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For at least a century social scientists and religious believers 

have engaged in a.controversy about the nature of religious conversion. 

Put more simply, .social scientists often dismiss claims that God inter- 

venes directly in individual lives; instead, they have suggested, such 

events have human origins. 

During the early decades of the twentieth century; when religious 

conversion was heavily stressed among religious groups in the United 

States, several social scientists developed alternative explanations for 

what was happening. Some gathered the beginnings of empirical evidence . .  . .  

relevant to their.arguments. Religious believers counter attacked. 

They questioned the ability of any empirically-based science to deal .with 

I I non-empirical reality". They suggested the skepttcs' assertions were 

just as much an act of faith as.were the claims of believers. Social 
I 

. . 
scientists, of course, denied this and suggested it would not be neces-, 

sary to "prove or disprove" the.existence of God if one could account 

for the same phenomena without reference to non-empirical considerations. . . 

The issues were never settled. First of all, social scientists 

had competing arguments about what "really" was going on and did not 

reconcile their differences in any systematic way. Secondly, those who 

looked for empirical evidence rarely gathered data that could be used to 

disprove their own arguments, so that testing was not particularly rig- 

orous.. Despite these lacks, the argument gradually went to the skeptics 6 

by default. as the practices of organized religion began to change. 

Religious conversion became a bit declasse, stressed primarily among 

fundamentalist sects, the poor, the distressed, or among groups tied 

to an earlier way of life (e.g. among more rural areas of the nation). 

Religious intellectuals for the most part lost interest in the phenomenon, 



. . . .  . 

except as "deviant behavior" they were happy to let the social scientists 

explain. Thus religious conversion became a phenomenon of minor intel- 

lectual interest ,.' one that. social scientists grouped 'with-.such ."f.e.Zat e'dl!.',' 

.behavior as "commitment to a deviant ideology" or "socialization into 

adult roles." 

Interest in conversion revived in the'united States during the 

late 19501s, when a number of American soldiers who had been prisoners 

of war to the Chinese began coming home "converted" to communism. Some 

scholars began studying the circumstances under which this occurred, and 

comparing it to transformation which occurred in the name of religion or 

2 
of psychotherapy. 

But while interest in the topic revived, the skeptics' argument 

was in no way challenged until large numbers of young people began 
8. . 

turning to the "Jesus Movements" of the late 1960's and early 1970"s. 

Once again religious conversion became highly visible to intellectuals 

and academics. Religious enthusiasm began to swell on college campuses;, 

students (including the children of some secularized intellectuals) 

began to experience "change of heart" and to ascribe it to divine inter- 

vention in their lives. 

The new clientele not only made an interest in religious conver- 

sion more stylish among intellectuals; it also challenged some of the . . 

causal assumptions that had become prevalent. For here were converts 
I 

from affluent, externally happy circumstances. Early efforts .to 

describe "Jesus Movement" people as youths seeking a wayout of drugs 3 

proved too simple: while some "religious communities" recruited pri- . 

marily from that milieu,,others did not. Nor could parental upbringing 

explain why many of the enthusiasts turned to religion for meaning in 



their lives. Large-scale explanations--for example that youth were 

retreating into religious fantasy because of disillusionment with the 

established cult&-e and with radical politics as an effective means of 
4 

remedy--rang hollow when the backgrounds and perspectives of individual 

enthusiasts were examined more closely. Too often, in terms'of previous 

activities and interests, the wrong people were being converted. 

This contrary-evidence makes the "self-evident" character of 

conventional social science explanations questionable. It may be time 

for a renewed series of tests of arguments about the nature of religious 

conversions, taking information about the current crop of converts and 

- - 
organizing it in terms of the logic of.the arguments.being mde. Hope-. 

fully this paper will offer a first step in that direction. 

This paper will review some influential social science arguments 

about the nature of conversion, and' will suggest some problemi. of 

measurement and proof that have plagued earlier efforts to test these 

theories. It then will offer a new test of some of the same arguments, 

using data gathered from members.of one of the more interesting develop- 

ments within the current "Jesus Movements." This test will involve 

Catholic Pentacostals, who claim to have received the Baptism of the 

Holy Spirit and to have re-oriented their lives around this encounter 

with the Divine; it will compare them to a control group of Catholics 

from similar backgrounds who have not experienced this change of heart. 

We will ask the following questions: 1) to what extent are converts 

subject to the kinds of influences which social scientists have said 

account for what had happened to them? 2) Is this coincidence? (When 

a larger population containing both converts and non-converts is studied, 

many people may be found who are under such influences. Are converts 



located disproportionately in the ranks of those facing these circum- 

stances?) 3) Just how important an influence on conversion are the 

various social factors being studied? (How much of .the total variance 

-in outcome is explained by different kinds of social influence? How 

. . much is explained when all of them operate together?) 

CLASSIC ARGUMENTS FROM THE SOCIAL SCIENCE LITERATURE 

1. Religious Conversion as a Fantasy-Solution to Stress One major 

stream of argument and description in the social sciences begins with 

the assumption that religious experience, at its essence, is a pro- 

jective fantasy, a magical solution to situations of stress encountered 
-r 

in dealings with other persons. The argument was stated eloquently by 

Sigmund ~ r e u d , ~  was further elaborated in the 1920's by Thouless and 

Leuba in their analysis of sexual symbolism in the writings of saints 

6 .  
and mystics, and in Flower's argument that sheltered children are more 

7 
likely to seek conversion; it appeared again in the arguments of Flugel 

and Fenichel during the 1940's about God as a fantasy Father-'figure pro- 

jection of the super-ego,8 in the Mayer-Gross study of 1955 applying ob- 

sessional-neurosis theory to the study of Presbyterians, Plymouth 

Bretheren and JesuitsY9 and in the Festinger studies noting the attrac- 

tiveness of religious conversion to persons in social circumstances 

of high ambiguity and discomfort. 
10 

A comparable argument, stated in social rather than psychological t 

terms, grows from the influence of Karl Marx.ll Froh Marx's descrigitibn 

I 
of religion as an opiate for the masses has come a 1arge.number of 

~ studies relating involvement in religious experience to social situations 

1 of major disadvantage. H. Richard Niebuhr traced the origins of 

Christian (fervent) sects to the poor existing in circumstances of major 



l2 cantril,13 clark,14 and ~fister'sl~ studies of the 1940's stress. 

argued that the working classes and the poor in America were more deeply 

involved in religious experience than were other population groups.. 

Anton Boisen traced the growth of minor religious sects, which stress" 
75 

direct conversion experiences, during the depression of the 1930'si16 Milton 

17 
Yinger argued that persons at a competitive disadvantage, socially, 

participate disproportionately in the religious activities of organized 

religion. Vittorio Lanternari traced the growth of nativistic mil- . . 

. . lenarian religious movements in colonial -areas subject to domination by 

18 Europeans. 

Andrew Greely lumps these arguments together as a' "comfort , . . 

theory" of religion, suggesting that these varying arguments have in 

common a view of religion and rexigious experience as functioning 

primarily to stabilize or comfort the individual or social unit-in time 

19 of stress. 

2. Religious Conversion as the Culmination of Earlier Socialization. 

Another tradition within the social sciences approaches religious 

experience and conversion as learned behavior, comparable to any other 

kind of'..socialization. As confirmation of this, it.s adherents . , have 

pointed to the oft-noted tendency,for women to be more highly involved 

in religious experience and activities,20 to -the h$gh:proportionof 
. .. . . . . .  

religious converts coming from religious homes, '?. &ad to ; k h e  . tendency 
t 

for the oldest child in a family to identify more completely with the 

values of his or her parents.22 They have noted that carbolic students 
trained in parochial schools seem more deeply identified with attitudes 

and positions of the catholic church than'do students trained elsewhere. 
23 

Thus this tradition would seek the origins of susceptibility to "con- 

versions experience1' in previous training. 



3. Religious Conversion As Encapsulation. A third tradition sees . 

. . 

religious conver~ion as the product of immediate social interaction .and 
. . 

dependence, perhaps made easier when an individual is under stress.or has 

. . 
had previous exposure to the perspective, but basically a process in 

which one comes to adopt a new self-identity as a result of absorbing 

the frame of reference used by persons around one. Ruth Wallace's study 

of converts to Catholicism from among inquir.ers at the Catholic Information 

Center in i or onto, Canada, showed that inquirers were far more likely to 

convert if they were tied by strong affective bonds to devout Catholics; 

indeed, that the best hunting ground was found among non-Catholics who 
. . .  

24 Michael 
. . 

were just forming family-bonds with devout Catholics. 
. . 

Harrison found that openness-to conversion was closely related to ab- .. . 

sorption into devout friendship circles. 25 John Lo£ land, studying 

conversion to a deviant cult believing Christ had returned to earth in 

the orient and that the end of the world was eminent, found conversion 

to be the end product of a process of increasing investment of time 

and energy in interaction with believers, coupled with a closing off 

of other social avenues until the exotic frame of reference became - .  

a believable base for behavior. 26 Indeed, Lo£ land and Stark's generaliqa- . . 

tion of the conversion process (which they call a "value-added" model) 

combines each kind of argument described above into an interactive 

process-model: I quote: 

I I For conversion a person must: 

1. Experience enduring, acutely felt tensions 
2. Within a religious problem-solving perspective, 
3.  Which leads him to define himself as a religious 

seeker ; 
4. Encountering the D.P.  at a turning point in his 

life, 



5. Wherein an affective bond is formed (or pre-exists) 
with one or more converts; 

6 .  Where extra-cult attachments are absent or 
neutralized; 

7. And where, i'f he is to become a deplo~r)ble.agent, he 
is exposed to intensive interaction." 

PREVIOUS EFFORTS AT PROOF 

In his book, Religious Behavior, Michael Argyle has drawn ' 

together a catalog of previous quantitative research in the area of 

religion, attempting at the end a summary of findings as they relate 

to the arguments mentioned above and to some additional concerns of his 

own. It is a useful compilation, if not particularly reassuring as to 

the "state of the art" in the late 1950's. Many studies in this area 

were done so poorly as to be inadmissable as evidence pro or con: 

they involve strange choices of populations, questions which are only 

tangentially relevant as evidence for the argument being put .forward, 

or other crudities common to early efforts to do quantitative research 

in this area. In short, they are not worth "replicating" because the 

original study is of insufficient validity to be interesting. Others, 

however, including some of the more recent quantitative studies, hold 

more interest. 

' 

Lacking in almost ,a11 studies, however, is any careful effort 

to use relevant control groups to disprove the contentions being put 

forward. It is a logical fallacy to argue, for example, thak psycho- 

ligical stress .accounts for religious conversion when you can only 

show that a high proportion of converts are under stress. Perhaps a 

high proportion of all persons (converts and non-converts alike) ex- 

perience stress of this kind. Again, to show that converts come from 

religious homes means nothing unless you can showthat non-converts are 

less likely to do so. 



This need for  a control-population may seem obvious, once s ta ted ,  

but  i t  is  f a r  from c l ea r  i n  many cases j u s t  what people should be 

sampled fo r  purposes of comparison. I f  the  converts exhibi t  some 

unusual cons te l l a t ion  of soc i a l  cha rac t e r i s t i c s ,  i t  may prove d i f f i c u l t  

indeed to  dupl icate  these among a cont ro l  population: one has to  know 

where t o  f i nd  persons with those cha rac t e r i s t i c s  and how t o  est imate 

the  appropr ia te  universe from which t o  draw a comparison sample. 
28 

It i s  not surpr is ing t ha t  many s tud ies  have been content t o  

base th.eir arguments on d i s t r i bu t i on  of t r a i t s  among converts, r a ther  

than t o  proceed more log ica l ly  i n  terms of t h e i r  argument--i.e., to  

compare' t he  d i s t r i bu t i on  of converts and non-converts among persons 

who possess t he  t . r a i t  i n  question and among those who do not .  The data 

which follow w i l l  show the  p r i ce  t ha t  is  paid f o r  such sloppy methods 

of proof, however. We w i l l  f ind pa t te rns  s imilar  t o  the  c l a s s i c  argu- 

ments when we look only a t  i n t e rna l  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t r a i t s  among the  

converts. Rather d i f f e r en t  p ic tu res  w i l l  emerge, however, as we begin 

t o  argue more ca re fu l ly .  

A s  i n i t i a l  evidence, we have data  gathered from converts t o  one 

of t he  more dramatic expressions of t h e  current  Jesus Movement, Catholic 

Pentecostals  who claim to  have received the  "Baptism of the  Holy Sp i r i t " ,  

a physical -spir i tual  transformation usual ly  involving speaking i n  
. . . .  

. . 
' unknown tongues (g lossa la l i a )  , ' extreme joy, t o t a l  dedicat ion t o  Chris t ,  

d i r e c t  communication with God, and t he  conscious re-ordering of one's 

l i f e  around these encounters. Rather than attempt a random sample of 

Catholic Pentecostals  across t he  country, we have used a snow-ball 

sample (asking each respondent t o  name other  members of t he  movement) 

i n  an  e f f o r t  t o  study the  e n t i r e  group of converts within a more 



l imi ted locale .  This permitted us t o  gather data,  f o r  purposes of 

comparison, on a randomly chosen sample of Catholics i n  the  a r ea  where 

our main'group of converts .center t h e i r  a c t i v i t i e s .  Thus .we can ask 

whether t he  group suscept ible  t o  t h i s  kind of conversion d i f f e r s  i n  any 

. . 
. s i g n i f i c a n t  way from the  l a rger  target-population f o r  t h i s  re l ig ious  

movement. For t h i s  study, a Catholic who.reports receiv.ing the.Baptism 

of the  Holy S p i r i t  w i l l  be defined a s  a . r e l i g i o u s  convert, while a 

Catholic chosen f o r  study through random sampling procedures w i l l . b e  

ca l led  a "control". 

The movement began a s  a Catholic-student phenomena, r ec ru i t i ng  

l oca l l y  from students a t  a  l a rge  secular  univers i ty  which dominates 

t he  community where major a c t i v i t y  has been centered. Accordingly t he  

study selected,  fo r  controls ,  a sample of students a t  tha t  University 

who had indicated a Catholic preference. 29 (This seemed to  be the  

t a rge t  population fo r  the  movement l oca l l y ;  thus one could compare 

converts and non-converts from the  same milieu.)  Because of other 

i n t e r e s t s  besides the t e s t  of conversion arguments, we a l s o  gathered 

da ta  from Catholic Pentecostals  i n  another secular  univers i ty  where 

t he  Catholic hierarchy ac t i ve ly  discouraged.the movement, and from a 

non-s &dent chapter elsewhere. 
. . 

.We attempted, thus, t o  secure a 100% universe of .persons  i n  

contact with t he  Catholic .Pentecostal  movement i n  t h r e e .  geogriphically- 

s imi la r  communities, where condit ions for . recrui tment  d i f fe red .  I n  the  

community where major a c t i v i t y  of the  movement was.centered, .we.received 

back. 231 mailed questionnaires from the  snow-ball sample of names, a 

response r a t e  of 65%. The secular  univers i ty  chapter facing open 

h o s t i l i t y  from the  Catholic Church sen t  back 30 questionnaires,  a . response 



r a t e  of 88%. The non-student chapter sent  back 16 (76% of the  Catholics 

involved). Our con t ro l  sample came t o  158, a response r a t e  of 72%. 

U n f ~ r t ~ h a t e l y  fo r  the  t id iness  of t h i s  study, the  .membership of 

the  Catholic Pentecostal  Movement .began t o  s h i f t  .between t he  time when 

our study design was planned and ac tua l ly  executed. The Catholic 

Pentecostal  movement, l i k e  dynamic movements elsewhere, 'had not stayed 

within the  r ec ru i t i ng  bounds.seen previously. High school students,  

Catholic seminarians, nuns and p r i e s t s ,  and adu l t s  i n  the  community 

were beginning t o  come t o  t he  movement. A number of persons who had 

been students a t  t he  univers i ty  were dropping out to .devote  themselves 

full- t ime t o  " the  se rv ice  of t he  Lord". And Protes tants ,  both Pente- 

cos t a l  and non-Pentecostal i n  background, were.beginning t o  assoc ia te  

themselves with the  group. Thus the  neat  convert-control sample of 

t he  study .design no longer provided exact comparison groups. 
30 

This paper, consequently, w i l l  provide a . s e r i e s  of comparisons, 

of g rea te r  and l e s s e r  exactness, i n  an  attempt t o . l ook  honestly a t . t h e  

range of persons who entered the  movement a t  the  time data..were gathered 

and ye t  t o  argue a s  t i g h t l y  a s  possible.  The main l i n e  of.argument 

w i l l  look a t  Catholic students a t  the  secular  univers i ty  who report  

having received the  Baptism of the  Holy S p i r i t ,  38 persons, and a t  

158 Catholics chosen as "controls". Then a s  fu r ther  t e s t s  of the  

arguments being made, we w i l l  use two looser def in i t ions  of "convert". 

The one compares a l l  Catholic respondents who repor t  having received 

the  Baptism of the  Holy S p i r i t . ( l 5 2  persons) with t he  e a r l i e r  control  

group (158). This provides groupings i n t u i t i v e l y  easy t o  compare- 

Catholics divided almost exactly between converts and controls  (49% and 

51% respect ively) .  But i t  is a "loose" comparison i n  the . sense  t ha t  



the  con t ro l  includes only current  un ivers i ty  students.  The second 

comparison t r e a t s  a l l  persons drawn t o  the  group, Catholic o r  Protestant ,  

"Baptized" or  not, a s  "seekers". Since t he  control  group remains the  

same (Catholic students a t  t he  secular univers i ty)  t he  " tes t"  conditions 

become even l e s s  exact. The three  comparisons together,  however, should 

give a c l ea r e r  p i c tu r e  than would be poss ible  from any one alone. They 

allow a comparison under f a i r l y  control led external  condit ions,  and 

then show whether the  f indings apply t o  "seekers" and "converts"..more 

generally.  . . 

The f i r s t  s e r i e s  of hypotheses discussed e a r l i e r  view re l ig ious  . 

conversion a s  a major s h i f t  i n  world view and commitment of one's 

energies,  one which occurs a s  an adaptat ion t o  high s t r e s s  s i tua t ions .  . 

Some who argue t h i s  way see  conversion a s  the  c rea t ion  of a fantasy 

so lu t ion  t o  otherwise d i s t ress ing  circumstances; o thers  s ee  . re l ig ious  

r o l e s  and s t a tu se s .be ing  subst i tu ted f o r  secular  ones t h a t  have become 

problematic. I n  e i ther .case ,  to  t e s t  t h e  argument one needsmeasures 

of s t r e s s  t h a t  might be present among a population. 

Respondents, of course, a r e  making sel f - repor ts  and might be 

expected t o  reac t  somewhat defensively t o  "debunking" explanations of 

t h i s  kind. Moreover, the  majority a r e  highly educated, l i k e l y  t o  have 

heard such explanations and to  be a l e r t  t o  questionnaire items which 
, 

imply psychological ra ther  than r e l i g ious  explanations f o r  t h e i r  

experiences. Consequently the  measurement of "s t ress"  w a s  approached 

with  some care.  S t r e s s  indicators  were sca t te red  a t  d i f f e r en t  points 

throughout the  questionnaire,  and whenever poss ible  were placed i n  a 

context t ha t  should minimize defensiveness. For example, we asked 

about problems experienced with members of t h e i r  family and about 



problems i n  regard t o  s e x  i n  t h e  con tex t  of changes which might have 

come as a r e s u l t  .of r ece iv ing  t h e  Baptism. This  provided -a "before" 

and "af te r" ,  mea;ure which allowed f r ankness  about  e a r l i e r  s t r e s s . w i t h -  
. . 

o u t  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  a "put-down" of t h e  exper ience  of conversion.  A t  

ano the r  p o i n t  i n  t h e  ques t ionna i r e  t he . r e sponden t  was asked whether .he  

(or  she)  had found l o n e l i n e s s  t o  . b e  a major 'problem i n  the preceding 

two y e a r s .  They a l s o  .were asked whether  they  had considered themselves 

t o  b e  i n  t h e  midst of a s p i r i t u a l  c r i s i s  dur ing  t h a t  t ime per iod ,  and 

whether they  had a c t i v e l y  sought counse l ing  f o r . p e r s o n a 1  problems. 

. Anyone who answered "yes" t o  any of t h e s e  ques t ions  w a s  coded a s  having 

been s u b j e c t  t o  ac t ive ly-perce ived  psychologica l  s t r e s s  du r ing  t h e  

per iod  preceding conversion.  

A second s e t  of s t r e s s  i n d i c a t o r s . w e r e  b u i l t  from t h e  arguments 

of John Lofland and Ruth Wallace. Would persons involved i n  major 

r o l e  shif ts--contemplated marriage, widowhood o r  d ivorce ,  a change 

of occupa t iona l  p l ans ,  d e c i s i o n s  about  l eav ing  school  o r  r e l i g i o u s  

o r d e r s ,  newcomers t o  t h e  s e c u l a r  universi ty--be p a r t i c u l a r l y  suscep- 

t i b l e  t o  conversion? Here t h e  measure is  not  pe rce ived  stress b u t  

s t ress -producing  circumstances.  

A t h i r d  i n d i c a t o r  of p o s s i b l e  s t r e s s  grew o u t  of  t h e  soc i a l -  

i z a t i o n  l i t e r a t u r e  and i n  p a r t i c u l a r  from a sugges t ion  by Guy.E. Swanson 
v 

t h a t  middle s i b l i n g s  may be  i n c l i n e d t o  seek  f a n t a s y  s o l u t i o n s  t o  stress. 

Swanson a rgues  t h a t  t h e  e l d e s t  c h i l d  has  power advantages when s i b l i n g  

c o n f l i c t s  a r i s e  dur ing  childhood and t h a t  t h e  youngest ' o f t en  have 

manipula t ive  advantage because of t h e i r  age .  Accordingly we asked 

whether middle c h i l d r e n  a r e  more s u s c e p t i b l e  t o  conversion than  o t h e r s .  



Because t h e s e  conve r t s  came from a f a i r l y  p r i v i l e g e d  f i n a n c i a l  

strata we could not  t e s t  arguments t h a t  conversion a p p e a l s . p r i m a r i l y  t o  

t h e  economically disadvantaged.  But we could a s k  whether .persons-who 

come from l e s s - p r i v i l e g e d  backgrounds t h a n  t h e  g e n e r a l  popu la t ion  being 

s t u d i e d  a r e  more s u s c e p t i b l e  t o  convers ion  ( e i t h e r  as a response  t o  

s t r e s s  engendered by t h e  e f f o r t  toward upward mob i l i t y  o r  because of 

g r e a t e r  f a m i l i a r i t y  w i t h  conversion t r a d i t i o n s  from t h e i r  p a s t s ) .  Our 

f o u r t h ,  and most i n d i r e c t ,  measure of p o s s i b l e  s t r e s s ,  compared s t u d e n t s  

from b lue -co l l a r  o r  o t h e r  non-college f a m i l i e s  w i t h  those  whose family 

s t a t u s  made c o l l e g e  a t t endance  more t r a d i t i o n a l .  

Table 1 shows t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t h e s e  s i g n s  of stress among 

a l l  Ca tho l i c s  who r e p o r t e d  r e c e i v i n g  t h e  Baptism of t h e  Holy S p i r i t .  

............................. 
Table 1 about  . h e r e  

Four o u t  of f i v e  Ca tho l i c  conve r t s  t o  Pentecos ta l i sm repor ted  

t h a t  they  were under a c t i v e  psychologica l  s t r e s s  dur ing  t h e  preceding 

two yea r s .  Over h a l f  had been involved i n  p o t e n t i a l l y  s t r e s s f u l  r o l e  

changes, and almost  t h e  same number r epo r t ed  t h a t  they a r e  middle 

s i b l i n g s .  Less t h a n  a t h i r d ,  however, were making a major change i n  

t h e i r  own s o c i a l  s t a t u s  a s  compared w i t h  t h a t  of t h e i r  pa ren t s .  Thus 

t h r e e  o u t  of four  measures of s t r e s s  are found f r e q u e n t l y  among 

Ca tho l i c  Pen tecos t a l  conver t s ,  w i t h  t h e  most d i r e c t  measure of s t r e s s  

found among e i g h t y  percent  of t h e s e  respondents .  

Table  2 shows how t h e s e  same .measures a r e  d i s t r i b u t e d  among 

t h e  o t h e r  comparison groups f o r  t h i s  s tudy .  The two columns on the  



. Table 1: Distribution of Stress-Influences among Spirit-baptized Catholic Pentecostals 

(n * 152) I 

Psychological Stress Actively Felt 
in past 2 .years (any of the 
following: conflict with family, 
problems at6. sex, .severe 1onell.- 
.ness, spiritual cr$.s$s., act$vely 
sought counseling) 

Potentfally Stressful Circumstances 
Involved in &jor Role Shffts- (any -. 

of the following: Change of career, 
decision wfiether to stay in school, 
.decision re: marriage, decision 
whether to give up planslcareer in 
religious order, .newcomer to 
university) 

Middle Sibling (stressful sociali- 
zation role] 

Social Mobility Change (parents job or 
schooling not college-oriented) 

t-' 
CI 



. l e f t  compare d i s t r i bu t i on  of these cha rac t e r i s t i c s  among other "convert 

populations". When a l l  .persons i n  contact  with- t h e  movement - a r e  

Table 2 about .here 

............................. 

considered (whether Catholic or  not, "baptizedH o r  not) ,  a r a t h e r  

s imi la r  pa t t e rn  emerges. This a l s o  is t rue  when the  sample i s  l imi ted 

t o  Catholic converts current ly  enrolled i n  t h e  s t a t e  univers i ty  ( the  

l oca l e  from which t he  control-group of Catholics was drawn). The univer- 

s i t y  converts have a noticeably higher proportion of middle .s ibl ings ,  

and an even s t ronger  incidence of self-reported s t r e s s .  
4 

When the  Catholic-student "controls" a r e  added t o  the  picture,  

however, the  argument appears more questionable. S t ress ,  as measured 

here,  apparently is a common experience f o r  converts and non-converts 

a l i ke .  Two-thirds of the control  group repor t  s i t u a t i o n s  of a c t i ve  

psychological s t r e s s .  Again, two-thirds (a higher proportion than 

the  converts) a r e  involved i n  major r o l e  s h i f t s  wi thin  t h e i r  l i f e  

s i t ua t i on .  They a r e  l e s s  l i k e l y  t o  be middle s ib l ings ,  but  a ra ther  

s imi la r  proportion a r e  involved i n  change of soc i a l  background. 

.. I f  information were ava i lab le  only about converts t o . t h e  move- 

ment, a s  has been t r u e  fo r  most s tud ies  of conversion avai lable .here-  

to-fore, one might be tempted t o  assume tha t  psychological stfess 

explains s u s c e p t i b i l i t y  to  conversion. For with the  exception of one 

measure (which admittedly is  the weakest of the  four avai lable)  there  

is  a high d i s t r i b u t i o n  of s t ress- indicators  among the  converts studied. 

Actually, evidence organized i n  t h i s  form is  e s sen t i a l l y  

specious. The argument claims t ha t  s t r e s s  is  the  cause of conversion. 



Table 2: Distribution of Stress-Influences Among Various Comparison Groups 

% saying "yes" Among all persona Among Catholic Among Catholic 
in contact with, the university-student university-student 

Circumstance: ~CatEi.olic~Pentecosta1 Movement . converts . controls 

1. Psycliological stress 
actively felt in 
preceding two years 

2. Potentially-stressful 
circumstances (role 
shifts in preceding 
two years 

3. Stressful socialization 
role (middle sibling) 

4. Change of social status 36% (-260) 38% (37) 41% (152) 



To show tha t  persons under s t r e s s  a r e  more l i ke ly  t o  convert,  one 

should look a t  the  d i s t r i bu t i on  of converts and non-converts among 

persons under s t r e s s ;  then one should'examine t h i s  d i s t r i bu t i on  fo r  

persons not under s t r e s s .  . I  presented the  evidence i n  i ts  more 

specious form because many e a r l i e r  s tud ies ,  lacking a c o n t r o l  group which 

would allow such comparisons, have proceded i n  j u s t  t h i s  way. Our 

f indings,  thus f a r ,  a r e  comparable t o  t he  kind of evidence normally 

reported.  It i s  time, now, t o  look a t  the  evidence more careful ly .  

Table 3 compares Catholics who current ly  a r e  enrolled i n  the  

s t a t e  univers i ty ,  both converts and "controls". For each measure 

Table 3 repor t s  the  proportion of converts t o . b e  found when t he  , 

influence i s  present and when i t  i s  absent.  Final ly  i t  provides a 

s t a t i s t i c a l  measure, Somers "D", which t e l l s  how wel l  one can predic t  

whether a respondent w i l l  be a convert i f  one knows whether the-.. . 

s t ress- inf luence is present or absent. (Somers "D" i s  pecul iar ly  

appropriate to  the kind of samples involved i n  t h i s  study, and it 

requires  no s t a t i s t i c a l  assumptions other  than those met by our various 

sampling procedures. I f  the  claimed-influence has no e f f ec t  Somers "DD" 

w i l l  hover around .000. I f  the  influence always pr.oduces conversion, 

Somers "D" would produce a score of 1.00. I f  i t  never had thi's e f f ec t ,  

the  score  would be -1.00. Thus i t  gives an i n t u i t i v e l y  clear.;sense of 

whether the  influence being measured has major impact on conversion or  

not ,  and allows a comparison of how much r e l a t i v e  help d i f f e r en t  

measures a r e  fo r  predicting the  l ikelihood of conversion. 

hot a l l .pe rsons  under s t r e s s  need t o  convert fo r  the  argument 

to  be convincing: there  a re ,  a f t e r  a l l ,  a va r ie ty  of ways to .dea1  with 

s t r e s s .  Similarly,  some converts might be found among persons not 



s u b j e c t  t o  s t r e s s  even i f  t h e  argument is c o r r e c t ,  f o r  t h e r e  could be 

o t h e r  r o u t e s  t o  conversion a s  w e l l .  But i f  psychologica l  s t r e s s  is  a 

major i n f l u e n c e  i n  r e l i g i o u s  conversion,  a h igher  p ropor t ion  of .persons 

under s t r e s s  should b e  conver t s ,  i n  c o n t r a s t  t o  t h e  p ropor t ion  of 

conve r t s  found among persons no t  under s t r e s s .  I f  s t r e s s  is  i r r e l e v a n t  

Table 3 about  he re  

t o  conversion,  approximately t h e  same p ropor t ion  of conve r t s  should 

be  found among persons under s t r e s s  and among those  l ack ing  t h i s  condi- 

t i o n .  Thus, s i n c e  conve r t s  make up n ine t een  percent  of t h e  persons 

being s tud ied  i n  Table 3, about  t h a t  p ropor t ion  of conver t s  could appear  

I I by chance". 

One q u a r t e r  of t h e  persons r e p o r t i n g  a c t i v e l y  f e l t  stress a r e  

conver t s ,  c o n t r a s t e d  w i t h  about  a t w e l f t h  of t h e  persons no t  r e p o r t i n g  

t h i s .  Yet t h e  Somers' "D" measure shows t h i s  in format ion  h e l p s  p r e d i c t  

who w i l l  b e  a conver t  on ly  about  one - t ime  out  of f i v e .  Among b o t h  

conver t s  and c o n t r o l s  s o  many persons experienced personal  s t r e s s  t h a t  

i t  becomes a r e l a t i v e l y  i n e f f e c t i v e  p r e d i c t o r .  The g r e a t e r  propens i ty  

of conver t s  r e p o r t i n g  s t r e s s ,  moreover, may be  a n  a r t i f a c t  of t h e  way 

ques t ions  were asked: q u i t e  s e n s i t i v e  psychologica l  s t r e s s  a r e a s  were . 

tapped i n  t h e  con tex t  of changes made by t h e  bapt ism of  t h e  Holy S p i r i t ;  

thus  non-converts had l e s s  oppor tuni ty  and l e s s  mot iva t ion  t o  r epo r t  

some s e n s i t i v e  a r e a s  t han  d i d  a motivated conver t .  Given t h e  loaded form 

of t h e  ques t ion  and t h e  mild Somers' "D" s co re ,  I am unconvinced t h a t  . 

t h i s  measure, by i t s e l f ,  exp la ins  very  much. 



Table 3: % Converts Among Groups Exposed t o  D i f f e r e n t  S t r e s s  S i t u a t i o n s  bu t  Coming from t h e  Same' 

S o c i a l  Mil ieu (:Catholic s t u d e n t s  a t t end ing  a  l a r g e ,  s e c u l a r ,  u n i v e r s i t y  campus) 

(Spi r i t -bapt ized  Ca tho l i c  u n i v e r s i t y  s t u d e n t s  + a c o n t r o l  sample of Ca tho l i c  

universi , ty.  students.) (n  = 19.61 

S t r e s s  S i t u a t i o n :  

(number of 
persons 

YES ' ' r e p o r t i n g  ' t h i s )  - 

1. Act ive ly  f e l t  
psychological  s t r e s s  25% 

2. P o t e n t t a l  S t r e s s :  
major r o l e  s h i f t s  

3 .  "Sty le  of coping" 
s t r e s s :  middle 
s i b l i n g  . 25% 

4 .  S o c i a l  mob i l i t y  ch9nge 18% 

. .  . . .  . , , . .  . . .  

Somers "D" 
(measure of how 

(number of much t h i s  he lps  
persons p r e d i c t  

NO r epo r t ing  t h i s )  conversion/nonconversion) - 

Expected by chance if 
s t r e s s  i n f luence  i s  19% 
i r r e l e v e n t  t o  conversion 



The only other s t r e s s  measure having more converts than would be 

expected by chance i s  the  middle s i b l i ng  ind ica tor  of possible "coping 

s tyles" .  Somers "D" shows t h i s  t o  be of even l e s s  .help i n  predic t ing 

who the  converts w i l l . b e .  On the  bas i s  of Table 3 I conclude tha t  

psychological s t r e s s  arguments, a s  .measured among t h i s  group of converts 

and con t ro l s ,  do not go.very f a r  toward explaining suscep t ib i l i t y  to  

conversion. 

When "convert" i s  redefined t o  include a l l  Spirit-Baptized 

Catholics i n  the  study, and a comparison is made with the  e a r l i e r  

control  group, the  r e s u l t s  a r e  s imi la r .  Only the  "loaded" personal 

s t r e s s  measure has much-predictive value and t h i s  remains a t  the  same 

l e v e l  a s  before. When a l l  seekers a r e  compared with the  student- 

controls ,  even t h i s  drops away. (This might be expected i f  the  outcome 

depends on motivating converts t o  repor t  s t r e s s .  Seekers a r e t l e s s  . .  

d i f f e r en t  i n  t h i s .  respect  from controls  .) Table four o f f e r s  no greater  

confirmation of the  argument than did t he  more s t r i c t l y  controlled t e s t .  

Table 4 about here  

-------------- ------ ---- 
A second t r ad i t i on  i n  the  s o c i a l  sciences explains conversion 

i n  terms of soc ia l i za t ion ,  or  previous t ra in ing .  Conversion,+by t h i s  

argument, is  l e s s  a change of hear t  than a f i n a l  acceptance of re la t ion-  

ships  and commitments taught one a s  a ch i ld .  Thus i f  one is .brought  

up t o  be re l ig ious ,  conversion to  any kind of re l ig ion  i s  considerably 

more l i ke ly .  . 

Four measures seemed appropriate to  the  soc ia l i za t ion  argument. 

F i r s t ,  the  social, science l i t e r a t u r e  argues t ha t  re l ig ious  ro l e s  a r e  



Table 4: Two Looser Tes t s  of t h e  S t r e s s  Argument 

% converts  by s t r e s s ' - s i t ua t ion  among: 

A. A l l  "Splirit-baptized ~ a t h o l f c s "  + B. A l l  "seekersf1 + Cathol ic  sample 
Cathol ic  sample of un ive r s i ty  of un ive r s i ty  s tuden t s  (n = 438) 
s tuden t s  (n = 310) 

S t r e s s  S i tua t ion :  YES (n) ' ' N O  (n] 'Somers "D" - - - - 'YES (n) ' ' N O  (n) ' Somers "D" 

1. Act ive ly  f e l t  
psychological  s t r e s s  55% (230) 33% (781 .2145 67% (313) 57% (120) . lo11  

2. P o t e n t i a l  s t r e s s :  
major r o l e  s h f f t s  45% (191) 56% (120) -. lo81 58% (251) 72% (187) -.I349 N 

P 

3.  "Sty le  of coping" 
s t r e s s :  middle 55% (126) 45% (185) .0936 67% (173) . 62% (265) .0517 
s i b  l i n g  

4. Soc ia l  mobi l i ty  
change 46% (,116) 50% (180) -.0487 60% (156) 65% (256) -.0562 

Expected by chance i f  , 
s t r e s s  in f luence  i s  " 49% 49% .OOOO 64 % 64% .OOOO 
i r r e l e v a n t  



more s t r e s s e d  i n  our  s o c i e t y  f o r  women than  for .men.  Thus women should 

b e  more s u s c e p t i b l e  t o  conversion t o  t h i s  movement t han ' a r ' e  men. 

Second, persons who had gone t o  Pa roch ia l  schools ,  where nuns 

and p r i e s t s  a t tempted t o  implant awe f o r  t h e  Church and openness t o  t h e  

d i v i n e ,  might b e  more l i k e l y  t o  be among t h e  conve r t s .  

Next, persons from f a m i l i e s  where bo th  p a r e n t s  were devout might 

b e  conversion-prone. And s i n c e  psychologis t s  have found that t h e  o l d e s t  

c h i l d  o f t e n  i d e n t i f i e s  more c lose ly  w i t h  t h e  va lues  of h i s  p a r e n t s ,  

perhaps t h e  o l d e s t  c h i l d  from a .devout fami ly  should b e  e s p e c i a l l y  

l i k e l y  t o  conve r t .  

We a l s o  asked whether .persons h i g h  i n  prev ious  personal  p i e t y  

o r  q u i t e  f r equen t  i n  a t t endance  a t  mass should b e  more l i k e l y  t o  accept  

Ca tho l i c  Pentecos ta l i sm.  I h e s i t a t e  t o  i n s i s t  t h a t  t h e s e  last two 

measures r e f l e c t  s o c i a l i z a t i o n ,  s i n c e  w e  have no evidence t h a t  t-he person 

w a s  " r a i s e d  t h a t  way"; they could have become a s eeke r  as a n  a d u l t ,  o r  

simply become p a r t  of a s o c i a l  group t h a t  made t h i s  behavior  expected. 

But s i n c e  t h e s e  measures do i n d i c a t e  a "pr ior"  i n t e r e s t  i n  r e l i g i o u s  

sea rch ,  I s h a l l  i nc lude  them, though wi th  some ques t ion .  

Table  f i v e  shows t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t h e s e  conversion-encouraging 

s o c i a l i z a t i o n  i n f l u e n c e s  among va r ious -  groupings of "converts" and 

among t h e  Ca tho l i c  s t u d e n t s  used a s  "controls" .  Again i n  t h i s  t a b l e ,  

Table 5 about  h e r e  

o r g a n i z a t i o n  of d a t a  fo l lows  t h e  t r a d i t i o n  of much of t h e  l i t e r a t u r e ,  

r a t h e r  t han  t i g h t  argument. (Table f i v e  shows how f r e q u e n t l y  a t ra i t  



Table 5: D i s t r i b u t i o n  of Conversion-Encouraging S o c i a l i z a t i o n  Inf luences  Among Various Groups of 
"Converts" t o  Cathol ic  Pentecos ta l i sm and "Controls" 

studied: 3.  Cathol ic  s tudents  

1. A l l ' J . s e e k e r s t ~ . k n o m  2. A l l C a t h o l i c s .  a t -  t h e  s t a t e  4. Cathol ic  
t~ 6e i n  who have rece ived  u n i v e r s i t y  who have " cont ro ls1 '  who a r e  

S o c i a l i z a t i o n  con tac t  w i t h  t h e  baptism of had t h e  baptism s tuden t s  a t  t h e  
Circumstance : t b e  movement t h e  Holy S p i r i t  of t h e  Holy S p i r i t  s t a t e  u n i v e r s i t y  

Sex: Female 57% (1278) 61% (153) 71% (138) 44% (.157) 

Parochia l  Education 38% (1280) 23% (153) 

37% (2761 Pa ren t s  Devout 

Oldest  c h i l d  from a 
r e l i g f o u s  family 15% ((:276) 

High previous 
personal  p i e t y  73% (1261)- 70.% (153) 

Frequent mass 
a t tendance  54% C2212 
previous ly  / .  
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i s  found among various groups of converts and non-converts; i t  does not 

show how frequen.tly converts a r e  found among those persons subject  t o  
- 

previous influence.)  A s  has been t r u e  of other s tud ies ,  there,.seems 

t o  be some support fo r  the  argument being made, though by no.means 

universal  evidence. Women, the  pious, those who at tend -mass frequently 

a r e  found disproportionately represented among the  converts. On the  

other hand, converts show.few dif ferences  from non-converts i n  t h e -  

proportion subject  t o  family and school admonitions t o  godliness. 

By now, however, we should be s u f f i c i e n t l y  skep t ica l  of arguments 

. . supported i n  t h i s  manner to  ask fo r  da t a  organized i n  terms of the  

causal argument being made. Table s i x  looks a t  Catholic students who 

have received the  baptism of the  Holy S p i r i t  and a control  group of 

other Catholic students;  but ,  f o r  each comparison, respondents a r e  

grouped according t o  the  presence or  absence of the  hypothesized 

influence i n  t h e i r  l i ve s .  

Table 6 about here 

............................ 

In  Table s i x  converts make up nineteen percent of the  respon- 

dents. Thus we should expect about a f i f t h  of each group to  be 

converts by chance, even i f  the  inf luence i n  question is. to t$l ly  

i r r e l evan t .  With one exception (parochial  education) groups socia l ized 

i n  ways t ha t  should leave them suscept ible  t o  conversion have a higher 

proportion of converts than would be expected on the bas i s  of chance 

alone. 



Table 6 : % Converts among ~roups' Exposed to Different Socialization Circumstances 

(Catholic Spirit-baptized university students + a control sample of Catholic 
university students) Cn = 196) 

Socialization 
Circumstance 

1. Sex: Female 

. . . . . Somers "D" (estimate of how much 
'YES - . . (n) 'NO - n ' 'this .helps predict 'who 'will be 'a convert) 

28 % (19 6 1 11% (9.9 >: .I701 

2. Parochial Education 2a% (611 19% (135) .0041 

3. Parents Devout 

4. Oldest child from a 
religious family 26% (2 7 1 172 (1167); 

5. (?l U g h  previous 
personal piety 30% (851 11% Cl09) 

61 (?) Frequent 
Mass Attendance 54% c4J-1 10% C153jl .4320 

' Expected by chance if 
socialization in£ luence 
is irrelevant 



Table seven, p r e s e n t s  t h e  same informat ion  a s  Table s i x ,  bu t  

w i t h  d i f f e r e n t  groupings of conver t s .  When "conve r t " . i s  def ined  a s  a l l  

Spi r i t -Bapt ized  C a t h o l i c s ,  t h e  same p a t t e r n  ho lds .  And t h i s  a l s o  i s  

t r u e  when t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  of "convert" is widened t o  i nc lude  a l l  known 

seeke r s  . 

Table 7 about  h e r e  

The Somers "D" measures f o r  t h e s e  two t a b l e s  show t h r e e  

in f luences  producing p r e d i c t i o n s  b e t t e r  t han  those  a v a i l a b l e  by chance. 

The s e x  of t h e  conve r t ,  previous p r a c t i c e s  of pe r sona l  p i e t y ,  and 

e e p e c i a l l y ,  f requency of mass a t tendance  b e f o r e  encounter ing t h e  

Pen tecos t a l s ,  a r e . u s e f u 1  f o r  p r e d i c t i n g  which persons w i l l . b e  conver t s .  

The Somers "D" s c o r e  f o r  "sex" i s  similar t o  t h a t  found e a r l i e r  f o r  

" ac t ive  psychologica l  s t r e s s " ,  b u t  i t s  meaning i n  Tables  s i x  and seven 

seems more c l e a r .  Converts a r e  found more o f t e n  than  chance would 

p r e d i c t  among t h e  group exposed t o  pro-conversion s o c i a l i z a t i o n  

(.i.e. among females)  i n  c o n t r a s t  t o  what was found among.persons 

r e p o r t i n g  a c t i v e  psychologica l  stress symptons. ( I n  t h e  previous  Table,  

conver t s  were l e s s  l i k e l y  t o  be found i n  t h e  an t i -convers ion  circum- 

s t a n c e s . )  And t h e  measure i t s e l f  is  no t  a loaded one. 

The b e s t  s i n g l e  p r e d i c t o r  thus  f a r ,  however, i s  frequency of 

mass a t t endance  b e f o r e  encounter ing t h e  Pen tecos t a l s .  It is not  c l e a r  

whether t h i s  r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  succes s fu l  cu lmina t ion  of e a r l i e r  r e l i g i o u s  

upbringing o r  a . l a t e r  development i n  t h e  l i f e  of t h e s e  persons.  



.Table 7: Two Looser Tests of the Effects of Socialization on Conversion 

% converts by socialization-circumstance among: 

A. All Spirit-baptized Catholic B. All "seekers" + a'sample of 
Pentecostals + a sample of Catholic university students (n=438)- 
CatR~lic university students (n=310) 

B. Socialization 
CnZ Circumstance: - - NO CnJ Somers "D" - YES 6) - NO Cn) - Somers I'D" 

1. Sex: Female 58% (1631 40% (147) .I753 70% (228) 57% (207) .I225 

2. Parochial Educatfon 42% (84) 52% (227) - .I032 68% (156) 61% (282) .07 24 
. . 

3. Parents .Devout 551% (99.~ 44% 009] .I457 71% '(143) .60% (291) ' .I153 N 
4 

4. Oldest child from 
a religious famlly 55% c45) 47% 063) .0803 67% (611 63% (373) .04 21 

5. (.?) High previous 
personal piety 64% a661 32% c1431 .3229 76% (249) 42% (168) .3404 

6.(?) Frequent Mass 
attendance 83% (115) 292 (193) .5446 86% (1391 - 42% (238) .4389 

Expected by chance if - 
socialization influence 49:% 49% 
is irrelevent 



How c l e a r l y  is  mass a t tendance  r e l a t e d  t o  p r i o r  soc ia l - iza t ion?  

Mul t ip le  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  ~ n a l ~ s i s ~ l  (a s t a t i s t i c a l  t e s t  s i m i l a r  t o  

a n a l y s i s  of va r i ance  but  more appropr i a t e  t o  t h e  form of da ta  a v a i l a b l e  

here)  was run  t o  s e e  how c lose ly  f requent  mass a t tendance  was r e l a t e d  

t o  t h e  childhood s o c i a l i z a t i o n  in f luences  j u s t  descr ibed ,  t o  childhood 

con tac t s  wi th  p r i e s t s  o r  nuns, t o  t h e  va r ious  s t r e s s  i n d i c a t o r s  seen  

previous ly ,  o r  t o  t h e  mutual in f luence  of a l l  t h e s e  f a c t o r s  working 

toge the r .  Findings w e r e  no t  encouraging f o r  proponents of e i t h e r  

t h e  " s t r e s s"  o r  "childhood" s o c i a l i z a t i o n  theor i e s .  For t h e  persons 

s tudied ,  v a r i a t i o n  i n  how f requen t ly  one a t tended mass was almost 

t o t a l l y  unre la t ed  t o  any of t h e  "stress" o r  "childhood influence" 

measures descr ibed  e a r l i e r .  Taken together  they  could a t  most account 

f o r  only  t e n .  percent  of t h e  v a r i a t i o n  i n  mass a t tendance  found among 

these  respondents .  Thus I must conclude t h a t  whi le  mass a t tendance  

he re  r e f l e c t s  c u r r e n t  r e l i g i o u s  o r i e n t a t i o n ,  i t  does not  necessa r i ly  

r e s u l t  from previous condi t ioning .  

With t h i s  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  of f i n d i n g s  i n  t a b l e s  s i x  and seven t h e  

s o c i a l i z a t i o n  argument seems i n s u f f i c i e n t ,  by i t s e l f ,  t o  account f o r  

s u s c e p t i b i l i t y  t o  conversion among t h e  popula t ion  being s tud ied .  There 

i s  evidence t h a t  t h e  group of persons subjec ted  t o  pro-re l ig ious  

condi t ioning  i n  childhood inc ludes  more conver ts  than  one would expect 

by chance. But childhood t r a i n i n g ,  by i t s e l f ,  cannot account f o r  

conversion. Ins t ead ,  one 's  immediate o r i e n t a t i o n  and p r a c t i c e s  o f f e r  

f a r  b e t t e r  b a s i s  f o r  p red ic t ion .  

A t h i r d  set of arguments from t h e  s o c i a l  s c i ences  sugges t .  t h a t  

"immediate s o c i a l ,  inf luence" exp la ins  s u s c e p t i b i l i t y  t o  conversion. The 

p o t e n t i a l  conver t  becomes l inked through f r i e n d s h i p  o r  o t h e r  emotional 



t i e s  t o  "believers" who t r y  t o  redef ine  fo r  t h i s  .person what . r e l ig ious  

o r i en t a t i on  a c t u a l l y  is a l l  about. I f  t he  claims sound in te res t ing ,  the  

po t en t i a l  convert may become an ac t i ve  seeker. A s  i n t e r ac t i on  with 

be l ievers  increases  and in te rac t ion  wi th  non-believers proportionately 

decl ines ,  t he  seeker gradually becomes encapsulated i n  a s o c i a l  network 

which shares a unique world-view. The amount of discordant information 

coming t o  t he  seeker from others  decreases a s  he is  drawn more t i gh t l y  

a i n t o  i n t e r ac t i on  with bel ievers ;  many people around the  seeker now 

respond i n  ways t h a t  take the  r e a l i t y  of the  new claims fo r  granted. 

A s  t h i s  kind of "validation" from o thers  continues, the  seeker may 

begin t o  bel ieve i n  the  New Reali ty.  Sensations previously ignored 

o r  in te rpre ted  i n  other ways now a r e  seen a s  confirmation of claims put 

forward by other  bel ievers .  He may even begin t o  produce experiences 

expected by h i s  immediate associa tes .  3 2 

How might t h i s  argument apply t o  Catholic Pentecostals? The 

po ten t ia l  convert would be someone with pos i t ive  emotional l i nks  to  

members of t he  movement. The most probable sources of such l i nks  would 

be f r iendships  with individual  Catholic Pentecostals,.developed pr io r  

t o  t h e i r  involvement i n  the  movement or  through contacts made a t  da i ly  

masses (attended only by the  more ser ious  Cathol ics) ,  or perhaps 

in t roduct ion t o  the  movement through a t rus ted  leader ,  such as one's 

s p i r i t u a l  adviser ,  p r i e s t ,  nun, o r  teacher.  Accordingly we have-a 

measure of frequency of mass attendance before encountering t he  move- 

ment, a question showing whether t rus ted  assoc ia tes  were t h e  source of 

in t roduct ion t o  t h e  movement, and an ind ica t ion  of whether any of one's 

th ree  c loses t  f r i ends  were Catholic Pentecostals  a t  the  time one f i r s t  

encountered the  group. 



The encapsu la t ion  process  i t s e l f  is  harder  t o  cap tu re  through 

u s e  of  s e l f - r e p o r t s .  We asked whether t ime spent  w i t h  Pen tecos t a l s  

i nc reased  dur ing  t h e  exp lo ra t ion  pe r iod  be fo re  Baptism and asked f o r  

a n  af ter-Baptism measure of number of c l o s e  f r i e n d s  who a r e  Pen tecos t a l s .  

We a l s o  asked about  p o s i t i v e  and n e g a t i v e  feedback rece ived  from c l o s e  

f r i e n d s  and r e l a t i v e s  dur ing  t h e  e x p l o r a t i o n  pe r iod .  These ques t ions  

provide  a t  l e a s t  a c rude  approximation of t h e  s o c i a l  i n f luence  argu- 

ment, b u t  they  have two major drawbacks as t e s t  of t h e  argument. F i r s t ,  

one 'might  expect  t h e  process  t o  be  most e f f e c t i v e  when t h e  person . 

involved is  unaware of i t s  occurrence.  I f  so ,  one might ques t ion  how 

impor tan t  a n  i n f l u e n c e  encapsula t ion  a c t u a l l y  hzd been f o r  those  persons 

s u f f i c i e n t l y  aware of i t s  e x i s t e n c e  t o  r e p o r t  i t - -or  whether f a i l u r e  t o  

r e p o r t  i t  a c t u a l l y  means i t  w a s  not  go ing  on. But t h e  sample used 

f o r  t h i s  s tudy  provides  a n  even more s e r i o u s  h indrance  t o  t e s t  of t h e  

argument. R e l a t i v e l y  few of t h e  non-convert "cont ro ls"  s tud ied  h e r e  

had explored movement c la ims  s u f f i c i e n t l y  t o  have been a v a i l a b l e  f o r  a n  

encapsu la t ion  process  t o  have taken p l ace .  A more a p p r o p r i a t e  con t ro l -  

group, consequent ly,  would be  seeke r s  who had explored t h e  movement 

b u t  who had n o t  jo ined  t h e  group. Seekers ,  however, drop from t h e  

s i g h t  of conve r t s  f a i r l y  quick ly  when they  r e j e c t  t h e  groups claims.  

The snow-ball sampling method used f o r  t h i s  s tudy  thus  produ=ed only a 

small number of persons who had been i n  con tac t  w i t h  t h e  group bu t  who 

had not  rece ived  t h e  baptism of t h e  Holy S p i r i t .  These "seeker-controls" 

may not  b e  t y p i c a l  of enqu i r e r s  who drop  away. 

P a r t  of t h e  "immediate s o c i a l  in f luence"  argument can be t e s t e d  

d i r e c t l y ,  however. We can  s e e  whether persons e a s i l y  a c c e s s i b l e  t o  

P e n t e c o s t a l s  a r e  e s p e c i a l l y  l i k e l y  t o  conver t .  We can  s e e  whether 



kinds  of information heard about  t h e  group in f luences  openness t o  

conversion. F ina l ly ,  .we can a s k  whether converts' have been involved 

i n  encapsula t ion  experiences w i t h . P e n t e c o s t a l s  during t h e i r . p e r i o d  of 

explora t ion .  (If they  have, i t  w i l l  n o t  prove t h a t  t h i s  causes t h e i r  

conversion,  a s  we have . seen  i n  previous arguments about the  d i s t r i b u t i o n  

of s t r e s s  among conver ts .  But i f  they  have no t ,  i t  would c a s t  . s e r i o u s  

doubt on t h a t  p a r t  of t h e  " s o c i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n "  argument. ) 

Table e igh t  shows t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of circumstances making one 

s u s c e p t i b l e  t o  s o c i a l  i n f luence  a t t empts  by Pentecos ta ls  among var ious  

groups of conver ts  and t h e  c o n t r o l s .  Seekers,  t h e  e n t i r e  range of 

............................. 

Table 8 about  he re  

Sp i r i t -bap t i sed  Cathol ics ,  and conver ts  among t h e  cu r ren t  u n i v e r s i t y  

s tuden t  popula t ion  vary  i n  t h e  propor t ion  t h a t  came t o  t h e  movement 

through d i r e c t  s o c i a l  i n f luences  of t h e  kinds j u s t  mentioned. But 

a l l  show considerably higher  propor t ions  of persons i n  t h e s e  circum- 

s t a n c e s  of po ten t i a l - in f luence  than  i s  t r u e  f o r  t h e  con t ro l s .  The 

I I  c o n t r a s t  between "converts" and con t ro l s "  i s  e spec ia l ly  no t i ceab le  i n  

terms of frequency of mass a t tendance  before  encountering t h e  group, t h e  

number of Cathol ic  Pen tecos ta l  f r i e n d s  known before  exploring t h e  group, 

and t h e  amount of p o s i t i v e  informat ion  about t h e  movement heard from 

f r i e n d s  o r  c l o s e  r e l a t i v e s .  

Table n ine  looks a t  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of conver ts  among groups 

exposed t o  these  s o c i a l  i n f luences  and among groups not so exposed. 

It, of course,  presents  a f a i r e r . . t e s t  of t h e  s o c i a l  inf luence  arguments 



Table 8: D i s t r i b u t i o n  of Socia l - inf luence  Circumstances Among Various Groups of "Converts" t o  
Cathol ic-Pentecostal ism and Among "Controls" 

Group he ing  Examined: 
3. Ca tbo l i c  S tudents  

1. A l l  "seekera" 2. A l l  Ca tho l i ce  a t  t h e  s t a t e  4.  Cathol ic  
kngw t o  be i n  w l b  have received u n i v e r s i t y  who have " c ~ n t r o i s "  who a r e  

C . Social-Inf  luence con tac t  with t h e  Gaptism of had t h e  baptism s t u d e n t s  a t  t h e  
Circumstance t h e  movement t h e  Holy S p i r i t  of the Holy S p i r i t  s t a t e  u n i v e r s i t y  

1. Attended mass 
f r equen t ly  54% (221) 63% (152) 

2. . Introduced t o  t h e  
movement by a 63% (261) 60% (148) 
t r u s t e d  a s s o c i a t e  

3. Previous f r i e n d s h i p s  
with Catho l i c  33% (280) 
Pen tecos t a l s  

4. P o s i t i v e  i n p u t s  from :. .:. 
c l o s e  f r i e n d s  o r  
r e l a t i v e s  during 42% (12801 
exp lo ra t ion  



than did Table e ight .  The con t r a s t s . a r e  s t r i k ing .  Where one could 

Table 9 about .here 

........................... 

expect converts t o  make up about a f i f t h  of each group i f  immediate 

soc i a l  influence were unimportant, converts i n  f a c t  make up from 35 t o  

77% of the  groups subject  t o  immediate soc i a l  influence,  and only about 

10 t o  15% of the  persons not subject  t o  such influence.  The Somers "Dl' 

scores show tha t  information about immediate s o c i a l  circumstances 

helps g r ea t l y  i n  predic t ing who is l i k e l y  t o  be a convert.  

Table t en  repeats  t h i s  t e s t  on two other groupings of converts; 

f i r s t  i t  looks a t  a l l  Catholics who have received the  Baptism of the  

Holy S p i r i t  and a t  the  control  group already seen. Then i t  compares 

a l l  "seekers" wi th  t he  control  group of Catholic s tudents .  I n  'all 

cases the  r e s u l t s  a r e  the  same. Immediate soc i a l  in£luenc,e makes a 

noticeable d i f fe rence  i n  su scep t ib i l i t y  t o  conversion. 

Table 10 about here  

.......................... 

These da ta  give s t rong support t o . t h e  argument th t  pos i t ive  

soc i a l  reinforcement encourages conversion. But they do not jr'et amount 

t o  a demonstration t ha t  t he  process of encapsulation is .responsible fo r  

the  change. Few converts w i l l  be surpr ised t o  l e a rn  t ha t  a re l ig ious  

movement grows by the  contacts i t  makes through f r iendship  c i r c l e s  and 

other soc i a l  networks i n  which the  converts pa r t i c ipa t e .  Nor w i l l  many 

observers be surpr ised t o  . l e a rn  tha t  people who receive  pos i t i ve  .feedback 



Table 9: % of Converts Among Groups Exposed to Different Kinds of Immediate Social Influence 

(Catholic, Spirit-baptized university students + a control sample of Catholic 
University students n. = 192) 

C. Social Influence 
Circumstance 

. . Somers I'D? 
[estimate of how much this help?' 

YES (n) - - NO (n) .predict 'who 'will b e  'a convert) 

1. Frequent mass 
at t endanc e 54% (41) 10% (153) 

2. Introduced to 
movement by 35% (45) 14% 0 4 9 )  
trusted associates . 

3. Previous friend- 
ship with Catholic 58% (19) 15% (1177) 
Pentecostals 

4. Positive inputs from 
close friends or 77% (26) . 

relatives during . 
exploration 

Expected by chance if . 
immediate social influence 19% 
is irrelevant to 
conversion 



Table 10: A Looser Tes t  of Immediate S o c i a l  Inf luence  Arguments 

7 Converts krnong ,Groups Exposed t o  D i f f e r e n t  Zinds of Immediate S o c i a l  In f luence  

B. A l l  "seekers" known 
A .  - A l l  Sp i r i t -bap t i zed  Cathol ics  t o  be i n  con tac t  w i th  

C.  S o c i a l  In f luence  + a c o n t r o l  sample of . - : movement +. c o n t r o l  sample of 
c i r c b s t a n c e  'Ca tho l i c  u n i v e r s i t y ' s t u d e n t s  . . Cathol ic  ' u n i v e r s i t y  ' s t uden t s .  

YES (n) NO (n) Somers. "D" - - - YES (n) - NO (n) SOA e r s  "D" 

1.. Frequent a t t e n d e r  ' 

a t  Mass 83% (115) 29% (193) - .5446 86% (139) 42% (238) ,4389 

2. I'ntroduced t o  
movement by 75% (-118) 31% (187) .4387 85% (193) 43% (225) ,4186 . 
t r u s t e d  a s s o c i a t e s  W 

Cn 

3. Previous f r i end -  
s h i p s  w i th  Ca tho l i c  87% (63) 39% (248) .4779 92% (102) 55% (336) .3680 
Pen tecos t a l s  

4. P o s i t i v e  i n p u t s  
from c l o s e  f r i e n d s  . . 

o r  r e l a t i v e s  during 94% (109) 25% (202) .6974 96% (168) 44% (270) .5272 
exp lo ra t ion  

Expected by chance i f  
i m e d i a t e  s o c i a l  , 
i n f luence  is i r r e l e -  49% 
van t  t o  conversion 

. oooo 



. . 
about a movement explore i t  more se r ious ly  than those who do not. The 

I I immediate soc i a l  influence" argument becomes in te res t ing  when i t  goes 

beyond these  .demonstrations t o  show 'how a .person comes t o .  s5if  t h i s  - 
understanding of t h e  world under the  inf luence of others.  

Me w i l l  not .be a b l e  t o  t e s t  :"encapsulation1' arguments. as.  
- .  

thoroughly as we might l i k e .  Instead of non-convert controls.we need . . 

I I . seekers who did  not convert". Our snowball sampling .method, however, 

produced only seventeen persons- who reported extensive con-ac t  with t he  

group but  who did not plan t o  receive the  baptism. An addi t ional  eighteen 

described themselves a s  active1y.seekin.g t he  baptism, and twenty-five 

others  indicated contact with the group, no baptism i n  t he  S p i r i t  and 

l e f t  t h e i r  "seeking1' s t a t u s  unclear. Given t he  a c t i v e  proselyting 

a c t i v i t y  of the  movement i n  the surrounding community i t  undoubtedly 

a t t r ac t ed  many more i n i t i a l  seekers than remained i n  view. Off ic ia l  

repor t s  of the  movement during t h i s  time period est imate t ha t  about one 

four th  of the  1089 recorded v i s i t o r s  t o  t h e i r  meetings eventually 

sought t he  I 3 a p t i s m  of t h e  Holy spi r i t  . 33  I f  this i s  t he  case we have 

no way t o  judge whether the  non-convert seekers ava i lab le  f o r  study 

represent a cross-section of those who have been i n  contact with the  

1 I 
. ,  group o r  not .  Any t e s t "  of the  argument, therefore ,  must.be even 

m o r e .  t en t a t i v?  than those -presented e a r l i e r .  We can, at' l eas t ,  see  
. . 

. . 

whether experiences appropr ia te  to  a n  encap sula t ion process ' a re  typ3ca1 

. . f o r  converts during t he  period they explore t h e  group. And .we can . s ee  ' . 
. . 

. . ,  

whether t he  proportion of converts among a c t i v e  seekers v a r i e s  with 
, 

' 

. . . .  . 
. exposure t o  encapsulation experiences. But .we  must remkber t ha t  

non-convert seekers have not had an  equal opportunity t o  be chosen f o r  

study (due t o  the  s e l ec t i ve  memory of informants). Tlius the  outcome of 



such. a . t e s t  w i l l  be f a r  from conclusive. I f  c o n v e r t s l a c k  encapsulation 
. . 

experiences, on - the  otlier hand, i t  should .be poss ible  to .rej .ect  the  

. explanation whither or  not an adequate control  group is avai lable  fo r .  

comparison. 

I f  the  Sp3ri.t works. i t s  e f f e c t s  at  once, there  would .be l i , t ; t l e  

opportunity fo r  s o c i a l  encapsulation t o  occur. However, only fourteen 

of the  one hundred s i x t y l o u r  respondents who described receiving t h e  

baptism of t he  Holy S p i r i t  a f t e r  contact  with the  group.reported 

. receiving i t  th.e same day a s  t h e i r  f i r s t  encounter. And only twenty-six 

more received the  baptism within  a week. Thus almost four-f i f ths  of t he  

converts explored f o r  a period of t ime.before  receiving the  s ign of 

conversion, and explored f o r  a t  l e a s t  t h r ee  weeks or longer. I n  shor t ,  

f o r  the  overwhelming majority, conversion took long enough to  make a 

. . 
process l i k e  encapsulation possible.  

With whom did seekers t a l k  about what was happentng? Forty-five 

.percent turned to  members of t h e i r  family fo r . r eac t i ons .  Eighty-three 

percent discussed the  matter with c lo se  f r iends .  About a t h i rd  of t he  

.seekers turned to  teachers,  r e l ig ious  advisers ,  or  o ther .persons  they 

t rus ted .  While only twelve percent of the  family advfsers.were.Pente- 

cos t a l s ,  about f o r t y  percent of the  c lo se  f r iends  contacted and about 

the  same proportion of other reactors .were  actual ly .Pentecos<als .  Thus, 

while most .seekers used pre-existing f r i ends  and soc i a l  . r e la t ionsh ips  

for.feedback during the  exploration period, a l a rge  minority turned t o  

persons already pos i t ive ly  disposed toward the  claims of the  movement. 

Eight out of . ten .seekers  turned t o  close' f r i ends  f o r  advice. 

.Seventy.percent of these f r i ends  gave e i t h e r  pos i t ive  o r .neu t ra1  

responses. Th.e response from oth.ers outs ide  the  family was s imilar ,  



and over ha l f  t h e  fami1.y members .responded pos.lt ively o r  a t  . l e a s t  

n e u t r a l l y .  The v a s t  major i ty  of t h e s e  seekers ,  i n  shor t , .were  not  

. . 

. rece iv ing  d iscordant  information from fami ly  o r  f r i e n d s  (or at l e a s t  

. . 
.. .were not . r e m d e r  ing  i t  i f .  i t  came) . 

What was happening t o  their contac ts .  with:.persons :who shared a 

. . .Pen tecos ta l  world-view? Twenty-one .percent  . r e p o r t  spending.  l e s s  time . 

. . w i t h  r egu la r  companions during t h e  time they were exploring the move- - , ' 

ment but  had not  y e t  rece ived t h e  baptism. (Among those  lacking  

Pen tecos ta l  f r i e n d s  o r  a d v i s e r s  t h e  propor t ion  r epor t ing  t h a t  they spent  

l e s s  time w i t h  t h e i r  normal companions i s  s l i g h t l y  higher .)  

A l l  of t h e  eventual ly  bapt ized  r e p o r t  t h a t  during t h e i r  period 

of explora t ion  they spent  time w i t h  o t h e r s  who had rece ived t h e  baptism 

of t h e  Holy S p i r i t .  F i f ty - s ix  percent  r e p o r t  t h a t  t h e  amount of t i m e  

spent  with persons who had received t h e  baptism increased  not iceably  

dur ing  this period.  About ha l f  t h a t  many repor t  t h a t  they s p e n t  more time 

w i t h  o the r  seekers  who had not  y e t . r e c e i v e d  t h e  baptism. 

One f i n a l  p i e c e  of evidence l ends  a d d i t i o n a l  support  t o  an  

encapsula t ion  argument. Thir ty-nine percent  of the  c u r r e n t l y  baptized 

r e p o r t  t h a t  they now spend more time than  previously wi th  persons who 

. . a r e  seeking bu t  who have not  y e t  rece ived t h e  baptism of t h e  Holy S p i r i t .  
' ., 

Table eleven summarizes t h e s e  f ind ings .  

Table 11 about  h e r e  

Encapsulation, however, would seem t o  be  a s t ronger  'consequence 

of conversion than  cause  of i.t. A s  t a b l e  twelve shows, about a t h i r d  



Table 11: Enca.psulation of Seekers While Exploring t h e  Cathol ic  Pen tecos t a l  Movement 

a .  Use of r e g u l a r  companions 
dur ing  e x p l o r a t i o n . p e r i o d  Close 'Frier ids  ' 'Family Others  

% of seekers 'who turned 
f o r  advice  t o  

% of a d v i s e r s  who were 
Pen tecos t a l  

b. Kinds of r e a c t i o n s  received 
from r e g u l a r  companions whose . . . .  . . . .  

advice  was sought ' 'Close .Frf ends Family '0th e r s  

- Bas ica l ly  encouraging o r  
e l s e  n e u t r a l  71.9% 

- Discouraging 28.1% 43.4% 17.5% 

c.  R e l a t i v e  amount of time 
spent  dur ing  exp lo ra t ion  
period 

Same amount of 
time a s  e a r l i e r  

- With r e g u l a r  companions i f  
some were .Pen tecos t a l s  . 68.3% 

Less t ime 
than  be fo re  

More time 
than  be fo re  

- With. r e g u l a r  .&ompanions when 
none .were .Pentecos ta1 .  . . . 6 8 . 3 % .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2  3.6% . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  . 8.1% . (123) 

- With o t h e r  s eeke r s  68.4% 8.8% 22'.8% (171) 

- With bap t i zed  Pen tecos t a l s  37.2% 6.7% 56.1% (180) 



of t he  converts repor t  t ha t  they now spend . less  time than previously 

with t h e i r  former f r i ends .  Almost t h r ee  quar te r s  of the  converts 

repor t  t h a t  they spend more time d t h .  o thers  who have received the 

baptism and near ly  four out of ten  repor t  t ha t  they now a r e  spending 

more time wi th  seekers who have not ye t  received the  Gaptism. s ore over, 
about s i x t y  percent of t h e i r  current  f r i ends  among the  Baptized a r e  

persons they met i n  the  movement r a the r  than previous contacts.  

Table 12 about here 

---------------------------- 

These f indings a r e  s u f f i c i e n t l y  congruent with "social  

influence through encapsulation" argument to  prevent us from dismissing 

i t  out  of hand. But a s  we have seen e a r l i e r ,  when self-reported s t r e s s  

was high among converts but explained l i t t l e ,  such findings i n  no sense 

prove t ha t  encapsulation causes conversion. Table t h i r t e en  divides 

seekers i n t o  groups i n  which "encapsulation" might be occurring and 

i n to  groups where there  is l i t t l e  evidence t ha t  i t  i s  happening. It 

then compares the  proportion of converts among the  seekers i n  the  

various groups. 

Table 13 about here 

---------------------------- 

Table t h i r t e en  shows tha t  encapsulation a i d s  conversion. 

,- 
CNinety-two percent of encapsulated seekers i n  our study-received the  

baptism of the,Holy S p i r i t ,  compared wi th  seventy percent of .seekers  not 

under t h i s  influence.)  But the  h igh  proportion of converts among 



Table .12: Encapsulation Since Conversion 

% baptized converts who repor t  spending 

. . . with former 
companions 

. . . with  seekers  who 
have not received 
' the  baptism 

Less time The same time 
. than before 'as 'before 

More time 
than before (number answering) 

... with  other 
baptized Pentecostals  2 % 



Table 13: A Pre l iminary  Tes t  of Encapsulat ion Arguments 

Propor t ion  of conver t s  among s e e k e r s  who 

1. . Turned t o  a l r eady  known Pen tecos t a l s  
f o r  advice  dur ing  exp lo ra t ion  

2 .  Had Pen tecos t a l  f r i e n d s  and began 
spending more time wi th  them, o r  
e l s e  had no Pen tecos t a l  f r i ends ,  
and began spending l e s s  time 
w i t h  former companions 

3. Increased amount of time spent  
w i th  o t h e r  s eeke r s  

4 .  Increased amount of time spent  
w i t h  bap t i zed  Pen tecos t a l s  

'YES - (nl  'NO - (n)  Somers "D" 

75% (187) .2460 

5. Summary: propor t ion  of conver t s  'FULL (n) PARTIAL (n) NONE - (n) 
by degree of encapsula t ion  
.experienced by informant (as 
combinations of preceding four  
measures) 

Expectable by chance i f  encapsula t ion  
is i r r e l e v a n t  t o  conversion 



persons f o r  whom encapsulation did not occur shows t ha t  encapsulation 

. i s  not a necessary condit ion fo r  conversion. Indeed, only about a 

f i f t h  of a l l  seekers,  and l e s s  than a quar ter  of those who ac tua l ly  

"received t he  baptism", . r epor t  encapsulation experiences. Not surpr is-  

ingly ,  under these  circumstances, the  Somers. "D" measure of how of ten 

one can pred ic t  conversion by knowing encapsulation s t a t u s  is ra ther  

low. Encapsulation grea t ly  encourages conversion, but  i t  i s  of l i t t l e  

more help i n  predic t ing who w i l l  convert once one becomes a .seeker 

than i s  psychological s t r e s s .  

The . r e s u l t s  of these "encapsulation t e s t s "  must .be taken with 

a grain  of s a l t ,  s ince  not a l l  seekers had the  same chance t o . b e  

s tudied.  None-the-less a s  a f i r s t  t e s t  of the  encapsulation argument, 

they show ser ious  problems i n  assuming tha t  i t  is  s o c i a l  influence 

ra ther  than simply soc i a l  contact t ha t  accounts f o r  su scep t ib i l i t y  t o  

conversion. 

Thus f a r  data  about converts t o  Catholic Pentecostalism and a 

control  group of Catholic univers i ty  students have cas t  doubt on the  

a b i l i t y  of psychological s t r e s s  or  previous r e l i g ious  soc i a l i z a t i on  to  

explain why some people a r e  suscept ible  t o  re l ig ious  conversion and 

others  a r e  not .  Immediate soc i a l  influence has had a more obvious 

impact on the  conversion process. A crude f i r s t  t e s t  of arguments 

about the  process by which soc i a l  inf luence reshapes world-view suggests 

t ha t  encapsulation (a s e l ec t i ve  s h i f t  i n  soc i a l  reinforcement) 

encourages conversion but happens t o  only a minority of those who 

ac tua l ly  convert.  

Some of the  more sophlsti 'cated. socfa l  sc ience .arguments. aliout 

re l ig ious  conversion, of course, would not clai'm tha t  any s i n g l e  
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influence could account-for such a bas ic  s h i f t  in .persona l .o r ien ta t ion  

as conversion represents .  Rather they would argue t ha t  i t  is  the  mutual 

i n t e r ac t i on  o£ these  various forces which makes a person susceptible.  

Socia l izat ion,  f o r  example, might lay  a groundwork which, under circum- 

s tances  of immediate psychological s t r e s s  and a c c e s s i b i l i t y  t o  ce r t a in  

kinds of immediate s o c i a l  influence would lead t o  a high r a t e  of 

conversion. John Lofland's value-added model of s t e p s  leading to .  

conversion t o  a deviant re l ig ious .perspec t ive ,  f o r  example, bui lds  j u s t  

such an argument. 

We might ask, then, whether t he  various kinds of soc i a l  influences 
J 

seen here together exer t  a stronger inf luence toward conversion than 

any might by i t s e l f .  And we a l so  might a s k  an add i t iona l  question: 

when a l l  is  sa id ,and  done, how much of t h e  variance i n  conversion and 

non-conversion ac tua l l y  has been explained by the  s o c i a l  influences 

seen here? 

To begin answering these  questions w e  f i r s t  used a s t a t i s t i c a l  

program ca l led  Automatic In te rac t ion  Detection, which showed whether 

any of the  var iab les  used here has a d i f f e r e n t  kind of e f f ec t  on 

conversion when i t  i s  combined with the  other  var iab les  a l s o  being 

studied.34. When we discovered tha t  t h i s  was not a problem, we ran  a 

.Mult ip le  C la s s i f i c a t i on  Analysis, a s t a t i s t i c a l  program akin  t o  Analysis 

of Variance, t o  see  what proportion of t h e  observed variance between 

. being a "convert" or a "control" was explained by each s e t  of arguments 

taken together and by a l l  of the  arguments i n  j o i n t  in te rac t ion  with . 

one another. (Due to the  nature of t he  control  group studied,  of course, 

we could not subject  th.e f u l l  range of encapsulation arguments t o  t h i s  



t e s t ;  but 'we could look a t  the  broader argument about immediate soc i a l  

influence.)  

Multiple Class i f i ca t ion  Analysis l e t s  one ask two questions: 

f i r s t ,  how strong an influence does a s i ng l e  measure ac tua l ly  have on' 

the  outcome i n  question, when other f a c t o r s  a l s o  a r e  a t  work? (Beta 

scores  give an approximation of th. is  .measure of influence f o r  each 

I I explanatory" var iable . )  Second, when a l l  of the  "explanatory 

influencestt  a r e  combined, how strong an influence do they have, i n  

combination, on t he  outcome i n  question--in t h i s  case,  on one's locat ion 

2 
among the  convert or  control  population? (A cor re la t ion  measure, R , 

provides t h i s  estimate.) 

MCA is  the  only program f o r  ana ly s i s  of variance, t o  my know- 

ledge, which can dea l  wi th  data  of t he  kind ava i lab le  here. The t e s t  is  

not i d e a l  i n  some respects :  i t  was designed f o r  samples of considerably 

greater  s i z e  than we have and i t  assumes a f a i r l y  even d iv i s ion  of 

people on the  dependent var iable .  (In our case, t h i s  would mean about 

the  same number of converts and non-converts.) It i s  not en t i r e ly  c l ea r  

how i ts  scores a r e  affected when e i t h e r  of these assumptions i s  viola ted.  

Consequently we present i t s  r e s u l t s  caut iously .  This w i l l  not be a 
. . 

. . . . .  
, . d e f i n i t i v e  statement ofi how wel l  these  measures of soc i a l  science 

. . 

arguments have explained s u s c e p t i b i l i t y  t o  conversion. Rather. . i t  w i l l  

be a f i r s t  est imate of whether they should be taken ser iously  a t  a l l  i n  

accounting f o r  what has happened. 

2 
Table fourteen presents R scores  f o r  d i f f e r en t  combinations of 

.respondents, grouped according t o  the  arguments'rnade e a r l i e r  and fo r  

subgroups randomly chosen to  give  each "control respondent" the  same 

chance of being.se lected f o r  comparison with non-converts, but-keeping 



2 
t h e  number o f . p e r s o n s  i n  each group s i m i l a r .  S ince  t h e  R is always 

a n  e s t i m a t e  f o r  a p a r t i c u l a r  . s e t  o f  d a t a ,  t h i s  s c o r e  w i l l  v a ry  f o r  each 

2 
sample s tud ied .  ~ o g e t h e r  t h e  R - ' s . r e p o r t e d  i n  Table f o u r t e e n  suggest  

a range of exp lana t ion  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  p o s s i b l e  f o r  t h i s  combination of 

2 
measures. There is probably l i t t l e  p o i n t  i n  ask ing  which R is most 

r e l i a b l e :  Rather ,  we might ask whether arguments: t h a t  can  account  f o r  

t h e  amount of v a r i a t i o n  inc luded  w i t h i n  t h i s  range a r e  impor tan t  

explana t ions  of what is  happening. 

Table  14 about  h e r e  

How much of t h e  v a r i a t i o n  i n  s u s c e p t i b i l i t y  t o - c o n v e r s i o n  can 
. . 

b e  accounted f o r  i n  terms of t h e  i n f l u e n c e s  examined e a r l i e r ?  Est imates  

va ry  f o r  each of t h e  samples .be ing  s t u d i e d .  A s  Table f o u r t e e n  shows, 

t h i s  e s t ima te  ranges from a low of twenty percent  f o r  one sample t o  a  

h i g h . o f  f o r t y - t h r e e . p e r c e n t  f o r  ano the r .  I n  the .weakes t  ca se ,  t h e  

measured i n f l u e n c e  is h igh  enough t o  .demonstrate  t h a t  s o c i a l  f a c t o r s  

(as d i s t i n c t  from r e l i g i o u s  ones) a f f e c t  t h e  outcome. But even t h e  

s t r o n g e s t  r e s u l t  shows l e s s  t han  h a l f  o f  t h e  v a r i a t i o n  exp la inab le  i n  

s o c i a l  terms. Thus wh i l e  they seem t o  i n f l u e n c e . t h e  r e s u l t ,  they  

h a r d l y  determine i t .  
. . 

The i r  power a s  exp lana t ion  comes even more i n t o . q u e s t i o n  when 

one examines t h e  Beta s c o r e s  f o r  t h e  ind iv idua l .measu res  inc luded  i n  

t h e s e  t e s t s .  For t h e  s i n g l e  most i n f l u e n t i a 1 , m e a s u r e  c o n s i s t e n t l y  t u r n s  

o u t  t o . . be  t h e  p r i o r . r e l i g i o u s  o r i e n t a t i o n  of t h e  respondent ,  as 

measured by t h e  frequency- with wfiicb.he o r  s h e  a t t ended  Mass .be fo re  

encounter ing t h e  movement. 



Table 14: Total Amount of- Varsance CZn . k i n g  a convert .or n~t')..Wtiich 
f s Statf stically Explainable Ey- 'tlie Combination of .Arguments 
.Tested' Thus ~ a r ,  CMultiple Classiffcation Analysis :results 
for various groupings of the data.I 

Range of va-rbnce "explained" for vary.ixig samples: 

R~ = .20 - .43 

Test 1: Strrct controls: university students (converts/nonconverts) 
but wlth skewed distribution on the dependent varia6le 

Test 2: Strict controls (as above) but converts/nonconverts in equal 
numTiers. (Controls randomly assigned to suZigroups for 
comparison with university student converts.1- 

Random Group A: 2 
R2 = .20 (n = 76) 

Random Group B: 
2 

= .29 (n = 76) 
Random Group C: = .31 (n = 76) 
Random Group D: i2 = .35 (n = 76) 

Test 3: All Spirit-baptized Catholicluniversity student controls 
(larger sample, approximately even distribution on dependent 
variable, but less-strict "control" of argument) 

2 R = .43 (n = 310) 

Test 4: All seekers/university student controls (larger sample, but 
distribution on dependent variable skewed) 



How much does each  s e t  of arguments c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  t o t a l  

explana t ion?  Table f i f t e e n  sfious t h e  Beta s c o r e s ,  as combined by 

t y p e s . o f  arguments presented  e a r l i e r .  It then  d i v i d e s  each  s e t  by 

2 
t h e  R e s t i m a t e  f o r  t h a t  sample, a .measure which shows t h e  . r e l a t i v e  

importance o f  each. s e t  f o r  t h e  f i n a l  outcome. 

Table 15 about  h e r e  

........................... . . .  

P r i o r . r e l i g i o u s  o r i e n t a t i o n , . a s  r e a l i z e d  i n  frequent:F.IBss 

a t t endance ,  o f f e r s  a con tac t  p o i n t  f o r  s o c i a l  i n f l u e n c e  t o  work. But 

i t  i s  n o t  c l e a r  t h a t  Mass a t t endance  r e p r e s e n t s  a d i s t i n c t l y  ."social1' 

i n f l u e n c e  i n  i t s e l f .  Accordingly, we p re sen t  a Mul t ip l e  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  

Analys is  t h a t  omi t s  this powerful explana tory  measure. (This ,  of 

course ,  pe rmi t s  each  remaining v a r i a b l e  t o  have a l a r g e r  i n d i v i d u a l  

e f f e c t  o n  t h e  outcome, b u t  a l s o  a l lows  one t o  s e e  how much t o t a l  va r i ance  

can s t i l l  b e . e x p l a i n e d  when t h i s  i n f l u e n c e  i s  missing.)  A s  Table s i x t e e n  

2 
shows, t h e  R s c o r e s  f o r  each sample dec l ined  t o  t h e  po in t  of quest ion-  

a b l e  importance whbn mass a t t endance  was omi t ted  from t h e  l ist  of 

p o t e n t i a l l y  explana tory  v a r i a b l e s .  

Table 16 about  h e r e  

How s o c i a l  i n f luences  a f f e c t  convers ion  becomes i n t u i t i v e l y  

c l e a r  from t h e  Automatic I n t e r a c t i o n  De tec t ion  programs used on t h e s e  

d a t a .  A s  you may remember, we o r i g i n a l l y  used t h e  A-I.-D (automatic 

i n t e r a c t i o n  d e t e c t i o n )  program t o  s e e  whether any v a r i a b l e s ,  i n  



Table 15:  Comparative Explanatory Power of Various Kinds of Arguments 
2 

R2 1 Beta scores :  I . z B ~ / R ~  

Samp1.e 1 
(as i n  Table 14) -2408 

Sample 2 
Random Group A .2015 

S t r e s s -  Soc ' lzn Mass A t t .  Soc.Inf1. 
. . 

.0134 ,0134 .I541 .0597 

Random Group B .2887 

Random Group D .3531 1 -0415 ,009 6 .2388 .0101 1 .12 .03 .68 .03 

S t r e s s  ~ o c ' i z n  Mass A t t .  Soc. I n f l .  -- 

.06 .06 .64 .25 - , 

.0468 .0159 .0585 .0535 

Random Group C ' -3119'  

Sample 3 .4296 1 ..0213 .a134 ,2057 ,0748 ' 1 .05 .03 .48 .17 

.23 .08 .29 .27 
. . . .  . . . . .  . . . . .  . 

.0541 .OOOO* .I049 .0946 

. . . . . . . . .  . . 

.19 .OO* .36 .33 

.0019 .0094 ,2267 .0521 

E- 
\O 

.01 .03 .73 .17 

Sample 4 .3498 ,0276 .0080 . I381 .0942 .08 .02 .39 .27 



Table  16  : % of V a r i a t $ ~ n  Explained When'. R e l i g i o u s  - O r i e n t a t i o n  
I s  Included/Excluded'  f r o a  tKe .~ rgu rnen t  

2 R when frequency 
2 R &en - frequency 

of mass a t t endance  of mass a t t endance  
is included ' ' i s  omi t ted  d 

. T e s t  1 
As- i n  Table 1 4  .24 

Tes t  2 
Random Group A 

Random Group B '. 29 

Random Group C .31 

Random Group D .35 

Tes t  3 .43 



combinatlon, had a d i f f e r e n t . r e l a t i o n  t o .  conversion than  they  had when 

us'ed only  by themselves.  This  . neces sa ry .p re lude  t o .  t h e  Mul t ip l e  

C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  Analys is ,  however, o f f e r s  a unique chance t o  s e e  how 

s o c i a l  f a c t o r s  r e l a t e  t,o conversion among.persons who a t t ended  Mass 

f r e q u e n t l y . b e f o r e  encounter ing t h e  P e n t e c o s t a l  Movement,.and among 

t h o s e  who d i d  n o t .  A-I-D i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  a s o r t i n g . d e v i c e .  It ignores  

a l l  t h . eo re t i ca1  arguments .being pu t  forward and simply d i v i d e s  a d a t a  

s e t  i n t o  ever  s m a l l e r  groups o f . r e s p o n d e n t s .  It f i r s t  s o r t s  them i n t o  

two groups on t h e  b a s i s  of t h e  s i n g l e  v a r i a b l e  submit ted t o  i t  which. 

provides  t h e  g r e a t e s t  c o n t r a s t  i n .  terms of  t h e  -dependent v a r i a b l e .  

It cont inues  t h i s  s o r t i n g  procedure w i t h  each new group c r e a t e d ,  making 

smal le r  and sma l l e r  groupings of t h e  c a s e s  by adding a second, t h i r d ,  

e t c .  v a r i a b l e  as d i v i d e r .  A-I-D con t inues  t h i s  s o r t i n g  i n d e f i n i t e l y ,  

u n t i l  i t  e i t h e r  runs  o u t  of c a s e s  o r  f i n d s  t h a t  no .new d i v i s i o n  makes a 

d i f f e r e n c e  i n  terms of t h e  independent v a r i a b l e .  A-I-D t hen  p r i n t s  ou t  

a " t ree"  showing t h e  sequence of groups i t  has  c r e a t e d  a n  C t h e  mean 

s c o r e  on t h e  dependent v a r i a b l e  f o r  each of t h e  groups shown. Thus i t  

le ts  you s e e  a t  a g l ance  t h e  combinations of v a r i a b l e s  which a r e  most 

conducive t o  t h e  r e s u l t  i n  ques t ion  and those  which a r e  l e a s t  conducive 

Cas w e l l  as groupings which a r e  i n t e rmed ia t e ) .  

For t h e  p re sen t  s tudy t h e  &I-D .program used convert/non-convert 

as dependent v a r i a b l e .  Not s u r p r i s i n g l y ,  i n  view of what we a l ready  

know, t h e  f i r s t  s o r t  ( f o r  every sample group s t u d i e d )  was between 

persons  wh.0 had a t t e n d e d  mass f r e q u e n t l y  be fo re  encounter ing the .Pente-  

c o s t a l s ,  and those  who had n o t .  Then, t o t a l l y  i gnor ing  a l l  t h e  arguments 

p u t  f o r t h  i n  t h i s  paper,  i t  sor ted 'Mass-a t tenders  i n t o  groups that had 



varying proportions of converts i n  them, seeking t o  c rea te  all-convert 

groups i f  possible.  It a l so  sor ted infrequent-Mass-at tenders i n to  

smaller groups, f i nd ing  those combinations which prov2ded almost. no 

converts and those which. seemed more conducive t o  conversion. .Because 

t he  A-I-D programis f l r s t  sort was on the  ba s i s  of  Mass Attendance, i t  

l e t s  us s ee  t he  e f f e c t .  of other inf luences  among the  already pious and 

among those  who a r e  not .  
Ci 

Figure 1 presen ts .an  A-I-D Tree obtained when.the program was 

run on t he  sample consis t ing of a l l  "spiri t-baptized" Catholics plus 

the  con t ro l  group of Catholic un ivers i ty  students.  Because t h i s  

I'  intermediate" de f in i t i on  of 'conver t f  provides a sample about evenly 

divided between persons who had converted and those who had not ,  i t s  

use of mean scores f o r  conversion (y) gives an i n t u i t i v e l y  c l ea r  sense 

of what is happening. A l l  ' conver tsf  . receive  a y-score of 2.0, while 

a l l  ' controls '  receive  a y-score of 1.0.  Thus, f o r  the  sample as a 

whole (seen i n  Group one). not qui.te hal f  of the  275 .respondents a r e  

converts, giving a y-score of 1.476. O f  these,.  176 .persons attended 

Mass weekly o r . l e s s  o f ten  when they f i r s t  encountered'the.Pentecosta1 

group (Group 2) .  Less than twenty-eight percent .became converts, so  

t ha t  t he  group has a y-score of 1.278. In  con t rac t ,  Group 3 consis ts  

of t he  99 persons who already were a t tending Mass da i ly  or-almost  

d a i l y  when they encountered the  movement. About seventy-two percent of . 

them converted,, giving a y-score of 1.828. 

Each.new grouping i n  the  A-I-D Tree "holds constant" t he  c lu s t e r  

of circumstances summar4zed i n  t h e  groups connected t o  i t s . l e f t  by a 

l i n e  and shows what bappens t o  conversion when an a d d i t i . 0 ~ 1  circum- 

s tance is added t o  t ha t  c lu s t e r .  Thus t he  Tree divides  the  sample i n t o  
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n i n e t e e n  subgroups, w i t h  t h e  group f a r t h e s t  t o  t h e  r i g h t  always be ing  

t h e  combination of ci 'rcumstances which-made t h e  most d i f f e r e n c e  i n  

(_ I conversion-outcome f o r  tliis sample. The group l e a s t  l i k e l y  t o  conver t  

(Group 6) f a l l s -  at t h e  top r i g h t  of t h e  t r e e ,  wh i l e  t h e  group most 

l i k e l y  t o  conver t  (Group 9 ) . f a l l s  a t  the bottom r i g h t  of the t r e e .  

.............................. 

Figure  1 about  h e r e  

------------------------- 

Who proved most s u s c e p t i b l e  t o  conversion? The l a r g e s t  group 

(89) c o n s i s t s  of seventy-one pe r sons  who, when they f i r s t  encountered 

t h e  P e n t e c o s t a l  movement, a l r e a d y  were a t t e n d i n g  Mass d a i l y  o r  a lmost  

d a i l y  and who came from homes where p a r e n t s  had a f a i r l y  c o n s i s t e n t  

approach t o  r e l i g i o n .  CI.e., b o t h  parents .  were q u i t e . d e v o u t  o r  e l s e  

n e i t h e r  pa ren t  was.) S ix ty- f ive  persons  f a c i n g  t h e s e  circumstances 

conver ted ,  g iv ing  a ?-score f o r  t h e  group of 1.915. 

Two o t h e r  s e t s  of c i rcumstances  a l s o  produced a h i g h . p r o p o r t i o n  

of conve r t s  bu t  occurred  l e s s  o f t e n .  These a r e  represented  i n  groups 

1 3  and 19. Group 1 3  c o n s i s t s  of on ly  f i v e . p e r s o n s ,  a l l  of whom 

conver ted .  They have i n  common d a i l y  Mass a t tendance  b e f o r e  encounter ing 

. t h e  group; i n  c o n t r a s t  t o  t h e  persons i n  Group 9, they d i d  not  come 

from homes where bo th  p a r e n t s  had a c o n s i s t e n t  approach t o  r e l i g i o n .  
.' ., 

But a l l  of t h e s e  persons had c l o s e  f r i e n d s  who were themselves Pente- 

c o s t a l s .  I n  c o n t r a s t ,  no t  q u i t e  h a l f  of t h e  persons i n  s i m i l a r  circum- 

s t a n c e s  who lacked  c l o s e  P e n t e c o s t a l  f r i e n d s  (Group 12)  converted.  

Only one c l u s t e r  of c i rcumstances  produced 'a  h igh  number of 

conve r t s  among .persons  no t  a l r e a d y  . r e l i g i o u s l y -  o r i e n t e d  wh.en they. 

encountered t h e  group (!Sroup 1 9 ) .  Th i s  group c o n s i s t s  of  t h i r t e e n  



Pi8ure 1: A.1.D.' " ~ r e e "  Showin8 Proportion of Lspondents  Who B e c u  Pentecostals UMer Varylly 
Combinat ions of Conditions 
( I f  no respondents i n  a group became Pentecosta ls .  J - 1.0; i f  all respondents i n  a 
8rOUp became Pentecosta ls ,  f - 2.0.) . . 

'Automatic In t e rac t ion  
Detection Program 

(9)Both parents  
devout o r  ne i the r  
parent devout 

Number of Respondents + Standard Deviation Found Within Each Croup 
- - .  

Croup . N  - S. Dev. 

1 275 .499 

2 176 .448 

3 99 .377 

4 128 .348 

5 48 .478 

6 124 .335 - 
7 4 .SO0 

Croup - N S. Dev. 

8 28 .488 

9 71 . .278 - 
10 20 .490 

11 28 .383 

12 . 23 -152 

13 5 .ooo 
14 13 .487 

Croup N - S. Dev. - 
15 10 .458 

16 9 .416 

17 . 11 .498 

18 ' 15 .471 . 

19 13 .000 - 



persons who were a t  best  "hab i tua1" '~ass  a t tenders ;  however they.were 

introduced to .  the,movement by a . t eacher  o r  s p i r i t u a l  adviser ,  .were 

middle or  younger chi ldren i n  t he i r  family of o r ig in ,  and l i k e  Group 13, 

they had c lo se  fri.ends wlio .were .Pentecostals .  A l l  of them .became 

converts, giving a y-score of 2.0. Where .Pentecostal  f r i ends  .were 

lacking (Group 18) t he  y-score f a l l s  t o  1.666. Where other  of th.e 

circumstances a l s o  a r e  missing, the  proportion of converts-.becomes 

smaller s t i l l .  

The circumstances . l e a s t  conducive t o .  conversion a r e  .represented 

by Group 6. This cons i s t s ,o f  124 persons who attended Mass.weekly or 
d 

l e s s  o f ten  before encountering the  movement, who.were not introduced 

t o  i t  by a teacher o r  s p i r i t u a l  adviser ,  and who lacked c lose  f r iends  

who were Pentecosta ls .  Less than a quar ter  of t h i s  group became converts, 

giving a y-score of 1.129. Other c lu s t e r s  of circumstances a r e  associa- 

ted with intermediate proportions of converts. 

I n  b r i e f ,  t he  Pentecostal  movement's claims become more 

, bel ievable  when reinforced by t rus ted  persons i n  one's  inmediate envir- 

onment. Given a 'consistent  re l ig ious  upbringing (whether devout or not) 

and a cur ren t  "seeking" or ienta t ion,  such reinforcement i s  not necessary. 

Only under f a i r l y  r igorous combinations of soc i a l  upbringing and 

immediate s o c i a l  reinforcement a r e  such soc i a l  inf luences  l i k e l y  to  

produce se r ious  encounter with the  claims of r e l i g ion  among persons 

not already ac t i ve ly  "seeking". One's upbringing and one's psychological 

s t a t e  a r e  not  always i r r e l evan t ,  but a r e  of only minor .help f o r  

predic t ing who w , i l l  be a convert.. 



SUMMARY: This paper has used in£ ormation gatF.ered. from convert-s and 

seekers involved i n  the  Catholic Pentecostal  movement and from a control  

group of Catholic universi ty s tudents  from the same geographic area .  

It has found l i t t l e  support fo r  s o c i a l  sc ience arguments.which. explain 

s u s c e p t i b i l i t y  t o . r e l i g i o u s  convergion i n  terms of psychological s t r e s s ,  

and only s l i g h t l y  stronger support f o r  arguments seeing re l ig ious  

conversion as the  culmination of e a r l i e r  soc i a l i z a t i on  experiences. 

Immediate s o c i a l  influences, from c lo se  f r i ends ,  t r u s t ed . l e ade r s ,  and 

family members have greater  impact. Where encapsulation occurs ( In . t f ;e  

- s e n s e  of c los ing off  contact with non-believers and entering i n to  major . . '  . ' 

i n t e r ac t i on  wi th  a group of people accepting the  be l ievers '  claims) 

conversion becomes almost automatic, but  t h i s  occurred fo r  only a 

small proportion of those who received the  baptism of the  Holy S p i r i t .  

Multiple C la s s i f i c a t i on  Analysis, a program akin  t o  ana lys i s  of 

variance,  showed tha t  these var ied s o c i a l  influences,  when seen a t  work 

together,  seem t o  have some impact on su scep t ib i l i t y  to  conversion, but  

do not have s u f f i c i e n t  influence t o  account f o r  the  phenomenon. Current 

. r e l i g ious  o r i en t a t i on  makes f a r  g r ea t e r  d i f fe rence  i n  su scep t ib i l i t y  t o  

conversion than anything e l s e . s t ud i ed ,  but  we were unable t o  account f o r  

d i f fe rence  i n  such or ien ta t ion  i$ terms of personal s t r e s s ,  socia l iza-  

t ion ,  or  immediate soc i a l  influence.  An A-I-D ana lys i s  suggests t ha t  

the  s o c i a l  influences studied here make the  g r ea t e s t  impact on those 

persons not already involved i n  an a c t i v e  r e l i g ious  quest ,  and tha t  

immediate personal influences a r e  more important than one's. psychological 

s t a t e  o r  one's  p r i o r  soc ia l i za t ion .  Overall,  however, the  soc i a l  science 



arguments examined here have not b e e n t e r r i b l y  persuasive whenapplied 

to t h i s  group of conve r t s  t o  one branch of the  J e s k  ~ovement . It is 

. . . time f o r  more s e r i o u s .  t e s t i ng  of such arguments on a  wider range of 

r e l i g ious  converts. The r e s u l t s  of t h i s  f i r s t  t e s t  suggest that we may . . 

need t o  s t a r t  a f r e sh  i n  our e f f o r t  t o  understand w h a t r e a l l y  is going on. 
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P e n t e c o s t a l s  i n  t h i s  paper is  time-based, r e f l e c t i n g  t h e   characteristic,^ 
p r e s e n t  among persons  i n  con tac t  w i t h  t h e  movement i n  t h r e e  c i t i e s  
dur ing  t h e  s p r i n g  of 1969. S ince  t h a t  t ime t h e  membership and organi-  
z a t i o n a l  c h a r a c t e r  of t h e s e  groups has  cont inued t o  evolve. 

31. For a d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h i s  program, s e e  Frank Andrews, James Morgan, 
and John Sonquis t ,  M u l t i p l e  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n  Analys is .  

32. John Lof l and 'has  g iven  perhaps t h e  f u l l e s t  expos i t i on  of this argu- 
ment. See h i s  books, 'Doomsday Cul t  and Deviance.and I d e n t i t y ,  and t h e  - 
a r t i c l e  "Conversion t o  a  Deviant .Pe r spec t ive ,  I' -* e.. 

33. "A P a s t o r a l  .Report on, t h e  Cathol ic  .Pen tecos t a l  Community i n  Ann . 
Arbor, " Aprf 1, 1969, Cmimeographed) , 3. 

- 3 4 .  For a d e s c r s p t i o n  of this program s e e . J o h n  A .  Sonquist  and James N. 
Morgan, 'The - :Detecti'ori 'of  ' Inferacf for i '  E f f e c t s .  - 
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