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ABSTRACT

The intent of this study was primarily to compare
responses of radio stations in relation to their corporate
agreement or disagreement with the general policies of the
National Council of Churches. It was felt that their
responses would differ significantly.

The problem of this study was to determine just how--
and to what degree--religiously-oriented stations (stations
owned and operated by religious groups and individuals)
differ in their theological views, motivation for broad-
casting, commercial policies, and other aspects of opera-
tion. Also, a matter of concern was whether they might
differ because of their forms of ownership: individual,
group, school, or church.

A mail questionnaire was sent to 216 stations selected
from several lists of doubtful reliability. One hundred and
ten stations returned the questionnaire--86 of which were
eligible for this study. These 86 respondents include 28
stations agreeing with National Council and 58 not agree-
ing with its position.

Stations were asked to choose elements which would
represent their theological views. It was found that
National Council agreement stations tended to select
those denominations agreeing with the National Council, to
accept a "liberal' label, and to choose programs which agree

with a National Council position. Stations not in agreement







with the National Council, however, chose denominations and
programs not in line with the National Council and accepted
quite strongly the "conservative'' label.
National Council agreement stations tended to require
a higher level of education of their staffs. They tended
to be oriented denominationally and looked at their tasks
as educators building upon the foundation the Church has
already established. Non-National Council agreement sta-
tions tended to see their role as that of a missionary
bringing the Good News to their audiences. They also tended
to carry a higher percentage of "religious" programs and
saw a need to verbalize continually the Christian message.
This study of over 30 of these stations leads the
writer to propose the following recommendations for further
study of religiously-oriented stations:
l. Study station management in terms of positioning
on the Anderson-Toch '"conservative-liberal'" scales.
2. Compare theological position of station program-
ming with
a. its management's position on the Anderson-
Toch scales and
b. the station's agreement or disagreement with
the general policies of the National Council
of Churches.
3. Study management's stated reasons for broadcasting,
and conditions for cooperating with other religiously-

oriented stations.




Study acceptance of programs as to whether it is
based upon theological agreement--or commercial,
political, or other reasons.

Study how stations perceive concepts like: 'public
interest" and the "community'" they serve. How do
they perceive their role in relation to local
churches and clergy?

Study operations as they may be affected by type

of ownership.

Study relationship of amount of local production

and station's theological views.
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PREFACE

This study was the result of past service with two
radio stations owned and operated for '"religious" purposes,
namely, nurturing the Christian community, sharing the Gospel
with others, and general education and cultural service to
the community as a whole. This writer had the opportunity
to observe over thirty of these stations in the past eight
years and noted many differences in their operations.
There was an obvious need to discover some of the factors
which might encourage inter-station cooperation. This
study was undertaken to see if it would be possible to
describe stations in terms of their corporate agreement or
disagreement with the general policies of the National
Council of Churches.

Little research seemed to be in evidence, and there
was a need. It is hoped that this thesis will be of help
to others who wish to study the operation of the religiously-
oriented station. The recommendations have grown out of
discussions with many persons connected with religiously-
oriented stations, with religious broadcasting executives,
and with communication research consultants.

This writer would like to acknowledge the aid and
counsel given him in this study. First of all, to Mr.
John Groller, who made possible my first employment by a
religiously-oriented station. His advice and constructive

evaluations have always been helpful. My thanks to the

ii




staffs of KSEW in Sitka, Alaska, and KBMR in Bismarck,
North Dakota, for affording a wide range of experiences
for background and insight for this study.

Personal thanks are extended to the faculty of the
Department of Television and Radio at Michigan State
University. Especially, this writer is indebted to
Dr. Gordon Gray and Dr. Walter Emery,who have provided
direction and counsel. Dr. Tom Baldwin provided numer-
ous suggestions in his review of the manuscript.

Insight into many of the research procedures and
tools would not have been possible without the correspon-
dence with Dr. William Millard, communication research
consultant. Many student assistants in communication
research at Michigan State University unselfishly gave
of their valuable study hours to solve statistical prob-
lems.

Acknowledgements would not be complete without thank-
ing my secretaries, Mrs. Marcia Ellis and Mrs. Peggy Robins,
and my student assistant, Mr. Steve Brown, for their many
hours devoted to typing and proofreading this manuscript.

Finally my gratitude to Janalie, Linda, John and
Charles for their willingness to give up many family out-
ings in the interests of the author's involvement in this

thesis.
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I. INTRODUCTION

During the past few years more and more articles have
appeared in religious publications pertaining to radio sta-
tions owned or controlled by religious organizations. These
religiously-oriented stations, using a wide variety of com-
mercial and programming policies, have drawn mixed reactions
from both their churched and unchurched audiences. This
thesis will attempt to state some of the facts regarding the
present status of these stations, as well as offering some
conclusions and proposals based on these facts.

A. Background Situation

The religiously-oriented station is not a new phenomenon
in the United States, although the growth of such stations
has seen an upsurge since World War II. In spite of this
rise, the ratio of such stations to the total of all types
of stations is not as high as it was in the early twenties,
according to reports in publications of that period. In 1925

Armstrong Perry wrote in Popular Radio:

One out of every fourteen broadcasting stations
in the United States is today owned by a church and
operated by a church...or under a church's direction . . .

A prominent divine in New York has announced plans
for opening a station that will blanket the metropolitan
district and a great deal of other territory. '"Listen
to me or nothing!" seems to be his slogan. Voliva,
leader of the Dowieites, puts on a show at his station--
WCBD--as good as any, and slips in his religious theories
at psychological moments . «

In the latest list of broadcasting stations, thirty-
Six==———=—— about seven percent————-—- are owned and operated by



churches. A number of others, connected with colleges
and other institutions, are also under control of reli-
gious leaders. Among the sects represented are Presbhy-
terian, Catholic, Baptist, Methodist, Latter Day Saints,
Christian, Christian Scientist, Zionist, Congregational,
Methodist Church (South), Lutheran, and Seventh Day
Adventist. Some have low-power sets and transmit only
their Sunday services. Others are using all the power
the law will allow and operating all day long and into
the night.l /Page 47
In his article,Mr. Perry went on to discuss the situation of
religious broadcasting and compiled a list of stations "owned
and controlled by church bodies" (Tables I and II). It was
interesting to note that of the 41 stations cited in Table I
and its footnote, only eleven were still operating: KFSG, KTIW,
WBBL, WCAL, WWL, KJS (now KBBI), WJD (now WDUB(FM) ), WQAW (now
WGTB-FM), WSAJ, KSL, and KFUO. Only the first five had been
on the air continuously with their original license. Of the
25 stations listed in Table II, only Loyola University still
had its original station, and those institutions operating
stations 1XN (now WESU(FM) ), 3XI (now WGTB-FM) 8YM (now WDUB
(FM) ), and 8YYK (now WSLN(FM) ) had acquired their present

licenses before 1954.

llt should be noted that Mr. Perry was writing about a
situation which existed in a period of early broadcasting
history. Federal controls were lax and allocation of fre-
quencies poorly planned and supervised. Nor did the receiv-
ing sets have a high degree of selectivity. When a nearby
station went on the air, this often forced oscillations in
all receivers within five, ten,and fifty miles. This con-
tinued for as many hours as the station might choose to
monopolize the air waves. Hence, Mr. Perry cited complaints
of WBBR (owned then by the People's Pulpit Association)
listeners against the station blanketing the whole island
with its signal, eliminating all competing stations.
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The number of stations increased, and in 1927 Quin A.
Ryan, an announcer for WGN, wrote in Liberty (as quoted in

Literary Digest (1927) ) :

« « « we find one out of fifteen owned by religious

organizations. Add to these the number of churches

or sectarian schools participating in the operation

of radio stations, and the ratio moves up to about

one in every ten . . . the religious radio is deemed

a divine blessing. It delivers to the hearthstone

of the isolated and to the bedside of the shut-in

the balm and inspiration of holy service----and

welcomely, too, even to individuals who have been

beyond the rim of any flock. /p. 30/
In 1930 the Literary Digest quoted a survey made in 1929 by
the Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America (now
the National Council of the Churches of Christ in the U.S.A.)
which tells that 'the broadcasting of religion took first
place in all radio broadcasting. No other subject had so
large a hearing.”" /p. 22/ The following year the Digest
quoted an announcement made by a joint radio commission rep-
resenting the Federal Council of Churches and the Greater New
York Federation of Churches: '"The largest single enterprise
on the air to-day is religious broadcasting under Protestant
leadership." /p. 227/ As early as 1922 the Digest had cited
the use of radio by the churches. Large city churches were
"installing transmitters to broadcast their services to
smaller rural churches in the surrounding area, or else had
their services broadcast." /p. 27/ 1In 1926, the Digest noted
the existence of radio churches, i.e., ''churches with no con-

gregations or buildings, existing only in the minds of the

listeners, as created by the pastor and a choir in a radio




studio." /p. 30/ In 1946 Judith Waller stated in her book,

Radio, the Fifth Estate:

There are in the United States today fourteen
radio stations owned by religious organizations. Most
were established to further the doctrine of the faith
held by the group responsible for the station, and they
are serving the adherents of their faith with a varied
program of inspiration, information, and entertainment.
In some instances, these stations sell time for com-
mercial programs to help defray the cost of operations.
In other cases the license is still held by the religious
group, but the station is managed and operated by other
interests. Such a station is WWL of New Orleans, owned
by the Jesuits of Loyola University, but managed by
W. H. Summerville. On the other hand, WMBI is owned and
operated entirely by the Moody Bible Institute in Chicago,
all the program offerings being religious, inspirational,
and informational in nature. The cost of operation is
borne entirely by funds appropriated by the Institute
or by gifts from interested listeners. /p.25/

Miss Waller named fourteen radio stations as being "owned by
religious groups.'" (Table III)

Table III
LIST OF RADIO STATIONS OWNED BY RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS IN THE U.S.

California Los Angeles KFSG 1150 2500-LS Echo Park Evangel-
istic Association

Pasadena KPPC 1240 100 Presbyterian Church
Colorado Denver KPOF 910 1000 Pillar of Fire
Illinois Chicago WMBI 1110 5000 Moody Bible Institute
Iowa Boone KFGQ 1260 250-D Boone Biblical College
Louisiana New Orleans WWL 870 50000 Loyola University
Michigan Lapeer WMPC 1230 250-D Liberty St. Gospel
Church
Missouri St. Louis KFUO 850 5000 Evangelical Lutheran
Synod
New Jersey Zarephath WAWZ 1380 5000-LS Pillar of Fire
New York Brooklyn WBBR 1330 1000 Watchtower Bible
and Tract Society
Virginia Richmond WBBL 1240 100 Grace Covenant Pres-
byterian Church
Washington Seattle KTW 1380 1000 First Presbyterian
Wisconsin Appleton WHBY 1230 250 Father James Wagner
Green Bay WTAQ 1360 5000 Father James Wagner

/Waller, p. 25/




Of these fourteen radio stations listed by Miss Waller, only
one was no longer broadcasting. WBBR, Brooklyn, owned by
the Watchtower Bible and Tract Society (Jehovah's Witnesses)
was sold in 1958.

Miss Waller's list did not include 8 sta.tions1 (KID,
KPAC, KSL, KUOA, KWLC, WCAL, WLET, and WSAJ) which existed
at that time and which were included in this study. One of
these 8 unlisted stations was the oldest religiously-
oriented station still on the air; it was WCAL, owned by St.
Olaf College (Lutheran) in Northfield, Minnesota. It went
on the air in November 1918. The second station was that
of the First Presbyterian Church, Seattle; it was KTW, which
followed on August 20, 1920. A third organization, Grove
City College (Presbyterian), put its station WSAJ on the air
in 1921. Many of these early stations were still limited by
specified hours and/or sharing their frequency with another
licensee. On March 31, 1922, the Roman Catholic station WWL
in New Orleans opened. It was owned by Loyola University of
the South, but managed by William A. Dean, with the Reverend
Patrick Donnelly, SJ, as its president. In June of 1924
the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints (Mormon)
opened KSL in Salt Lake City, the first of their thirteen
licenses (held totally or in part). (KSL also added a tele-

vision outlet, as did WWL.) In the same year the church

1Ea.ch of these stations was listed in 1944 and 1945
issues of the Broadcasting-Telecasting Yearbook. WLET then
was listed as WRLC.







founded by Amee McPherson, the International Church of the
Four Square Gospel, opened KFSG in Los Angeles. For thirty-
seven years KFSG had operated on shared-time with KRKD until
it purchased the latter station early in 1961. Again in 1924,
Grace Covenant Presbyterian Church in Richmond, Virginia,
began operating their station WBBL. Also, the Evangelical
Lutheran Synod (known today as the Missouri Synod Lutheran
Church) went on the air with KFUO in St. Louis, Missouri
(now in Clayton, Missouri, a suburb of St. Louis). In the
only known study of religiously-oriented stations, the author,
R. W. Weber, claimed:
The first religious radio station to be licensed by
the government, KFUO, throughout all its years of
operation has been owned and operated by the Lutheran
Church. While other stations succumbed to the lure
of commercialization, KFUO has remained on a sustain-
ing basis. It is an independent station in the true
sense of the word, for it carries neither advertising
nor network programs. /pp. 1-27
Mr. Weber's claim for KFUO as being the "first religious

station to be licensed by the government“ did not agree with

the dates recorded by Broadcasting Yearbook and confirmed by

the stations themselves. According to the Yearbook, there
were seven ''religious" radio station licenses before KFUO.

At least some of these earlier 'religious" stations could
also have been described as "independent." They were not all
guilty of having "succumbed to the lure of commercialization,"
but "remained on a sustaining basis.'" These stations had

not carried "advertisingnor network programs.'" There was

€even an earlier Lutheran station than KFUO, namely WCAL of




10

St. Olaf College, the first religiously-oriented station,
started some six years earlier. Therefore, the claim probably
would have greater accuracy if it had stated only that KFUO

was the "first Missouri Synod Lutheran radio station to be

licensed by the government.'" KFUO was on the air only a

few months before the government allocated them a new fre-
quency, reducing them from a clear-channel status to shared-
time basis with KSD. Finally, after many years of struggling
under these limitations and court battles for less restrictions,
KFUO was granted daytime hours on another frequency. In
September 1941 they began under their new hours and, later,
further increased their effectiveness with the addition of

an FM frequency in January 1948,

Eleven days after KFUO's first broadcast, the Pasadena
Presbyterian Church in Pasadena, California went on the air
with KPPC. This station also operated under severe shared-
time hours. It was unable to increase its hours and finally
expanded its operation through a new FM outlet in 1962. A
second Roman Catholic station, WBAY, went on the air in 1926
licensed to the Norbertine Fathers in Green Bay, Wisconsin.
(Like WWL, this Roman Catholic station also added a televi-
sion station, WBAY-TV, as well as an FM outlet, WBAY-FM.)
Three other stations went on the air that same year: WMBI,
owned by Moody Bible Institute in Chicago (which added WMBI-FJ,
WDLM in East Moline, Illinois, and WCRF-FM in Cleveland); KWLC,

owned by Luther College (Evangelical Lutheran) in Decorah,
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Iowa; and WMPC, owned by the Liberty Street Gospel Church
in Lapeer, Michigan. In 1927, WFGQ, owned by Boone Biblical
College in Boone, Iowa, began broadcasting. In March 1929,
KPOF, the first of five licenses (WAWZ and WAWZ-FM, Zarephath,
New Jersey, KPOF, and WAKW-FM, Cincinnati) granted to the
Pillar of Fire Church, went on the air in Denver. The same
month two years later Pillar of Fire Church was to begin its
station in Zarephath, New Jersey.

During the thirties and up to the beginning of World

War II, only five stations went into operation:

1931 Zarephath, WAWZ Pillar of Fire Church
New Jersey (FM added)

1933 Siloam Springs, KUOA John Brown University
Arkansas (FM added)

1935 Port Arthur, KPAC Port Arthur College
Texas (Methodist) (FM-TV added)

1935 Appleton, WHBY Nobertine Fathers
Wisconsin (Roman Catholic)

1941 Toccoa, WLET R. G. LeTourneau and others
Georgia (FM added)

After WLET went on the air in May 1941, there were no new

licenses for religiously-oriented stations granted until 1946.1
From November 1946 and the beginning of operations for

WMRP, the Methodist station in Flint, Michigan, the growth

of religiously-oriented stations increased greatly. One

reason for this large increase was the removal of restrictions

caused by the war. There was an overall growth of FM stations.

As the number of sets increased in metropolitan areas, more

1KID, Idaho Falls, Idaho, was acquired in 1944 by the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints (31.78%) and other
interests.
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and more religious organizations began applying for FM
licenses. For religiously-oriented stations the growth of AM
operations was almost matched by the growth of FM operations.
KSL-FM, Salt Lake City, Utah, with the Church of Jesus Christ
of Latter Day Saints (Mormon) holding controlling interest,
began in December 1946. The next year three more FM stations
began operations:

New York City WFUN-FM Fordham University

New York (Roman Catholic)
Toccoa, WLET-FM R. G. LeTourneau

Georgia (and others)

Stockton KCUN-FM University of the Pacific
California (Methodist)

Some of the AM stations had turned to FM operations to
increase their hours of broadcasting. Most of these stations
had been trying, since the beginning of their AM operations,
to remove restrictions from their AM licenses. These
restrictions were: share-time basis with a commercial-
secular or an educatiohal station on the same frequency;
specified hours only; and daylight hours only. When stations
in areas already served by FM were unable to remove license
restrictions, they often resorted to FM. Now their audiences
were potentially greater with little increase in personnel
and studio facilities.

B. Problem

Was there cooperation between these stations which
claimed common goals? What factors contributed to coopera-
tion--or lack of cooperation--between them? How did stations

differ?
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Costs of producing quality programs had increased over
the years. Most religiously-oriented stations found that
with their limited budgets, they were unable to achieve the
caliber of religious programming that they initially had
set as their goal.

In a move to remedy this situation the stations had
turned to religious program producers or other religiously-
oriented stations for programs. They sought producers of
programs which supported their theology and/or philosophy of
broadcasting. They sold time to this producer, gave him
'free' time, or bought his program. If the desired programs
were not available from the producer, the stations turned to
other religiously-oriented stations. If they could agree,
they pooled programs for which each excelled. Each station
was thus able to devote more time to the production of
fewer programs. The religiously-oriented station, like
other stations, wanted to remain independent and to control
production of all of his programs. But because of economic
necessity, it had to cooperate with other stations and inde-
pendent producers in order to get the programs he desired.

In the United States there were over 150 separate
religiously-oriented station operations (an AM, an FM, or an
AM-FM operation). For this study we examined 86 of these

stations. /Table IV/
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Table IV. OWNERSHIP OF STATIONS STUDIED

16 by individuals
5 by individual local churches
34 by religious-educational institutions
7 by denominational groups
(owners all of same denomination)
24 by interdenominational groups
(owners not all of same denomination)
We studied how these stations differed. Thirty-five of the
stations cooperated with other religiously-oriented stations
on a regular basis. This cooperation was due to at least
four elements:
a. common owner
b. owners were members of the same family
c. owners were of the same denomination
d. one of owners had an interest in the other station
There were many obstacles to further cooperation...other than
those which hinder a commercial-secular or educational station
from cooperating with other stations. The major problem con-
fronting the development of inter-station cooperation (through
exchange of programs, tape or direct-wire networks, or exchange
of ideas) was a lack of information on what contributed to, or
hindered, such cooperation. Thus, it was important to determine
what elements would aid cooperation...and what elements would
discourage or prevent any such action between stations.
Hinderances to cooperation between these stations had
been previously found by the author to be differences in one
or more of the following areas:
a. Theology
conservatism liberalism

fundamentalism modernism
humanism orthodoxy




15

b. Denominational affiliation
c. Interdenominational agency affiliation
National Council of Churches of Christ
National Association of Evangelicals
American Council of Churches
d. Commercial policies
--free time to religious groups; paid time to
secular groups
--basic production costs to religious groups
--free time to all programs station selects;
urge contributions from producers and listeners
-=support from national denomination or local
church group
-=-support from free-will offerings
Were there any areas of cooperation beyond those of common
ownership, common religious beliefs, and common commercial
policies? We attempted to determine the elements needed for
cooperation, as seen by the owners. Was cooperation limited
to stations affiliated with a common inter-denominational
agency (such as the National Council of Churches, National
Association of Evangelicals, etc.)? Or would movements toward
cooperation cross these agency lines? Did inter-station coop-
eration even include stations all of the same denomination?
Was it limited by the theology of the station, described by
such labels as: modernism, conservatism, liberalism, etc.?
Did inter-station cooperation follow these 'labels' across
denominational lines, and across inter-denominational agency
lines?
Since it was felt that station differences and similari-

ties hindered or promoted cooperation, this study attempted to

define these differences and similarities.
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C. Objectives

This study attempted to provide further knowledge of
religiously-oriented stations and how aspects of their opera-
tion might contribute to, or might hinder, inter-station
cooperation. Answers to the following questions could pro-
vide insights leading to solutions to the problems of
inter-station cooperation:

l. Did stations differ in their choice of denomination
to represent their theological views?

2., Did stations differ in their choice of a conserva-
tive or liberal theological position?

3. Did stations depart from their own theological
views when they chose programs to be aired?

4, Was it possible to classify religiously-oriented
stations: (a) by a National Council of Churches agreement--
non-National Council of Churches agreement scale, or (b) by
denominational affiliation? And how reliable were these
scales?

5. To what extent did religiously-oriented stations
exchange programs?

6. Did religiously-oriented stations form networks
with other religiously-oriented stations? Did they differ in
their choice of stations with which they would cooperate?

7. Did stations differ in their commercial policies
toward religious groups?

8. Did stations differ in the way they viewed the pur-

pose of their programs? What formats did they favor?
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9. Did stations differ in the degree with which they
exchanged programs and program ideas?
10. Did stations differ in their choice of staff

qualifications?

D. Hypotheses

It was the plan of this study to test the following
hypothesis:

It is possible to describe religiously-oriented stations in

terms of their corporate agreement or disagreement with the

general policies of the National Council of Churches, and

its broadcasting agency, the Broadcasting and Film Commission.

Religiously-oriented stations were compared in eight
areas expressed in these minor hypotheses:

l. National Council agreement stations will differ

from non-National Council agreement stations in

their choice of denomination to represent their

theological views,

2. National Council agreement stations will differ

from non-National Council agreement stations in

their choice of a conservative or liberal theolog-

ical position.

3. National Council agreement stations will differ

from non-National Council agreement stations in

their choice of programs.
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National Council agreement stations will differ

from non-National Council agreement stations in

their choice of stations with which they will

cooperate.

National Council agreement stations will differ

from non-National Council agreement stations in

their commercial policies toward religious groups.

National Council agreement stations will differ

from non-National Council agreement stations in

the way they view the purpose of their programs.

National Council agreement stations will differ

from non-National Council agreement stations in

the qualifications they require of their station

personnel.

National Council agreement stations will differ

from non-National Council agreement stations in

the types of program formats exhibited in the

programs they broadcast.




II. REVIEW OF LITERATURE

A search was made of religious and non-religious
broadcasting journals, as well as of leading representatives
of religious broadcasting, for possible studies of reli-
giously-oriented radio stations. Only one study of these
stations in the U.S.A. was discovered. This study was a
Master’s thesis on the historical growth of KFUO, a Lutheran
station in St. Louis, Missouri. Representatives of denomina-
tional and inter-denominational broadcasting agencies, as
well as personnel of several stations, were contacted. No
knowledge of research, either completed or proposed, in this
area of broadcasting was known by those queried. Most of
these correspondents urged the writer to continue in the
study of "any area'" of the operation of these stations.

A survey of the studies which had been conducted on
"commercial-secular" stations, secular-educational stations,
and missionary radio stations (outside the U.S.A.), disclosed
some parallels. However, in these studies there were differ-
ences in motivation in the first two cases, There were dif-
ferences in audiences and the app<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>