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Problem 

We analyze the relationships between religious internalization (Ryan, Rigby, & King, 1993) and 

social support, religious fundamentalism, and motivation for Divine and human relationships. More 

complete internalization, identification, involves the incorporation of religious values into the self. Less 

complete internalization, introjection, results from imposed motives and resulting guilt and impression 

management. We predicted that Divine relationships would be most related to identification, followed by 

human relationships and social support because of the role of relatedness in identification (Deci et al., 

2001). However, we expected that fundamentalism would not contribute significantly to identification 

because conformity and religious identification are unrelated (Brambilla, Manzi, Regalia, & Verkuyten, 

2013). We predicted that introjection would be most related to fundamentalism (Altemeyer & 

Hunsberger, 2004), followed by social support, and that relationship variables would not be related to 

introjection. 

Procedure 

We recruited 306 respondents from a religiously-affiliated university who completed an online 

survey. Respondents completed the Multidimensional Scale of Perceived Social Support (general social 

support; Zimet, Dahlem, Zimet, & Farley, 1988), Basic Psychological Need Satisfaction (general social 

support; Deci et al., 2001; Gagné, 2003), Intratextual Fundamentalism (intratextual fundamentalism; 

Williamson, Hood, Ahmad, Sadiq, & Hill, 2010),  Revised Religious Fundamentalism (broad 

fundamentalism; Altemeyer & Hunsberger, 2004), Christian Religious Internalization (religious 

identification and introjection; Ryan et al., 1993) and Faith Maturity (motivation for Divine and human 

relationships; Ji, 2004) scales.  

Results 

Our sample is 60% female. All but 6% expressed some religious affiliation. Identification 

positively correlated (r= .15 to .79) with all variables. Introjection, however, only related to 

fundamentalism measures (r= .22 and .28). Linear regression explained 70% of variance in identification 

from the other scales, but only 12% in introjection. Relationship with God (B = .74, t = 9.8, p < .001) and 

broad fundamentalism (B = .19, t = 2.8, p = .006) independently predicted identification; only broad 

fundamentalism independently predicted introjection (B = .29, t = 2.9, p = .004). Using relative 

importance analysis (Gömping, 2006) to distribute shared variance,  we found that a personal 

relationship with God accounted for most shared variance (LMG: 45%, PMVD: 80%) of 

religious identification and fundamentalism accounted for the majority for introjection (LMG 

58%: PMVD 82%). 

Conclusion 

Our results were consistent with our hypotheses except for the positive relationship 

between fundamentalism and identification. In order to better understand the relationships 

between these variables, we plan to conduct a network analysis (Costantini, et al., 2017) once our 

data collection is complete to simultaneously illustrate the strengths of relationships between 

each variable.  
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50 word abstract 

We analyzed the relationships between religious internalization and social support, religious 

fundamentalism, and motivation for Divine and human relationships. 306 respondents from a religiously-

affiliated university were recruited to completed an online survey. Our results suggested Divine 

relationships were most related to identification while fundamentalism was most related to introjection.  
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