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Chapter I .
INTRODUCTION TO THE STUDY OF AN AMISH SETTLEMENT

As a person travels across northern Indiana in
early August he will pass through a diverse serlesg of
distinctive landscapes. Eastward from Chicago the
traveler will wind his way through the industrial com-
plex of the Indlana Calumet, new in history but slready
old in contribution to the American way of life. As
the traveler leaves Gary on the easiward Journey, the
urbanized p&ene gradually fades away and, following
U, S. highway 6 the width of the state to the Ohlo
boundary, he will pass through & continuoué panorama
of agricultural activity interrupied only occasionally
by a small clty or marketing village (Figure 1).

- The roads and highways are, for the most part,
very straight. The glaclal topography of northern
Indizna is not noted for its ruggedness, but the high?
ways beg’n to rlse slightly as they approach the gla-
cial moraines which spread mcross the countryalde.
These higher lands, sandy, clayey, and bouldery, still
support sbundant forest growth and the wldespread diﬁ-
tribution of grazing dalry cattle testlfy to the qai1ffi-
culties of turning the moraine lands into productive
crop reglons, Between thé moraines, on the outwash

plains and along the bottomlands of the old slulceways,
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Mpure 1. Map of northern Indiana, ahowing the

relationship of Nappenee to the larger citiea.
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ithe agéicultural 1§ndscape ig more intensively devel-
cped. Tall corn, golden wheat, clover, and alfalfa are
common and, on the organic mucklands of the lowest
sections, small garage-llke gtructures with high smoke-
stacks evidence the presence of peppermint and spearmint,
Hoosler speclalty crops for well over a century. In
early August the stacks beleh black smoke as the mint
hay is brought to the distillerles fer processing.
About midway across the state the traveler on
highway 6 is welcomed to the town of Bremen (Figure 4)
by & sign which proclaims it to be the "mint center,”
a justifiable claim since Bremen contalns twe of the
nation's four largest dealers in mint cils. And just
seven mlles to the east the traveler is agein welcomed,
this time to "the kitchen capltal of the world," the
eity of Nappanee (Figure 4y, It mey easlly have eg-
eaped the traveler's attention, but as he passed across
the farm lands between the "mint center” and the
"xitehen capital" mumerous changes in the landscape
took place. Arcehitectural etyles became different,
modeg of transpertation became gulte different, and
techniques of agricultural development became very dis-
tinctive: For, in this shori seven mile traverse be-
tween Bremen and Nappanee, the traveler passed through
the most concentrated sectlon of tha second largest 01d

order Amish settlement in the state of Indlana. The

cautlous observer would have notliced much more. He
would have seen what appears to be a complex pattern
of cultural varliablea: persons who look Amish in
dress but who do not travel or farm like the Amlsh;
persona who travel and farm like the Amish but who do
not look Amish in dress; and, persons who look, travel,
and farm like the Amish but are not Amigh, The ob-
server would have recognized the ares ss3 one contalning
a number of distinctive agricultural groups: 0ld Order
.Amish; Beachy Amlsh, an emerging group representing &
liberalization of the 01d Order traditions; 0ld Order
Mennonltes; and German Baptist Brethren., It was in
this setting, the 0ld Order Amish-Beachy Amish settle-
ment of the area_surraunding the ecity of Nappanee, that

the study for this project took place.
Locatlon of the Study Ares |

. The clty of Nappanee 1s located in the south-
western corner of Elkhart County, Indiana, three miles
east of the Marshall County boundary (Figure 2). The
northern border of Kosclusko County 1g the aouthern
corporate limit of the city. Nappanee lies Just north
of the pgeographical center of the 0ld Order Amish-
Beachy Amish settlement (Flgure 13) and is the domlnant

trade and mdrketing center of the area, ~Nappanee 1s
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27 miles southeast of Soutﬁ Bend, 16 miles south of
Elkhart,.and 46 miles northwest of Fort Wayne (Flgure 1).
' The major east-west thoroughfare (Market Street)
through Nappanee 1s U. S. highway.G and the north-scuth
.artery {(Main Street) is Indlana highway 19 (Figure 4).

Weksrusa, Etna Green, Bremen, and Kilford are small

1 towns just cutaide the periphery of the éett}ement

| (Figure 4), Both the nature of the location and the
nature.of the groups studled have made it possible to

analyze the geographliec character of certain cultural
processes which form the major objectives of this study.'

Objectives of the studx'

Hhat are the apatial attributes of an 0ld Order
Amigh-Beachy Amish settlement? The anthropological,
economlc, historical, and soclologleal attributes of the
Amish settlement hﬁve all been purgued, some to a very
high degree as can-be geen in the review of thg liter-
ature. Only'the bareat dents have yet been made in the
snalysis of the spatlal patterns which are produced 1n

Amish gettlement as & result of the cultural pro-
cesses which operate wlthin and upon ths settlement 1t-
self, The geographic gtudy of the settlement should
help to provide naw ineights and interpretations“l and,

: _"ﬁ"ﬁ:ﬂmﬂ:};-m,-.ﬁ:}wm-c..—-,-...;.'-_'... I s

;Fog;gotea are lsted in numerical order beginning on




in order to do &0, settlements should be viewed "not

n2
‘s static uniform patterns but as dynamlc areal growths.

The 0ld Order Azish-Beachy Amish gettlement at Nappanee
was viewed, therefore, as & functioning and changing re-
glon and the writer attempted to igolate some major
cultural processes which have resulted 1in spatial and
functionsl changes in the settlement.

The major objectives of the sﬁudy weTe twofo%d:

(1) to jdentify and descride the spatial nature
of the 01d Order Amish-Beachy Amish settlement surround-
ing the clty of Kappanee, Indlana, especially those ag-
pects naving to de with population concentratlon and
Amish land control;

(2) to jdentify and examine certain cultural
processes, especially the relatlonship of Amish agri-
cultural orientation to the Qrdnung or set of church
rules, which have produced spatial and functlonal
changes in the setﬁlement through time.

"mhe discipline of geography hag & distinctive
contribution to make to the study of culture and cul-
ture processes.“3 Perhaps the antnropological, economlc,
historical, and soclologlical attributes of the Amish
settlement will loem more clearly when eveluated in con-
Junction with some xnowledge of the apatlal organiza-
tion end development viewed from the perspective of

geographic study. An examination of the related

1iterature elerly reveals the scarcity of geographic
studles concerning the Amlsh.

Survey of Related ILiterature

The literature pertaining to the Amish 1s now
'urf.;1.'l.m1:|.m:n:i.ss.!l The literature concerning the spatial
aspecta of Amlish gsettlements 1s guite limited. It
wag not expected, however, to repeat a study which had
been done elsewnere and 1t was felt that both the study
area (the Nappanee gsettlement) and the topics to be
pursued (the spatial organization and development) re=-
presented new segments of research concerning the Amish.

As a traditional, cohesive, distinctive, agri-
cultural group, it was sxpected that the Amish should
attract research attention. Numerocus facets of Amish
culture have been examined, ranging from their origins
as o conservative division in the late 17th ecentury
Eurcpean Mennonlte Church,5 to their utilization of
nicknames in everyday 11fe.® Newspapers in areas pop-
ulated by the Amish commonly carry articles concerning
varlous features of thelr way of life, and & great deal
of literature has accumulated through the years in
periodieal ouilets including magazine57 and technical

JOUrnals.a

Intenslve studies have been more limlted, and the
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writer has found four to be especlally helpful in thie
work: +the comprehensive soclologleal-anthropological
analysis of Amish Soclety by Dr. John A. Hostetler of
Temple University;g the detalled, and picneering, com-

mentary on The 01d Order Amish of Lancaster County by

the Rev, Calvin G. Bachman;lo the rural life study of
the Lancaster County Amish by the respected geographer
Walter M. Kollmorgen;ll and the extensive analysis of an
Amish church district in the Holmes County, Ohlo, area
by Dr. A. Gertrude Huntington.12 Although none of
these four major works lg geographically oriented in
bagle content, all contaln much valuable material per-
tinent to the present study.

Numerous ideas pertalning to the spatlal az-
pects of Amieh settlemente are contained in the artilele
by Dr. Maurice A, Mook concerning the unsuccessful Amish
gettlements 1n ?ennsylvania,l3 and in the thesis by '
Karl H. Baehr on secularlzatlon amcﬁg Mennonites in
Elknhart County, Indiana.lu An excellent review of
economlc acfivities among the Amish 1n Lancaster County,
stemming from the work of Dr. Kollmorgen, is contained
in two articles by Mrs. J. C. Getz.12 The central Ohlo
Amish settlement has recently been described by Dr.
William Schrelber of Wooster College.15

Historical informaticn concerning the Amish

comes from a wlide ﬁariety of sources, and many of these

have been brought together in the four volume work

titled The Mennonite Encxclogedia.l7 In relastion to

the Amish of Indiana, the most important work is that
of Rev. J. C. Wenger of Goshen Collage,l8 and the
origin of the Beachy Amish movement 1ln Indiane as
well as in other states has been decumented by
Rev, Alvin J. Beachy.19 Much historical information
48 contained in class projects, reporta, and term papers
on file at Goshen College. The writer was grateful for
the study of Amish and Mennonlte land ownershlp trends
in Flkhart end Lagrange counties carried out by
Richard J. Yordy,2? and for the paper on the histor-
1cal development of the Nappanee Amish settlement
prepared by Allen K. Yoder.21

Of great ilntereat in this etudy wes Dr. Hos-
tetler's review of settlement practlces of the Amish
in Europe and North America,®? and the same author's
work with Dr. Mock on the general nature of the #Amish
settlément.23 Dr. Hostetler's article on the function
of cultural symbels in bounding the Amish community
was a1so qulte valuable.au

Although population was not & major focus of
this study, it has important ramifications in the
Amish settlement and the writer freely consulted the
works of Dr. Mook on the.Atlantlc settlement in Penn-

sylfanin,25 a8 well as his work on the Amish populatlon
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in Pennsy1Vania.25 Further informatlon concerning
Amish population was obtained from the work by Dr.

Elmer TL. Swmith,27 from The Mennonite Yearbook and

Directorx,28 and from scattered notlces in the CGerman
almanae published by & now deceased farmer in central
Ohio.29

Many scholars have been attracted to the Amish
in order to demonstrate certain soclological princlples.
Although the Amlah are a peripheral interest in many
of these works, some contain important ldeaa concern-
ing the spatial nature of Amish gettlements. Among
these are the several works on soclal systems by Dr.
Charles P, Loomle and others,3° and the works on cul-
tural variables by Neel Grosa.31

Even the Amish themselves have contrlbuted to
the knowledge of thelr settlements. HNumeroua papers,
diaries, artlcles, and short books have been written
which contaln valuable information.32 The many Amish
genealogles are a great reservoir of knowledge,33 and
there is a good deal of interest in the Nappanee sgattles
ment st this time concerning the compilation of such
wbrks.3u About 1945, an Amish farmer in northern
Indlana prepared and had published a serles of maps
showing the church distriet boundarles of all the
Amish gettlements in Indisna.3® The maps of the Elk-
hart-Lagfange and Nappanee settlements were brought

up to date by another Amish Ffarmer hetween 1961 and

i3

1963.36 Such maps, including lists of the hesds of
households, prepafed by the Amish, are now avallable
for the Lancaster and Lebanon settlements in Penn-
éylvania,37 and for many of the church distrlcts in
tihe Holmes County area of 0h10.38

Gecgraphers have not been entirely ldle re-
garding the Amish. The work of Kollmergen hae been
mentioned, and Dr, Henry F. James published an account
of the Amish in the Kishacoqulllas Valley of Penn-
sylvania in 1930.39 L, R. Fletcher did his master's
thesls in geography at Ohlo State University in 1932
on the Amish of Holmea County, Ohio.uo Robert A.
Murdla's excellent account of ecultural differencés in
eonsumer travel, using the 014 order Mennonites of
Ontaric as an example of & traditional soclety, haa
been a source of great stimulation to this writer and
has many parallels in Amish life.ul

The orligins of ideas for the present study can
probably be traced to the reading of Dr. Wilbur
Zelinsky's recomhendations concerning the role of re-
liglon in the fleld of human geography.ha Since the
Amizh represent a sectarlan group &6 well ag a dle-
tinct soclial group, it was hoped that the approach
utilized in this study qualifies as an Intensive local
study as suggested by Dr. 2e11nsky.
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The writer has been further strengthened in
hie own work by the professionsl contributiona of his
colleagues. The gquestlons raised by Paul Fickeler
concerning the geography of religion ﬁas provided new
insights into cultural processes,hu'and forcible and '

econstructive impact has been received from the recent

works on the Mormon culture reglon by Donald W. Meinig,45

and the relationship between space organization and
ideology as set forth in the gtudy of the Duteh-Re-
formed community of southwestern Michlgan by Elaine M.
Bjorklund.*6  Additionsl studies are cited in the
footnotea.

Many of the works on the Amish were made avall-
able to the writer at the Mennonite Historical Library
.and in the Mennonite Archives, both located at Goshen
(Indiana) College. Numerous studles done by students
and faculty members are on file at Goshen and not
avallable elsewhere.

The literature alone, however, has not dictated
the organizaticn of this study, and much of the content
15 arranged and systematized according to the nature

of the fleld methods utilized in approaching the prob-
lems to be examined.

15

Method of Approach -

_ The besle content of this study has been de-
rived from fleld research conducted in the Kappanee
settlement during the years 1965, 1966, and 1967. )
Although previocusly published and unpublished mater-
1als have been freely consulted, the nature of the
toplcs covered in this study (e.g., schism, kinship,
moving, and other eultural factors consldered from
the spatial perspective) were such that availlable
materials were of limited utility in providing base
data,

Extenslve use has been made of plat maps-dating
from 1873 to 1966, Utilizing the maps in conjunction
with Amlgh and non-Amlsh cooperators made it possible
to work out most of the spatial patterns discussed.

In order to do thié; numerous interviews were conduct-
ed and, without the asslstance of the many cooperative
persons In the Nappanee settlement, thé study could

not have been completad.

All base maps were prepared on maaier sheets

- gridded according to the political arrangement of the

Congressional townships and the townshlp sections in
the four counties involved (Figure 2). This has made
it possible to obtaln a relatively high degree of pre-

cislon in the mapping of the many phenocmena reported 1in
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the study. -

In many respects the study represents recon-
naisance. The writer has gone into a community with

'which he was gqulte unfamiliar, a community with tra-
ditions well over a century old, and has attempted to
identlfy and explain what could be seen. That much
remains yet unseen is, of course, a trulsm, and a
constanﬁ reminder that any study will have short-
comings and limitations.

Limitations of the Study

Any study based so largely on personal inter-
views will always have certain limlitations. Memorles
sre faculty, and the interviewer and the intervliewee
are operating at different levels of precision. What
might be significant to one may not appear so to the
other. The Amish settlement is not etatlc and the
Amish population.is highly moblile, both geographically
and socially. It would require extensive dally re-
cords to keep an aceount of all the apace changes of
families even in & single church distrlet. Buch re-
cords have not been feund.

It has been necessary to analyze the settlement
at selected periods of time along the historical con-

tinuum, and to examine the space organization at these

it

times. The transfer of the findings of these selected
time periods might prove to have limited utility in a
generalization of processes operating within the settle~
ment in an ongolng spsce-time continuum:

The wrlter is not a member of the Amish culture
group. Thus there was a rilsk of reading into the find-
ings something seen by the ocutslder that was not really
there, or falling to see what really existed. Any
faults in thla regard must be charged to the writer,
and are not due to the lack of cooperation or interest
on the part of the residents, Amish anq non-Amish, of
the Nappanee aresa.

It is not unllkely that pertinent llterature
has escaped the writer's scrutiny, The materisl on
the Amish i3 wlidely scattered and some was not avail-
ahle during the course of the study. Relevant ideas
may have been overleoked and certainly all the liter-
atura in the behavioral sciences which might have a
bearing on the present problems has not been sur-
veyed, The writer realizes that apologies cen nop
offset these disadvantages.

Despite the limitations and shortcomings, the
study of the Amish settlement is presented and, in
order to facilitate the reading, certaln terms util-
1zed throughout need clarification,
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Definition of Terms -

To any reader not converssat with Amish history
and traditions many of the ideas and terms used in this
report will appear atrange and a-a explalined in the text.
Certain definitlons must be stated beforehand, however,
to clarify the exact nature of the study and to aveid the
confusion of conflictiﬁg terminology. The mesat important
of these are: Amish, 014 Order Amlsh, Beachy Amish,
settlement, 0ld Order Amish sett.ement, and Nappanee
gettlement, Each of these will be discussed.

Amish, The Amish are direct descendants of persons
jnvolved in a religious divislon that occurred among the
Swise Anabaptists during the period 21.693-169‘.?.1‘7 They take
thelr name from thei{ lesder, Jekob Amman, an elder of the
Bwiss Anabaptist group. The division involved the lnter-
pretation of varlous norms of religious practlce and re-
sulted in the followers of Amman taking the conservative
position.

As a result of continued persecution at the hands
of the established Eurcpean churchee the Amish dispersed
throughout the Rhineland and, in the early 1'1?'00"15,1‘B began
emigrating to North America., By 1780, from four- to five-
mundred Amish persons had passed through the port of
Philadelphis into Pennsylvanis, the great majority

19

from Switzerland but some from the southern Palatinste
of Germany. A second emlgration of Amlsh from Alsace,
The Bavarian Palatinate, and Switzerland occurred be-
tween 1815 and 1840, and a small group from Volhynias,
Russie, emigrated to Kansas and Dakota after :1.8'?3.“9
Not all the Amleh migrated to NMorth America, but the
remnants of those that remalned in Europe have all
disappeared or merged wlth other chureh groups.5°

.01d Order Amish. The Amish settled in varlous
gections of Pennsy;vania,51 but the Lancaster and
Somerset county settlements were the first that proved
to be permanent, and the.Amish moved west primarlily
from those two areag. In 1807, the Amish reached Ohio.
They settled in Indiana about 184C and Iowa in 1845,
In the meantime, additional settlements were being
established by the 19tk century Amlsh immigrants in
other localities, Because of the distance between
settlements and the differences in local practlces,
concerned Amlish leaders held a serles of minlster's

conferences (Dienerversammlungen) in selected local-

ities from 1862 to 1878 to attempt reconcillation of
differences and attaln greater unity.52 The confer-
ences falled to achieve the deslred obJectives and,

after 1878, Amish hilstory followed three major courses,>3
There were those who wished the old traditions to re-

main unchanged as much as possible} These became Known
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as the "01d Order" Amish, There were those who 85380~
ciated with liberal church leaders like Henry Egli
and Joseph Stuckey, both Alsatlan Amish bilghops, who
had already broken spiritusl ties with the Amish. And
there were those who followed the middle-of-the-road
position, favoring nelther the traditional customs nor
any radical changes. The latter group became Known as
"amish Menmnonites" and eventually merged with the Men-
nonite Church.

The major focus of this study 1s the Old Order
Amisﬁ. In the Nﬁppanee area they can be ldentified
primariiy by adherence to traditional dressa, bearﬁs
for the married men, rejection of automoblle ownership
for baptized members and utilization of horse-drawn
buggles for transportatlon, horse-drawn machinery used
for crop cultivation; bi-wqekiy worship services held
elther in the homes or barns of the members, and the
utilization of the Pennsylvania-Dutch language in
their everyday apeech.

To avoid continuous reﬁetition of tha term 0ld
Order Amish, it can be understood that the expression
"Amish" is used as a synonym throughout this study.

Beachy Amish. The Beachy Amish represent a
loose affillation of groups that have left the 0ld
Order within the pest 40 years.5” They are no longer

ceremonially related to the 0l@ Order and have made
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numerous changes in thelr way of life. They may own
automoblles, use tractor-drawn equipment, commercial
electricity in the homes 1s allowed, and they hold
weekly worship services in a church building where
English (in most cases) rather than German and Penn-
sylvania-Dutch is utilized. '

. There has been a strong Beachy Amish movemént
in the Nappanee settlement since 1940 and varicus
factors involving its relationship to the 0ld Order
are examined in this study.

Settlement. Ths selection of the word "settle-
ment" for use in this study instead of "community"

ralses the unhappy'problem-or semantics and may appear

_tb gome as a dubious cholece. The use of the term is

Juetified on several grounds, .
:?The community has various geogr&phicai gattings
and 1t 18 found in different geographical areas, but
it has no geographicai boundaries.”® 'Thia interpre-
tation of the Amisp community 1s based on the idea
that "ell who celebrate communion together represent
one community énd all the Amish living in the United
8tates and cénada who wlll break bread together re-
preéent a commun;ty.“56 The same perspective was
adopted by Dr, Hostetler in his interpretation of the
Amish society as & f11ittle community" characterized by
distinctiveness, ﬁmallness, homogenelity, and
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self-sufficlency.”! The "11ttle community” may serve The present work is 2 geographical study of &
as a model for the entire Amish population or for the gettlement as distinguished from & study in settlgnenﬁ
single Amish group isolated from all others., The geog?abhy. The writer has n; fntent to add to the
community, in this view, includes only the Amish ele- methodological problens of settlement geography which
ments, By definltion, therefore, the Amlsh community nave been recently reviewed.fC The work 1s a study of
1s homogeneously Amish. an Amish settlement and the spatial patterns that have
Within an area, however, occupied by Amlsh regulted from certain cultural processes that were
femilies, and geographically lsolated from a&ll other selected for examination.
areas occupled by Amisﬁ familles, are numerous non-

Amish elements, This total complex, the spatlal Summagx

ErE -

arrangement of Amish and non-Amish elements, 1s re-

ferred to in this study as the “Emtt‘.loarmant.'i The In the sgricultural country surrounding the
settlement "consista of the totgl aggregation of city of Nappanee, Indlansa, is found the second largest
Amish families living in close proximity within a 0ld Order Amish settlement in the state. A tradition-
glven area."5B It includes thlg, and more, There 18 al, cohesive, agrgrian society, the Amish remaln quite
probably no purely homogeneous Amish settlement,”” distinctive due to thelr conservative apparel, the
bgt every Amish community has 1ts settlement setting. utilization of horse drawn buggles and farm egquipment,
The degree of heterogeneity of the Nappanee settlement :their'shﬁnning of commercial electrieity and telephéngs,
was a factor examined in thls study. the use of pénnsyl?ania-nutch in everyday speech, and
The 014 Order Amish settlement at Nappanee con- the holding of worship gefvicgs every other Sunday in
elsts of that area which includes &ll 0ld Order Amish the ﬁomes and barns of members where the scripture
families residing in the church districts which have readings are given in German. )
' developed from the original Amish settlement in the The Amish have been the subJect of numerous

area {Figure 13). A similar retionale was utilized in bocks, pamphlets, magazine features, and newspaper
defining the extent of the Beechy Amish seattlement articles. Much 1z known about their way of life, the
{Flgure 11).

economic organization of the settlements, and thelr
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historical developmept and traditions.‘ Little 18 yet
known about the spatial patterna that heve resulted in
an ﬁmisp settlement ag a result of the cultural pro-
cesges that operate upon and within the settlement 1t-
gelf. - This study examinez selected patterns in relation
to the functiona and unigue organlzation of the Nappanee
settlement,

The Amish originated in Eurcpe In the late 1T7th
century as & conservative division in the Swiss Ana-
baptist group, and they began emigrating to North America
shortly aftgf 1700, settling In Pennsylvania, They arrived
in Indiana sbout 1840. During the last half of the 19th
century, the more liberal Amish began breaking away from
the church and those that wished to reta.n the old customs
end traditions became known as the 01d Order Amish. Wlthin
the past 40 years, & new group, referred to as the Beachy
Amish, has emerged, and Tollow a more modern way of 1llfe
aithough retalning much of the Amish ldentity. There are
Beachy Amish éhurches in the HNappariee gpettlement, and thils
study examines selected spatial patterns of thie new group.

The major objectlves of the study are: to lden-

_ tify the epatial nature of the 0ld Order Amlsh-Beachy
Amish settlement surrounding the city of Nappanee; and

to identify and examine certain cultural processes
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which have produced spatlal and functlonal changes in
the settlement through time, To do thls, numercus plat
maps of the area were utilized in conjunction with per-
gonal interviews of many persons, Amish and non-Amlsh,
in order to analyze\the process and functlion changes
vigually on maps.

The field work for thls study was conducted in
1965, 1966, and 19567. A basic assumption of this study

* was that the anthropological, economic, historlcal,

and sociologicai characteristics of the Amish settle-
ment would become clearer when evaluated in conjunce

tion with some knowledge of the spatial organization

and development vlewed from the standpoint of geo-

graphle study.
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Chapter II .
THE SPATIAL DEVELOFMENT AND ORGANIZATIOR OF THE OLD Tabla 1
ORDER AMISH-BEACHY AMISH SETTLEMENT
AT NAPPANEE, INDIANA
Location of 01ld Order Amish Settlementis
The Amish settlement at Nappanee, Indlana, 1s
60 separate settlements found in 18 Reglon Number of Rumber of - Extimated ,
one of nearly P Bettlements Districts Populationl
states in this country and in southern Ontariec in .
Cans Table 1}. In.December 1966, a migration of -
da ( 2 ) ) ] Ohio 8 o 21,183
01d Order Amish familles, primarlly from Arkasnsas, Pernsylvania 12 63 16,104
ndlena . ,
b ‘to British Honduras iﬁ Central Americsa 61 the go&i g i; 12 ggg
[} ] M
esan . T1linots 1 10 2,313
first Amish settlement to be established outside Onterio é 10 1,350
Mimsouri 2 9 1,572
Anglo-America since the days of Eurcpean emigration, Michigen 6 939
Delaware 1 8 86l
In Indiana there ere eight distinct Amish settlements, Merylaend 2 843
New York 1 819
the largest spread across western lagrange, eastern Kensas 2 687
Wisconsin 1 672 ;
Elkhart, and northwestern Noble countles (Flgure 3). Yirginie 2 2 396
i Oklahoma 1 1 32l
The Nappanee settlement 1s the second most populous Tennessea 2 3 261
Florlda 1 1 168
(Table 2). The most recent, founded in 1964 by families Kentueley 1 1 &y
: Arkensag 1 1 not known
from Michigan, is-in southeastern Steuben County. British Hondures 1 1 not known
Settlements once present in Brown, Newton, Plke, Jay, Total £9 302 63,873
Jagper, Wayne, Clinton, and Sulliven countles have 1 -
: Besed on sn unpublished 196l study by the writer.
ceased to exist, - .
The Beachy Amish churches near Nappanee are
Bouros: E. D. Zook (ed.), Mennonite Yesrbook end
among nearly S0 found in 11 different states in this . Directory: 1966, vol. 57, vp. S51-98;
b P EaEer.—ﬁgF Neus Amerikentsche Calender,
country and in southern Onterioc (Table 3). The Beachy . Beltic, Ohio, 1G4, pp. 30-38. The figures
for Indiena ineiude revisions for the Mappanes
churches also support several forelgn mission centers,

settlement.
There are¢ nine Beachy churches in Indlana, two of which -
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Indlana in 196

Source:

Flgure g. 01d Order Amish settlements in
» The settlement areas are generalized,

E. D. Zook (ed.), Mennonite Yearbook and
Directory: 126&, vol, 57, Menncnite
m§g House, Bcottdale, Pennsylvania,
PP, 92-93;'J, A, Raber (ed.), Der Neue
Amerikanische alendar, Baltie, Onhlo, 1954,
Pp. -3, he euben County settlement
was added on the basig of the wrlterig
field data,

Eikhart- pfte
\/ tLagrangs 'y >
’ Stauban
Noppenss County
. - -
' "~ Alten
County
[ 4
Adoms
Miami= County
Howard .
@ INDIANAPOL1IS

_ Daviess #orange
County c::uni'g

INDIANA

4L
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Table 2 - Table 3 -
0ld Order Amish Ssttlements in Indlsne Loecation of Beschy Amish Churchea
Region Rumber of Churoh Eatimated 4 Region Kumber of Membership
: Districts Population Charches
Elkhart-Legrange- Pennaylvanis T . 897
Xoble countiea 30 6,196 Indiana 9 539
Woodlawn [Goshen) 163 .
Neppsnee 12 1,985 Falr Haven {Goshen) \ 158
. Milleraburg (MZllersburg 19
Pavieas County & 1,182 Pelrview {Etns Grean) 47
Miami {Amboy) L2
Adams Couniy 8 1,132 Meple Lawn {Happsns.) 30
Believera Fellowship (Montgomery) 23
Allen County T (1319 Bsthany {Eokomo) not known
. 0don (Moutgomsry} not known
Xiami-Howard counties 2 184 Ohio 8 507
. Virginie s 38)
Orange County 1 (eat.) 50 Ontaric 5 343
Kanses 1 172
Steuben County 2 (eat.} 50 : Iowa 2 137
. Georgis 1 14l
Totel 67 11,665 Michigen 2 78
Illinols 1 52
¥aryland 2 29
i British Honduras 1 19
1Estimatad population 1s baged on the Neppanes member- Arkansas 1 10
ship correation factor described in the text, Germany ' 1 9
Totel L6 3,317
Unaffilieted Bélchy Amish Churches in Indiana
Source: E. D. Zook {ed.), Mennonite Yearbook and .
Directory: 1966, voi. 51, PP. 92-93; Lengachar (New Haven) hg
Tk, ﬁagar, Ter Neue Amerikanlasche Calendsr, Beraa Christisn Zellowship (Nappanes) 1
Beltia, Ohio, 1564, PP. 35-37- Ihe Steuben Hebron Christliens Fellowship (Emma}- 14
County settlement wes sdded on the beaia of '
the writerta fiesld deta. The figureas for 5
Eappenee gontein the writer's revialona.

Source: E. D. Zock {ed.), Menrnonite Yesrbook and
Directory: 16566, Yol, Gi, PP. J0-9L
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{(Maple Lewn, founded 1940, and Fairview, founded 1%62,}
are in the Nsppanee area (Figure 11). There are, in
addition, several churchés which have Beachy Amish
origins but do not maintaln direct affillation with the
parent group. One such church {Berea Christian Fellow-
ship, founded 1963) is found near Nappanee (Figure 11).
The majority of Beachy Amish churches are found
related to 0ld Order Amish settlements, & pattern which
should he expected since the Beachy groups have emerged
from the 01d Order soclety. In some cases, however, due
to a variety of clrcumstences, Beachy Amish churches
are found 1n locations distantly removed from the
clogest 01ld Order settlement. Only recently, there has
been talk of a Beachy Amish mlgration to Paraguay.sa

The Neppanee Settlement In Space Through Time

The origina of Amlsh settlement in the Happanee,
Indliana, area are still dimly veiled in a mist of his-
torical uncertainty. As early as 1836, typical Amish
names such as John Stutzman and John €. Burkholder had
appeared in Union and Locke townships in Elkhart County
{Figure 2).63 This was gquite early, since the flrst
white settlers arrived in these townships between 1834
and 1837,5% Since it 1z belleved that the first
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permanent Amish families in Indiana arrived in 1841
and settled east of Goshen,65 such early names were
probably not those of Amish families., In July, 1842,
Christien Stehly, who had been born in Germany in 1820,
arrived from Wayne County, Ohio, and settled a farm in
section 30 of Unlon Township (Flgure 2),66 apparently
the first Amish settler in the Nappanee area, Within
g short time, he was Jolned by the familles of three
brothers, Henry, John, and Jacob, In 1904, Christian
Stehly wag mentioned by Amlsh historian 5. I Guengerich
as one of the first Amish settlers in the Nappanee area.s?
Also mentioned were Henry Stahly, Jacob Stahly, and
Jonag Schrock, and the Amish origins of the Stehly
family have not been forgotten in the Nappanee aettle-
ment, even though they had merged with the Mennonlte
Church long before the turn of the century.68 The
Stehlys represented a later Amish migration from the
Palatinate of Eurcpe, and Christian had been brought to
the Untted States by his mother in 1835, Other Amish
persong, besldes the Stehlys, inﬁolved in this later
Furopesn migration who settled near Nappanee were John
Ringenberg, John Emmert, and Cyrus B. Court (originally .
Berlincourt).

Between 1884 and 1854, it is known that at least
ten Amish families and an unmarried Amish farmer, all

from long established settlements in the eastern states,
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- moved to the Nappanee area.Gg These included three
Hochstetler brothers from near Shanesv;lle, Ohio;
David H,, Manasses, and Samuel, thelr wives and six
children; the families of Jacob Schmucker, Solomon
Miller, Eliss Yoder, valentine Yoder, John C. Schlabach,
and the urmarried Jonas Yoder, all from Ohio.’® on
May 25, 1852, they were Jolned by the femily of John J.
Borkholder II from Holmes County, Ohlo, and thelr
journey 1s well documented in the_Borkholder tamily
genealogy.71 John II entered his land in Marshall
County two daye after arrival.72 Two years later,
in 1854, the family of Toblas Hochstetler from chio
settled in Unlon Township.73

Land records indicate that there were probably
other Amish families in the Nappanee ares by thls time
{Joshua, Israel, and Simon Yoder) including some who
hgd come almost directly from Germany with only 1imited
residence perlods in the eastern states. Since many
of the famlllies were unrelated, some not even knowing
others, the early settlement was not too closely knit,
To & certailn extent, the original Amish settlement

near Nappanee contained elements of both the European

and North American type as described by. John Hostetler.Tu

The families of more recent European migration

were not as conditioned to living in the
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closely knlt, closely spaced, settlements such as thoszs
characteristic of the eastern states #hich had been in
existence for over a century. -They were more family
oriented and much less Amish-group orlented than thosa
from the eastern settlements, and kinship between the

two groups of Amlsh was quite weak when compared to

that within each group, A search of the original land-

grant records and property deeds seems to indlcate the
Amlish famillies from the esstern settlements tended to }
settle as a group in Marshall County Just west of
southe?n Locke Towﬁship (Figures 2 and 5), and Amish
families of more recent entry into the United States,
the Stehiys, Ringenberg, and Court, settled near the
present slte of Nappanee,

All the records could not be iocated, but
enough were found to make the pattern evident. David
H. Hochatetler settled in Marshall County, as did John
Borkholder IT, Sem (Samuel ?) Hochstetler, J. C,
Slabaugh, Valentine Yoder, and Jacob Schmucker.?? The
Stehlys, Ringenberg, and Court all lived near present-
day Nappanee., There was some intermingling, as Tobias

Hochstatler settled along the Union-Locke townships
boundary,76

;
and Jonas Yoder acquired land in Scott wan-g
shlp of Kosclusko COunty.77 |

This original Amish settlement occupied an area
of nearly 21 square miles, but was probably somewhat



Figure 4, The major hlghways, roads, cltles,
towvns, and local place names in the Nappanee area.
All maps identified as TNA (The Nappanee Area) are
based on the grid shown in Figure 2, The heavy lines
are the county boundaries. The cities are shown in
capital letters next to shaded arede. ©Small towns
and villages are shown 1n small letters next to shaded
areas, Namea ln small letters without shaded areas

* are local place names commnonly used by residents of
the Nappanee aresa.

Source: U, 8. Geologlcal Survey, 7i' topographic

quadrangles, Indiena, same as cited in
Flgure 2, Many of the local place names were
added from data compiled by the writer and
verlified by Nappanee residents.
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. Flgure 5. A re-creation of the Amish zettlement
pattern in Elkhart-Marshall-Kosclusko counties about
1854, Nappanee had not yet been founded. The heavy
lines are the county boundaries.

p

Source: Land grant and property deed records located
In the Recorder's offices of Elkhart, Marshall,
and Kosclusko countles. These records are
cited in the text.
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discontinuocus., The eastern section contalned the
rfemilies of more recent immigration and several familjies . ~
from the settlement In the eastern states., The western I
sectlion, almost entirely in Marshall County, contalned

most of the Amish famlilies from long-established setth:

ments in the east. A re-creation of the Nappanee Amigh

settlement pattern about 185% is shown in Flgure 5,
These early Amish settlers found no paradise in

northern Indlana. The rolling topography so character-

istic of northeastern Indiana is minimsl in the Nappanee : Flgure 6. Major land surface features of the

Nappenee area, The heavy line -
area, The higher ground, generally assoclated with the aries. w ® ere the counfy botnd
Bremen and New Paris moraines (Flgure 6}, laid down | Source: H, P, Ulrich, A. P. Bell, S, Meyers, L. K.

; Allizon, B, A. Krant .
during the recession of the Saglnaw ice ‘.'.r.ﬂ:ea»,?8 ¥ s Jomeph Cotnty, tndis

seldom Sol) Survey of St, Joseph County, Indlana,

: Berles » Do, 27, U7 8. Department ol
Agricuwlture, June, 1950; W, E. Tharp, E, D.
Fowler, L. S. Troih, and H. R, Beyer, Soll
Survey of Kosclusko County, Indlana, U, 5.
ﬁepar%ment ol Ingculture, 19275 G. B. Jones
and R. S, Hesler, Soil Survey of Elkhart
County, Indiane, U, 8. Department of Agricul-
ture, 19165 ¢, 4. Malott, "The Physiography
of Indiana," Handbook of Indlans Geology,
publication no 21, Indiana Department of
Conservation, 1922, pp, 120-121.

rises more than 20 or 30 feel above the surrounding

lowlands which were, in the early days, poorly drained

and full of swales, swamps, and thickets. David Burk-

holder, the first Bishop of the North Main Street

Mennonite Church In Nappanee, has written & vivid

sccount of the trials of the early settlers in the area.79
The Bremen moraine is quite consplcuous where it

cuts across northeastern Marshall County and the tra-

veler will view well developed knob and kettle topo-

graphy about three mlles east of Bremen, especlally
along the 0ld Bremen-Nappanee road and the Plymouth-
Goshen Trail (Figures I and 6). It was on the higher
ground of the latter, an early Indian trall, that the
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eastern Amlsh familieé settled (Iinterestingly enough,
the name Borkholder in German means owner or holder
of the h11180). In XKoscliusko and Elkhart counties
the moraine becomes much more subdued and blends most
smoothly into the shallow cutwash plalns and lower
valleys, Several low rldges, however, extend like
smﬁll fingers into these two countles (Figure &),

The southernmost one barely penetrates Kosclusko
County Just north of Etna Green, but the northern

two extend eastward nearly 10 miles to a point where
they have been sheared off by the glaclal predecessor
of modern Turkey Creek. An extensive swale of muck-
land separates the two northern fingers of the Bremen
moraine, and 1s locally referred to as the Swamp.

The clty of Nappanee is lecated along the crest of
the meost northern finger, and it was along this higher
rldge that the Amish famllles of later immigration
settled (Figures 5 and 6),

The New Paris moraine, hilller and rougher than
the Bremen, cccuples a2 small portion of the northern
area of Locke Townshlp and nearly the entlre eastern
half of Union Township (Figures 2 and 6). Small,
eastward-flowing tributaries of Turkey Creek separate
the Bremen and New Paris moralnes east of Nappanee.
The presence of these morainic ridgee explains why the

extreme northern and southern section of Locke and
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Union townships were settled and developed first. The
poorly drailned lowlands between had to walt until the
age of ditching.
if the story of the original Amish settlement in
the Nappanee aree is stlll somewhat dlm, so also 1s
the account of the flrst few years of Amish life in
the new settlement. Amish scholar 5, D, Guengerich
indicated that the Marshall County settlement {as 1t
was, anhd 15, commonly called by the Amish) was offi-
clally organized in 1853 with Tobias Hochatetler and
John Ringenberg as ministers, and that bishops from
east of Goshen (Joseph and Levl Miller) were called
in to do the orgenizing. This undoubtédly means they
came and conducted ordinations to the ministry.el The
date 15 probably correct, although the rirst land grant
records for Toblas Hochstetler are all dated 1854,
Essentially the same version was glven by E. 8. Mullet,82
longtime minister at boith Mennonite churches in Nappanee,
but A, E. Weaver, Elkhart Cdunty historian, mentions
the date as 1857 and 1ists the first bishop as Solomon
" Yoder with John Ringenberg as minister.83 Additional
minfgters mentioned in these accounts were Samuel
Hochstetler, John Yoder, and John C. Schlabach {Slabaugh}.
The evidence geems to indicate that the Amish
gettlement at Nappenee had already crystallized into
two distinet groups with limited fellowship and
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interaction. The families in the eas%, led primarily
by Amish of later migration into the Unlted States,
had little in common with the families In the west,
led primarily'by those from Pennsylvanlia and Ohlo.
Even by 1853, differences between the two groups of
Amish famllies had become noticesble, They dressed
somewhat differently, groomed dlifferently, and had
differing opinlons on soclal and hpiritual matters,
Contacts were not strong and the two unlike Amlsh
groups at Nappanee were probably never a strongly
integreted social unit. The eastern families, find-
ing the western group too traditional to deal with
without some dispute, withdrew from fellowship under
the leadership of John Ringenberg. Thils development
was probably much like an early dlspute in the Elk-
hart-Lagrange Amish lse1:1:1@::'1'1:3:1;!:811 ang much simllar to
divisions which occurred at about the same time in
Amish settlements elsewhere. Mennonite historlan

J. €. Wenger was probably Justified in hils estimate
that the break occurred in 1854.85 The two groups
went different ways, both identified as Amlsh for
many years, but graduelly increasing the differences
in their ldentity {Flgure T}, although the entire
episode seems to have been lost to the successive
generations of 01d Order Amish families in the Kap-

panee area,

J—
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Several factors iIndicate that the verslon given
above 1s more than conjecture. An slmost identicel
pattern of settlement evolution oceurred among the
Amish in eastern Elkhart and western Lagrange countles,
with the more conservative famllies eve;tually moving
into the eastern parts of the settlement, led primarily
by families from Pennsylvania. The more llberzl mind-
ed families occupled the western sectlons in the ares
of Clinton Township of Elkhart County, led primarily
by Amish familles from Ohio.86

Also, a few years after the ﬁreak, Toblas
Hoehstetler probably moved west into Locke Township,
as much to be close to the Davld H. Hochstetler group
as to remove himself from the easfern families, slnce
hie wife 18 reported as having dled in that township.87
In addition, those famlliez that followed leader John
Ringenberg, after continuing house worship for several
years, began holding services iﬁ the Culp schoolhouse,
one and one-half miles northeast of downtown Nappanee,
a convenlent location for the famllles in the eastern
portion of the settlemsnt.aa Additional evidence is
contained in the home addresses of the representatives
of the two Amish groups which attended the Dienerver-
sammlunsen, or Amish ministers conferences, held in
various states from 1862 to 1878 in an effort to re-

taln unity among the many groups moving away from the

hg

conqervative Amlsh pésition; Those attending from the
Tobias Hochetetler group all listed addresses as
Bremen {Valentine Yoder, 1864; John C, Sehlabach,

1864 and 1865; David H. Hochstetler, 1864, and 1865
with home listed ss Leo, probably in Allen County).
Those sttending from the Ringenberg group all ilsted
home addresses farther easst (Samuel Yoder, Mllford,
1862, 1864, and 1865; John Rlngenberg, Locke, 1864,
and 1865; the sixth man, Jonathan Schmucker, register-
ed from flymouth in 1875 and from Nappanee in 1878. He
came to Nappanee and reorgenized the new Amish church
in 1875 since it had languished following the death

of Ringenberg 1in 1871).Bg Lastly, the year 1854 alsc
marked the divislons among Indiana Amish in the Clin-
ton area of Elkhart County, the Hawpatch area of La-
grange County, andlin the settlement in Mlami-Howard
counties.go The split between John Ringenberg and
Toblas Hochstetler apparently had common origins with
those elsewhere in Indiana and by 1865 it wes apparent
that reconclliation was remote.

The families that followed Hochatetler after
the break became 014 Order, while those that followed
Ringenberg eventually established the first Amish
Mennonite church at Nappanee, Although known for
many years 28 the Amish (or New Amish) church (Flgure
7) 1t eventuslly became known as the West Market Street
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Menmonite Church from the street on which the present
bullding is located in Nappanee, and 1s now the ?1rét
Mennonite Church.

Following the split in 1854,-the 0ld Order Amlsh
zettlement contracted, Having lost most of the eastern
families to the Amish Mennonite group, growth was slowed;
and the settlement received-a severe setback when Blshop
David H, Hoechetetler and s "conslderable" number of fam
ilies moved from Nappanee to Newton County, Indiana.

The date commonly given for this move is about 1876,91
but 1t might have been slightly before since 1t 1s

known that he disposed of & good deal of his property
in 1874.92 The reasons for the move are nol xnown,
other than that he was attracted "by the prairle and
cheap land.“93 It might hava beeﬁ, however, that soclal
changes in thé Nappanee ares had prompted the move. The
village of Locke (Figure 4}, just east of the Marshall
County line, had been laid ou£ in 1865 &nd, by 1870,
already had a village population of 167.9u The town-
ship population had grown from 171 in 1850 to 715 in
"1370,95 and Bremen, Just to the weet, was mlready a
large town. In 1874, the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad
completed its maln line to Chicage. In 1873, 1t had
Nappanee platted (referred to as Locke Station for
sevaral years) to serve as a station, a saw mill was

erected, and the first lots sold shortly after.%0
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When the railroad was completed in 1874, it ran from
Néppanee to Bremen direetly across David H. Hochatet-
ler's property, necessitating the removal of his

house several hundred yards to the north. Hochstet-
ler had sold the railroad a 100 foot wide right-of-
way which divided his property into two unequal sec-
tions. The gouthern, and smaller part, he sold to

his brother Manasees, and the northern, larger portion
was sold to Jacob Weldy. After the move, the Nappanee
Amish were without a bishop and had to call upen minis-

ters from east of Goshen to conduct services, a con-

" ditlon that existed untll Moses Borkholder, who served

the Amish at Wappanee as bishop for nearly 50 years,
was ordained 1in 18?8.97 . I

Following the Hochstetler move to Newton County,
there were probably less than 20 Amlgh families left
in the Nappanee settlement. A recreation of the
settlement sbout 1874 is showﬁ in Figure 8. Most of
the familiea lived along the Elkhart and Marshall county
boundary line. The westward contraction since 1854
(Filgure 5), resulting from.the Amish Mennonite split,
18 quite consplcuous, In addition, there had been a
very slight shift of the remaining settlement to the
west and the north. The total area of the settlement
was sbout 14 square miles, and it had become consider-

ably more compact since 1854, The settlement was teking




Flgure 8, A re-ereation of the 0ld Order Amish
gettlement pattern in the Nappanee area about 1874.
The heeavy lines are the county boundaries.

Source: Assessor's Plat Book: German Township, 1873,

Hecorder's office, PFlymouth, Indiana; An

Illustrated Historical Atlas of St. Joseph !
Lounty, Indiana, Higging, Belden and GCompahy, '
Chiecago,” 1874, pp. 03, 101; Combination Atlas
Map of Kosciusko County, Indianz, Kingman

rothera, Chicago, 18?%, PP. 97-98, 110, 112. ,

Coples of the plat maps from these publications !
were viewed for the writer by Noah Borkholder,
one of the long=-time residents of the Nappanee .
Amish settlement.
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the appearance of the clese knit and €losely spaced and southern districts,1°3 and the boundary line
Amish settleménts so characteristic today. (Figufe 14), running east-west from the originsl church
Despite the losa of famillies to Newton County, boundary westward at a point one mile norsh of the
the Nappanee settlement continued to grow. During the Kosclusko County boundary, indicated a southward ex-
last quarter of the nineteenth century "a number of pansion. The growth of Amish church districts is an

98

01d Order Amish families unlted with the Korth Main {nfallible indicator of the directlonal trends of
Street Mennonite Church in Nappanee, but this was not settlement expansion. By 191k, the settlement boundary
greatly different then in most Amlsh-Mennonite com-

had moved ‘southward in both Marshall and Kosclusko
munities elsewhere., John Hostetler has estimated that counties and slightly eastward in Elkhart County in the
nearly 70 percent of the Amlsh born in North America vicinity of the village of Locke (Flgures 4 and 3).
have merged with the Memnonite churches.”? About this time, the first Amish familles crossed high-
Since 1905, membershlp flgures for the Amish way 19 and occupled land east of Nappanee (Flgure 9).
church distriets have been published by the Mennonite The 1914 pattern, as shown in Figure 9, reveals
Church. The figures for 1905 indicated that 140 mem- several important facts. Slince the earliest daya of
pers b:;;nged to the single church district at Nap- . Amish settlement, there had been practlcally no expan-
panee. The year previously, 1904, S. D. Guengerich ] sicn in a northward or westward direction, The expand-
had 1isted the f%gures as 132'mem§ers-1n 58 families.lol Iing, or growing edge of the settlement, was consplcuous-
This was large enough to occasion a division of the 1y along the eaatefn and southern margins. This pattern,
settlement ‘into two church distriets in 1906 and the evident since at least 1854, has persisted to the
followlng year William Yoder was ordained to serve as present day. It is also 1ﬁteresting that the eastward

b1 t!

_ shop in the east half (see the followlng sectlon on expanslon north of Nappanee took place about a mile and
the G 102 . . ;
. the Growth of Church Districts) The boundary line, a half from the city limits, just fer enough to be some-
running north-gcuth one-helf mile east of the Marshall '

what removed from the urban influence, The esmall finger
County boundary (Figure 14), Indiceted the Anish settle- of settlement projecting eastward into Unlon Townshlp
ment was st1ll largely confined to the area occupled in an& the broader extension southward in Scétt Township
1874. In 1910, the west half was divided into northern (Pigures 8 and 9) are characterlstic digitated spatial
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and southern districts,1°3 and the boundary line
{Fignre 14), running east-west from the original church
boundary westward at a polnt one mlile north of the II

Kosclusko County boundary, indicated a southward ex-

pansion, The growth of Amlsh church diatricts is an
infallible indicator of the diréctionsl trends of
pettlement expansion. By 1914, the settlement boundary
had moved southward in both Marshall and Kosclusko
‘counties and slightly eastward 1n Elkhart County in the IE
- vieinity of the village of Locke {(Ffigures 4 and 9).
About thie time, the first Amlsh families crossed high-
wey 19 and occupled land east of Nappanee {Figure 9).
The 1914 pattern, as shown In Flgure 9, revesls
several important facts. Since the earliegt days of

Amish settlement, there had been practically no expan- !

glon in a northward br westward direction. The expand-
ing, or growing edge of the settlement, was conspilcuous-
1y along the eastefn and scuthern margins, This pattern,
evident since at least 1854, has persisted to the
present day, It is also interesting that the eastward

expansion north of Nappsnee took place about & mile angd

a8 half from the city limits, just far enough to be some~

what removed from the urban 1nf1uence.- The emall finger
of settlement projecting eastward into Union Township
and the breoader extension southward in Scott Township

(Figures 8 and 9} are cheracteristie digitated spatial

Figure 9, & re-creati
Bettlenent pattern in on of the 0ld Order Amish

the Nappanee area about 1914,

The heavy lines are the county boundariles.

Sourcae:

Standard Atlas of Mershall County, Indiana
o. A. Ogle and Company, Chicago, 1304, ’

Pp. 30-31; Standard Atlas of St. Joseph
County, Indlana, Geo, A, Ogle and Company,
Cnicago, 1911, pp. 76-77; Standard Atlas of
Kosciusko County, Indiana, Gea. R, Ople and
Ec?mpany, Chicago, TOI%, pp. 37, 39, 42-43,

53 Standard Atlaa of Elkhart County, Indiana,
Geo. A, Ogle and Company, Chicego, 1915, pp. 65,
7. The pliat maps from these publications were
viewed for the writer by HNoah Borkholder, one

of the long-time resident
Amish gettlement. 8 of the Nappanee
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patterns assoclated with the growing edge of all Amish
settlements, and can also be ldentlfied on the maps of

Amish residences in Lancaster and Lebanon counties,

Pennsylvania,loh

105

and the Elkhart-Iagrange area of Ind-

. . The eastward expansion, so conspicuous by 1914,
gcontinued vigorously encugh that the East church dis-
trict had to be divided twice by 1922 {Figure 15),190
The sighlificance of these and subsequent church dls-
triet subdivisions are examlned in greater detsall in
the following sectlon, the Growth of Church Districts.

The decade of the 1930's was a period of crisis
in the Nappanee Amlsh settlement. Two strong movements,
one conservatiée, one liberal, had conslderable lmpact
on the Amlsh. Although the originas of both movements
stemmed from the increasing contacts with non-Amlsh
culture, the orlginators in both cases were 0ld Order
Amish. ‘

‘About 1930, & minister iIn the South church dis-
trict, Samuel J. Christner, became concerned about
what he felt was an unjustifiable liberalizatlon of
01d Order traditions. Aided by a like-minded blshop
from Buchanm County, Iowa, Isaac Gingerich, Christner
inaugurated ar open movement for conservative reforms.
He wanted to make the Amish chirch, according to local
resldents, like it hed been 100 years before. Arfter
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creation of much bad feeling and ill will, a council
of five Amish bishops (from Ohic, Illinois, and Ind-
lana) was held to hear Christner!s case. Ilater, two
move bishops were added to the council. After several
seasions, Christner was unrepentant, and the bishop's
council silenced him in the ministry and set him aside
-rrom feliowship., Christner then began holding sérvices
on his own end attracted a following of famllles that
shared his views. Christner and his deacon, Jake Mast,
then ordained a member to the ministry, an action un-
heard of among the Amish since neither were bishops,
The Christher church never grew much beyond 1ts
orlginal followership. At its peak, about 1935, there
were 16 families in communion. Repeated attempts to
obtaln an 0ld Crder Amish bishop to come and ordain
Christner as a bishop were unsuccessful. Not belng
abie to hold communion serviges, and shunned by other
Amish famillies in the area, the increasing friction and
bad feeling resulted in 13 of the families moving out
of the Nappanee settlement. Three famllies remained,
but only two were received back into fellowship with
the 0ld Order.
About this time, 1937, Isaac Gingerlch, the
Amish bishep from Iowa, moved to Jay County, Indiana,
and origlnated a settlement dedicated to the conservative

principles of the Christner movement which he had been
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primarily responsible for rorzulating.- Three of the
Nzppenee Amish families Jolned Glngerich, but Sammel

J. Christrier moved to Adams County, Indlana, where he
resided with relatives. When he moved from Nappanee,
Just before 1940 (Figure 15), the Samuel J. Christner
church in the Amish settlement at Nappanee passed into
history, although several familieslremnined for a short
time following. Because of the spatial significance of
the patterns involved in the Christner movement, they
are exemined in greater detail in chapter Ill.

As the Christner church died, a new movement at
Kappanee was borm. Davld 0. Bo;kholder, son of the
patriarchal Moses Borkholder, had been an Amish bishop
in the Nappanee settlement since 1517. Having develop-
ed a sense of mission, and becoming disenchanted with
the traditional restrictions of the 0ld Order soclety,
D, 0. Borkholder broke with Fhe Amish in April, 1540,
taking 10 Amish families with him (Figure 7). The
group built Maple Lawn church just northwest of Nap-
panee (Flgure 10) and became affillated with the Beachy

“Amish churches of Korth America. The complete story of

the D, 0. Borkholder split has been documented by
Alvin J, Beachy.l%7

The Haplé lawn church was very successful,
Originating with about 24 charter members; membership
reached 103 in 1961. Since the, several groups have




Figure 10. Location of 211 Mennoni
Amish churches in the Nappanee area,
are the county boundaries,
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left the Maple Lawn church and established their own
independent congregations (Figure 7). The 1966 mem-
bership of these two groups, Falrview (U47) and Berea
Christisn Fellowship (16) then exceeded the membership
of the parent church, Maple Lawn (30)108 (Flgure 11)}.
The three groups were not in fellowship with each other,
and the Berea church did not meintain a Beachy Amish
affiliation.

The impact of the Beachy Amish movement on 01d
Order settlements in the United States as & whole has
been considerable.log In 8 few cases nearly entlre
church districts have followed fthelr blshops into the
Beachy church. In Nappanee, however, the movement has
been slow and steady, a family now and then. With the
recent dissatlsfactlcons evident In the Maple Lawn church,
this afflliation will no longer continue to be 80 de-
sirable, Other factors, how§ver, operating in the Wap-
panee settlement have minimized the impact of the Beachy
Amlsh movement, and these are discussed in greater de-
tail in chapter III,

Since the Berea and Falyview groups represented
secondary movements from the 014 COrder soclety thelr
history was not documented in this study. The spatisal
significance of the origina) D, ¢, Borkholder split,
however, 1a examined ln greater detall in chapter I1I,
The 1966 residential pattern of all three Beachy Amish

churches at Nappanee 1ls shown in Figure 1l.

If the decade of the 1930's was & perlod of
erisis in the .Nappanee settlement, it also provided
the Amish with new and vigorous families. This was
thé depression pericd, and a steady stream of fam-
illes from drought ridden and poverty stricken settle-
ments in North Dakots, Iowa, and Kensas trickled into
the Neppanee area, reverzing a trend begun on a smaller
scale 1n the early part of the century.llo For the
most part, these families moved Iln along the southern
edge of the expanding settlement (Figure 9), a most
revealing fact. These western families, largely con-
ditioned to a more tolerant zet of church rules, or
Ordnungen,111

in this area of the Nappenee settlement a locale con-

applicable in the Amerlcan pleins, found

ducive to adjustment of their differing traditions.

The epatial dimension, growth to the south, was strong-
ly related to the seclal dimenslion, a more tolerant
Ordnung. This may be a generalization applicable only
to the Nappasnee settlement, but the expanding edge of
Amish eettlement everywhere seems to carry along with it
the conditlions and traditions_or the body group from
which 1t 18 growing. In Mappanee, the two growing edges,
one basically eastward along the northern extremity, the
other southward and eastward along the southern ex-

tremity, represent the expansion of Amish families with




Figure 11. The 1966 residential territory of
the congregations of the three Beachy Amish churches
in the Nappanee area: Maple Lawn, Fairview, and Berea
Chriatian Fellowship. A few additionzl families lived
to the east of the area shown, and several north of
Wakarusa (Figure 4). Until 1962, all these families
were members of Maple Lawn. Since then, the other two
groups have withdrawn and establighed independent con-
gregations (Figure 7). The heavy lines are the county
boundaries,

Source: locational informetion for this WAp Was pro-
vided by Steve Yoder, Bishop, Maple Lawn
Church, Ervin Miller, minister, Maple Lawn
Churech, Jeke Mast, minister, Falrview Church,
Edward Graber, minlster, Fairview Chureh, and
Homer D, Miller, Bishop, Bethel Conservative
Mennonlte Church,
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basically ﬁirferent treditions, the slightly more
conservetive groups being found in the north. When
an Amish family moves, these governing church rules
are assessed very carefully, resulting, in time, in
a shifting of similar-minded Amish families Into the
same general locale whether 1t be a single church
district or a dlstrict wlthin a large settlement.

By 1940, the sddition of new families, coupled
with natural populatlion growth, resulted in the con-
tiruous eastward and southward expansion of the setile-
ment. The 1940 pattern is shown in Flgure 12. Amish
familles were found all the way to the eastern edge of
Union and Jefferson townships (Figure 2) and a single
family had located seven miles further eastward in
Benton Township of Flkhart County. The settlement '
then occupled an arez of about T4 square milez com-
pared with 30 square miles in'lglh, an areal expansion
of nearly 150 percent. A very minor extension occurred
in the northwest, but the growing edge of the settle~
ment contlnued to be the east and the south.

Followlng the D, 0, Borkholder split with the
0ld Order, there was an immedlate contraction along
the eastern edge of the settlement, Many of these
families simply Jjoined the Beachy movement, but a great
number moved into availeble land to the west to avold

the vacuum which now separated them from the maln body

1940,

Source:

Figﬁre 12. B re- t
Antsh setorre L creation of the 01d Order

A single

in Benton Townsnip, Elkhart County.
are the county boundaries.

t pattern in the Nappanee area shout
family lived seven miles to the éast

The heavy lines

Atlas =nd Plat Book of Elkhart County
Tnd}ana: ;?52, Ihe Thrirt Press, Rocifcrd,
inols, 1229, pp. 27-29; Madison Township,
5t. Josegh County, Indiana, plat map, Sur-
E:yorlsﬁorrigg, Sauth Bend, Indiana, 1935;
rman Township, Marshsall County, Bo 5
Assessor's office, Plymouth, Indiana?kig§7-
no plat for Kosciusko County in thie perioé
could be located, Locational information
for this map was provided by Homer D. Miller
Bishop, Bethel Conservative Mennonite Church,
Steve Yoder, Bishop, Maple Lawn Church, Erviﬁ

Miller, minister Maple Lawn Church, and
] Neoah
Borkholder and Jonas Yutzy, 01d Ordér Amisga

residents of the Nappanee settlement,
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of 01d Order famllies. Thls process wes vigorous
enough that, in 1947, the two easternmost church
districts were merged into one {Figure 15).112 This
contraction was short-lived, however, and the dis-
tricts were divided agaln in 1952.113 Expansion ;on-
tinued to the east and to the souih, then also began
to the north., By 1966, Amlish families were living
all the way to Etna Green on the south (13 miles from
Nappanee) and Wakarusa on the north (7 miles ?rom
Nappanee) as shown in Figuwve 13, The Amish had -
apparently avolded the more expenslve real estate
along highway 19 north of Nappanee (Flgure 4) and hed
largely withdrawn from the Swamp area of Kosciusko
County (Figure 13), finding large muckland farme un-
sultable for thelr generallzed agriculture which re-
guired at least a small amount of pasture land for
milk cows.

In 1966, the Amish aetklement at Nappanee
covered an area of about 85 aquere miles. The mejor
east-west dimenslon was in a line passing directly
through Nappanee, and the major north-south dimension :
was In a line passing Just west of Nappanee. The
gettlement extended slx mlles both east and west from
Nappanee, 11 miles southward, and 7 miles to the north,
Again, there had been no expansion from the 1854

nucleus in northeastern Marshall County and the bordering




Figure 13. fThe Nappanee 014 Ordep Amish gettle-
ment pettern in 1966. The heavy lines are the county
boundaries.

4 |
7%
" “‘giigi!ili!?'

Bource: County, Indfaner Officinl Farm Plat

Koﬁoiusko
Book end Direc ory, County PIat angd DIractory

©., ino., i rlet Map, Marshall County,
Indiana, Rockford Map Fu lisHers, HocE?orS,
nele, 196); Map of Locke Township, Sur-
veyor¥s office, Elkhart County, Tos en, 19&&;
. Mep of Union Townshi » Surveyorty offige,
E’it"ﬂ‘*‘ountﬁ_fy, oahen, 1966; Atlsa of 8t.
Jozeph County, Indlana, "Madison Townahip, ™
!IEFEII Bfuaio, Chicego, 1960, p. 401, ‘The
looational information for thia map wer pro-
vided by Homer D, Miller, Bishop, Bethel
Condervative Mennonite Church, Stevs Yoder,
Bishop, Maple Lawn Chureh, Ervin Miller,
minister, Maple Lawn Church, and the Tollou-
ing 0ld Order Amish resldents: Nosgh Borkholder,
Jonss Yutzy, Elmer Hochstetler, Poter Grabver,

Alvin Yoder, Daniel Borkholder, end W{llia
Yodero

TNA 1966 o
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area (Flgure S). -

The areal growth of the settlement between 1940
and 1966 was about 15 percent, considerably less than
that recorded for Lancaster County, Pennsylvania,

There, about 1540; Walter Kollmorgen had found the

Amish settlement covering an are#-of'l50 square miles.llu
By 1966, thls had incre&sed to:nearly 325 square

miles, 115 gy expansion of better than 100 pereent. Some,
but not all, of .the deference_cgn be gttrfbuted to the
much smaller gize of the Nappan¢e settlement in pop~
ulation, 6ther reasons will be discussed in the follow-
ing sections.

In the early 1950's, considerable interest was
evidenced by a number of Amish familles in a mission
movement which had been stimulated by the efforts of a
Detrolt workingman, Russell Maniecl, who had been cone
verted to the Mennonlte churc_h.l16 Many younger Amish
families were qulte lnterested in the movement and, in
Augusat, 1950, a gerles of Amlish Mission Conferences
began, the first belng held at Kalona, Iowa. A number
of Nappanee Amlsh families participated in these con-
ferences,

A Mlgsion Interests Committee (MIG).was formed
and Maniacl began forwarding a publication titled Amish

Migsion Endeavor to & great number of familles and

writing letters tc the ordalned ministers, The MIC
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agsumed responsibility for the maintenance of a2 hos-
pital in Arkansss and later shifted its interests to
Indlang in central Canada. As & result of this ac-
tivity, about 10 Amlsh familles at Nappanee began meet-
ing for mlid-week Bible study, an action which created
conslderable opposition frem the nrdained miniatry,
although sevefal minieters attended. Thé BEible study
group met throughout the summer of 1952 and the follow-
ing winter and, in December, Harvey Graber, a member of
the Blble study grdup who had enrolled at Goshen Col-
lege, assumed the edltorship of the MIC publication and
1t was retitled Witnessing.117 During 1ts short pub-
lication perled (April, 1953, to June, 1961) Witnessing
was forwarded to nearly 7,000 familles in Korth Amerilea,
The misslon conferences were stopped in 1953 due
to conslderable oppositlon and gossip, but the interest
that had been created dild not_die. Several famllies
hed moved from the Nappanee area-and others had with-
drawn from the 0ld Crder and merged with other church
groups. The most slgnificant movement which resulted
was a transfer of meveral young people to the Conser-
vative Mennonlte Church. Soon & number of families
followed and théy attended services at Pleasant Grove
church near Millersburg in aocutheastern Elkhart County.
When the congregatlon grew too large, th@ chﬁrch was

dlvided and a new meeting house, Bethel, was constructed

—
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just northeast of Nappanee (Figure 10). The charter
membership of Bethel in late 1954, seven families and
four young adults, was composed entirely of persons
who had withdrawn from the 0ld Order settlement at -
Kappanee.

Of the ten families involved in the orlglnal
Bible study meetings at Kappanee, only one remained
within the 014 Order in 1966. Three had joined Men-
nonlte churches, one was Beachy Amish, and flve were
Conservative Mennonites. The spatial significance of
both the mission movement and the original Bethel con-
gregation are examined in greater detail in chapter III.

As the year 1966 drew to & close, there were,
within the Nappanee settlement, 12 01d Order Amish
church districts, three Beachy Amish churches, a Con-
gervative Mennonite church composed almost entirely of
ex-Anish families, a Mennonite church (West Market
Street) with Amish origins, and & Mennonite church,
which, although founded by Mennonite settlers, contain.
ed a large number of families descended from Amlsh
settlers, this resulting from a riass congregational ex-
changeuhichcmcurred between the two Mennonlte churches
in 1923 and 1924 (Figure 7).128

The city of Nappanee 1g the only significant
trading center within the entire settlement (there are

no stores in either Gravelton or locke). ILate on a
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Friday rfternoon and all day Saturday, the Amish bug-
gles occupy, In the heart of Rappanee, what is probably
the largest puflic-oyned hitching lot In northern In-
disna, HNappanee will remain the dominant trading center,
but 28 Amish families expand towerd Wakarusa, Etna
Green, and Milford (Figures & and 13), the peripheral
residents will undoubtedly reorient thelr shopping.
Bremen already attracted & number of the familles In
the west. The northward expansion will also result in

a new cultural contaét, ginece Amish families were moving
into the region occupled by the Wisler and 0ld Order
Mennonite groups centered east of Wakarusa. Since these
two groups, traditionelly and sgriculturaliy 1ike.the
Amish, are also growing and expanding, an incresasing
conflict for land and space should be expected. Any
comment on the future of thle pattern at this time

would be pure epeculsation.

The Growth of Church Districts

An Amish church distriet is a ceremonial unit
no larger than a membership that can be conveniently
accommodated in the homes where worshlp services are
held.119 Tnere is no epecific number estazblished,
the needas depending on local circumstances,.conditinns,

and attitudes. The church districts in the Nappanee

]




area are not discussed in terms of their functions,

a task aslready performed by both Dr. Hostetler120 and
Dr. Huntington,t2l but in temms of their historical
development in relation to the spread of the Amish
settlement and as indicators of the concentration of
Amish population.

Of the largest Amigh settlements, only the one Iin
Lancaster Ccunéy, Pennsylvania, had had historic docu-
mentation on the dates of church district formntion.122
The 1965 map of the Lancaster County church distrlects
shows many dates regarding the establishment of cer-
tain boundary 11nes.123 Because of the nature of
the terrain, the district boundaries are extremely
irregular, but in the middlé west boundaries are
generally rectangular and follow such visible fea-

tures as rosds, sectlon, and property lines, and

rallroads.

The exact boundary lines of some of the church
districts in the Nappsnee ares are lmpossible to show
in full detail since, in order to equalize as fully as
peselble the number of members in & dividing district,
they may detour arcund specific farms, follow lanes,
fence lines, and imaginary boundaries. It is not
posslble to state under what gpecifle conditlons church
districtslin the Nappanea settlement have been divided,
but examination of divisions over the years indicates
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that when the baptiied membership approaches 100 some
concern 1s felt and when it reaches 130 the crowding in
the home has reached & critical level, In the most
recent division for which data were avallable, the
boundaries were adjusted in such a way that 67 members
{only baptized persons are considered members by the
Amlsh) were located in each portion.l2h This division
pleced 29 households on one side and 25 on the other.
Comparing the historicsal development of the
church districts wifh population was difficult since
there were no reliable population data. Although the

Mennonite Yearboock and Directory has given filgures since

1905,125 & few selected examples will suffice to show
the perll cof using the filgures with any degree of
assurance. The Firat 1isting of two church districts
et Nappanee appeared in the yearbook in 1913, eight
yearg after their formatlon and three years after the
prmation of a third district, Data for the Samual J,
Christner church flrat appeared in the yearbook In
1941, nearly 10 years after 1ts formation, and after
cnristner had left the Nappanee area. These figures
were then repeated for four addltionsl years. The
data that appeared in 1913 for two districts were re-
peated for 13 years. Thls iz, of course, a réflection

of the disinterest of the Amish in compiling and
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publishing membership figures and keeping them up to
date, and in now way 1s the fault of the yearbook starff.
The membership flgures in the yearbook, therefore, can
be utilized only 1in a most genersllized manner.

Some of the details of church divisicn have al-
ready been mentloned. The first, in 1906, divided the
settlement into East and West church districts (Flgure
15). The boundery line, one-half mile east of the
Marshall County boundary (Figure 14), evidenced little
expansion beyond the'bpundaries of the 1874 settlement,
but there apparently had been some population increase
on the east, The membership sbout this time was pro-
bebly between 130 and 150 persons {S. D. Guengerich,
op. eit.). The second division, in the West district
in 1910 (Figure 15), indicated a southward expansion
since the boundary line ran west Just one mlle north
of the Elkhart-Kosciusko county boundary {Flgure 14),
By this tlme, there was 2 heavy concentration of Amish

" families in the Burlington area (Figure 4}. The third
division, in the East district in 1916 (Figure 15),
indicated continued expansion to the east and south
since the east-west boundary line was establlighed three
miles south of Nsppenee {Figure 14). The approximate
church district boundaries at this time are shown in

Figure 14,

1

Figure 14, The 0ld Order Amish ;

. chur

:gz:g:§§e§sathnipp?nfglﬁbout 1916. The Betigégi§2r1Ct
at o teken fro

heavy lines are the coun%y boundarigs?igure 9. The

Source: L. D. Christner, 01d Order Amish Church

Eistricts of Indiana, Topeka, Indiana,

; E. E, Gingeri
H . ch, Nappanee Ch
Rlstricts, map, Middlebuiyj‘?ﬁaIaﬁhj‘§§§%
« K. Yoder, & History of the Amish South

and West of Nappenee, indlana, unpyl
Goehen, IndiEHEEnggé_T§§§%ﬁEs unpubIished,
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FORMATION OF AMISH CHURCH DISTRICTS

NAPPANEE

By

¥ith continued expansion to the east and south,

further divisions were necessary. In 1922 (Flgure 15),

‘a new Esst district was formed by a north-south line

located one and one-half mlles east of Kappanee {Figure
16) and the old East district became known as the Cen-
ter district (Flgure 15), and an east-west boundary line
was establizhed two miles south of the Elkhart-Kos- .
ciuske counties boundary iine (Flgure 16). 1In 1936
{Figure 15), the North district was divided from the
old East (Center) district with a line running east- i
west through Nappanee (Figure 16)., There were now
seven church distriets; Northwest, West, North, Bouth
(sometimes cel}ed Southwest), East, Milford, and South-
east {Figure 15)}. Because of the loss of famllies in
the eastern section of the settlement due to the EBork-
holder split, the Milford and Southeast churches merged
into a single Milford district but were divided again
in 1952 (Figure 155.

The last major boundary formatlon tock plaqe in
1545 when the South dlstrict was divided inte the Korth
Millwood and South Millwoed districts {(Figures 15 and
16). In 154G, boundaries of the East and West districts
were adjusted to create the Hepton district (Figures 15
and 16}. This alignment of nine districts existed basle-
ally unchanged until i966 when three new churches were
formed, North BHeech Road, Burlington, and Kappanee




Flgure 16. The Old Order Amlsh church district
boundaries at Nappanee in December, 1966. The pettle-
ment boundary is that of 1966, taken from Figure 13.
The heavy lines are the county boundaries.

gource: L. D. Christner, 0ld Order Amish Church Dig-
tricts of Indlana, Topeka, Indiana, ¢. 19453
E. E. Gingerich, Nappanee Church Disirlcts,
map, Middlebury, Indiana, 1361; A. K. Yoder,
A History of the Amish South and Weet of
Nappanee, Indiana, unpublished, Goshen, Ind-
isns, 1958-1959. More recent boundaries were
added by the writer. The location of the
boundaries was verified by Noah Borkholder and
Peter Graber, both long-time residents of the
Nappanee 0ld Qrder Amish settlement. Also,
see note covering names on Figure 15.

4 NAPPANEE
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Table L )
Bt o e trtoter 1968

SR e R A
Northweat 4.0 ' 120 - 138 al
North Beech Rd. 3.0 -— 1384 16
West 3.5 117 134 38
Burlington 2.0 - 13l a7
Eest 3.0 112 159 53
Hepton 8.0 9C 159 20
Nappanee 1.5 — ‘ ice 21
North 11.5 106 2 21
H. Millwood 10.0 75 172 17
8. Milluood 13.5 102 236 17
Milford 13.5 15 172 13
Southeast 8.0 61 140 18
Totall 87.8 863 1,985 -
Aversge T3 T2 166 23

lsoe Figure 16 for loecetion of the ghurch dletrlots snd
2the1r boundaries.

Adguated population besed on 15 per cent increase over
1946 membership figurea snd = ratio of 2.0 peraons for
3esch baptized member &a desoritad in the text.
Denaslty in the number of Amish persons per squarse mile
hor the total area of each church district.

North Beeoh Rosd was divided Irom Korthwestv. XNappanes
was divided from the combinetion of Esat and Hepton.
Burlington wa# divided from Weat (mee text).

Table U
(cnntinued)

: 'S
i H 1966 membershlp figurss ¢rom-E. D. Zoo
urae tz:.iz Menmonlte Yeerbook and Directory¥y:

1966, vol. T, PP Ge-53. ALYl other detm

Feoa the writer P deseribed im the text.

RN




gl
northeastern, eastern, and southern margins, the grow-
ing edge of the settlement. The smallest alstricis
were those in the northwest, the original nucleus of
the 0ld Order setflement at Nappanee, _

The density of the church districts in number
of Amish persona per square mile was also extremely
varied, ranging from a high of 67 (Burllingten) to a
low of 13 (Milford), with thé average for the entire
settlement being 23. When the density data were pre-
pared in map form, as shown in Flgure 17, a notice-
able asymmetry of population appeared. A section of
high density, covering the northwestern portlon of
the settlement, 1s quite consplecuous, but the area is
small, smounting to gbout 15.5 square miles, It was
estimated that over 36 percent of the total Amish
population, nearly TOC persons, 1ived in this area of
high density which amounted to only 17 percent of the
‘total land ares of the settlement. The general den-
sity in thils section wes sbout 45 Amish persons per
square mile, double that of the gettlement as a whole.

Thus far it has not been shown whether or not
the asymmetrical spatlal growth pattern and the asym-
metrical population distribution of the Amish settle-
ment at Nappanee, described ebove, are characteristic
of other Amish settlements, but this problem will be

exsmined in tha following section. Also, 1n an effort

Flgure 17. Density of population, in number of

* Amlsh persons per square mile, in the Nappanee settle-

ment in 1956, The settlement boundary is that of 1666,

taken from Figure 13. The h
e eton eavy lines are the county

Source: the data on wﬁich this map was
glven in Table 4, P based are
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to relate the Amish population pattern to the actual

1and aréa pcecupied, a&n attempt was made t0 distinguish

Amish lands from those controlled by non-Amish. This
agpect of settlement homogeneity is enother tople that

will be discussed in the following section.

Homogenelty in An Amish Settlement

In most studles of the Amlsh, the problem of
homogeneity hes been aséessed from the standpoint of
cultural differences between them and their non-Aﬁish
neighbors. Thé writer 1s aware of only a single study,
that by Yordy,la7 in which settlement aspects of Amish
nomogeneity have been studied, i.e., one in which the
spatial locations of Amish territories have been analy-
zed in relation to those of their‘hon-Amish nelghbors.
Although 1t hab long been recognized that theltypical
settlement pattern 13 one whlch contains a mixture of
Amish and adjacent non-Amlah lands,lza spetial varia-
tions in the intensity of thls mix have not yet been
quantitatively assepsed.

To develop some ldea of the homogeneity of Amish ;
1and control in the Nappanee area two criteria were \
selected:. (1) the number of Amigh farms ln a square
mile ssction; and, (2) the number of scres occupled or

worked by Amish in each square mile gection., The
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possibility of determining land ownership was rejectgd
due to tﬁe technicalities of adequately determining
such.ownership. Many Amish farms were leased or were
being purchased under contract arrangements of varicus
sorts, and the ownershlp of many of these was non=-Amish.
It was felt that to interview every Amish farmer in the
Nappanee ares was not essential to answer the basie
question herein posed, namely, in 1966, which lands were
occupled and worked by 0ld Order Amish and whlch were
- not. -

Survey of relevant plat maps in the company of
numercus Amish and noh-Amish persone whe were willing
to sit with the writer and sxamine the land control
patterns in their areas made it possible to Identlfy
196 Amish farms (only those with 20 acres or mere were
consldered farms; more than one family commonly reslded
on a single farm) which included 14, 945 acres, an average
of 76 scres per farm. An additional 500 acres Iin plots
or tracts smaller-than 20 mcres, occupled by some 30
families, were not included in the following calcula-
tions, If the total Amish peopulation of the Nappanee
gettlement were equally distributed among the 196 farms,
each would contaln about 10 persona,

The distribution of percentagea of Amish land
control 12 shown in Figure 18, A belt of sections in
which the Amlsh controlled more than half the land

Figure 18, The
1and control in the © percentages of 0ld Order Amish

Nappanee settlement in
;;ttl;ment boundary 1s that of 1966, taken %233.F1Th?
- he heavy lines are the county boundaries g
Source: the data on which
: thi
glven in Dapioreh 8 map was based are
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corresponded quite closely to the zone of highest
population denslity. ILlke density, the dlstribution
of dominant Amish land control was highly asymmetri-

cal with conspicucusly high value zones occurring in

the northwest section of the settlement.
Since the srea of the Amish church dlstricts

was known, it wes possible to determine the percen-

A Nappane

tage of land in each church district controlled by
the Amish and calculate a more mesningful population

density figure based on actual acreage. These fligures
are presented in Table 5. Two facts emerged qulte

¢lesrly, namely, the rather 1imited percentages of

Amish land control existing in neost distriets, and the
relatively high Amish population densitles per square

mile of controlled land. It is not so much the spa-

tial pattern of these figures which merits attentlon,

but thelr magnitude, for one expects density to vary

directly with population and inversely with land area.

Despite over 125 years of occupance in the northwest

section of the settlement, which includes the North- ‘

&

west, Beech Road, Burlington, and West church districts

= (Figure 16), the Amish still controlled only a little
N 2B TH 31-50

SXI8t-70 33 11-30 o w2 ' ©W more than 65 percent of the total land area (Table 5)..

In the Nappanee church dlatrict, with & very high den-
o - sity of 153 Amish persons 1ln every square nile controll-
ed by the Amish, the entire area was still nearly 85
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Table &5

Land Control in the Nappsnes Amizh Settlemant: 1966

Ghurch , Avss  Amish Land Amish Land? Amish Density

District™ mg. mi, sCres percant per sq, mile
Northwest 4.0 1,91k T L
¥Noprth Beech
Roed 3.0 1,093 56 83
West 3.5 1,620 73 s1
Burlington 2.0 40 5T s
Bast 3.0 975 51 102
Eepton 8.0 1,818 k1 57
Nappanes T.5 615 1! © 153
North 11.5 1,225 17 121
¥, Xill=- '
wood 10.0 1,132 18 96
8, Mille
wood 13.5 1,565 11 96
Milford  13.5 1,413 16 7
Bouthesst 6,0 778 15 15
‘motsl 87.5 14,945 e ——
Aversge 7.3 1,248 26 86

1800 Plgure 16 for the locstions end boundarlea of the
achurch dintricte. :

imish controllsd lend ss a parcentage of the totsl ares
of sach church district,
3D-nsity of Amish persons psr square mile of Anlsh con=
trolled land,

Source: all data from the writer aa described in the text,

100

percent controlled by non-Amish (Table 5}. With this
knowladge, i1t was possible to evaluaté some of the
models that have been suggested to explain the struc-
ture of Amish settlements.

As a result of his study in Lancaster County,
Pennsylvania, Kollmorgen concluded that land prices in
the center of the settlement were double those on the
periphery and that this resulted largely from a cen-
tripetal force which attracted Amish familles toward
the center with a resultant shortage of land. This :
finding has had wide circulation,’®? In line with this
thinking is the idea that the settlement periphery is
less desirable to the Amish, aince locatlon in the cen-
ter will keep them from contact with the "gay world.“139

In the Nappanee settlement, however, there was a{
highly asymmetrical nucleus and the evidence was clear
that, at least since 1874, the movement has been strong-
iy peripheral to the south and east desplte a large
gquantity of land aveilable in the northwest. The non-
Amish egricultural area within and immedlately adjacent
to the northwest distriet is not greatly different from
the land the Amlsh now occupy (Figure 6), but there has
been only limited expansion in that area. Although the
presence of non-Amish controlled iend is not necesparily
an indication that it 1g available for sale, it seems
unltkely that such large areas of non-Amish territory
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would he left in the northwest 1f a strong centri-
petal force had been operating during‘the last 125
years.

The centripetal force idea also overlocks the
feot that for each Amish family wishing to essure its
ecultural isolation from the outside world in a highly
concentrated Amish area, there is probably a famlly,
perhaps two, equally deslrous of moving to the peri-
phery if such a move offers a differentlal Ordnung in
the direction of less restriction and greater tolerance
to minor changes. The centripetal and centrifugal
forces operating withlin an Amish gattlement probably
offzet each other, although intense tension on the.
periphery of an Amish settlement may cccaslonelly set
in motion a centripetal mechanism on a temporar§ basis
{as happened at Nappanee during the schism of 1854 and
the D. 0. Borkholder split in 1940). Equally important
iz the obgervable fact that some of the most conserva-
tive of Amish settlements are emall ones completely
surrounded by the "gay world.” In addition, peripheral
clustering by conservative groups of Amish on the outer
margins of large, more progressive Amish settlements is
a well known fact, as, for example, the 0ld School Amish
in Big Valley (Mifflin County, Pénnsylvania), the Swart-
sentruber Amish in central Ohlo, and Amlsh along the

western edge of the Elkhart-lagrange settlement 1n Indiasna.
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The so-called land scarcity problem for the
Amish has been a common theme. Yet, since Eollmorgen
worked in Lancaster County, the settlement has'douﬁled
in area! A student working in the Nappanee settlement
in the sarly 1950's stated that "today there is a short-
age of land,"}31 even though by 1966 the Amish still
controlled only 26 percent of the settlement area they
occupied, There was land available for the Amish at
Nappanee, If they could not afford it, or 4id not
desire it, this was an economic or social problem, and
not necessarlly one of land shortage; It appears that
rzones of dominant Amish land control are more simply
related to the age of the occupled section than to any
centripetél force attracting Amish familles toward &
hypothetical nucleus.

Whatever the merits of previous statements
about the structure of Amish settlements may be, the
fact remains that, in the Nappanee settlement, the areal
expansion rate had glowed considerably, Durlng the
period 1940-1966, when the gettlement increased in total
area by only 15 percent, the population probebly in-
creased by 50 percent. In the preceding 26 years pericd
(191h -1940) the Nzppanee settlement inereased in area
150 percent. Yordy discovered that Amish land holdings
in the Elkhart-lagrange settlement increased nearly
100 percent during the period 1913-1915 to 1937. 132
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There are no such growth rates at Napqanee today and
there are several reasons why. The answer iz not found
in a centripetal movement ldea even though the three
1stest church divisions have occurred in the northwest
gaction. The population lncrease so suddeniy apparent
in this ares is resulting from the fact that Amish boys
who are raised in the erea marry and stay there. And
the high densitles on the Amish controlled acreage in-
dicate that they are not moving onto the avallable
land, One might conclude from the very high population
densities that the Amish farme must be unusuaily pro-
ductive to support such a large population, or that the
Amish have beeﬁ reduced to bare subsistence levels, &
misinterpretation reached by a study of Mennonite

1snd problems. 33 Keither idee is correct. The sin-
gular fact is that nearly half of the Amlsh household
heads at Nappanee are no longer farmlng. The settle~
ment does not fit any stereotype suggested in the past
which implies that only agriculture is a way of life
the Amish will accept. Evidence and observations con-
cerning this remarksble trend are presented in Chapter
IIl,

The Amish Exclave and the Non-Amish Enclave

The juxtaposition of Amish and non-Amieh con=-

trolled lands, described in the previous sectlon on
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homogeneity, can be expected in most Amish settlements.
The patterns which thls Juxtaposition‘may take are 1ln-
finitely varied and four dlssimilar types are shown in
Figure 19, Because of the minimal land control of the
Amish in the Nappanee area ;t was 4iffiendt to find a

non-Amish farm which was entfrely surrounded by Amlsh

controlled area. One, howevér, is shown in the figure.

Such farms, or non-Amish enclaves, serve to
eveate "one of America's most interesting minority prob-
lems . . » -the plight of & non-Amish farmer who finds
himself surrounded by & settiement of Amish," 3"
Kollmorgen referred to a Mennonite farmer who found
himself isolated from his ¢losest nen-Amish friends
by a distance of ten miles.135 Commentaries of this
type felated to cultura} isolatlion of non-Amish farm
families indicate an extremely high degree of Amleh
land control; a fector which is gqulte limited in the
Naﬁpanee settiement.

On.the larger scale, there were three non-Amish
enclaves in the Nappanee settlement, areas of at least
one aquare mile in which not a single femily of Amish
wes found (Figure 13). They were located in the ex-
treme eastern and southern sectlons of the settlement
(such enclaves can also be geen in Figures 9 end 12},
Here mlsc could be found ancther land-holding pattern,
areas in which Amish Pamilles 1live that are distinetly
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Figure 19, Four dissimilar types of Amlsh-non-
Amish land control in the Nappanee settlement in 1966.
Esch lettered rigure contains four square miles, Dia-
gram A 1s in the nerthwest section where the Amlsh
population and land contrcl are greatest, Dlagrams c
and D show consplicucus Amish exclaves, and D is &
characteristic pattern associsted with the growling
edge of the settlement, The blocky nature of B, lo-
cated along the west margin of the gettlement, con-
trasts sharply with D, and is assoclialed with &
poundary that has remained essentially unchanged for
nearly a century. The conspicuous absence of Amlsh
iand in the goutheastern area of C is related to the
ribbon of muck that occuples that portion of the : : .
settlement., The Amish have withdrawn from areas in c D
which most of their acreage was muck or poorly drain- S o

ed lowland. The cmall area 1n the southeastern
section of A is entirely surrounded by Amish land and
{a a non-Amish enclave, See Figure 2" for location of
the townships and sections.

QUIESCENT

Source: the patterns shown 1n the dlagrams are en-
lergements from data used. 1n the construction

. of Flgure 13.
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1sconnected from the main body of the settlement
Figure 13). There were four of these Amish exclaves .
glated to the settlement at-Nappanee, two along the
yorthern edge and two near the southwestern margin,

As an Amlsh settlement expands in area, the
movement is not on a smooth continmm along the plane
of the land area fnvolved. As nearby rural land be-
comes available, Amisn familles may purchase it. In
aome cases the land 1s adjacent t¢ that alrsady ac-
quired, in some cases not. Occasionally & Junp 1s
mede and land i3 purchased at 2 distance from the main
body, creating an Amish exclave. In most cases at
Nappasnea, the move was mede becmuse 1t was the only
lend availsble at the time the purchase Was deslired.
Successive purchases may tend to close this gap, but
in case tne distance is too great and the gep slow in
elosing the family will abandon the exclave and return
'eloéer to the main_body. More frequently, however, -
the gap is closed, the exclave becomes attached to the
parent body of the settlemént, and the non-Amlsh en-
claves slowly decrease in slze. Thus the settlement
expands 1in area, 2 thrust here, an extension there,
not smoothly but dlscontinucusly both in space and time.

It is suggested that the appearance of non-Amish
enclaves and Amlish exclaves are characteristic lend

holding patterns along the growing edge of an Amlsh

I
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ettlement. Iike flngers of extension from the main
ody, the enclave and the exclave denéte directional
wovement of the settlement. At Nappanee, however,

there were no protruding fingers, enclaves, or exX-~
claves related to the northweat margin, which had not
expanded since 1Bs4. A similar situatlion is apparent
6n the Amish map of Lancaster COunty,l36 where Amish
exclaves and non-Amish enclaves are found on the
northern, eastern, and southern edges of the settlement,

which are growing, bui are absent in the west where ex-=

pansion 1s prevent by the city of Lancaster.

Sunmery

The 01d Order Amish asttlement at Nappanee, Ind-
1ana, 1s one of nearly 60 separate settlements found in
the United States and Canada, Only recently, &n Amish
migfation began toICentral America., The three Beachy
Amlgh churches in the Nappanee Areé represent almost 50
found in the United States, Canada, and, perhaps ln the
near future, Paraguay. |

The first settlers arrived in the Nappanee area
in the mid-1830's. About 1840, some recent Amish immi-
grants from Germany arrived and settled mainly along
the Locke-Union townships boundary line at what is now
the clty of Nappanee. Other Amish families began
arriving from well egtablished Amlsh sattlements in Ohic
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and Pennsylvania about 1844, These fayilies settled
mainly along the Marshall County boundary, three miles
to the east.

The Amish church district was officially ore
ganized about 1853, but dlsagreements between the
two groups of Amish settlers casused a break in 1854,
The more liberal division eventually built = church
house and became known ag Amlsh Mennenltes. They are
represented in the Nappanee area today by the West
Market Street Mennonite Church. The others remained
aloof and became known as the 01d Order Amish,

Following the break, the 0ld Orde; Amish settle-
ment was largely confined to the boarder area of Mar-
shell and Elkhart countles, northwest of what is now
Neppanee. About the time tha.Baltimore and Ohio Rall-
road was completed in the area (1874), Davld H. Hoch-
stetler, the Amish blshop, moved to Newton County,
Iﬁdiana, taking a consliderable nmumber of familles with
him, For several years, ministers from the Clinton
area of the Elkhart-Lagrange settlement conducted
services for the Amish, About 1890, disagreements
concerning mechanical devices resulted in a number of
Amish tamilieslmoving out, and others jolned the
Neppanee Mennonite Church,

Desplite this loss, the O0ld Order Amlsh settle-

ment continued to grow, and the first division into two

-drawn from fellowshlp with Maple Lawn and have estab-

ilo
church districts took place in 1906. At this time,
the Am;sh Tamilies were still largely confined to the
Marshall«Elkhart countles boundary area. By 1914,
however, the eastward and southward expansion had be-
coma cuﬁspicuous, and the growlng edge of the settle-
ment in these directlons has persisted to today., Since
the beglnning, there has been salmost no northward or
westward expasnsion from tﬁe 1854 nucleus in northeast
Marshall County. .

In the 1930's, both conservative and liberal
novements had considerabla Impact on the settlement.
The former, led by Samuel J, Christner, created such
friction that at least 13 families moved to other
states. The liberal movement, led by Amish Bishop
David O. Boerkholder, resulted in the withdrawel of a
large number of families from the 0ld Order who built
Maple Lawn Church which affiliated with the Beachy
Amlsh churches. Since 1962, two groups have with-

lished independent eongregations,

During the depresalon, a large number of fam-
11ies arrived in the Nappanee ares from drought-
gtricken Amish settlements in the western states. Many
of these familles settled along the expanding southern
edge of the settlement, imparting to this area a greater

sense of freedom from restrictive Ordnungen end tolerance
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to minor changes. By 19%0, the settlement had ex-
panded to nearly 74 square mlles, nearly 150 percent
larger than in 1914,

Dufing the 1950's the Nappanee gettlement was
disturbed by a great interest in the nationwide Amish
mission mbvement. A local group began meeting for
midweek Bible study and prayer services but discon-
tinued tﬂe meetings after conslderable opposition from
the Amish ministry. Most of these famllies withdrew
from the 01d Order end Jolned other Mennonite chprches.
Bethel Conservative Mennenite Church, when it was or-
ganized in 1954, had a congregation composed entirely
of persons of 01d Order packground.

By 1966, the Amish settlement coversd about B8
square mllesz, an expanaioﬁ rate of 15 percent compared
to the 150 percent in Lancester County during the same
period of time {1940-1966). The gettlement was diyided
inﬁo 12 01d Order church districts.

Nappanee wag almost directly in the center of
the ssttlément and was the dominant trade and market-
ing center. With continued expansion, however, peri-
pheral trade relations with communities like Milford,
Etna Green, and Wakarusa, ghould be expected. In the
north, the Amish were moving in among 0ld Order Men-
nonites who shared many of the same traditions. A

marriage betweeh children of the two groups had already
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been reported, and more cultural contact can be ex-
pected in the future. ' ‘

Examination of the division and growth of church
districts in the ﬁappanee Amish settlement subatantiat-
ed the deta presented in the first part of chapter II
that the growing edge of the Nappanee settlement has
always been to the east and south, and only recently
to the north, Desplte this areal expansion, however,
the three most recent church divisions had taken place
in the northweet sectlon where there had been practi-
¢ally no areal expenslon. More and more Amish famlilies
were occupyling the same space.

A complete census of twe church distriets in
1966 made it possible to arrive at approximate popula-
tion flguree for the entire settlement, When the pop-
wlation was compared to the area of each church dis-
trict, a conspleuous zene of high density population
waﬁ revealed in the northwestern section of the séttle-
ment., Over 35 percent of the total Amish population
at Neppanee cccupled this zone of high deneity which
amounted to only 17 percent of the sattlement land area.
The area expansion pattern and the concentration of
population in the Nappanee gettlement were both hlghly
asymmetrical.

Identification of 196 Amish farms in the Nap-

panee gettlement made 1t poasible to assess the
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homogeneous nature of the area in some quantitative
manner. It was discovered that the Amish controlled
only 26 per cent of the land in the settlement, el-
though the amounts were greater in the northwest sec-
tion. In one church district with an area of two
square miles the Amish controlled less than 60 per cent
of the land., A high value zone of dominant Amish land
control was found in that section of the settlement
whilch was oldest and had the greatest general population
density for total land area.

The idea of centripetal movement toward a nucleus
of the settlement wlth resultant land scarcity and high
Jland valueg in the center was rejected since even the
oldest and most densely concentrated zones of Amlish

~ land control still contalned large quantities of avall-
able land. The centripetal mechanism, which supposedly
at@racts ramilies.into the center of the setilement to
produce cultural isolation, is probably offset by an
even stronger centrifugal force, and the expansion
pattern of the Nappanee settlement indilcated this. The
small size of the church districts, the rather minimal
Amish land control, the extremely high densitles 6n
Amish controlled land, the sudden population increase
in the northwest where there has been little areal ex-

pansion, and the slow~-down of totsl Bettlement expansion
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in comparison with preceding time perlods, was attributed
to & loss in the agricultural orientation of the i
settlement,

The pattern of land holding in an Amish settle-
ment 1s typlcally one of non-Amlsh lands in Juxta-
position with Amish lands. An individual farmer might
find himself removed some distance from the closest
non-Amish neighbor, but the minimal amount of land
control by the Amish in the Nappanee settlement
prevented any great isolation.

Along the growihg edge of the seltlement were !
found larger areas in which no Amlsh families were found |
and areas disconnected from the maln part of the settle- |
ment in which a few or & single Amish femily was found,
Patterns of this type were found in both the Nappanee
and Lancagter County 014 Order Amish settlements. Such
Am;sh exclaves and non-Amlish enclaves are related to the
irregular nature of the land purchasing mechanizsm and
are probably characteristic expressions of the growing
edge of an Amish settlement.



Chapter III1
INTER&CTION PATTERNS IN THE NAPPANEE SETTLEMENT

No Amish settlement 1s s0 jgolated that 1t has no
contacts, either with the non-Amish soclety of which it
ig a part or with other Amish settlements elther nearby
or distantly removed. Even among the 0ld School Amish of
Big Valley {M1££1in County, Pennsylvania), certalnly the
most traditional group of Amish anywhere, there 1s consid-
erable non-Amish interaction even though they fellowshlp
wlth no other group of their xind. Thelr white muslin
covered buggies are common slghts at the weekly Belleville
suction and on the mountain roads near Reedsville., They
eat in public restaurants, buy at the local stores, and
pell to non-Amish outlets.

The impact of such jnteraction patterns on the con-
servative Amish and Mennonite communities has attracted con-
giderable attention and study.237 Each Amish settlement
will have its own distinectlve set of interaeiion patterns
depending on geographlec locale, traditions, and contemporary
gentiments, It was suggested 1in chepter II that the arrange-
ment. and structure of the Amlsh lands and population at Kap=

" panees can offer some clues regarding the development of the
- gettliement. Since the physical form of the settlement is
a result of the sunctions of the persons residing within it,

some relstionship should be found between Amish activities

16

and the structure of the settlement. The major focus
of V

this chapter iIs to analyze certain selected interaction
patterns which were felt to be of specizl significance in

understanding the developmentsal and structural aspects of

the settlement 1tself. The lnteraction patterns analyzed

deal
eal with two major themes: (1) loss of agricultural or-

lentation among the Amish residents of the settlement; and
L4

(2) the maintenance of & differential Ordnung, or set‘or ;

church rules, which 1ls related both to the growth pattern;

of the settlement as well as to the setivities of the Ami%h
residents.

The Industrial Revolution at Nappanee

The agricultural orientation of the 0ld Order Amish

is
well known, So prevasively has 1t directed Amlish tyadl-

tipns that to assoclate the Amish with agriculture has be

.come & legitimate stereotype. In view of past Amish his

tory, it is not difficult to understand that "ecultivation of

the so0l1l 18 a moral dlrective, Viriually all Amish heads of

households are farmers or are on thelr way to becomlng farm-
ers."138 oOne can understand that "in order to exist, the
014 Order Amigh church must have a strong economle b;se° it
must remain isolated; and it must hold its children.“13;
It 1a more difficult, however, to underatand that "these

essentieals for the continuation of the church can beat be
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achieved by farming."luo The developqents at Nsppanee
will provide some observatlon on these polnts.

It has been accepted throughout most Amish
communities that ecertain non-farm occupatlons are
guite leglitimate. Carpentry, harness work, black-
smithing, bugegy making, speclalized agricultural
gkills and services asnd, more recently, teaching in
the Amish parochial schools, have all been recognized
as being within the sphere of the inherent interests
of Amish soclety. Throughout time, however, the
major full-time occupation has been farming although
young men follow & great varlety of pursults as they
approach adulthood end the time when they find a farm
of thelir own,

If farming has such an important role in the
Amish settlement, it should be valuable to obtain
sopé date on the quantitative aspects of agricuiture
as a full time employer. Hostetler obaﬁrved that only
47 per cent of the household heads in Geauga County,
Ohio, were engeged in farming.l%l An additionel 29
percént were engaged in cccupaticna which would leglit-
imately fall within the realm of those fully accepted
by the Amisgh, and only 27 percent were engaged in oc-
cupations related to factory work, dey laborlng,

rallroads, snd others,

A complete census of two church districts at
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jappanee (West and Buriington, (Figure 16), compiled
ror the writer In 1966 by an Amlsh resldent) revealed
that farming on & full time basis 1nvolved less than
hglr of the econocmlcally active household heads. The
resultshof the census were &6 follows:

total househcldS. « o » o 2 & = ¢

Totired Ny agtive housenolds. -

11 time Ffarming « « o « » » = * 1

full time factory work. . « o o =

other non~-farm occupatlons. v
only 32 percent of the Amish househo}d heads in the
econuﬁically aétive category were engaged in full-
time farming. More slgnificant, however, wes the.rate
of employment in factories. In Geauga County, Hos-
tetler found only 17 percent engaged in factory -arc>x°1c.1!"2
In the two church districts at Keppanee this rate was
45 percent. Nearly flve out of ten working Amlsh house-
hold heads were employed 1n industry. In edditlion,
thefe wers eight children {including 5 girls) and two
Amish wives working in factories.

This shift to industry has been a recent trend,
probably elnce World War I1I, and has vecome most sctive
within the past 15 years. It 1s not without explanation.
8ince the war, Elkhart County has become one of the '
nation's leading prodﬁction centers for mobile homes
{trailers), and the Amish settlement at Nappanee 1s

ringed with cities and towns which contaln one or more

of these traller factoriess Elkhart, Goshen, Wekarusé,
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Bremen, Syracuse, and Hourbon (F{éﬁr§s~1 and 4). It
is near legend in the area that Kmi?h money and skills
in cabinet work lald the foundation for this enter-
prise. Whatever the truth of this bellef, the fact is
certain that the trailer factories have prospered
th;ough the conscientious application of the wood and
metal working skills of thelr Amish employees. Most
of the tiailer shops are small, employing from 15 to 200
persons, although there are some extremely large
corporations in the business. The Amlsh prefer the
smaller shops, many of which are owned or mansged by
Mennonite or other denominational members sympathetle
with the Amish views against unions, social security,
and. community involvement, and tolerant of their need
to be absent ocecasionally for helping on farms of
relatives or celebrating a holiday., All of these 1tems
are important in the Amish philesophy and in their
religious calendar, but are absent in the secular world
at large. Practically sll Amish persons in the two
Nappanee church districts surveyed that were employed
in factorles were involved in the traller buslness,

Of the 28 Amish persons employed in factories,
12 worked in Bremen, six in Wakarusa, five 1ln Rappanee,
and five in Syracuse. 8Since the two districts studled
are quite close to Bfemen, this might represent & sim-

ple distance relatlonship which would also be operative
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sor other church districts located closer to different
trailer centers.

From information obtained through enrollment
cards of 144 chlldren attending Amish parochial schools,
1t was possible to regionalize the impact of industrial
employment on the Nappanee settlement, There were
three pa?ochial scheols serving Amlsh childrgn, and they
had non-overlapping attendance areas depending on the
church distriet in which the students resided. The
attendance areas, as of December, 1966, for the three
schools, Borkholder, Waldy, and Pleasant Velley, are
ghown in Flgure 20.

In the Pleasent valley School ares, which served
the southern and southeastern sectlons of the settle-
ment, 1t was found from the school enrollment infor-
mation that 49 percent of the household heads were em-
ployed in industry, and only 41 percent in full-time
:('m*ming.:l'n’3 In the Weldy srea, the west and northeast
séctions, 39 percent were employed in factories and
51 percent in full-time farming. In ‘the Borkholder
district, a school attended only by students in the
Northwest and Beech Road church districts, 19 percent
were employed in factories, and &2 percent in full-
time farming. This revealed a progresslve increase in
full-time farming {rom thé eastern and southern margins

of the settlement toward the northwest section, &

e




Figure 20, lLocation of Amish parochiasl schools,.
and thelr attendance areas, in the 0ld Order Amish
settlement at Nappanee in December, 1356. The ninth
grede students in the Weldy attendance srea mel at the
01d German School on the Bremen-Nappanee road (Figure 4).
The school building is located one-half mile east and
one-guarter mile south of the Weldy School, Various
ghadings are used to differentlate between the several
attendance aress., Many Amish children in these areas,
as well as in other sectlons of the settlement, attended
publie schools in the Bremen and Nappanee school dlstricts.
The heavy lines are the county boundaries.

Source: +he locatlonal information on which thls map
was based was provided by Amish studente in
the parochial schools with the assiatance of
the following teachers; Willis Yeder,
Barbara Helmuth, and Andy Gingerich.

TNA

. s=s¢chool building
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spetial relationship shown in Flgure 21, and a2 con-
comitant decrease in industrial employment in the saeme
direction. The averege for all three school districts
showed 42 percent employed in Industry, e rigure not
greatly different from the two church districts surveyed,
and 47 percent employed in full-time farming. The re-
maining 1} percent were employed in non~farm cccupations
other than lndustry. No study of the Amish has yet re-
vealed such a dramatic industrial impact.

Certain of the spatisl changes in the Kappanee
gettlement have been a direct resuit of this impact of
industry on the Amish at Nappanee. The striking slow-
down of areal expansion along the peripherw of the
settlement since 1940 hes paralleled the shift of employ=-
ment from agriculture to industry. This oeccupational
trend has lessened the need for land, thus perpetuating
a 1limited land control pattern in the settlement, con-
centrating more persons on each Amlsh-controlled square
mile, reducing the area of the church districts, and re-
orlenting the sgricultural focus of the settlement. The
recent division of three church dlstricts in the north-
west area reflecta the growth of industrial occupation
as & major employment outlet in the zone where 1t had
traditionally been weakest. The low densities of Amish
persons per Amish-controlled sagquare mile in many of the
church districts of the settlement, as indicated in

- Flgure 21. The percentages of family h -
ployed 1n full-time farming in %he Nappaneey01§ag:d:?
Amish settlement in 1956. The settlement boundary is
that of 1966, taken from Flgure 13, The heavy lines are
the county boundarles, The percentages employed fn
full-time factory work were lnversely proporticnal to
the percentages of full-time farmers.

SBource: the occupatlional information on which
was based was taken from enrollment dazzigfmap

14k students in the Amish pa
deseribed in the text. parochlal schools as
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Taple 5, can be expected to increase &s industrial em-
ployment gains greater momentum in those areas.

Whatever the relatlonship mlght be between the
future of Amish soclety and the role of industrial-
ization, the econocmic base of the Nappanes settlement
has been considerably strengthened, The traller
factories offer greater finenclal returns (3 to $5 per
hour is not unusual) than small farm operations, more
regular hours, and considerably less physicai demand
than farming.

At least euperficielly, the soclal structure of
the Nappanee settlement seems slso t have been strength-
ened, The traditional Amish church Ordnung, which has
placed the full-time farmer at a premium dlsadvantage
compared to his non-Amish neighbors, does not militate
ao strongly agalnst the non-farm family, Released from
the time and effort constraints of & horse-dominated
agriculture, &nd econcmically stabilized by a regular
income from a nearby small industry, more end more
Amish children are staylng within the group. The& marry,
"build & home along the edge of a farm owned by & father,
fother-in-law, grandfather, or other close relative, and
work in industry as well as pert tlme on farms in the
ares as the needs of the season dictate.

Young Amish couples were building many new homes

in the Mappanee eettlement, They were quite conventlonal
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iecording to modern styles, favoring two-story square
structures wlth oversize rooms for Sunday worshlp ser-
vices, but are generally beautifully appointed within,
Bottled gas, now accepted in many of the homes, has
brought modern kitchen ranges, refrigerators, central-
jzed heating, central plumbing and water supply, and

a host of other applicances within the Amlsh home. A
small barn, generally styled with a sloping Dutch roaf,
was bullt somewhere behind, and is Just lerge enough to
accommodate geveral buggles, sbme hay, & nhorse, and a
few extra stalls to pe used when the famlly hosted the
Sundaylchurch service. The traditional Amish garden
plots are maintained. With a rising income, and no
need for agricultural machinery, the non-farm family
finds itself in a unigue pesitlon of security and
gtabllity.

. -Along-with the change in economic activity has
come an increased strength in the freundschaft (family
kinship). It 1s not unususl to f£ind an Amish farmer
who has three or four BoOnE, all employed in traller
factories, now married and with families, and all living
within & short distance of the paren£131 home. Each new
non-farm family has 1imited land space needs and can be
- ageommodated without tension or crowding. For such &

family-directed goclety as that of the Amish, the
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significance of this closeness can not be underestimated.
Needless to say, some of the boys wlill lesve the factory
and return to farming, either because a farm becomes
avallable or due to dislike of factory work. But sl-
ready some established Amish farmers In the Nappanee
settlement have given up the agricultural life in favor
of the greater securiﬁy and income of the traller shops,
As their industrial senlority Increases, the possibllity
of & return t¢ farming probably lessens.. Whatever the
utlimate outcome, the industrial occupation has now
achleved full acceptance in the Napﬁanea settlement

and will soon engage more than half of the household
heads. The Nappanee settlement, although rural in
appearance and located in an agricultural setting, is
today distinctly industrially oriented.

It wes felt that the movement to industry has
been & spatially differentisal one in the Nappanee settle-
ment, and that thls has been related to the operation of
the Ordnmung in epace through time. Some spatlial patterns

related to the QOrdnung are examined in the followlng
Bections,

Interaction between Nappenee snd Other Amish Settlements

Not all 014 Order Amish church districts are in

fellowship with each other. In central Ohlo, after a




cleavage 1n the 1930's, the Swartzentruber Amish dis-
tricts withdrew from fellowship and now form & con-
servetive hloe on the northern periphery of the settle.
ment. There 1g almost no interaction between the
Swertzentruber districts and those of the other 014
order Amish.}*¥ The 01a School Amtsh of Big Valley,
Pennsylvania, have no fellowship with any other Amish
settlement, and normally have two ordaihed bishops for
each distriet to insure succession without the neces-
slty of calling oh thelr fallen-away brethren for
ministerial sssistance,llS "Amish history is a history
of divisions."las At Nappanee, followlng the Samuel
J. Christner dirficulty, a conservative reform move-
ment, many of the famllies moved to Jay County, In-
dlans, or Mercer County, Pennsylvanla, whare the
conservative policles wers maintained. Although the
Jay County settlement is now extinet, the reméining
famllies now reglde near Jamesport, Missouri, whers
they perpetuate the conservative tradition, The Amish
settlements in Tennessee, Arkansas, Buchanan County,
Iowa, and many of those in Pennsylvania, Ohio, and
Ontario, also have conservative traditions.

There have not been as many settlements of
liberal Amish, unless ona ineludes the Eeschy Amish
groubs, to cume.ihto existence as there have been

ultra-conservetive, But the Amigh.settlements near

130

Guthrie, Kentucky and Kalona, Jows, the Clinton area
of Elkhart County, Indlana, and the King and Stutzman
districts in the Holmes County settlement in Ohio, afe
all noted for thelr extreme tolerance for change and
innovation. The majority of Amish, however, particular-
1y in the larger settlements, are in the mainstream of
the soclety, eschewing either the ultra-conservative or
ultra-liberal szegments. Somewhere, at some time, every
Amish family will be able to find & settlement, or a
section of a settlement, which satisfies 1ts needs of
the moment.

Much of thia cleavage and splintering betwesen
Amish groups has resulted from disagreements invelving
the Ordnung, especially with regard to the policy of
Meidung, the shunning of a non~-conforming member.lu?
It is extremely difficult to classify Amish settle-
ments as conservative, niddle-of-the-road, or liberal
without resorting to detailed analysis of the Ordnung,
not only in 1ts formal context but alsc in its daily
81gp1ficance as it operates in separating the community
from its non-Amish neighbors. So complex is the Ord-
nung in 1ts total ramifications that it can hardly be
understood by the outsider. It pervedes the entire
Amich existence and 1, in essence, a formulery for a
way of life. To each church district, to each settle-
ment, the Ordnung glves a special sense of identity,
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cone which the Amish scrutinize guite earefully to make
certain thelr sense of ldentity corresponds, If dls-
agreement ensﬁes, migration has been a cOMmMONn manner of
resolving disputes about the Ordnung, Over the years,
this has resulted in a gradual drift of like-minded
families to certain settlements, or to certaln sections
of settlements, where personal gatisfaction within the
01d Order can be fulfilled.

Realizing the signiflcance of & somewhat simllar
Ordnung in ereating interaction between Amlsh settle-
ments made it pogsible to assess the Neppanee area
without & detalled point—by-pqint analysls of the re-
strictions and modifications of the Ordnung. One would
expect the interactions between Nappanee and other
Amish settlements to be strongest in those cases in
which their Ordnungen were somewhat similar, resulting
in frequent visiting, migratlon, and intermarriage,
and thus strengthening the kinship bond. One would
expect interaction to be minimal with those settle-
menis with which the Nappanee Amish had little 1n
common, thus reducing the amount of visiting, pro-
scribing intermarriage, and resulting in a weak kin-
ship 1link,

Interaction patterns between Nappanee and other

Amish settlementa have been surveyed by several different
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methods. . The importance of visiting among the Amish
has bheen well reccognized. Both H&::est:et:.‘ue:r-ll‘8 and
Huntingtonlug discovered a dominance of interest in
soclal visiting by analyzing the content of articles
from Amish correspondence in The Bud‘et, published
weekly at Sugarcreek, Ohio,15¢ Tnis same technlque
was utilized to determine the settlements wlth which
the Nappanee Amigh had most frequent contact, Al-
though thls methodology has definite limitatilons,
it was félt that the results were puggestive enough tq
be presented in Table 6. |

The strongest interaction patterns wﬁre between
Nappanee snd the Elkhart-Lagrange settlement in In-
dlana {Figure 3) and the Holmes County area in Ohio,
Over half of the visitors to Nappanee came from those
two settlements. A possidle explanation for the rather
limited number visiting the Elkhari-Lagrange erea from
Nappanee would be that, due to the proximity, visits
were quite numerous and frequently went unchronleled.
Othgr gettlements in Ohlo that had falrly strong inter-
action with Nappanee were those In the Geauga County,
Stark County, and Plain Clity areas, In Indiana (Pigure
3), the Mismi-Howard, Allen County, and Adams County
gettlements had falrly strong Interaction patterns.

Practically all the visltz to Towa were to the
Kalona area, Puchanan County having a very weak tle
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Table &
Soclal Interectlion between Reppsnee and Other
Amish Settlementa
Bettlement Vinlta to Viaits from
Happenee Neppanee

Elkhart-Lagrange,

Indiana 159 34
Holmses County area,

Ohio 111 28
other asttlementa

in Ohio 35 2
Florida 6 lg
other xettlements

in Indlana 39 18
Ioua 25 1l
Mighigen 19 IE
Wisconsin 6 11
Pennaylvania lg 11
Illinois . 2 10
Missouri 9 é
Kenasp 8 [
Oklahoma b 2
Canada s 2
Delauars 9 2
Maryland b 1
Kew York 0 1
Kentucky 0 1

. Total 478

202

8curce: The Budget, Neppanee corrsapendents, issuss of

FTane,

s to Cetober, 1966, inoluasive.
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with Nappanee. In Missouri, most vislting was with the
Amish settlement &t Bowling Green, not the conservative
area neer Jamesport and, in Michigan, the strongest tie
was with the Amish near Centervi;le, not with the more
conservative group farther east near Camden. Most of
the Pennsylvania vielting was Iin Lancaster County, al-
though Mercer County recelved some viaits from Naﬁpanee,
probably resulting from the move of famllies after the
Samuel J. Christner split. Consplcucusly absent were
visits to conservative Amish settlements in Arkansas,

Tenneasee, and many in Cntaric, If the vislte men-

"tloned in The Budget are & valld indicatlion of Neppanee

Amish interaction patterns, 1t indicates strong kin-
ship between only a few aettleménta_elsewhere and a
minimal amount of contact with the ultra-conservative
communlties.

In the complete census of two church districts
at Nappanee, information was gained concerning the home
pettlements of 54 married coupleés. Of this total, 29
couples were both Neppanee natlves, two couples had
neither partner from Neppanee, and the remalning 23 had
only one partner from Nappanee, Of the elther marriages
Involving Nappanee men, they found thelr wives in Okla-
homa, {3), Elkhart-Lagrange (2}, Illinois (1), Ohio (1),
and Migsouri (1). The Nappanee Amish wemen found thelr
husbands in Elkhart-Lagrange {8), Ohio (3), Kansas (2},
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nd Wisconsin and Illinois (1 each). .Thus, 10 of the 23

arriasges lnvolving a single Nappanee partner connected f the Ordnung at Nappanee and to understand its lmpact

lappenee with the settlement at Elkhart-Lagrange. y tie strueture and functlon of the settlement.

There is some indication of a weakening of this :
The Ordnung and the Settlement
lnteraction pattern. Infermation on 15 Nappanee marriages - e —

gince October, 1963, revealed slx involved both Nappenee
Much of the study done by others concerning the
natives and six in which the glrl was from Nappanee .
operation of the Ordnung in Amish settlements has been -
(husbands came from Kensas {2), Iowa (1), Missourl (1), '
concerned with identifying the church rules and under-
Michigen (1), and Plain City, Ohlo (1)} The remaining
o standing their impact on fAmish individuals and families.
three involved Nappanee boys {wives came from Elkhart- .
The case study approach, l.e., analysis of the Ordnung
Lagrange (2) snd Michigan (1)), Of these 15 marrlages,
operating in a real life situation, has been developed
not a single one invelved an Elkhart-lLagrange Amish boy. N
extensively by both Hostetleridl and Huntington.3}52
The intensity of the interaction patterns between
. Although the significance of & differential Ordnung,
Nappanee &and other 0ld Order Amish settlements, sparse
both in relationship to various individuals in & church
as the sbove data might be, seemed to Justify the con-
: district and between churech districts, is well recog-
clueion that the Nappanee gpettlement occupled a posi- 1
nized, 53 1ittle attentlon has been pald by other re-
tion. slightly on the progressive side of the conser- .
gearchers to the spatilal effects of differential sets
vative-liberal continuum. The great bulk of interaction, '
of church rules operating within an Amish settlement.
voth in soclal visiting and intermarrlage between settle-
Changes within the Amish society should be most mani-

ments, indicated that the Nappanee settlement had its _
: fest in those sections of the settlement with an Ord-
strongest links with the major stream of Amish soclety .

- nung which 1s mildly tolerant of change and mildly per-
and had minimal contact with the ultra-conservative or
missive of innovations. If the settlement 1s large
ultra-liberal settlements elsewhere.
enough, there willl probably be a aection with less
With this knowledge, it was posaible to make a
tolerance in which old custome end traditions are maln-
more realistic appraisal of the differentisl operation

. tained for a greeter length of time, This, in turn,

should result in a study diffuslon of innovatlons from
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the more tolerant sectlons toward the less permissive.
The resultant effects of this differentlal operation
‘of the Ordnung should be recognizaeble in all dimenslons
of the settlement - developmental, structural, and
functional.

The early development of the Nappanee settie-
ment evidenced a gtrong conservatlve tradition in the
original westerﬁ nucleus of Amish settlement along the
Marshall-Elkhart county boundary {Figure 2). The schism
of 1854, which intensified this traditlion and concen-
trated the like-minded families in & smaller area (Figure
8), also resulted in the placement of more llberal Amlsh
familles, those which Joined the Amlsh Mennonite church,
along the eastern margin. There were only non-Amish
families'along the southern hofder.

Slow growth and loss of famllies, both by mi-
gration and withdrawal to other churches, kept the
settlement small uritll just after the beginning of the
twentieth century. Since that time, growth has been
fa;rly steady and expansion has been oriented both east-
ward and southward. During this time, the growing edges
_of the Nappanee pettlement apparently began to take on
characteristics of & slightly more progressive nature
than that in the original nucleus, & generalization that
can be substantiated fram'observations of a number of

developments involving the withdrawal of families from
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faljowship with the Nappanee church districts.

The Ssmuel J. Christner Movement. The Christner

HO?Ement.in the Neppanee gettlement was one of con-
servative dimensions, This was a reactlen against
practices which Christner termed too worldly and
threatened the traditions of the church., If such &
rovement had been born in the original settlement nu-
eleus, historically consérvatlve, it would have indi-
cated dissatisfaction with the status of the northwest
area, but Christner lived, at the time, along the ex-
panding southern edge of the settlement, nearly six
miles southwest of Nappanee (Figure 22). Hls concern
was undoubtedly directed agalnat the Amish families in
his immediate erea, &n indication that the southern edge
was becoming too liberal. It has already been told that
this was the time that meny Amish families from the
western states were settling in this section. Not only‘
did they bring_uith.them a more tolerant Ordnung, but
they undoubtedly recognized this area of the Nappanee
settlement as one in which thelr personal satlsfactions
within the 01d Order could be fulfilled with a minimum
of conflict. Apparently, then, by this time, the grow-
ing southern edge of the Nappanee settlement already had
ranifest an Ordnung slightly more progressive than that
in the northwestern nucleus.

Christner found his only support from familles in

'
4




Figure 22, The location of resldential terrl-
tories of 26 01d Order Amish families involved in the
Samuel J. Christner (1334, 1o families) movement and
the David 0. Borkholder (1340, 10 familles) movement
in the 01d Order Amish settlement at Nappanee. Most
of the families in the Christner church left the
Kappanee settlement. By the time the Borkholder group
built thelr meeting house, Maple Lawn, in September,
1943, the congregation nad expanded considerably north-
westward, It soon involved familles from all parts of
the settlement. The heavy lines are the county
boundaries.

Source: the locationsl information on which this map
was based was provided by Homer D, Miller,
Bishop, Bethel Conservative Memmonlte Church,
Steve Yoder, Bisktop, Maple Lawn Church, and
Evvin Miller, Minister, Maple Lawn Church.
Additional information was provided by the
following residents of the Nappanee area:
Peter Graber, Harley Milier, Edward Graber,
and Jake Mast. Femlly names are not re-
vealed in this study, but they are available
from the writer for any person with a
legitimate research interest.

140

» Maple Lawn

TNA

A Christnar-church 1934  o<homs
IS Borhholder church 1940

Eerm—
9 mkL

e .

JL




i

wo sections of the gettlement, the southern edge, where
e lived, and along the expanding eastern edge. The
location of the Amish family territorles of those who
withdrew from fellowshlp wlth the loecal districts 1s
shown in Figure 22, Christner recelved no support from
families in the northwest, but perhaps he might have had
he not departed from Amish traditions so qulckly. His
unwarranted ordination of a minlster, since Christner
wag not an Amish blshop, undoubtedly crystallized sen-
timent agalnst him. Whether or not such an asaumption
1s velid, the Samuel J. Christner movement indlcated &
regional localization of what he felt were too pro-
gressive tendencies. These conditions were concen-
trated along the growing eastern and southern edges of
the setthment and, by that time, these areas had be-
come dlatinctively different from the original nucleus
in the northwest.

The David 0. Borkholder Movement., Although

Bishop pavid 0, Borkholder was silenced by the consent
of the 0ld Order minletry on April éB, 1940, his move-
ment did not develop overnight., His sense of mission-
mindedness had been growlng for some years, and his
progressivé attitudes were, in the early stages, tcon-
temporary with the congervative ones of Christner.

Borkholder was the bishop in the Milford Amish church

b

iistrict {Flgure 16), and 1t was along the eastern and
southeastern margins of the settlement, which had great-
1y expanded since 191k, that Borkholder goct hls original
gupport {Figure 22).

After being silenced, he began holding services
for 10 famillies that followed hlm away from the 01d
order. They eventuelly bullt Maple Lawn Church (Flgure
22) and merged with the BPeachy Amish churches. GSince
that time, the Maple Lawn congregation has been enlarged
primarily by the addition of Old Order families, and
membership once included, until the Fairview and Berea
withdrawals (1962 and 1963), familles from every pors
tion of the settlement (Figure 11).

On the surface, 1t would appear that the oceur-
rence of both conservative and -progressive movemepta
along the growing edge of the settlement would be a con-
tradiction in fact. If the growlng edge of the sebtle-.
ment 1s more progresslve, and appears to some Amish
families as if. it were becomlng too worldly, this asectlon
would be expected to marlfest cﬁnaefvative dissatis-
faction, The Samuel J. Christner movement was an under-
standable one. But why would David O. Borkholder, al-~-
ready living along the more progressive margin of the
settlement, express dlasatisractibn with tradition? A

rational snswer would appear to be that innovations in
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Amish zoclety are most likely to appear among those
familieg where 1t would create the least conflict, 1In
the Neppanee settlement, thls was, apparently, along
the grﬁwing edge of the settlement. The Amigh familles
1iving in this seetion, conditloned to a more tolerant
and permissive Ordnung, were the very ones most likely
to effect more innovations. It was not the growing edge
of the settlement that made David O, Borkholder more
progressive, 1t was men like David 0. Borkholder that
imparted to the grbwing edge a sense of greater toler-
ance and permlasiveness, As the settlement contlinued
to expend the sentiments of the main body were carried
on and slightly modified in the major direction of
cultural change. At Nappanee, the growing edge con-
tinued to modify in the direction of increaslng per-
missiveness,

The Borkholder spllt also made it possible to
assess some of the dimensional changes which take place
in the 01d Order settlement pattern when the automobile,
accepted by the Beachy churches, becomes institutlon-
alized, At the time of the split, the Milford church
district, 1in which D. O. Borkholder was bishop, covered
sn area of approximately slx square mliles and had a
baptized membership of 110 persons,154 By 1962, before
the Barea and Fairview withdrawals, the Maple Lawn
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congregation, composed entirely of ex-0ld Order families,
covered an area of nearly 45 square miles (Figure 11)
with approximately the same membership. Scme families
lived as far as three miles north of the village of
Southwest (Flgure 4), nearly 15 miles from the Maple

Lawn Church. Thg obvious inerease In mobility of the
Beachy Amish congregation is spparent, Despité this
mobllity, however, the great majority of families were
concentrated in the eastern and gouthern sections of

the 01d Order settlement.,

The Amish Misslion Movement. The Amish misslon

movement had 1ts orlgins in the late 1940's, and found
some of its most vigorous leadership in the Nappanee
settlement. When the mld-week Bilble study sessions
were started in 1951, most of the meetings were held
in en Amish home Just west of Mlllwood Chapel (Flgure
23), seven miles south of Nappanee, The fact that
ministers participated in thege Bible study activities
wag further Ilndication of the Innovative nature of the
expanding southern margin of the settlement. Although
this actlivity was short-lived, lasting less than two
Years, gt least 10 famlilles were involved, all of which
were located near-the southern boundary of the settle~
ment (Figure 23). But such a departure was too drastic
for the settlement as a whole, and the Bible study



Figure 23. The location of resldential terrltorles
of ten 01d Order Amish families involved in the mid-week
Bible study sessions held 1n the Kappanee settlement in
1951 and 1952. The heavy lines are the county houndaries.

Source: the loceticnal information on which this map was

’ based was provided by Harvey Graber, Pastor,
Meple Grove Mennonite Church, Topeka, Indiana,
and Homer D, Miller, Bishop, Bethel Conserva=-
tive Mennonite Church. Famlly names are net
revealed In this study, but they are avallable
from the writer for any person wlth a legitimate
research interest.
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sessions were rejected. The group, however, centinued
jts sctivities and 231 but 2 gingle family eventually
withdrew from fellowship and jolned other churches,
the majority going to a Conservative Mennonite Church
quite a distance to the east.

ig-shift to Conservatlive Mennonite affiliation
1ed to the founding of the Bethel Church (Figure 24) in
1954 to serve families in the Nappanee area,125 By this
time, many of the families involved in the Bible study
seasions had Jolned other Mennonite churches or moved
from the commmity, but additional gupport for the
Bethel congregatlon was recelved from famllies in the
northwest section of the settlement. A movement that had
originated along the expanding margin, like the Bork-
holder split in 1940, had diffused quickly northward and
eastward, then slowly northwestward, gradually involving
families in all parts of the settlement (Figure 26). By
1966, the Bethel congregation, nearly 100 baptized mem-
bers, covered an area of nearly 23 square miles and
famllies were living as far north as Wakarusa and east
to Ihdiana highway 15, slmost nine miles from Nappahee
(Figure 24). Thne distribution of families involved in
the charter formation of Bethel Conservative Mennonite
Church in 1954 and the distribution of the congregation
in 1966 are shown in Figure 24, -

Flgure 24, The location of the residential
territory occupied by the Bethel Conservative Men-
nonlte Church congregatliocn, at its founding in 1954
and in 1956, The Bethel church, constructed in 195k,
was located so far north since it alsa served ex-Amish
familles from the southwestern area of the Elkhart-
Lagrange settlement. A few families llived easst and
north of the area shown on the map. The heavy lines
are the county boundaries.

Source: Homer D. Miller, Bishop, Bethel Conservatlive
Mennonite Church. Family names are not re-
vealed in thils study, but the names of the
1954 charter members are available from the
writer for any persocn with a legltimate
research interest.
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The Village Church and Northwood Chapel.
Through all of Amish history, tndividual families have
withdrawn from fellowshlp and transferred their member-
ghip to other churches, Tnis has happened also at
Nappanee, Between 1538 and 1952, three old Order fam-
jlies withdrew and became members of the Village Church
at Locke (Flgure 25), @& Brathren in Christ denomination
with doctines and traditioha similar to the Mennonltes.
More recently, three families wilthdrew from the 0l1d
Order and joined the Gospel Light Misalon, an inter-
denominational but strongly Penteccstal group meetling
st Nappanee. 8Since that time, the congregation has ex=
panded and built & new church, called Northwood Chapel
(Figﬁre 25), =long the northern boundary of the city.
The distribution of the land holdings of these Blx
families at the time they withdrew from the 01d Order
1s shown in Figure 25. As wﬁa the case with those Just
mentioned, the famllles were jocated in the eestern and
southeastern sections of the settlement, Again, the
northwest furnlshed no support for this trend, In the
case of these innovative movements, however, no wide
acceptance wWas glven by the Amish, and the movements dld
not spread,

The Ordnung and the Growing Edge. The evidence
.gained from the spatial 10cations of the 42 0ld Order
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Flgure 25. The location of the residential
territories of six families that withdrew from the 0ld
order Amish and joined the Village church at Locke
EBrethren in Christ) and the Gospel Light Mission

now Northwood Chapel) at Neppanee. The heavy lines
are the county boundaries.

Source: information on which this map was based was
provided by Charles Pletcher, Pastor, North-
wood Chapel, Rev. Warren Sherman, Pastor,
Village Church at Locke, and by the involved
families through Hemes D, Miller, Bishop,
Bethel Conservative Mennonite Church, TFamlly
pames are not revealed in this atudy, but they
ave available from the writer for any person
wilth a legitimate research Interest.
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Anish famlily territories involved in the movements
described above made it possible to arrive at some
generalizations concerning the geographical operations
of & Qifferential Ordnung in the Nappanee settlement.

Scmetime in the early part of the present cen-
tury, the expending margin of the Nappanee gettlement
began to take on culturel characteristics slightly
differsnt from theose in the original northwest nucleus.
This is understandable since, a8 Was pointed out in the
preceding section, the Nappanee settlement had its
greatest interaction with other settlements of a middle-
of-the-road or slightly progressive background, with &8
minimum contact with the ultra-conservative settlements
elsewhere. The addition of numercus western Amish
families to the southern section of the settlement be-
tween the late 1920's and the early 1940'a accentuated
his growing trend along the margin for increasing
tolerance and permlasiveness. By 1930, a differential
Ordnung was slready in operation, creating subtle,
occasionally major, distinctions bvetween the districts
along the growing edge and those In the northwest.
"phe more contradictions there are within a small soclety,
the more favorable are the conditions for the rise of
marginal persons. "156 This writer will make little
commgnt concerning marginality in the socliologlcal sense,

but already the contradlctions were in exlstence. Thils
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was dramatically 111ustrated by the rebellion of
samuel J. Christner and his followers against the pro-
gressive trends in the southern section of the settle-
ment. The locations of families involved in the D. 0.
Borkholder movement in 1940 (Figure 22) and the mld-
week Blble study sesslons 1n 1951-1952 {Flgure 23),
{ndicated a strong localization of innovation along
the eastern and southern margihs of the expandlng
settlement, Neither movement gained initlal gupport
in the northwest but, with the passage of time, the
jdeas diffused slowly in that direction gradually in-
volving families in the entire settlement {Figure 26).
The extreme northern edge alohg the esstern expanding
margin was slightly more conservative and had stronger
ecultural ties with the northwest nucleus. Tnese began
to weaken with the recent northern expansion involving
mainly families moving from the eastern and southern
sections.

The grﬁwing edge of the Nappanee gettlement has
been basicslly characterized by an increasing pro-
gresseiveneas, {nce established, the growing edge con-
tinued to expand and carrled with it the traditions of
the maln body, gradually chenging them in the diractian
of majorlty rgmily sentiment, which was progressive 1lh i

the case of Nappanee. The growing edge, then, was not




Figure 26, Diffuslon of an innovation wave a-
cross the 01ld Order Amish settlement at Nappanee, The
arrowa denote directional movement. The mission move-
ment, orlginating about 1949, involved 10 Nappanee
familles which began meeting for mid-week Bible study
in 1951. Many withdrew from fellowshlp and jolned the
Conservative Mennonite Church, resulting in the found-
ing of Bethel church in 1954 %o serve the Nappanes
families, By 1966, the congregation included families
from all portlons of the settlement except the ex-
treme northwest., A similar pattern cccurred with the
spread of the Beachy Amish movement from the southeast
to the northwezst. In both of these cases, however, the
. 014 Order rejected the lnnovation, and accepting families

had no alternative but to withdraw from fellowship, The
heavy lines are the county boundaries.

Source: the 1951 line is based on the territory in-
volving families in the mission movement as
shown In Flgure 23; the 1954 and 1966 lines
represent the northern boundaries of the
Bethel congregation territory for those years
as shown 1n Figure 24,
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only & response to the need for space for & growing
population, but & response to the need for release

from the more demanding Ordnung in the northwest. Had
there been laess geographlical difference between the
church rules, the eastward and southward expansion of
the Nappanece settlement might not have been sa vigorous,
or slse a new growing edge might have originated along
the northwest and the dominance of Amish land control
in the northwest area would certainly have inereased
more than the preaént 1e*els.

The locelization of familles {nvolved in the
Christner, Borkholder, and mission movements at Nap-
panee, made it possible to structure the 1966 settle-
ment into three fairly well defined cultural zones
{Flgure 27). The first, and largest, was the Zone of
Innovation. It included the pulk of the southern and
eastern sections of the gettlement, It was in this
ares that David O. Borkholder gained initial support
for his Beachy movement, and it was in this area that
the mid-week Bible study group met, eventually regult--
ing in the formation of Bethel Conservative Mennonite
Church, It waaz in this area, algo, that tractors for
use in the barnyarﬁs and gas supplied from large tanks
(es opposed to the gmaller canisters, or bottles) were

first approved. -And 1t was in this area that industrial

Figure 27. Major cultural z '
20
g:gs; §?i§2 ::tt%ﬁment at Neppanee i:eggég thghgld

e e county boundaries, Th.
ment boundary 1s that of 1966, taken from ;1;::2155.
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employment ag an Amish career met the "lesst reslstance.
1t was in this area, in 1956, that full-time farming
employed the smsllest percentage of Amish famlly heads.
It was in this sectlon that areal expansion was slowed
as more and more men turned to factory work and away
from farming. It has been in the Zone of innovation
that ferment for chenge has béen dempnstrated most con-
sistently and most strenuously, and it has been from
this zone that the Qifrusion of new ideas and practlces
has slowly crept across the settlement, in many cases
to be mccepted by the entire Amish group (Figure 26).

The second cultural area was the Zone of Tra-
dition. Change has been slowest here, and the tra-
ditlons meintained for greater lengths of time, Some
have not yet altered appreciabiy. It was 1n this sec-
tion that lnnovations met the strongest resistance.
1t was in this section that Amish familles gave no
initial support toID. 0, Borkholder or the mission
movement; but i1t was gradually swept by the influence
from the growing edge and has logt numercus families
gince, Tt was in this section that a break from the
01d Order created the greatest family confllet.

It was the Zone of Tradition that maintained
full-time farming to the highest degree and In which

factory work as a career had found the least acceptance,
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As a result, s greater percentage of boys had to leave
the ares to find farms of thelr own, thus reducing the
density of populatlion on Amish-controlled land ln the
zone, & trend now belng reversed as evidenced by high
densities in the Burlington and North church districts
(Table 5). It was in this zone that Amish familles
were least likely to give support to irnovative pro-
ceases, but quite likely to move directly into a more
tolerant environmenﬁ. Tnis may be effected by a
switch to & Beachy Amish or Conservetlive Mennonite
Church or by a femily move into & slightly permissive
chureh distriet. Such moves, continuous in time,
ereated the centrifugal mechanism which,-to aome de-
gree, has sided in the development of a differentlal
Ordnung along the growing edge of the Nappanee settle-
ment, David O, Borkholder, for example, was born and
ralsed in the Northwest church dlstrict.

The 1aboriou§ documentation of the leealization
of the Zone of Tradition could have been done gulte
essily from the standpoint of Amish intuitlion and ex-
perience, So characteristle is the steadfastness to
tradition in the northwest section, that local Amish
families refer to it as the "Borkholder Corner," as
much & tribute to the bilologlcally prolific nature of
this patriarchal family, still heavily concentrated in

that area, as it is a carlcature of conservatism. The
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Borkholder Corner and the Zone of Tradltion are one
and the same (Figure 27}.

The third culturzl ares was the Zone of Accept-
ance., 1t was & transitional area, puffering the Zone
of Tradition from the rapld changes in the Zone of
Tnnovatlon. It was &n ares which recelved the constant
reminder to remain gteadfast from one directlon, yet
seeing the possible advantages to be gained from change
in the other direction. It wes the zone where the
marginal Amish family found ltself 1n emotional con-
flict, unable to choose i1ts peth with clear consclence.

The Zone of Acceptance was an sres where inno-
vations were not likely to originate but qulte likely
to be aasimilated and quietly secepted.

The Amigh attlitude toward innovation 1s to
ignore it, to pretend that nothing they can do or
think 1s new; they imply this 1s the way it always
nas been and always will be. They never proclaim
a change, rather they underline in what ways they
will remain steadfast and resist change. And while
they talk about their steadfsatness in the ways of
their fathers, new waya creep in around the symbols
of separateness.

The acceptance of lnnovation passed gradually from
family to family and, 1f 1t met wide acceptance in this
zone, it was quite 1ikely to permeate the entire settle-
ment. It was a testing ground for change., If the ideas
were rejected in the Zone of Acceptance, the innovators

would have to reconslider thelr course, The ideas of

D, 0., Borkholder, Samuel J. Christner, and the mission
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movement met no wide acceptance in this zone. Instead
of reconsidering thelr course, 1nvolved familieslchnse
to wlthdraw from fellowship, thus eliminating the
necessity for Amish famllies to make & definite cholce.
Acceptance, if it came, was unobtrusive, and the quiet-
ness avoided strong censure from the Zone of Tradition
on the one hand and total involvement with the Zone of
Innovation on the other. The Zone of Acceptance wab
the vital link which econnected the two unlike groups
in space and, through jtg intermediary positicn, pro-
vided the unity which allowed the settlement to eontinue
in time.
1t 1g 1llkely, based on tha Nappanee evidence,
that all Amish settlements in which a differential
Ordnung is 1n operation will have some gemblance of
this structure, There will be a region of innovation,
characterized by mora rapld change and increasing toler-
ance and permissiveness. And it may be along the peri-
phery of the settlement, but it need not be, The Erow-
. ing edge 1s as likely to be conservative as it is pro-
gressive, slnce 1t acquires its characteristics from the
residents. The ldea that
. » sconflict ip most noticesble on the fringes

of the large Mennonlte settlements where greater

confliict is had with English speaking nelighbors

« o aliberalization doss seem to take place meore

extenaslvely eon the fringe of the Mennonlte community
that 1s less lsolated--i.e., not a ilarge, compactly
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gettled community. The pld Order Amish around
Nsappanee, Indians, a smaller colony, are experiencing
much more disorganlzation thanl%a present in the
large community east of Goshen
is sn ovefsimplification of the geographle nature of
the margin. At Nappanee there have been essentlally
two margins, one on the east and south which continuous-
1y expanded, and cne on the northwest which remained
statlionary. The first became increasingly progreasive,
the latter remained traditional and steadfast. The
location of the margin is less important than its
charscter, The above quoted remarks, stated in 1942,
were also slightly unfalr to the Nappanee gettlement.
The "disorgenization" referred to was wndoubtedly &
reference to the D. C. Borkholder break, but the stage
had long been set for gimiler movements east of Goshen
in the Clinteon area of” the 01d Order Amish settlement,
the largest in Indlana, Less than five years from the
tiﬁe the above comparison was made, one of the Jargest
Beachy Amish churches (fair Hesven, Bishop David Bon-
treger) in North America emerged In the Clinton area,
the very section of the gettlement in which it most
1ikely would have appeared, along the more progressive
western margin of the Elkhart-Iagrange gettlement, It
has sinée been joined by another (Woodlawn, Eishop
Elam Hochstetler), and by geveral conservative Mennonite

churches. The developmenta in the Clinton area seem not
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to have differed greatly from those a%t” Nappanee.

The spatial attributes of an 01d Order Amlsh-
Beachy settlement have a common thread with 1ts develop-
ing history. As the settlement expands it changes. If
i1t changes in such a way that a differentlal Ordnung
operates on a gpatial basis, the gtructure and func-
tions 1in different areas of the settlement alsc beglin
to change. But thls change is not necessary con-
tinuous, ‘elther in time or spacée. The margin of the
settlement may contract during periods of siress, and
expand, rapldly or slowly, during periods of harmony.
The mature of the Amlsh exclaves and non-Amish en-
claves provides clues about the vigor of the movement.
So the margin waxes and wanes and provides an areal
setting within which the various centers of innovation
operate, causlng tne‘settlement to continuously re-
evaluate 1ts functions, As new functions are accepted
scross the settlemeﬁt the structural elements are re-
apprﬁised and altered., Thue, the developmental, func-
_tional, and etructural aspects of sn Amlsh settlement
form a unity which operates through time in a epatial
setting. The examinatlon of one phase of thls pattern,
whether it be through the eyes of the anthropologist,
soclioleogist, historian, economist, or geographer, pro-
vides a perspective from which other phases can be

better understood.
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Summery -

The agricultural orientation of the 014 Order Amish
hae been long known and understood. Throughout time,
however, non-farm occupatlons felt to be of value to the
inherent interests of Amish society have been tolerated.
In many settlements, the percentage of non-farm employed
heads of households has alowly increased, A survey of

two church districts in the Neppanee settlement revealed

" that 68 per cent of the employed household heads were em-

ployed in non-farm occupations end 45 per cent were em-
Ployed 1ﬁ industry. In some areas of the settlement,
especially the east and south, the percentages of factory
employed household heads reacheﬁ half the total number.
For the settlement ae a whole, 42 per cent were employed,

in factories and 47 per cent in full-time farming. !

-

This shift to industrial employment has come
largely since Horid War II, stemming baslcally from the
growth and expansion of the moblle home {trailer) in-
dustry which 1s centered in Elkhart County., The Amish
prefer the smaller factorles, many of which are owned
or managed by persona sympathetlc with their way of life
and tolerant of thelr special needs. The factorles are
good-paying and closely located in reference to the
Amish settlement.
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It was suggested that a number of the spatlal

£ neede neither. With moTe boys sta] within

and structursl aspects of the Nappanee settlement, as ey ’ -

described in Chapter II, can be attributed to the the group, new homes were continuously being bullt

rising importance of industrial eM§1oyment among the along the edges of Amlsh farms to house the non-fara

Amish, families. Tnis resulted in & much greater strength

The slowdown of areal expansion since 1940 has

paralleled this shift to industry, resulting in & in femily kinship patterns, with quite & numter of

legsened demand for land which perpetuates a rather fathers naving &1l their married sons 1living on the

' . Since t
limited pattern of Amish land control, concentrates same farm or within & short distance, Since the space

more and more Amish persons on each squsre mile of demands of the ron-farm famlly are quite 1imited, this

Yita wit erowdl r undw
Anish land, reduces the size of the church districts, closeness 1s fsc; ] ted hout overcr ng o e

. . & _
apd refocuses the traditional agricultural orientation economic strain on the farmstead Industrial employ

of the settlement. ment head reached the full acceptance stage in the Nap-

Industrial employment in tha north-

west section of the settlement has been traditlonally panee gettlement and wlll soon engage over half the

quite weak, but the recent church divisions in that heads of households.

general area without a parallel increase in land con- There §3 considerable difference in the Ordnung,

trol, {ndicated that industry as en occupational out- or established church rules, between Amish church dis-

-

let was galning momentum, tricts and settlements. Much of the cleavage that has

The economic base of the Napp 641 ocourred among the Amlsh can be found related to attempis
appanee settlement has .
been strengthened by this shift to industry. Young to adjust the Ordnung to the satisfactlon of all the

Amish men, with stable incomes and secure positions, members., Many of the withdrawing liberal groups have

released from the demands of a horse-dominated agri- gravitated ;nto the Beachy Anlsh church, but the con=

t t t
culture, find the Amish society more congenisl, and the gervative distrlcts and settlements malntain a strong

holding power over the children hes been considerably gense of identity with resultant decrease of interactlon

increasad. with the major stream of Amish esoclety.

The only advantages the Beachy Amish have

are electricity and sutomobiles, and the non-farm Amish Interaction patierns at Nappanee, involving

soclal visits to =nd from the settlement and inter-

marriages between Nappanee and other settlements, strongly
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suggested that the Nappanee Amlsh occupied a positlon
slightly to the progressive gide of the conservative-
1iberal continmum. There was minimsl contact tetween
Keppanee and elther the ultra-progressive or ultra-
conservative Amish settlements elsewhere.

The original 0ld Order Amish seitlement area
at Nappanee, along the Harshail-Elkhart counity boundary,
was guite conservative, but not ultra-conservatlve,
as the interaction patterns involving the Rappanse
gettlement indicate. in time, resulting from migra-
tion of famllies from other states and the centrifugal
attraction of familles to the outer margin, the
growing eastern and southern edges of the settlement
began to take on mare progresslive chafacteristlcs
than theose in the northwest. This set Iin motion
differential Ordnungeni, increasingly tolerant and
permigsive along the growlng edge, especlally to the
gsouth and southeast. ]

Both the Christner conservative movement and
the D. 0. Borkholder progresslve movement had thelr
setting, and drew thelr support, from tamilies located
along the growing edge. The rirst was an understandable
reactlon to the 1ncreasingly differential nature of
the Ordnung in the gouthern area. The Jatter was &
loglcal cutcome of the increasingly tolerant nature

of the same area. As the growing edge expends, it
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takes the traditions of the parent body with it,
gradually modifying them in the direction of major
family sentiment. At Nappanee, this was in the
direction of liberalization of the Ordnung. But

the grqwing edge of the settlement does not make

the Amish fasmilies more progres~ive, 1t is the Amish
families that impart to the gr. . ng edge 1ts particular
get of characteristics.

The Amish mission movement also found its inltial:
support elong the southern edge of the gettlement. Al-
though the Borkholder and misslon movements were re-
Jected by the Old Order, the ideas glowly diffused
across the séttlement and eventually involved familles
in all sectlons. An examination of the spatlal loca-
tions of nearly 50 families involved in imnovative
movements in the Nappanee settlement made it possible
to generaiize a tripartite structure of culturzal
zonation. The first, the Zone of Innovation, was
located along the southern and eastern margins of the
gettlement. It was in this zone that orlginal ideas
and movements were first tried and widely accepted.

It wes the zone where change met the least reslistance
and where industrial employment first became institutlon-
alized, The second, the Zone of Tradition, the north-
west area, wae one In which the traditions were main-

talned for the greatest length of time. It was the
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zone of greatest resistance to tnnovation and change,
the section 1n which industrial employment hnd‘found
the least acceptance and full time farming was stlll
maintained to the highest degree. The intermediate
Zone of Acceptance was the buffer zone between the
other two, It was the area whlch drew lts traditions
primarily from the northwest nucleus, but slowly
changed them through interaction with the Zone of
Innovation, 1t was & crucial.zone, since changes that
gained & hold were likely to [low across the entire
gettlement, Changes that were relected were 2 warning
to innovators to slow down and re-svaluate, The Zone
of Acceptance recelves a ateédy atream of ideas and
stimuli for change &nd, whether they are accepted or
rejected by the 01d Order, they pass from famlly to
family eventually jnvolving all sections of the settle-
ment. If the change 1s rejected, 1t may necessitate
the accepting family to withdraw from the group. But
the more familles that become i{nvelved in the change
process, the greater 1ikellhood thelchange wlll be
accepted and become permanenf. Exemination of the
congregational reslidence patterns of Amish families
involved in 1nnpvative movements in the settlement
indicated that the major diffusion flow has been from

the growing edge. Innovative movements passed qulckly

iT2

through the Zone of Trnnovetion, more slowly through

the Zone of Acceptance, and very slowly across the

2one of Tradltion.

It was-suggested that most large Amish settle-

' ments with differential Ordnungen will have a somewnat

pimllar spatial cultural structure, Although the Zone
of Innovation need not necessarily be located near the
growing edge, 1n the Neppanee agettlement that was the
case. T+ wae not the locatlon of the gettlement margin
that was,importanf, it was its character.

With the completion of the two major obJectlves
of the study -- (1) identification of tne gpatial
nature of the Neppanee Amish settlement; and, (2) an
'{dentification and examination of selected cultural
processes whlch were primarily responsible for the
developmental and-structural aspects of the mettle-
ment - it was revesled most convincingly that the
developmental, structural, and functlonsl aspects of
en 01d Order Amish-Beachy Amish settlement form &
unified pattern that operates uniguely in a specific ’
spatial setting through time. Understanding one of
these aspects of the settlement resulted in better

understanding of the others.
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Chapter IV -
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The 01ld Order Amish settliement at Nappanee,
Indiana, is one of nearly 60 settlements found in
North America. Within the settlement are located
threa Beachy Amish churches; representing congre-
gations composed entlrely of ex-0ld Order Amish
families. The Amish are direct descendants of a
conservative divislen that took plece among the
Swiess Brethren groups in Eurgpe in the late 1T7th
century. Shortly thereafter, the Amish began eml-
grating to the United States, a movement whlch, al~
though not centinuwous, continued well into the 19th
century.

The first Amlsh settlers errived in the Rap-
panee ares about ;840, and & number of famlilies were
established on the land by 1842, They arrived in two
different streams, cne group representing Chlo Amish
famllies with ancestral roots in the older settlementa
in the east, especlally Somerset County, Pennsylvanla,
The other group was composed largely of Amigh familles
from Ohio; and many of these persons had been born in
Eurcpe and had only recently come to the United States.
The kinship ties and soclal interaction between the
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two unlike Amigh groups wWere not very strong, and an
irreconcilisble separation between them tock place

about 1854. The 19th century emigrant Amish families
were concentrated around the area now occupled by the

cit} of Nappanee, and are represented today 1n the

congregation of the West Market Street Mennonite Church

(General Conference). The Amish families with ances-
tral rocts in the older, established settlements ln
Permsylvanla were ;argely concentrated along the
Marshall-Elkhart countles boundary, remained egloof, and
are represented today in the congregations of the 12
01d Order Amish church districta. Both groups weare
represented at the Amish minister's conferences (Die-

nerversammlungén) held between 1862 and 1878, but re

unification was never achleved.

The last quarteér of the nineteenth century was
a time of trial for the Nappanee 014 Order Amish,
About 1874, Bishop David H. Hochstetler and a number
of families moved to Newton County, Indiana. This
neceasitated the Nappanee Amish calling for ministerial
asplatance from the settlement in the Clinton ares of
Elkhart-Lagrange counties. About 1890, a controversy
involving the utilizatlon of windmille and other
mechanical devices resulted in the loss of many femilles

to other church groups and other gettlements,
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e settiement survived, however, and the pop-
ulafion had increased sufficlently by 1906 that the
original Marshall church distrlet was divided. At this
time, the 014 Order families were gtill largely con-
fined to the Marshall-Elkhart counties houndary area.

By 1914, a eonspicuoue patiermn of eastward and south-
ward expension of the settlement boundary was evidenced,
and hag persisgted to the present day. Since the
original settlemgnt in Marshall County, there has been
practiecally no northward or westward expansion of the
settlement. Onlylrecently, however, a few famllles
from the eastern and southern sections of the settle-
ment have moved nerth and occupled property In the
ares near Wakarusa. '

The decade of the 1930's was a perlod of great
social change among the Neppanee Amish families. A |
large number of families from drought-stricken western
states moved 1lnto the settlement, cccupylng property
mainly along the expanding eastern and southern margins,
They accentuated in this ares what was already & trend
toward a greaster sense of freedom from the more re-
gtrietive Ordnungen, OT church rules, of the northwest
gection of the gattlement, There were two major, and
oppoaing, results of thls process. heacting against

the inereasing permissiveness in the southern &ref,
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Samuel J. Christner, a minister in the South church dis-
trict, led & conservative reform movement which event-
ually took 16 families into a geparate congregatlon.
The Christner group was unsuccessful 1ln obtaining the
necessary Amish ministerial support for the ordination
of a bishop énd, after a period during which great j1l-
will and bad feelings developed, the movement dissolved
when most of the involved familles moved to other Amish
settlements. Chr;stner, himself, moved to Adams County,
Indisna, about 1940,

The other movement was of progressive dilmenslons,
and culminated in Paril, 1940, when Bishop David O.
Borkholder was sllenced by hils fellow bishops. Bork-

.holder, with a deep conviciion for the necesslity of

Christlan mission work, then withdrew from the 0id Order,
followed by a considerable number of Amish famllies.
They later mgrged with the Beachy Amish churches and
built Maple Iaunlchurch Just northwest of Nappanee.
Since 1962, two groups have withdrawn from fellowshlp
at Maple Lawn and have established independent Beachy
Amish congregations.

By 1940, the Nappanee 0ld Order settlement had
expanded to nearly T4 square miles, almost 150 percent
larger than the area in 191U, Growth aince,.however,

has slowed considerably and, In 1966, the settlement
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covered an ares of gbout 88 square miles, an expansidn
rate increase of only 15 percent over 1540,

In the early 1550's, the Neppanee Amish settle-
ment contributed vigorous lesdership to the nation-
wide Amish mission movement., Midweek Eible study
groups were established in the southern sectlon of the
settlement, and met originally with ministerial support.
When the movement was réJected by fhe 014 Order, most
of the participating families wlthdrew from the 0ld
Order and jolned the Conservative Mennonite Church.

In 1954, some members of this mizsion-minded group were
regponsible for the building of Bethel Church ncrtheast
of Nappanee. The 1366 congregation of nearly 100 bap=-
tized members was composed entirely of persons from the
0ld Order.

By 1966, the Nappanee 0ld Order Amish settlement
had expanded far encugh northward to begin overlapping
the area occupied:hy the Wisler (0ld Order) Mennonites,
a group sharing similar traditions and ways of living.
An intermarriage between children of the two groupa has
already been reported and increasing eultural contact
can be expected in the future.

Three church divisions were made in the Nep-
panee settlement in late 1966, Despite the expansion
of the settlement toward the east and south (only recent-

1y to the north), these three divisions took place in
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the northwest section of the settlement. Since there
has been practically no areal expansion in this sectlon
of the settlement, more and more Amish famllles were
oceupylng the same space. It was discovered that near-
ly 35 percent of the 0ld Order settlement population
occupled a conspicuous zone of high density population
in the northwestern secpion of the settlement which
amounted %o only 17 percent of the total settlement
area, Both the areal expansion pattern and the con-
centration of Amish population were highly asymmetrical.

Examination of land control patterns in the
Nappanee settlement made 1t poseible to assess the homo-
geneous nature of the area in a quantitative manner,

In 1966, the Amish controlled only 26 percent of the
total land area of the settlement, although the percen-
tages were higher in the northwest section, In one -
church district only two square miles in area, the
Amish controlled less than 60 percent of the land. A
zone of dominant Amish land control was found in that
gectlon which was the oldest and had the greatest pop-
ulation density tor total area.

Expansion of the Amish settlement at Nappanee
has been strongly centrifugal, end the idea of centri-
petal movement toward the original Marshall County
nueleus with resultant land scarcity and high land

values was rejected since even the oldest sections of
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the settlement contained large quantities of nen-
Amish controlled 1and; The centrifugal mechanism was
attributed to the movement of Amish familles toward
the expanding edge of the settlement primaerily in
search for release frem the more rigld church Ordnung
in the northwest. The small size of the church dis-
tricts, the rather minimal Amish land control, the ex-
tremely high p0pulation‘densities on Amish controlled
land, the sudden population lncrease in the northwest
where there hag besen little areal expanslon, and the
slowdown of total settlement expansion in area as com-
pared with preceding time perlods, was releted to a
loss in the agricultural orientation of the Cld Order
settlement. |

The shift from an agricultural focus has come
largely since World Wsr II. A survey in two church |
districts Indlceted that 6B ﬁercent of the employed
household heads were engaged in non-farm occupatlons
and 45 percent were employed in industry. In some
areas of the settlement, especlally the sast and south,
the percentages of factory employed household heads
exceeded half the total number. For the entire settle-
ment, 42 percent were employed in factorywork, and 47
percent in fﬁll-tima farming.

The industrial focus has been centered primerily
on the many amalllmobile home (trailer)} factoriles
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located in and near Nappanee®, Flkhart County belng one
of the dominant centers of this activity. The factorlies
are good-paying, and most are gquite tolerant of tne
special Amish needs and thelr sympathles ageinst unlons,
community involvement, soclal gecurity, mllitary de-
fense commltments, and other secular metters.

A number of the structural atiributes of the
Nappanee Amish settlemeﬁt were related to this shift -
toward industrial employment. The slowdown of areal
expansion since 1940 has parallelled the shift to in-
dustry, reésulting in a lessened demand for land. As
land needs have dimlnished the minimal Amish land con-
trol pattern ls perpetuated, more end more Amlsh per-
sons are concentratedlon each sguare mile of land, the
area of the church districts is reduced, and the tra-
ditional agricultural orientation of the settlement 18
refécused. Industrial employment 1n the northwest
gection has been tfaditionally duite weak, but the
recent church divisions in that erea without a parallel
increase in land control indicated that industiry as
an occupational outlet was gailning momentum.

The economle base of the Nappanee 014 Order
Amish settlement appears to have‘been strengthened by
the shift to industry, The stabllity of high incomes,
release from the constralnts of horse dominated egri-

culture, ahd the increasing security of &n ever-expanding
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trailer industry, have resulted in the young men find-
ing the Amish society more congenlal., _Ehe resultant
inerease in holding power over the chlldren has strength-
ened the family kinship pattern,.many married sons
living on the family farm or within a short dlstance.
Since the space demands of the non-farm famiiy are
limited, this closeness is facilitated without ecrowd-
ing or undue economic.strain on the farmstead, and the
pressure to search for land to farm is considerably
diminished.

The Ordnung, -or church rules of the Amish dis-
trict, varies considerably between aettlements and even
within settlements. Much of the cleavage that has re-
sulted among the Amish can be traced to attempts to
establish an Ordnung that would be satisfactory to all
the involved familles. Many of the withdrawing pro-
gressive groups have gravitated into the Beachy Amlsh
and Conservative Mennonite churches, but the eonser-
vative distriets and setilements maintaln a strong sense
of identity with resultant decrease of interactioﬁ with
the major stream of Amish soclety. Interaction patterns
betwesn Nappanee end other 0ld Order settlements strong-
1y suggested that the Nappanee Amish, on the whole, re-
Ject the posltion of the ultra-conservative Amish settle-
ments and maintein major contacts with only a few settle-

ments elgewhere which are representative of dietricts
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with slightly progressive Ordnungen, Conepicucus ex-
amples were pronounced interactlon patterns with the
Clinton area of the Elkhart-lagrange settlement in
Indlana and the more progressive church districts in

the Holmes County area in Ohio. In lowa, the con-
gervetive Buchanan County Amlsh settlement had very
weak ties with Nappanee, but the interaction with the
more progresaive settlement at Kalona was much 8tronger.

Over time, resulting from centrifugal attraction
of Amish families toward the expanding edge of the
settlement and the migratlon of families from western
gtates, the southern and eastern marglins of the Nap-
panee settlement began to manifest rdnungan slightly
more progressive and tolerant than those in the original
nucleus in the northwest. The specifiec historical
origin of the manifestation of this differential Ordnung
is cbecure, but 1t undoubtedly became accentuated in
the early part of the century as the pettlement in-
creaged in population and numerous church divigions
were made.

The major innovatlve movéments at Nappanee
originated slong the growing edge. The christner cone
gservative movement and the D. 0. Borkholder and Amish
migsion progressive movements had their setting and
drew thelr support from famllies located aiong the

growing edge. The firat was an understandable reaction
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to the increasingly differential nature of ithe Ordnung
in the socuthern section, and the latter two movements
were logical outcomes of the tolerant and permissive
nature of the scuthern and eastern edges of the settle-
ment. As the growing edge expands, it takes the tra-
gitions of the parent body with it, gradually modlfy-
ing them in the direction of major famlly gentiment.
At Nappanee, this was in the divection of liberalization
of the Ordnung. But the growlng edge of the settlement
does not make the Amish families more progressive, 1t
is the Amish femllies thet fmpart to the growing edge
its particular set of characteristics. The fundamental
reagon underlying the lack of expenslion aleng the north-
western margin in Marshall County has been the re-
luctance of Amish families toc move into & church dis-
trict with the most conservative and restrictive Ord-
pung in the settlement. The baslc expansion has been
eastward and southward and has been primarily a gearch
for release from the pressures of restrictions. The
directinnai movement was probably triggered by the
easterly location of the progresalve 15th century
Amish immigrant families involved in the 1854 split
and it has persisted to the present day.

An examination of the gpatial locatlons of near-

1y 50 Amish familles involved in innovative movements
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in the Nappanee settlement made it possible to gener-
alige a tripartite structure of cultural zonation. The
first, the Zone of Innovation, was 1ocated‘a10ng the
gouthern and eastern marglns, It was Iin this zone that
new ldeas and movements were most likely to be tried and
accepted. It was the zcne where chenge met the least
resistance and where industrial employment first be-
came instituticnalized., It was the zone in which the
conservative followers of Christner were qulte dis-
content, but it was also the zone in which Biphop Devid
0. Borkholder and the Amish mission movement galned
thelr orlginal support. It has been the zone in which
ferment for change has been demonstrated most consis-
tently and strenuously, and it has been from thle zone
that the diffusion of new practices énd 4ideas has slowly

erept across the gsettlement. Although the 0ld Order may

reject an lmnovatlon, the diffusion mechanism does not

_necessarily cease to operate. Following the rejection

of the D. 0. Borkholder and the Amlsh misslon move-
ments, the ldeas continuved to diffuse across the settle-
ment. Accepting famillies, however, had no alternatlve
but to withdraw from fellowship.

The second zone was the'Zone of Traditlon,

located in the northwestern section of the settlement.

‘Chenge has been slowest here, resistance to innovetion

strongest, and treaditions maintained for greater lengths
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of time, Some have not yet altered Qppreciably. It
was In thls zone that 2 break from the Oid Order
created the greatest fémily conflict, and 1t was this
zone that gave 1ittle initlal support to Christner,
Borkholder, or the Amish misslon movement.

The familiés in the Zone of Traditlion have main-
tained rﬁll-time ;arming to the highest degree and have
regsisted career factory work. As a result, a greater
percentage of boys had to leave the area to find farms
of thelr own, thus reducing the density of population
on Amlsh=controlled land, a trend that is now belng
sharply reversed as factory work becomes increasingly
accepted., It was in this zone that Amish'families werea
least likely to support innovative processes, but quite
likely to move directly to a more permlssive environment.
This could be facilitated by affillation with another
chureh group or by a epatial relocation in a church dis-
trict with 2 more permissive Ordnung. Such moves, con-
tinucus in time, created the centrifugal mechanism which,
to a large degree, slded in the development of & differ-
entlal Ordnung aleong the expanding edge of the Nappanece
settlement.

The third culturzl area was the Zone of Acceptance.
It was a transitional area, buffering the Zone of Tra-
dition from the rapid changes in the Zone of Innovation.
It wag a zone 1n which innovaticns were not likely to be
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iriglnated but quite likely to be azsimilated and quietly
wcepted, The acceptance of innovatlon passed gradually

‘rom famlly to family and, if it met wide acceptance In

his zone, 1t was quite likely to permeate and entire
iettlement, It was a testing ground for change. If the
deag were rejected In the Zone of Acceptance, Innovatora
rere thus cautloned to reconslider their course. The time
ag, however, frequently resulted iln the existence of a
doc of families in the Zone of Innovation whileh had
\lready accepted the change and refused to give 1t up.
n such a case, they had no alternative but to withdraw
‘rom fellowshlip. Such & process occurred during the
Jhristner, Borkholder, and Amlsh mission movements.

Acceptance of ldeas and new practices in the
fone of Acceptance ls qulet and unobtrusive. The qulet-
ess avolded ensure from the Zone of Tradltlon on the
e hand and total involvement with the Zone of Innova-
;lon on the other hand. The Zone of Acceptance wags the
rital) link which connected the two unllike groups in
space and, through its intermedliary position, provided
the unity which allowed the settlement to contlinue
through time,

It was suggested that all Amish settlements of
any slze wlll have scme semblance of this tripartite

rultural zonatlion. There will be a region of innovation,
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characterized by more rapld change end increasing
tolerance and permissiveness, Thls zone may be along
the periphery of the gettlement, but it need not be.
The growing edge is as likely to be conservative as
it s progressive since it aecquires 1ts characteriatics
from the residents. At Nappanee, there have been
essentially two marglns, one progressive and expanding,
the other traditional and statlonary. The location of
the margin 1s less important than its character.

It was discovered that the spatlal attributes
of an 014 Order Amish-Beachy Amlsh settlement have a
common -thread with its developing history. As the
settlement expands 1t changes, and i1f the changes set
in motion & differentisl Ordnung the structure and
functions in different parts of the settlement also
begin to change, Such change, however, is continuous
neitlier in time nor space. The settlement expands or
contracts, eglowly or rapidly, depending upon the con-
ditions of the moment. As the settlement expands,
providing an areal setting within which zones of In-
novation may begin to cperate, settlement functions
must continuously be re-;valuated. As new functlons
are accepted, the structural elements of the settle-
ment become increasingly sltered. Thus, the develop-
mental, functional, and structural elements of an Amish

gpettlement form a unity which operates through time in
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a epatlsl setting. The examination of one phase of
this pattern, regardless of the disciplinary approach,
provides a perspective from which the other phases

can be better understood.

Some Conslderations on Amish Settlements

Understanding the major functional elements
of ah Amish settlement such as that at Nappanee answers
fewer guestions than are left unanswered, Does the
arenl slze of the settlement disturb the innovation
flow in eny significant manner? If the Nappanee settle-
pent were twlce the area without any increase in pop-
wletion would the relationship between the functionzal
and structural aspects be undlsturbed? Does a differ-
ential Ordnung begin to operate as soon as there is
some socis) tension in & settlement? Is the Ordnung
affected by simple'distance relationships, or is the
problem more complex? Just what is the minimum slze
for an Amish settlement to survive, or 1s total pop-
ulation an. important factor? Iz the innovative center
absent in a very small Amish settlement? What will be
the eventual outcome of the Nappenee Amish shift to
industrial employment with 1te accompanying changes
of the long accepted traditions of agricultural life?
Is this reducing the possibllity of essimilation or 1is
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it simple hastening the process with what eppear to
be short range advantages?

Such cansider&tions are valid ones, and represent
only a few major prcblems that analyslis of an Amlish
.settlament from the perspective of cultural geography
might aid in providing new insights. There are,
scattered over North Americs, nearly 60 such settlements,
" each with its own subtle shade of identity. As long as

Amish persons can find personsl satisfaction and ful-
fillment within the confines of Amlsh society, such
settlements wlll eontinue to exist, Understanding the
mechenisms of the society of a group of people like the
Amlsh, as constrﬁctive and beneficlal as thelr con-

triﬁutions to our country have been, would appear to be

an asset for the world community as a whole,
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Khart, Enaiana, 1337. Comment on this small book,

A History of the first Settlement of the Amlsh Men-
nonites and the Founding of Their First Congregation
in the State of Indiana, togetheT with a Brief Ex-
planation of the Division which took place in this
Congregation, is given in the Mennonite Historical
Bulletin, vol. 3, no. 3, September, 1942, PPe 3-F

66History of Elkhart County, Indlana, Chas. C.
Chapman and Company, Chlcego, 1561, p. 1151, Christlan
Stely (Stehly}), land grent #1430, October, 1841, Tract
Book C, Recorder's office, Elkhart county, Goshen. It
15 poselble that the Nappanee Amish settlement is older
than the one in the Elkhart-Lagrange areé. The Men-
nonite Fneyclopedia {op. cit., vol. 4, P 609} refers
to two 5t ahly) brothers, Johann and Jakob (the
brothers of Christian and Henry Stahly), who settled
in Blkhart County in 1839, Unfortunately, this could
not be verified by any existing county land records,
although the names of Jacob Stahly and Henry Stahly
appear 1n the land grant records following that of
Christlian, who appeared at the federal land grant office
at Winamac, Indiana, and signed for a presidentlal land
grant on October 23, 1841, He moved on the farm the
following summer, but 1t is not ¥nown if he gstayed near
Kappanee during the interim., There ls even some question
that the early Stahly familles were Amish, but the
accounts of S. D. Guengerich and Jecob Borkholder (see
footnotes 67 and 68) Jeave little doubt, and the re-
ferences to the Stehll (Stahly) families in The Men-
nonite Encyclopedia {op. cit.g and by Delbert Gratz
Th Bernese Anabaptists and Tnelr American Descendants

Herald Press, scowtdale, Fennsylvania, 1953s PP. +is

g, 68, 126) also indicate Amish affillation. W. B.
Weaver mentions an Amish bishop named John Stanly who'
came from Switzerland and settled in I1lincis in 1864:
~ History of the Central Conference Mennonite Church

published by the author, Danvers, Tilinols, 1920, P« T5.
{This writer 1s continuing a search for famlly and
higtorical records of Amish settlement near Nappanee).

67mne writer viewed the S, D. Guengerich materials

which are on file in the Mennonite Archives, Goshen
College.

GBThe testimony of Jacob Borkholder, Sr., born
near Nappanee in 1864, regarding the Stenly family, is
precented in the short history by A. K. Yoder, op. clt.,
Ps 2

. 198
69, X. Yoder, op. cit., p. 1.

T0Ibid. Of these famllles, the earliest record
1g that of Valentine Yoder, Aug. 3, 1844, Deed Record
Book 9, Recorder's 0fflce, Elkhart Co., Goshen, P. 100.
However, 1t 1s believed he was in the area rach earlier,
gg lgﬁgi(ﬁ. gos}eileg, Descendants of Jacob Hochstetler:

e rant of 1730, Brethren Publishing House
Egin, f%ITnois, 912, p. 131). ’

7IR. Hershberger, Family Record of John Je
Borkholder end Anna Schmucher, 1842-1350, not dated,
PP. 9-10. This 1s & revised and up-dated version of
an original genealogy done by Andrew Borkholder
covering the period 1842-1942,

focord ;iJﬁhg Borkggideﬁ, Jra, May 27, 1852, Deed
cord Book G, p. ecorder's office, MarShall
County, FIymoﬁth. ? !

T31oblas Hostetler {Hochstetler), land grant
#1709, April, 1854, Tract Book C, Recorder's office,
Elkxhart County, Coshen.

743, A. Hostetler, "0ld World Extinction and New
World Survivel of the Amish-A Study of Group Maintenance
and Disscliution," op. eilt,

T5Lana grant records and deeds for all these
families were located in the Recorder's offices,
Marshall County, Flymouth, and Elkhart County, Goshen.
David H. Hochstetler dlso acquired land adjacent to
the boundary line in Elkhart County. His homeslte
was Juet east of Marshall County in Locke Township.

T6gee footnotes 70 and 73.

77pavid #. Hochetetter (Hochatetler) to Jonas
Yoder, Original Tract Book, November 1, 1848, p. 13,
Recorder's oilice, Kosciusko County, Warsaw.

780, A. Malott, "The Physiography of Indiana,”
Handbook of Indiana Beology, publication no. 21,

Tndlana Department or Conservatlon, 1922, pp. 120-121.

79D, Burkholder, History of th
. . ﬁ e Mennenite Church

in Nappanee, Indiana, not dated, on file In the Mennonite
HIsEorEcaI Library, Geshen College. Condensed in

J. C. Wenger, op. egit., Dp. T9-84.
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803. Herghberger, op. clt., p.-5.
Blgee footnote 67.

: 825 g, Mullet, "History of the First Mennonite
Church at Neppanee, Indiana,” Mennonite Yearbook and
Almanac, General Conference Publication Board, Men-
honlte Book Concern, Bernme, Indiana, 1529, pp. 32-34,

83A. E. Weaver (ed.}, A Standard History of
Elkhart County, Indiana, The Amerlcan Historical Society,
Thicago, vol. 1, 101c, pp. 385-386.

B4
_ For an account of the disagreement between
the liberal and traditional Amish of the Eikhart-
Lagrange county area, see H. E., Borntreger, op. cit.

857, C. Wenger, Op. Cit., Pe 39%.

Bbgea footnotes 65 and 84,

87u, Hostetler, op. eit., pP. 266-267.
88The references to the Culp schoolhouse are

found in botn E, S. Mullet, op. cit., and David -
holder, op. Cit. : P * vid Burk

89J. C. Wenger, "The ordained men from Indiana

ananichigan who attended the Diener-Versammlung 1862-
78," Mennonite Historical Bulletin, January, 1925,

p. 4 (eee also footnole 52).

9035, ¢. Wenger, op. cit., Da 178.

91A. K. Yoder, op. eit., p. 2, J. C. Wenger,

%2. eit., p. 397, glves 1872 as the origin of the Jasper

cunty settlement. These families moved shortly to
Newton County where they werse Joined by David H., Hoch-
stetler and his group cof families. Hochstetler had
apparently left the Nappanee settlement sometime in
1884 or 1865, since he attended the Dienerversammlungen
in 1864 from Bremen and in 1865 from Teo, which 18 In
Allen County (see footnote 89). It is not known when
he returned.

92According to abstract held by Edward Graber,
R. R. 2, Nappanee. Details given in the abstraci which
would help locate the courthouse (Elkhar? County)
records were: Deed Record Book 48, p. 123, and Deed

Record Book 13, P. 123,

93p, E. Yoder, op. cit., P. 2.° .
9lyqjustrated Historical Atlas of Elkhart

- County, Indilens: IBZM, [ Citey Do Je Tocke hed

pre ocusly been known as Wisler Town, J. C. Wenger,
op. egit., P. 80 (quote from Blshop Burkholder).

91p14.

963, L. We P
« La ygand, The Called It Nappaneé
pr%?ately printed, 194ﬁ-19E§, Tappanee, Indiana: PP
1-4.

97a. K. Yoder, op. cit., pe 2.

QBSome of this might have resulted from what 18
referred to lacally as the "windmill 1neident” which
occurred sometime aboub 1800 (Flgure 7). The story 1is
that Blishop Moeses Borkholder excommunlcated an Amish
farmer, David Kauffman, for constructing a windmill.
Tater restrictlions against hay loaders and manure
gpreaders apparently caused a number of families to
leave the Amish and Joln the North Main Street Men-
nonite Church. An additional result was the out-
migration of Amish families to more western states
' " on. cit., pe 2). Census figures,
published in 1891 tatistics of Churches, Census
Bulletin No. 131, Depi, of the interlor, Census Office,
October 29, 1891, p. 9), glve a membership of 117 in

‘the Marshall "0ld Amish Menncnite Church." This figure

18 not greatly less than that reported by 5. D. Guen-
gerich %T;’ eit.) in 1904 (132 members) and helps
substantlate the fact that there was gome loss of Amish
familles to other Eroups and by migration about the
turn of the century.

997. A, Hostetler, "01d World Extinction and
New World Survival of the pmish-A Study of Group Main-
tenance and Dissolution,” op. cit., P. 217.

160yannonite Yearbook and Directory, 1905, P. 2.

10lgee footnote 67. Je S. Hartzler and Danlel
Kauffman (Mennonite Church History, Mennonite Book and
mract Society, scottdale, Fennsy vanla, 1905, p. 288
give the 1905 membership as 123. This account of the
founding of the Marshall settlement is gubstantially
the same as that of 5. D. Guengerich, op. cit. Un-
doubtedly one source came from the other. ~IT is quite
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possible that the membership figure of 123 given by
Hartzler and Kauffmen was transposed by Guengerich to
132, or vice versa, The Mennonite hisiorians, most
llkely, get thelir information from Guengerich.

1025, K. voder, op. cit., p. 3.

1031114,

204614 order Amish Church Districts (map), op.

clt.

1°5R. J. Yordy, op. cit., maps.
106, K. Yoder, op. clb., p. 3.
1°7A. J. Beachy, op. cit.

1085 pn, zook, ed.
tory; vol. 57, 1966, pp. B9-91.

1034, 6. E. Huntington, op. eit., pp. 317-320;
see A, J. Beachy, op. cit.

110y g, Yoder, op. ¢clt., p. 2. See also foot-
note 98. It can not be documented, but the writer is
of the opinion that group mlgratlion of Amlsh familles
from Nappanee slowed considerably with the lmprovement
of dralnage conditions in the area, thus making more
land available for productlon and lessening the deslre
to move west. The fact that many families that moved

west 1efﬁ the Amish church was probably also a deterrent,

_ 1n‘The importance of the Ordnung 1s treated ex-
tenslvely in J. A. Hostetler, sh Soclety, op. cit.

112, x, Yoder, op. cit., p. 3.

1131134,

11“". M. Kollmorgen, op. clt., p. 9.

115014 Order Amish Church Districts (map), op.

cit.

. 1160n the Maniacl episode, see J. A. Hostetler,
Amish Society, op. clt., pp. 251-252. For an ex-
Tenslve account of the mission movement among the
Amigh, especlally its impact in central Chlo, see A. G.
E. Huntington, op. cit., pp. 692-T44,

Memnonite Yearbook and Dlrec-
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1174n entire set of Witnessing is on file in
the Mennonite Historical Li%rary, Goshen College.

The background of the mission movement, written by
one of the most nctive participants, is presented

_in H. Graber, Spiritual Awakening ¥n the 0ld Crder

Amish Church, unpublished nistorical paper, Men- _
nomite Historical Library, Goshen College, June, 1956,

118The story of this congregational exchange
iz given in J. C. Wenger, op. g¢it., pp. 85, 181,
There are other Mennonlte churchés in the Happanee
area (Flgure 10), but they have not been historically
related to those under discussion. The Salem Men-
nonlte Church area, lccated in eastern Unlon Town-
ghip, 18 only now beginning to have Amish familles
moving into its area, Faith Haven, & Conservatlve
Menmonite church related to the Ontario Conference,
leased the South Union Chepel located due west of
Locke about two mlles for services in the autumn
of 1966. Most of the families, however, do not ilve
in the area, and the congregatlion drives to worshlp,
gome from as far as Middlebury, They had previously
worshipped at the village of Southwest. When they
vacated, thelr meeting house was taken over by the
Conservative Fellowship, & splinter group centered

_ at Wakarusa., All these church groups Can be expected

to have impact on the Nappenee Amish in the future.
Blosger's Old Order Wisler Mennonite Church, loceted
two miles west of Salem church, is the worshlp house
serving the buggy-driving 01d Order Menncnites who
are historically reiated to the Yellow Creek area
(Figure 4) congregations. Since thelr traditions
and way of life are more similar to the Amish than
those of any other group, the impact of their mutusl
expansion should prove lliuminating. Aldready an
intermarriage between thelr chlldren has been report-
ed, the young man moving south and being baptized 1in
the 0ld Order Amlsh church (also bringing the name
Martin into the Indlana Amish culture). The United
Missionary churches have developed historlecally from
the Mennonites, orlginating under Daniel Brenneman,
a minister in the Yellow Creek congregation. They
were known for many years as Heformed Mennonites.
Bourbon Chapel was founded in 1962 with the overslght
of the North Maln Street Mennonite Church in Nappanece
Figure 7). HNorthwood Chapel, originally the Gospel
ght Mlssion, slthough founded by a Mennoniie, has
few of the traditions, belng strongly Pentecostal and
revival minded, and 1s interdenominaticnal.
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1197, A. Hostetler, Amish Society, op. g¢lt.,
pp L 60-76 L]

1207p4d.

‘121, g, E. Huntington, op. cit.; almost the
entire work concerns & single church district in
central Ohio.

1225 A, Hostetler, Amish Soclety, op. elit.,
pp. 77-78. Information on the central Ohio Amish
church districts since 1930 is given in Huntington,
op. cit., Appendix, p. 13.

123914 order Amish Church Districts, op. clt.

128m s was the West church district, from
which the Burlington district was formed (Figure 16).

125pe yearbook was published in 1905, 1906,
1907, 1908, 1913, 1914-1915, and annually since 1916.

1263, a. Hostetler, op. cit., Amish Soclet
p. 80; E. L. Smith, IR. citl, pe 55; M. A. Mook, %95&,
op. eit., pp. 293-301. TFor Pennsylvania as a whole,
E%wé?E?, Mook (1955, op. cit.) suggested 3 as & cor-
rectlon factor. A stﬁ%& Th remlly size trends in the
Nappanee settlement 1s feasible. OGutkind (op. cit.,
p. 90) refers to a study done by John Umble nvolving
faimly slze for the years 1926 and 1946 carried out
1p the Mappanee Amlsh settlement, and gives some data.
Unfortunately, a search of the Umble materials in the
Mennonite Archives, Goshen College, revealed no such
study. Some flgures on fmigh family size trends, in-
volving both the Nappanee and Elkgart-Lagrange settle-
ments, were reported in H. Good, A Study“in Mennonlte
Famlly Trends in Elkhart County, Indiana," Proceedings
of the 6th Annual Conference on Mennonite guiltural
Froblems, Council of Mennonite and Affiliated Colleges,
S pDe 41-46. A family census of the Nappanes
gettlement 1s currently underway, and prellminary re-
sults indieate that the total gsettlement population is
about 2,000 compared to the writer's estimate of 1,985.

.127p. J. Yordy, op. cit. Maps showing the
location of Amish and non-Amish property are glven In
Huntington, op. cit., Appendix, pp. 17, 18, 20, 21.

128y, A. Mook and J. A. Hostetler, "The Amish
and Their Land," op. glt., p. 25,
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129H. M. Kollmorgen, op. cit., pp. 11-12.

130¢, p, loomis and J. A. Beegle, op. cit.,

131p, ¢,
132g, 7.

W. Gutkind, op. cit., p. 89.
Yordy, op. ¢it., p. 10.

133g, J. Yordy, op. ¢it., p. 10. TYordy con-
ecluded that subsistence agriculture was on the in-
crease among Mernonite farmers since there were more
farms on less acreage. He overlooked the fact that
full-time factory work was increasing which allowed
only part-time farming on smaller plots. What he in-
terpreted es regresslon to subsistence levels was
actually just the reverse. Yordy also refers to
*unusual land pressures” (p. 10) on the Mennonites :
simply because the Amlsh were willing to buy the land
Mennonites not longer wanted. Whatever the merits of
his conclusions, Yordy put a great deal of effort into
his task and he should be commended for 1t. It should
also be mentioned that Hostetler does not emphaslze
the land problem theme In his interpretatlon of the
Amish settlement; see Amish Society, op. cit., pp. 92,

313-314,

134, p, Evertt, "One Man's Family," Population
Bulletin, vol, 17, no. 8, December, 1961, p. 1ol. - 1in
Ihie artlcle the writer, a religlous reporter, makes a
number of generalized observatlions sbout the Amish that
are common, but incorrect., Hls statement that the
Amish need more farms to insure the perpetuation of

" their soclety (p. 159) is challenged 1ln chapter III of

this study, and the implleation that a swlteh from
agricultural orlentation creates a crisls sltuation

(p. 159) is equally challenged in chapter Iil. Evereit's
comments on widespread Amish poverty (pp. 165-166) would
be difficult for him to verify {many persons lnterpret
the Amish disregard for externasl appearancea sbove in-
ternal attitudes as an indicatlon of poverty), although
it is interesting that the most poverty-stricken Amish
groups, the ultra-conservative settlements, live the
way that, apparently, he feels all Amish should live.

In his generalizations on population growth {pp. 167-
169), Everett gives no conslderation to normal rates

of child attrition, defectionz to Beachy Amish, Con-
gervative Mennonite, and other affiliatlons, and the
documented evidence (see footnote 26} that Amish birth
rates are declining., Everett's idea that Amish soclety
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w11l "crumble” (p. 169) 1f the men work in factorles
is also challenged in chapter III of thls study.

135H. M, EKollmorgen, Op. cit., B. 93.
136014 Order Amish Church Districts, op. cit.

137k, H. Baehr, op. cit.; P. C. W. Gutkind,
op. eit.3-A. G. E, Huntington, « elt.; D. P, Mlller,
sh Acculturation, master's tResls, University of
Tebraska, 1000; E. L. Smith, A Study of Acculturation
in an Amish Community, docterel thesis, Syracuse

Tntversity, T d. A. Hostetler, Amish Society,
op. cit.

138J. A. Hostetler, op. cit., Amish Society, p. 90,

139, G, BE. Huntington, op. cit., p. 277.
1401p14.

141y A, Hostetler, Amish Soclety, op. clt.,
p. 229. Huntington (op. cif.) reported 32 househoid
heads out of 49 engaged in full-time farming of some
sort, Appendlx, p. 19.

. 1425 A, Hostetler, Amish Soclety, op. cit.,
P. 229,

1u3This did not take inte conslderation that
some of the children had the same father. It was felt,
however, that the percentage of duplicates would be
equal in the farm and nen-farm counts, FPrellminary
census results verify a strong locallzation of in-
dustrial employment amleng the eastern and southern
edge. The pattern is changlng quickly, however, ab
factory work and other non-farm labor increases
almost daily (see footnote 126).

A4k, | 6. E. Buntington, op. cit., p. 31l.
. 45y, y, Mook, "The Nebracka Amish of Pennsyl-
vania," Mennonite Life, vol, 17, no. 1, January, 1962,
p. 29. '

b, 288 1463. A, Hostetler, Amish Soclety, op. cit.,

Wlnie tople 18 covered extenslvély by both
A. G. E, Huntington, op. ¢it., and J. A. Hostetler,

P
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Amish Society, op. cit.

. 1483, A. Hostetler, Amish Society, op. eit.,
pp. 89-91.

-1494 g, E. Huntington, op. git., Appendix,
p. 131. —

1507he Budget is owned and published by a non-
Amigh femiYy at Sugarcreek, Ohio. The bulk of the
paper is made up of news srticles sent in by Amish
and Mernnonite correspondents throughout North America
{including some foreign missions)}. A history of The
Budget can be found ln A, G. E. Huntington, op. ¢lt.,
pp. 54-57, and H, Yoder, "The Budget of Sugarcreek,

Ohio, 1819~1920," Mennonite Quarterly Review, vol. 60,
no., 1, January, 195G, pp. ET-E?.

1513, A. Hostetler, Amish Soclety, op. cit.,
sspecially pp. 47-69.

1524, 6. E. Huntington, op. eit,, especially
PP. 101-220. -

1531p14., pp. 219-229; J. A. Hostetler, Amish
Soclety, op. cit., p. 2B87. -

158yennonite Yearbook and Directory: 1940.

155Fbr information on the Indimna Conservatlive

Mennonite movement, see 0. Troyer, "A Hletory of the

Conservative Mennonite Churches in Northern Indiana,”

Mennonlte Historical Bulletin, vol, 20, no. 2, April,
» PP 1-2, 5§, o,

1563, A, Hostetler, Amish Society, op. cit.,
p. 213.

1575, 6. E. Huntington, op. eit., p. 229.

158, u, Baehr, op. clt., thesls, pp. 60, 131,
This is & minor point, and Bhould rnot be taken to
imply any lack of merit in this excellent work. Baehr
recognized the innovative nature of the periphery of
the Nappanee settlement, Although he characterized
this process as cne of "social diserganization,” he
wes at least aware of the different character of the
growing edge. Gutkind, op. cit., however, who studied
in the Nappanee area between 1550 and 1952, makes no
mention of the mission movement; and placed no emphasis
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on the Beachy movement or the shift tq factory employ-
ment. These have been the three most important secular-
ization processes {perhaps publliec school attendance
would be a fourth) cperating in the NHappanee settle-
ment since 1940,
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