcheon, 1984 - C = conservative
10 - Gll, 1982 - F = fundanentalist, M= noderate, L = 1libera

11 - Jelen, 1984 - F = fundanentalist, NF = non-fundanentalist, see Jel en
1982

12 - Houghl and and Christenson, 1983 - C = conservative, LM = |liberal/noderate

13 - Sinpson, 1983, 85a, 85b - S = Sects

14 - Backman, 1983 - O = orthodox, M= noderate, L = I|iberal

15 - dock and Stark, 1965; Stark and d ock, 1968 - F = fundanentali st
sects , C =

conservative, M= noderate, L = liberal, EX = excluded

16 - Gay, 1985 - F

fundanental i st, NF = non-fundanentali st

17 - NAE, 1980 - X = nmenber of the National Association of Evangelicals

18 - NCCC, 1980 - X

19 - PFNA, 1980 - X

menber of the Pentecostal Fellowship of North Anerica

20 - CHA, 1980 - X = nmenber of the Christian Holiness Associ ati on

Table 3
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Denoni nati onal Differences
on an Orthodoxy Scal e

% H gh on Orthodoxy (a)

Sect s(b) 52% (131)
O her Bapti st 45 (91)
Sout hern Bapti st 44 (186)
Lut heran M ssouri Synod 38 (45)
Evangel i cal Reform 36 (28)
Anerican Bapti st 33 (91)
Cat hol i c 29 (506)
Anerican Lutheran (c) 27 (147)
Presbyterian Church, US 26 (38)
Met hodi st 24 (214)
Christian 23 (39)
Epi scopal i an 15 (53)
United Presbyterian 14 (74)
Congr egat i onal 5 (43)

(a) Believing in God, the Devil and life after death, from 1963 NORC anti -

Semtismstudy, (Stark and d ock, 1968). d ock and Stark, 1965 al so incl udes

a simlar scale froma Bay area survey. See al so Hadaway, 1978.

(b) Assenbly of God, Church of Christ, Church of God, Four Square Gospel
Free Met hodi st, Mennonite, Nazarene, Pentecostal, Salvation Arny,

Seventh Day Adventist, Canmbellite, Jehovah's Wtness, Christian M ssionary

Al li ance, M ssion Covenant, and Hol i ness.

(c) Lutheran Church in Anerica and Anmerican Lutheran Church.

TABLE 4
DENOM NATI ONAL DI FFERENCES ON

Bl BLI CAL | NERRANCY

Per cent Per cent
Bi bl e Bi bl e
Literal (a) Literal (b)
(GSS) (SRO)
Assenbly of God 93.3 (15) Jehovah's Wt ness
96. 8 (38)
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Hol i ness 92.3 (13) Church of Chri st 85.
(149)

Church of Chri st 83.7 (43) Pent ecost al / Assem of God

84.0 (94)

Church of CGod 76. 2 (21) O her Fundanment al i st

82.1 (39)

Nat|. Bapti st 75.0 (12) Church of God in Chri st

81.8 (11)

O her Bapti st 74.0 (104) Church of God/ Hol i ness

80.4 (56)

Pent ecost al 73.5 (34) Evangel i cal and Reform

76.9 (13)

Aneri can Baptist Church 69. 6 (23) O her Protestants

75.7  (37)

Nazar ene 66. 7 (18) Nazar ene/ Free Met hodi st

75.7  (37)

Sout hern Bapti st 65.3 (251) Baptists (ALL) 72.
(637)

African Met hodi st 65.0 (20) Sevent h Day Adventi st

71.4  (21)

O her Presbyterian 61.5 (13) Uni ted, Evangelical Brethern

65.4  (26)

O her Met hodi st 61.1 (18) Ref or med (ALL)

60.0 (30)

Aneri can Baptist Assoc. 59.3 (54) Christian 59.
(122)

Baptist, Don't Know 57.5 (160) Non- denomi nat i onal

58. 3 (48)

Nat i onal Bapti st 54.5 (11) Quaker

54.5 (11)

Lut heran, M ssouri Synod 53.2 (62) Lut heran (ALL) 54.
(449)

Christian 53.2 (47) Di sci ples of Chri st

50.0 (18)

Anmeri can Lut heran 43. 7 (71) Met hodi st

49. 2 (18)

Lut heran, Don't know 42.9 (28) Christian Scienti st

45.0 (20)

Non- denomni nat i onal 41.3 (104) Cat holic 42.
(1501)

O her Lut heran 40.0 (15) Ot hodox (ALL)

40.7  (27)

Di sci pl es of Chri st 40.0 (10) Pr ot est ant (Not Specifi ed) 40.
(165)

Uni ted Met hodi st 35.1 (245) Presbyteri an 38.
(315)

Presbyterian, Don't Know 31.6 (38) United Church of Chri st

36.0 (50)

Uni ted Presbyterian 30.8 (52) No preference 25.
(322)

Cat holi c 27.5 (778) Congr egati ona

25.7 (74)

Q her 24. 4 (45) Mor non

25.4  (67)

http://webapp.icpsr.umich.edu/GSS/rnd1998/reports/m-reports/meth43.htm (18 of 29)2004-10-14 ¢AA( 4:29:57



Reports\ Methodological : Methodological Report 43

Mor mon 20.0 (60) O her (Non-Chri stian)

24.3  (37)

Congr egat i onal 14. 3 (21) Agnosti c/ At hei st

18.5 (27)

None 12.8 (211) Epi scopal 17.1
(187)

Epi scopal 10. 1 (69) Jew sh 12.0
(158)

Jew sh 3.6 (55) Uni tari an/ Uni ver si al

7.1 (14)

(a) %believing in Biblical literal ness, fromconbined 1984 and 1985 GSSs.

(b) %believing in Biblical literal ness, fromconbined 1960, '64, '80, '84
Anerican National Election studies.

TABLE 5

DENOM NATI ONAL DI FFERENCES ON
BEI NG BORN- AGAI N

Church of God/ Hol i ness 93. 8 (32)
Pent ecost al / Assem of God 88.9 (45)
O her Protestant 80.0 (30)
O her Bapti st 73.9 (46)
Q her Fundanental i st 69. 2 (13)
Christian 65. 4 (52)
Sevent h Day Adventi st 63. 6 (11)
Sout hern Bapti st 62.3 (260)
Bapti st 58.3 (247)
Mor mon 56.7 (30)
Non- denom nat i onal 56. 3 (32)
Church of Chri st 49.1 (53)
Nazar ene, Free Methodi st 44. 4 (18)
O her religions 42. 1 (19)
No preference 36.5 (74)
Protestant, general 29.2 (48)
Congr egat i onal 25.0 (25)
Jehovah's Wtness 23.1 (13)
Ref or m 23.1 (13)
Presbyteri an 22.0 (109
United Church of Chri st 21.1 (19)
Epi scopal i an 16. 7 (72)
Lut heran (not M ssouri Synod) 14.9 (161)
Cat hol i c 13.6 (668)
Met hodi st 13.0 (285)
Jewi sh 7.1 (42)
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(a) OF whose who said religion was inportant, % saying they have been born
agai n, from conbi ned 1980 and 1984 SRC Anerican National Election Studies.

TABLE 6

PREDI CTlI VE PONER OF
TWO FUNDAMENTALI ST/ LI BERAL VARI ABLES

(ETA)

Three Pl us Mj or

Dependabl e Vari abl e Three Categories (a) Denomi nation (b)
Bi bl e I nerrancy (BIBLE, BIBLEY)(c) . 362 . 442
School Prayer (PRAYER) . 174 . 244
Church Attendance (ATTEND) . 286 . 404
Life After Death (POSTLIFE) . 131 . 258
Abortion for Poor (ABPOOR) . 243 . 290
Sex Education ( SEXEDUC) . 166 . 182
Premarital Sex (PREMARSX) . 263 . 319
Comuni sm Govt. ( COMVUN) . 144 . 201
Free Speech for Atheists (SPKATH) . 174 . 214

(a) Al denom nations classed as Fundanmentalist, Mderate, or Liberal, See
Appendi x 2.

(b) Al denom nations classed as Fundanental i st, Moderate, or Liberal except
Sout hern Baptist, Catholic, Jew sh, United Methodist, Evangelical,
Lut heran Church of Anerica, Presbyterian Church, USA, Episcopalian,
I nt er-denom national, Disciples of Christ, Mdrnons, and No religion which
are separate categories.

(c) For the exact wordings see Davis and Smith, 1986.

APPENDI X 1:

Denom nati onal Variables on the General Social Survey

The GSS asks respondents about their current religious preference, the
religion they were raised in, the current religion of their spouse, and what
religion their spouse was raised in. This report discusses and is based on
only the current religion of respondents. But since the variables and codes
are simlar for all four sets of questions on religious preference findings
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and cl assifications devel oped within can be applied to the religions of
spouses and to respondents' religion of origin. The religious preference data
are collected by a two part question. It first asks whehter a person's
"religious preference" is "Protestant, Catholic, Jew sh, sonme other religion,
or no religion." "Protestant” includes any post-Reformation Christian church,
"Cat holic" include only the Roman Catholic Church (Latin Rite), "Jew sh"

i ncludes all branches of Judaism and "Qher" includes all others mentions.
For Protestants, a follow up question on "specific denom nation" is asked.

Response are coded into one of three variables. Major religions fromthe
first question are coded in the variable RELIG Mjor Protestant denom nations
that are precoded in the variable DENOM Unlisted Protestant denom nations
are coded "60" on DENOM and are al so coded in nore detail on the variable
OTHER.

The major religion variable (RELIG has not changed over the tine in
either howit is collected or coded. For DENOM a maj or change was made in 1984
when the nunber of categories was expanded from seven (Baptist, Methodist,

Lut heran, Presbyterian, Episcopal, Oher, and Inter- or Non-denom national)
to 25 categories (Davis and Snmith, 1986). By collapsing into the genera

denom national famlies used prior to 1984, one can produce a consi stent
codi ng schenme across all surveys. (Reasons for the changes are discussed in
the body of this paper.) The OTHER vari abl e has al so changed over the years,
growng fromb52 entries in 1972 to 126 denom nati ons on the 1972-1986

curmul ative file. Typically, a few new denom nati ons are added each year as
smal | groups are picked up for the first tinme or new denom nations are forned.

To use the denom national variables (DENOM DENOML6, SPDEN, SPDEN16) both
prior to 1984 and in 1984 to present, one nust adjust for the refinenments of
codes. One way of doing this is to collapse the individual denom nationa
codes used since 1984 into the broad codes used prior to 1984. Under this
procedure codes 10 to 18 equal Baptists, 20 to 28 equal Methodists, 30 to 38
equal Lutherans, and 40 to 48 equal Presbyterians.

Appendi x 2:

Sunmary C assification of Al Religions
on the General Social Surveys, 1972-1986

Denoni nat i ons Code(a) Cat egori es(b)
RELI G

Cat holic R2 M

Jew sh R3 L

None R4 L

O her R5 X
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DENOM
Bapti st D10-18(c) F
Anmeri can Baptist Association D10 F
Aneri can Baptist Churches in the USA D11 M
Nati onal Baptist Convention of
Aneri ca D12 F
Nati onal Baptist Convention, USA, Inc. D13 F
Sout hern Bapti st Convention D14 F
O her Baptist Churches D15 F
Baptist, Don't Know \Wich D18 F
Met hodi st D20- 28 M
Afri can Met hodi st Epi scopal Church D20 M
African Met hodi st Epi scopal
Zi on Church D21 M
Uni ted Met hodi st Church D22 L
O her Met hodi st Chur ches D23 F
Met hodi st, Don't Know Wi ch D28 L
Lut her an D30- 38 M
Aneri can Lut heran Church D30 M
Lut heran Church in America D31 M
Lut heran Church -- M ssouri Synod D32 F
W sconsi n Evangel i cal Lutheran Synod D33 F
O her Lut heran Churches D34 M
Lut heran, Don't Know Wi ch D38 M
Presbyteri an D40- 48 L
Presbyterian Church in the
United States D40 M
United Presbyterian Church in
t he USA D41 L
O her Presbyterian Churches D42 F
Presbyterian, Don't Know Wi ch D48 L
Epi scopal D50 L
No Denom nati on/ Non-denom nati onal D70 M
APPENDI X 2 ( Conti nued)
Denoni nat i ons Code (a) Cat egories (b)
OTHER
Hungarian Refornmed................. 01 L
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Evangel i cal Congregational......... 02
Ind. Bible, Bible, Bible
Fellowship...................... 03

Eckankar........... ... ... .. .. ..... 04
Church of Prophecy................. 05
New Testanment Christian............ 06
Church of God, Saint & Christ...... 07
Moravian............ ... 08
Christian & Mssionary Alliance.... 09
Advent Christian................... 010
Spiritualist........... ... ... ....... 011
Assenbly of God.................... 012
Free Methodist..................... 013
Apostolic Faith.................... 014
African Methodist.................. 015
Free WIIl Baptist.................. 016
Eden Evangelist.................... 017
Hol i ness (Nazarene)................ 018
Baptist (Northern)................. 019
Bret hren Church, Brethren.......... 020
Wtness Holiness................... 021
Brethren, Plymouth................. 022
United Brethren, United

Brethren in Christ............. 023
Independent........................ 024
Christian Disciples................ 025
Christ in Christian Union.......... 026
Qpen Bible........ ... .. ... ... ... ... 027
Christian Catholic................. 028
Christ Church Unity................ 029
Christ Adelphians.................. 030
Christian; Central Christian....... 031
Christian Reform.................. 032
Christian Scientist................ 033
Church of Christ, Evangelical...... 034
Church of Christ................... 035
Churches of God (Except with

Christ and Holiness)........... 036
Church of God in Christ............ 037
Church of God in Christ Holiness... 038
Church of the Living God........... 039
Congregationalist, 1st Congreg..... 040
Community Church................... 041
Covenant.......... .. .. ... 042
Dutch Reform...................... 043
Disciples of Christ................ 044
Evangelical, Evangelist............ 045
Evangelical Refornmed............... 046

APPENDI X 2 (Conti nued)
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OTHER (conti nued)

Evangelical Free Church.............. 047 F
First Church........... ... ... ... ..... 048 X
First Christian D sciples

of Christ......... ... ... . . . ... . ... 049 M
First Reforned....................... 050 M
First Christian...................... 051 M
Full Gospel ......... .. .. ... ... .. ..... 052 F
Four Square Gospel ................... 053 F
Friends........... ... .. . .. . . . ... .. ... 054 L
Holy Roller........ .. ... ... .. ....... 055 F
Hol i ness; Church of Holiness......... 056 F
PilgrimHoliness..................... 057 F
Jehovah's Wtnesses.................. 058 F
LDS. . o 059 F
LDS--Mormon. ... i 060 F
LDS--Reorganized. .................... 061 F
LDS--Jesus Christ; Church of

Jesus LDS.......... ... .. . . . . . .. 062 F
Mennonite......... ... ..., 063 F
MOrmon. . ... e 064 F
Nazarene. . .......... ... . 065 F
Pent ecostal Assenbly of CGod.......... 066 F
Pent ecostal Church of God............ 067 F
Pentecostal .......................... 068 F
Pent ecost al Hol i ness, Holi ness

Pentecostal ........................ 069 F
Quaker. ..... ... .. .. 070 L
Refornmed........... ... ... .. .. ... . .... 071 M
Reforned United Church of Christ..... 072 L
Reformed Church of Christ............ 073 X
Religious Science.................... 074 L
Mnd Science........... ... ... 075 L
Salvation Arny.......... .. .. ... .. ..., 076 F
7th Day Adventist.................... 077 F
Sanctified, Sanctification........... 078 F
United Holiness...................... 079 F
Unitarian, Universalist.............. 080 L
United Church of Christ.............. 081 L
United Church, Unity Church.......... 082 X
Wesleyan. ... . . 083 F
Wesl eyan Methodist--Pilgrim......... 084 F
Zion Union........... . ..., 085 M
Zion Union Apostolic................. 086 M
Zion Union Apostolic--Reforned....... 087 M
Disciples of God..................... 088 X
Grace Refornmed. ...................... 089 X
Hol i ness Church of God............... 090 F
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Evangelical Covenant................. 091 F
Mssion Covenant..................... 092 F
APPENDI X 2 (Conti nued)

Denoni nat i ons Code (a) Cat egories (b)
OTHER (conti nued)
M ssionary Baptist................... 093 F
Swedish Mssion...................... 094 L
Unity. .o 095 X
United Church of Christianity........ 096 L
O her Fundanentalist................. 097 F
Federated Church..................... 098 X
Arerican Reform..................... 099 M
Grace Brethren....................... 0100 F
Christ inGod........................ 0101 X
Charismatic........... .. ... 0102 F
Pentecostal Apostalic................ 0103 F
House of Prayer...................... 0104 X
Latvian Lutheran..................... 0105 L
Triunmph Church of God................ 0106 F
Apostolic Christian.................. 0107 F
Christ Cathedral of Truth............ 0108 X
Bible Mssionary..................... 0109 F
Calvary Bible........................ 0110 F
Amish. ... ... ... . 0111 F
Evangelical Methodist................ 0112 F
Worl dwi de Church of God.............. 0113 F
Church Universal and Triunphant...... 0114 X
Mennonite Brethren................... 0115 F
Church of the First Born............. 0116 X
M ssionary Church.................... 0117 F
The Vay Mnistry. ........ .. ... ... .... 0118 X
United Church of Canada.............. 0119 L
Evangelical United Brethren.......... 0120 L
The Church of God of Prophecy........ 0121 F
Chapel of Faith...................... 0122 X
Polish National Church............... 0123 L
Faith Gospel Tabernacle.............. 0124 F
Christian Calvary Chapel ............. 0125 F
Canelite........ .. i, 0126 X
NOTES

(a) R=RELIG D= DENOM O = OTHER The nunbers are codes on these GSS
vari ables, for exanple, R2 nmeans a code 2 on RELIG D10 a code of 10 on
DENOM and Ol a code of 1 on OTHER
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Fundanent al i st

Moder at e,

Li beral (not fundamentalist),
Excl uded, Don't Know

(b)

X~z

(C© Prior to 1984 main denom nations (Baptist, Mthodist, Lutheran,
Presbyterian, and Epi scopal) were not broken into individual

denom nati ons. The ranges (D10-18, D20-28, D30-38, D40-48) refer
respectively to these denom national groups in the earlier years.
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