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Religion as a Hard-to-Fake

Sign of Commitment
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Signaling, Solidarity, and the Sacred: The Evolution
of Religious Behavior
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Reputation

—Hardworking Hardworking: 4
Physically strong Generous: 2

nfluential .\ /

GGenerous
Good character
Devout

Good advice ./ / M

Ritual knowledge




Social Support

Emotional support & companionship
— Close friends, conversation partners

Behavioral assistance
— Borrow items, run errands, help watching children

Financial assistance
— Borrowing petty cash, bigger loans

Guidance
— Important matters, advice

Vouched support

— Help finding work, people in ‘high positions,” aid if there is a problem
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Tenpatti Alakapuram

Caste (jati) & Religion
Hindu
m Acari
m Akamutaiyar
Aruntatiyar
® Hindu Yatavar
Kallar
Kulalar
Maravar
m Pallar
Rare
Christian
m CSl Paraiyar
m RC Vellalar
m RC Yatavar

362 nodes - 3065 edges 420 nodes - 4024 edges




Possession
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Religiosity
Public Religious Practice
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Are those who invest more in the religious life of the village seen
as more devout? As more prosocial?

Hurdle models predicting # of nominations

Has Ritual Knowledge

Influential 0.851 -2.762

Strong - 0.027
Hardworking 0.697 -1.155 0.017

Gives Good Advice  [HOIGO8E 0.792 0.040  0.051
Generous 0.606 0.482 0.043
Has Good Character 0.634 0.470

Also in the models: age, age?, gender, caste, count of resident consanguineous kin, household wealth, years of
education, ever committee member, village dummy variable

Power 2017, Evolution & Human Behavior



Are those who invest more in the religious life of the village seen
as more devout? As more prosocial?

Generous
8 = Influential
— Devout
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Are those who invest more in the religious life of the village seen
as more devout? As more prosocial?

Hurdle models predicting # of nominations

Devout 0.028
Has Ritual Knowledge

Influential 0.851 -2.762

Strong - 0.027
Hardworking 0.697 -1.155 0.017

Gives Good Advice  [HOIG08E 0.792 0.040  0.051
Generous 0.606 0.482 0.043
Has Good Character 0.634 0.470

Also in the models: age, age?, gender, caste, count of resident consanguineous kin, household wealth, years of
education, ever committee member, village dummy variable

Power 2017, Evolution & Human Behavior
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Is religious ritual action associated with support relationships?

/ /

Exponential Random Graph Model (ERG. p*)
Individual - Node

Structural - Network




Is religious ritual action associated with support relationships?

ERGMs predicting the likelihood of a supportive tie
Estimate (SE)

Alakapuram Tenpatti

.2 0. 125
(0.06) (0.04)
~0.07 _0.14*

(0.07) (0.06)
Weighted Public 0.01*** 0.01***

Religious Acts (0.003) (0.004)
* p<.001, ** p<.01, * p<.05, T p<.10

Religiosity

Regular Worship

Possession

Also in the model: node age, gender, caste, household wealth, and past or
current committee membership; dyad gender homophily, dyad caste
homophily, dyad kinship, dyad difference in the number of years of education,
dyad distance between households, and dyad reciprocity (mutuality), GWESP

Power 2017, Nature Human Behaviour



Is religious ritual action associated with support relationships?

Possession

Power 2017, Nature Human Behaviour




Is religious ritual action associated with support relationships?

Possession

Power 2017, Nature Human Behaviour
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Commumty Formation:

Collective Ritual & “Communiias”
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Why Strict Churches Are Strong’

The Ties That Bind Us

Ritual, Fusion, and Identification

Laurence R. Lan
Santa Clava University

by Harvey Whitehouse and Jonathan A. Lanman
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Monthly Worship
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Annual Festival: Mulaippari
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Are co-participants more likely to support one another?

Table 1: ERGM model results for (1) co-participation in the monthly worship and (2) co-
participation in the annual festival.
Estimate S.E. Odds Ratio p-value
1: Monthly Worship (No = 0) 0.274 0.048 1.315 <.0001

2: Vow Procession (No = () ().282 0.158 1.326 0.0739
Mulaippari (No = 0) 0.130 0.111 1.138 0.2449

Also in the model: node age, gender, caste, and past or current committee membership; dyad gender homophily, dyad caste
homophily, dyad kinship, dyad difference in the number of years of education, dyad distance between households, and dyad
reciprocity (mutuality), GWESP, GWDSP

Power, 2018, Proceedings B




Are co-participants more likely to support one another?




Are co-participants more likely to support one another?

Y Two Hindu Women in Tenpatti
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