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1. Civil religion experiment and survey variable descriptions

Both the Civil Religion Experiment and the National Civil Religion Identity Study followed a similar design: respondents were asked a series of background questions, exposed to an experimental treatment, and then asked a series of questions about political attitudes and behaviors.  This appendix reports both how attitudes were measured on the pre- and post-treatment survey instrument.

Civil Religion Experiment    

Civil Religion Identity scale (2008 version):  CRI was assessed using the following ten item question battery. All items measured on a seven point scale with response options ranging from “strongly disagree” to “strongly agree.” All items were rescaled from 0 to 1, summed, and divided by ten.  Cronbach’s alpha = .874, mean = .21, s.d. = .18.

● America is God’s chosen nation. 
● The flag of the United States is sacred. 
● If our government does not support religion, government cannot uphold morality. 
● The United States has a special covenant with God. 
● It is not really possible to be a good citizen in the United States without also being a follower of religion. 
● Part of the President’s job is to provide moral and spiritual leadership for the nation. 
● In critical times, God intervenes in American national affairs. 
● The office of the Presidency is a sacred position. 
● The U.S. Constitution is a holy document. 
● America, as a nation, holds a special higher power

Party identification: Party identification was assessed through individuals “Generally speaking, do you consider yourself a Democrat, Independent, or Republican? Responses measured on a seven point scale.
Scale recoded to range from 0 to 1, higher scores indicate Republican identification, mean = .34, s.d. = .27.

Vote preference: Following presentation of the stimulus materials, respondents were asked “If you lived in this candidate’s district, how likely do you think it is that you would vote for him?” Responses measured on a seven point scale ranging from “not likely at all” to “very likely.”  Scale mean = 4.29, s.d. = 1.34.

Note: It should be noted that participants were also asked a battery of questions designed to measure other religious orientations, including religious fundamentalism and orthodoxy.  In general, low variance on these items in the student sample limited further inferences about religious rhetoric’s ability to activate other religious orientations.  This was one principle motivation for conducting the National Civil Religion Identity Study. 



National Civil Religion Identity Study

Civil Religion Identity Scale (2010 version):  The 2010 CRI scale was revised based on results from the civil religion experiment, and additional piloting not reported here.  All items measured on a five point scale with response options ranging from “strongly disagree” to “strongly agree,” and rescaled to range from 0 to 1.  Cronbach’s alpha = .897, mean = .56, s.d. = .29.

● As Americans, we are blessed with special opportunities. 
● The office of the Presidency is a sacred position. 
● The United States has a special covenant with God. 
● Being an American citizen is a sacred responsibility.  
● The U.S. Constitution is a holy document. 
● America, as a nation, holds a special higher power.

National Identity: National identity measures were adapted from Huddy and Khatib (2007).  Factor analysis indicates that national identity and CRI load on separate factors (analysis available from author, upon request).  National identity rescaled to range from 0 to 1, with higher scores indicating higher national identification.  Cronbach’s alpha = .637, mean = .73, s.d.=.24. 

● To what extent would you say you see yourself as a typical American? (Very typical, Somewhat typical, Not at all typical)
● When talking about Americans, how often do you say “we” instead of “they?” (Always, Most of the time, About half the time, Once in a while, Never)
● How important is being American to you personally? ( Very important, Somewhat important, Not very important)

Party Identification: Generally speaking, do you think of yourself as a... ? (Democrat, Independent, Republican) Followup: Would you call yourself.../Do you think of yourself as closer to the Democratic or the Republican Party? Responses aggregated on a seven point scale. Higher scores indicate Republican identification, mean = 4.45, s.d. = 2.27.

Ideology: Thinking about politics these days, how would you describe your own political viewpoint? (Very liberal, Liberal, Moderate, Conservative, Very conservative). “Not sure” responses excluded from analysis. Higher scores indicates more conservative ideology, mean = 3.48, s.d. = 1.02.

Fundamentalism: Fundamentalism measure adapted from Smith (1998). Thinking about your own religious beliefs and practices, how well does "fundamentalist" describe your religious faith? (Doesn't describe me, Somewhat describes me, Describes me quite a bit, Describes me a great deal).  Mean = 1.82, s.d. = .96. 

Candidate “Image” as a dependent variable: Image scale was the sum of three salience measures. Respondents were asked “How important are the following criteria to you personally, when you are deciding whether or not to vote for a candidate for president?”  All items measured on a five point scale with response options ranging from “extremely important” to “not at all important,” and rescaled to range from 0 to 1.  Cronbach’s alpha = .669, mean = .70, s.d. = .20.

	● The candidate's moral character
  	● The candidate has strong family values
	● The candidate's religion

Candidate “issue positions” as a dependent variable: Issue scale was the sum of three salience measures. Respondents were asked “How important are the following criteria to you personally, when you are deciding whether or not to vote for a candidate for president?”  All items measured on a five point scale with response options ranging from “extremely important” to “not at all important,” and rescaled to range from 0 to 1.  Cronbach’s alpha = .747, mean = .65, s.d. = .29.

	● The candidate's position on abortion
	● The candidate’s position on same-sex marriage

Proud in country: Respondents were asked “How important are the following criteria to you personally, when you are deciding whether or not to vote for a candidate for president?”  Responses measured on a five point scale with response options ranging from “extremely important” to “not at all important.” Mean = 4.26, s.d. = .96.
	
● The candidate makes me proud of my country

Someone like me: Respondents were asked “How important are the following criteria to you personally, when you are deciding whether or not to vote for a candidate for president?”  Responses measured on a five point scale with response options ranging from “extremely important” to “not at all important.” Mean = 2.87, s.d. = 1.22.

● The candidate is someone like me





2. Civil religion identity by religious tradition

	Civil religion identity by religious tradition

	Tradition
	Mean CRI score

	Evangelical Protestant
	.667

	Mainline Protestant
	.623

	Mormon
	.648

	Catholic
	.599

	Jewish
	.329

	Atheist/Agnostic
	.307

	Nothing in particular
	.521

	Above: Table displays the average CRI score sorted by religious tradition.  Evangelical Protestants are Protestants who reported the term “evangelical” described them “a great deal” or “quite a bit.”  Scores for Mormon and Jewish respondents should be interpreted with caution given small sample sizes.  Between groups differences are statistically significant (p<.001).


















3. Civil religion identity and issue and image salience (to accompany figure 6.2)

Comparing Image and Issue Salience
	
	Moral character
	Family Values
	Religion
	Abortion
	Same Sex Marriage

	Party Identification
	.092**
(.021)
	.124**
(.025)
	.125**
(.03)
	.057**
(.03)
	-.009
(.265)

	Civil Religion Identity
	.855**
(.160)
	1.61**
(.194)
	1.28**
(.233)
	.374
(.236)
	.051
(.034)

	R2
	.18
	.29
	.179
	.037
	.007

	Above: Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients, examining the relationship between party identification and civil religion identity on one of five salience dependent variables.  The results indicate that CRI predicts image salience, but not issue salience. **p<.01, *p<.05.

















4. American national identity and civil religion identity (to accompany figure 6.3)

	American national identity and civil religion identity

	
	Candidate makes me proud in country
	Candidate is someone like me

	Party identification
	.032
(.023)
	.024
(.045)

	National Identity
	1.32**
(.227)
	-.073
(.294)

	Civil Religion Identity
	1.04**
(.196)
	1.038**
(.255)

	R2
	.283
	.069

	Above: Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients, examining the relationship between party identification, civil religion identity, and national identity on one of two salience dependent variables.  The results indicate that CRI has an independent relationship with the dependent variables, above and beyond national identity. **p<.01, *p<.05.















5. Comparing CRI to other variables as predictors of moral character salience

	Comparing CRI to other variables as predictors of moral character salience

	
	Moral character

	Constant

	3.14**
(.235)

	Civil Religion Identity

	.588**
(1.86)

	Ideology

	.159**
(.057)

	Party identification
	.037
(.026)

	Fundamentalism

	.064
(.056)

	Religious Commitment
	.24
(.17)

	National Identity

	.059
(.207)

	R2
	.254

	Above: Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients, regressing moral character salience on six identity and attitudinal measures.  The results indicate that Civil Religion Identity has a strong relationship to moral character salience, above and beyond other theoretically related constructs (such as religious commitment and national identity).  I have also specified this model with alternative combinations of religious variables, to confirm that multicollinearity between religion predictors isn’t biasing the results.  **p<.01, *p<.05.

















6. Fundamentalism as a predictor of abortion and same-sex marriage salience

	Fundamentalism as a predictor of abortion and same-sex marriage salience

	Independent variable
	Abortion 
	Same-sex marriage

	Constant
	2.916**
	3.137**

	Civil Religion Identity
	.253
	-.083

	Party Identification
	.056
	.057

	Ideology
	-.005
	-.009

	Fundamentalism
	.272**
	.304**

	R2
	.071
	.048

	Above: Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients, regressing abortion and same-sex marriage salience on CRI, party identification, ideology, and fundamentalism.  Fundamentalism stands out as the best predictor whether respondents will employ abortion and same-sex marriage issue stances as a basis of vote choice. **p<.01, *p<.05.



































7. Sample “webpage” from Civil Religion Identity experiment
[image: ]
Above: Participation in the civil religion identity experiment received one of nine possible sample webpages, which they were asked to read to learn more about the candidate.  This webpage above contains civil religion language, but relatively little emotive content.




8. Vote choice by rhetorical cues and Christian identity (to accompany figure 6.4)

	Vote choice by rhetorical cues and Christian identity

	Independent variable
	Coefficient

	(Constant)
	4.643**
(.199)

	Christian
	-.161
(.265)

	Civil religion condition
	-1.055**
(.297)

	Subgroup condition
	-1.126**
(.311)

	Christian * Civil religion condition
	.786*
(.383)

	Christian * Subgroup condition
	.813*
(.392)

	R²
	.077

	Above: Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients, regressing likelihood of voting for the candidate on Christian self-identification, dummy variables for the subgroup and civil religion experimental conditions, and the interaction between Christian identification and the experimental condition.   **p<.01, *p<.05.








9. Impact of experimental condition on pride in country, by religious tradition

	Impact of experimental condition on pride in country, by religious tradition

	Independent variable
	Coefficient

	(Constant)
	3.27**
(.163)

	Christian
	-.011
(.177)

	Civil Religion Identity
	1.52**
(.183)

	Civil religion condition
	-.444*
(.21)

	Subgroup condition
	-.096
(.21)

	Christian * Civil religion condition
	.463
(.256)

	Christian * Subgroup condition
	.201
.253)

	R²
	.207

	Above: Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients, regressing the importance of candidate pride in country on Christian self-identification, Civil Religion Identification, dummy variables for the subgroup and civil religion experimental conditions, and the interaction between Christian identification and the experimental condition.   While the Christian*Civil religion condition interaction does not meet the typical statistical significance threshold, the relationship is suggestive (p=.071). **p<.01, *p<.05.






10. Vote choice by rhetorical cues and civil religion identity (to accompany figure 6.5)
	
Vote choice by rhetorical cues and Civil Religion Identity
	

	Independent variable
	CRI only model
coefficient
	Full model coefficient

	(Constant)
	2.72*
(1.18)
	3.746**
(1.343)

	Party identification
	--
	-.106*
(.046)

	Orthodoxy
	--
	.563
(.34)

	Civil Religion Identity (CRI)
	-0.985
(.623)
	-.562
(.682)

	Civil religion identity condition
	5.972**
1.629)
	5.239**
(1.651)

	Subgroup condition
	6.614**
(1.61)
	5.786**
(1.668)

	CRI*Civil religion condition 
	3.471**
(.861)
	3.095**
(.872)

	CRI*Subgroup condition
	3.78**
(.876)
	3.348**
(.886)

	R²
	.132
	.15

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Above: Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients, regressing likelihood of voting for the candidate on Civil Religion Identification, dummy variables for the subgroup and civil religion experimental conditions, and the interaction between Civil Religion Identification and the experimental condition.   The full model includes control variables for party identification and orthodoxy.  Civil Religion Identity centered at its mean.  Model only includes self-identified Christian respondents. **p<.01, *p<.05.





11. Self-monitoring and the normative social pressure applied by civil religion rhetoric (to accompany figure 6.6)

	Self-monitoring and the normative social pressure applied by civil religion rhetoric

	
	Family values salience
	Same-sex marriage salience

	
	Control 
	Civil Religion 
	Control cond.
	Civil Religion 

	Constant

	2.950
	3.273
	3.415
	2.853

	Party identification

	.096*
	.173**
	.007
	.084

	Civil Religion Identity

	1.038
	.310
	-.109
	-.033

	Self-monitor

	-1.378
	-2.381*
	-.015
	1.174

	Self-monitor *Civil Religion Identity
	1.757
	3.093*
	-.447
	-.298

	R²
	.295
	.359
	.006
	.026

	Above: Table displays separate regression equations for control and civil religion conditions, regressing family values and same-sex marriage salience  on party identification, civil religion identity, self-monitoring, and the interaction between self-monitoring and civil religion.  Entries are unstandardized regression coefficients.  **p<.01, *p<.05.
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