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ABSTRACT

Religiosity, Parental Support, and Formal Volunteering Among Teenagers

by

Isaac Paintsil

Few countries can boast of having the culture of formal volunteering seen in the United States. In
explaining this phenomenon, many empirical studies have found religiosity significant in
predicting behaviors among young adults, adults, and the elderly. However, teens (13 — 17 years)
have not attracted much attention from researchers, though they possess the time and resources
most needed to volunteer. Using data from the National Study on Youth and Religion (NSYR)
Wave 1, this study examines the relationship between formal volunteering and teens’ individual
(religious salience and religious experience) and collective religiosity (religious tradition, church
attendance, and religious youth group participation). Parental variables and teen demographics
are also tested using a three-stage ordinal logistic regression. Regarding individual religiosity,
the results suggested a significant relationship between teens’ religious experiences and formal
volunteering. In addition, parents can induce formal volunteering by encouraging their teens to

volunteer and participate in religious youth groups.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Volunteering has become a generic term used for many types of helpful activities. It is
therefore pertinent to clearly define what one calls volunteering to avoid erroneous
interpretations. Volunteer work can be formal or informal (Wilson and Musick 1997). Formal
volunteering refers to the unpaid time that an individual contributes to charitable activities of an
organization, while informal volunteering refers to help, or assistance given directly to an
individual: not through a formal organization and not to household members (Reed and Selbee
2001). Though different, these two types of volunteering are complements rather than substitutes

(Taniguchi 2012).

Benefits of Formal Volunteering

Formal volunteering is a core value of American culture and for decades there has been a
conscious effort to institute it in schools because people who volunteered while in school are
more likely to volunteer after school (Haski-Leventhal et al. 2008, Malin, Han, and Liauw 2017).
In addition, formal volunteering is associated with positive outcomes in volunteers (teen and
adult), beneficiaries of formal volunteering (organization and people), and the broader society

(community and economy) (Casiday et al. 2008; Wilson 2012).

Benefits to Individuals

“While no one wonders why someone may assume gainful employment, many ask why
one would volunteer” (Haski-Leventhal et al. 2008, p. 11). Though formal volunteering is often
done with noble intentions, there is a pearl of common wisdom that the giver also benefits from

the act. Researchers have noted that formal volunteering has a positive impact on health (both
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physical and mental), socioeconomic status, and personal development of the volunteer (Wilson

2012).

Health. Though Fujiwara and Kawachi (2008) found no association between formal
volunteering and depression, most studies have suggested that volunteers reported fewer
depression symptoms (Hong and Morrow-Howell 2010). Brown et al.’s (2008) study on spousal
loss found that bereaved individuals who engaged in formal volunteering experienced a faster
decline in depression than those who did not. The association between mental health and formal
volunteering has been reported to be stronger in volunteering for religious causes and among
elderly people (Musick and Wilson 2003). The evidence indicates that formal volunteering
increases one’s sense of purpose and networks created help individuals deal better with stress. It
increases life satisfaction and self-esteem of volunteers and the larger number of friends they
make reduces the likelihood that they will be alone in times of difficulty, especially after
retirement (Meier and Stutzer 2008). Compared to mental health, the relationship between
volunteering and physical health has not received much attention from researchers. While Burr,
Tavares, and Mutchler (2011) found that frequent volunteers were less likely to be hypertensive,
Jenkinson et al. (2013) reported that it had no relation to physical health. A longitudinal study by
Brown, Consedine, and Magai (2005) reported that individuals who reported volunteering had
lower rates of mortality five years later than those who did not. In addition, Jenkinson et al.
(2013) found a lower risk of mortality (risk ratio: .78; 95% CI: .66, .90) among volunteers after a

meta-analysis of five cohort studies.

Though positive health benefits are associated with volunteering, it is difficult to suggest
causation. A study by Borgonovi (2008) reported that after considering reverse causation (the

fact that healthy people may be more likely to volunteer) the positive association between
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volunteering and happiness was causal, but the association between volunteering and health was

not.

Socio-Economic. The literature on the benefit of volunteering on socioeconomic status is
not conclusive. In the United States, it is believed that volunteering can increase one’s chances of
getting into college and employment (Wilson 2012). This belief could be one of the influences in
volunteering among high school and college students. Govekar and Govekar (2008) reported that
through formal volunteering, some volunteers gain training and qualifications they can use in
later employment. Formal volunteering increases social networks and human capital, both of
which are important in gaining employment, but there are not many empirical studies that link
the two (Wilson 2012). An online survey of two hundred and sixty-five unemployed people
between the ages of 21-29 reported a positive relationship between formal volunteering and
reemployment, as well as the length of unemployment after six months (Konstam et al. 2015). In
addition, Hackl, Halla, and Pruckner (2007) found positive wage effects of formal volunteering
in Australia. However, a study in Britain reported that formal volunteering has a weak link with
employability outcomes (employment, job retention, and progression). Formal volunteering
assisted employment for only older people and only when done once a month (Paine, McKay,

and Moro 2013).

Benefits to Society

Economic. Sports tournaments such as the World Cup and Olympics, among others, rely
heavily on volunteers to provide various services to participant and fans. In the United States,
volunteers have become increasingly important due to the continual cutbacks in public

expenditure by successive governments. Without volunteers, many social services and programs
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would not be able to function properly because they cannot afford the labor force they need to

operate effectively (Hotchkiss, Fottler, and Unruh 2008).

In a study across 37 countries, the Johns Hopkins Center for Civil Society Studies (2011)
reported that 140 million people volunteered yearly, occupying 20.8 million full-time jobs and
contributing $400 billion to the global economy. According to the Corporation for National and
Community Service (2010), 63 million Americans volunteered in 2017, to a total of 7.8 billion
hours. Based on the Independent Sector’s (2018) estimated national value of each volunteer hour
($24.69), the value of formal volunteering services is pegged at almost $193 billion (1% of
GDP). Voluntary organizations are key players in the American economy and have been referred
to as the third sector, after the state and the private sector (Anheier and Seibel 2013). Their role
in employment and providing services has greatly reduced the government’s burden of ensuring
the welfare of the populace. In addition, non-profit organizations help individuals gain training

and skills needed to succeed in the labor market (Wu 2011).

Community cohesion. As impressive as these figures are, they are an underestimation of
the importance of formal volunteering because of the many intangible benefits it has on the
society. In his work about the dwindling civic engagement in the United States, Putnam (2000)
referred to formal volunteering as “the most promising sign of any that I have discovered that
American might be on the cusp of a new period of civic renewal.” Using the definition of Adler
and Goggin (2005), civic engagement involves the many ways “an active citizen participates in
the life of a community in order to improve conditions for others or to help shape the
community’s future” (p. 241). So close is the relationship between the two variables that they are
often conflated, though civic engagement is broader (Martinez et al. 2011). In a survey of youth,

The Corporation for National and Community Services reported that volunteers were more likely
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to be engaged in political discussions and believe they can make a positive change in their
communities. In addition, about 80% of Ameri Corps alumni reported increased confidence in
working with both local and state authorities in improving their communities compared to those
who registered but did not join. Moreover, these volunteers had more civic obligations and hence
were more likely to vote and be part of a jury (Spring, Dietz, and Grimm 2006). Overall, young
people who volunteer are not only more likely to engage in civic duties but also maintain

participation in later life (Wu 2011).

Strong, safe and cohesive communities are necessary for nation building. Volunteering
more than sports increases social bonds by bringing together people from different demographic
backgrounds for community development. Community members strengthen their social networks
through such activities, increasing social trust and a sense of solidarity and reciprocity in the
community (Wu 2011). Putnam (2000) reported a negative correlation between crime and people
with membership in volunteering organization. The more volunteers in a community, the safer it
is because they are more likely to form groups like “Watchdogs” and engage in activities that

deter crime.

Formal Volunteering Trends

Formal Volunteering has a storied history in the United States, but over the decade there

have been new forms of volunteering that have come up.

Industrialization with its specialization and division of labor is accompanied by different
forms of volunteering. One of these growing phenomena is episodic volunteering. Unlike the
older-style of formal volunteering where people contributed high amounts of time and committed

to a cause or organization, this new trend involves fewer amounts of time and little commitment
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(Holmes 2014). An example is micro-volunteering which provides tasks that can be done
anywhere, anytime and on the volunteer’s own terms without registration and long training
sessions (Jochum and Paylor 2013). Volunteer’s preference for episodic volunteering was
noticed by (Taylor, Malinson, and Bloch 2008, p. 407) in a study held at an animal shelter.
Volunteers who signed up at the shelter insisted on volunteering for specific tasks and within
specific time schedules with the flexibility to cancel and reschedule. It gives busy people the
flexibility and comfort to volunteer without open-ended time commitments. Data from
interviews with both episodic volunteers in the tourism industry supported this assertion (Holmes
2014). Though passionate about the activities they partake in, episodic volunteers had different
motives from regular volunteers. The common theme for such people was that “it fits in with my

lifestyle.”

Globalization has made the world smaller and connected, leading to an increase in
international volunteering. Unlike other forms of volunteering, volunteers must bear some
financial costs to volunteer internationally. An analysis on the 2005 U.S. Current Population
Survey showed that Whites, men, young people and people who do not have full time jobs are
more likely to volunteer internationally (McBride and Lough 2010). Moreover, a study by
Lough (2013) from 2004 — 2014 supported the above findings. Young people were followed by
those aged 45 to 54 years in volunteering frequently. Household income was instrumental in
international volunteering, with about 30% of volunteers living in households earning incomes of
$100,000 or more. Most of these volunteers volunteered through religious organization There
are currently many non-profits, especially faith-based organizations, that recruit college students

annually to volunteer abroad in countries hit by floods and other disasters (Smith et al. 2013).
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CHAPTER 2

LITERATURE REVIEW

The current study seeks to examine how parental modeling, religiosity and other

demographic variables influence formal volunteering among teens.

Parental Modeling

The literature on parental modeling focuses on two ways that parents influence formal
volunteering behaviors in teens: parental encouragement, and parental reinforcement (parents’

volunteering and providing opportunities to volunteer).

Parental Encouragement

The social learning theory (Bandura and Walters 1963) is critical in mapping the
relationship between parents and teens’ formal volunteering. The theory postulates that learning
is a cognitive process that occurs purely through the observation of the behavior of others.
Bandura suggested that the use of verbal reasoning and observational learning are pertinent in
shaping the behaviors of children. The family is the first and primary agent of socialization in
every society and, therefore, is expected to teach, encourage and expose teens to the values that
society holds dear (Hardy, Carlo, and Roesch 2010). Other studies found that induction (positive
reasoning and explanations) in parent-child interactions, such as “...other family members like
you better when you share things with them,” develop behaviors necessary for later engagement
in formal volunteering (Carlo et al. 2007). Parents making time to have such conversations with
their children on such prosocial behaviors increase the likelihood of internalizing the values that
promote volunteering. However, other studies attribute parental warmth as a moderator in the

relationship between induction and teens’ formal volunteering (Hardy et al. 2010). Parental
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warmth enhances the parent-child bond, hence an attempt to talk children into volunteering is

more likely to be successful if the bond is strong.

Wilson (2000) reported that teens are more likely to engage in volunteering when parents
help them have a positive outlook on such behaviors. By attaching rewards to helpful behaviors,
parents consciously or unconsciously encourage and reinforce volunteering attitudes and
behaviors (Bower and Casas 2016). This does not suggest that all rewards lead to an increase in
children’s appetite to volunteer. Although social rewards (i.e., expressions of gratitude, love, and
affection, or positive attributions that focus on children’s competence in performing prosocial
behaviors) are significant in reinforcing helpful behaviors and values in children, material
rewards are not (Carlo et al. 2018). Research indicates that using material rewards to reinforce
helpful behaviors and attitudes is likely to decrease teen volunteering. Irrespective of the values
and attitudes the material reward is meant to reinforce, it is followed by a shift from internal
attributions essential for volunteering to a focus on the external reward (Carlo et al. 2018;
Eisenberg and Valiente 2002). In other words, children may not see themselves as helpful
individuals but attribute the motivation of their helpful behavior to the reward they are getting. In

the absence of such material rewards, such children were less likely to help (Fiorello 2011).

Parents’ Volunteering

Notwithstanding the role of words in shaping teens’ behavior, the adage “Action speaks
louder than words” stands tall. From hobbies to careers, there are enough empirical studies to
support the claim that children do what they see their parents do (Hughes and Devine 2019;
Stritch and Christensen 2016). Another way parents model teens’ formal volunteering is
engaging in volunteering themselves because it reinforces a positive perception of such

behaviors in their children. Consequently, adolescents whose parents volunteer were reported to
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be 12% more likely to volunteer and 10% more likely to volunteer frequently (Gibson 2008). In
addition, Gonzalez (2010) suggested that parents’ volunteering had a positive relationship with
adolescents’ formal volunteering. The author used a nationally representative dataset from the
National Study on Youth and Religion (NSYR) at baseline and three years after to analyze the
impact of parents’ formal and informal volunteering on adolescents’ formal and informal
volunteering. The author's analysis of six hierarchical models showed that though diminishing
from baseline, parents’ formal and informal volunteering had a significant relationship with
teens’ volunteering and according to Perks and Konecny (2015), this positive effect continues
well into adulthood. The consensus seems to be that people who live with parents who volunteer

are more likely to volunteer (Nesbit 2013).

Interestingly, Stritch and Christensen’s (2016) findings suggested that a mother’s formal
volunteering behavior had a stronger influence on teens’ formal volunteering. After examining
data collected from first-year undergraduate students at a public university in the USA, Stritch
and Christensen (2016) reported that when male and female students were modeled together,
only mothers’ volunteering had a significant and positive relationship with students’ frequency
of volunteering. When they separated the sexes, both parents volunteering had a positive
relationship with volunteering in male students, but only mother’s volunteering was significantly
and positively related to the frequency of volunteering among female students. Conversely, a
study by Roerig (2014) on the influence of maternal behaviors on children’s prosocial behavior
found no relationship between mother’s volunteering and children’s volunteering and
surprisingly a negative relationship between mother’s philanthropy and prosocial behaviors in

children. This is an area in the literature that needs more investigation.
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Providing Opportunities

Teens, no matter how sincere their desire to help others, may not be able to if parents do
not give their consent and provide the means to volunteer. Schools and churches are the two
organizations within which most teens have their first formal volunteer experience. In the United
States, many high school students are required to volunteer several hours before graduating and
churches recruit mostly teens in clean-up exercises in communities (Cloyd 2017; Donihoo 2017).
Without downplaying the relevance of these organizations, it is necessary to note that parents are
the ones who enroll their children in such organizations in the first place. If parents do not attend
church or do not attend services with their children, it may be difficult for the church to recruit
their children. In addition, a study by Hill and Den Dulk (2013) showed that the type of school
children attend is a predictor of volunteering. In their analysis from wave 1 and wave 3 of the
National Study of Youth and Religion (NSYR), teens who attended Protestant high schools
significantly out-volunteer their peers from other schools (Catholic, secular, public, and home
schools) and were five times more likely to volunteer than those in public schools. Moreover,
parents are responsible for transporting their children to places where they volunteer and picking
them up. If parents do not have the resources (time, car and money) to do this, children will not

be able to volunteer. However, these dynamics need more empirical investigation.
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Religiosity

Religiosity is a multifaceted phenomenon. The sociological study of religion was given a
new focus when Stark and Glock (1968) postulated five areas in which religiosity is confined:
belief, practice, experience, consequences, and knowledge. Van Tienen et al. (2011) remodeled
these five areas into individual religiosity and collective religiosity. Religiosity in the current
study will focus on these two dimensions. Collective religiosity involves the traits of religiosity
practiced in the public eye and often requires involvement in a religious community. These
include religious affiliation/ membership and attendance. Individual religiosity, however, is
private and can be manifested in the absence of a religious community. It includes private prayer,

beliefs, and supernatural experiences.

Collective Religiosity

The statistical relation between collective religiosity and volunteering has mostly been
positive (Andreoni and Payne 2013; Bekkers and Schuyt 2008; Van Tienen et al. 2011). Earlier
researchers focused mainly on religious attendance, overlooking the importance of other
religious variables in influencing volunteering (Batson, Schoenrade, and Ventis 1993; Park and
Smith 2000; Wuthnow 1991). However, studies over the recent decade have continually
investigated how denominations (Bekkers and Schuyt 2008; Driskell, Lyon, and Embry 2008;
Van Elk, Rutjens, and Van Harreveld 2017), church groups and distinct religious beliefs
(Atkinson and Bourrat 2011) influence volunteering. How the literature associates these

variables with volunteering is discussed below.

Religious Attendance. There is no conflict in the literature on the impact of religious

attendance on volunteering. Both cross-sectional (Andreoni and Payne 2013; Merino 2013;
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Yeung 2017) and longitudinal studies (Johnston 2013; Kim and Jang 2017; Meiflner and
Traunmiiller 2010) show a positive relationship between religious attendance and volunteering,
as do studies on both adults and teens (Bekkers and Wiepking 2011; Gibson 2008). The

following reasons are provided in support.

Church attendance offers one of the most important determinants of volunteering: being
asked to volunteer (Merino 2013). Individuals who attend church services are more likely to be
asked to volunteer than non-church attendees (Paik and Navarre-Jackson 2011). This is because
helping one’s neighbor is a value enshrined in many teachings in Christian, Jewish, and Islamic
scriptures. Volunteering, therefore, more than other pro-social behaviors provides a ready and
inexpensive opportunity for religious people to realize this moral value (Donihoo 2017).
Furthermore, churches announce volunteer opportunities and recruit members because it relies
heavily on volunteers in the running of its ministries and its ability to make spiritual and social
changes in the congregation, community, and the world (Donihoo 2017; Yamasaki 2015). A 16-
year panel study by Johnston (2013) showed that an increase in church attendance over an
individual’s life course is associated with an increase in involvement in formal religious
volunteering, and this involvement makes it more likely that the volunteer will move into formal
secular volunteering. In addition, a youth survey reported that 64% of youth who volunteer

attended church regularly- generally defined as once a week (Spring et al. 2006).

Formation of a religious network that can foster helpful behaviors either through
encouragement or coercion. After analyzing data from the Portraits of American Life Study
(PALS), Lewis, MacGregor, and Putnam (2013) reported that having a strong network of
religious friends accounted for 50% of the effect of religious attendance on formal volunteering.

In addition, Chambré’s (2010) analysis of empirical data from the Independent Sector and
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Americans’ Changing Lives reported that formal and informal social interaction was a key

mediator in the relationship between church attendance and formal volunteering.

Religious Affiliation. Another area of collective religiosity linked to volunteerism is
religious affiliation or tradition. Steensland et al. (2000) in their study of American religion, were
the first to formulate the classification system for respondents who had a religious affiliation
used in this study. The six groups were Catholic, Black, Protestant, Evangelical Protestant,
Mainline Protestant, Jewish, and Other. Paxton et al. (2014) found that the impact of religious
attendance on formal volunteering, though positive, was not equal across religious traditions.
The distinct beliefs and practices of religious traditions determined levels of formal volunteering

among religious people.

Hill and Den Dulk (2013) on formal volunteering found that teens who attended
Protestant high schools significantly out-volunteer their peers from Catholic, secular, and home
schools. Mainline Protestants have been reported to volunteer more than Catholics (Arrunada
2010; Bekkers and Schuyt 2008; Bekkers and Wiepking 2011). This could be because
historically Catholic leaders saw volunteering as a threat to their authority and therefore
discouraged it (Putnam, Leonardi, and Nanetti 1994; Uslaner 2002). However, Catholics are
reported to be more likely to formally volunteer than evangelical Protestants (Driskell et al.
2008; Prouteau and Sardinha 2015). Evangelicals tend to volunteer more within the church than
outside the church (Beyerlein and Hipp 2006). The activities they engage in within their

community are mostly those directly related to evangelism.

Another area of religiosity research has overlooked is the relationship between contextual
religiosity and formal volunteering. Focusing on religious affiliation, both Lam (2006) and

Woodberry (2012) showed that the number of Protestants in a country or region has a positive
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impact on volunteering. Ruiter and De Graaf (2006) reported in a study across 53 countries that
religious context measured by average church attendance in a country has a positive impact on
volunteering among both religious and non-religious people. The researchers suggested that due
to social interactions with religious people, non-religious people in a religious context are more
likely to volunteer than non-religious people in a non-religious environment. Though the
findings suggest a relationship between contextual religiosity and volunteering among non-
religious people through a network spillover hypothesis, this notion has been controversial (Lim

and MacGregor 2012).

Van der Meer, Te Grotenhuis, and Pelzer (2010), in a methodological comment on Ruiter
and De Graaf’s study, suggested that the significant and positive effect realized hinged on
unusually high religious attendance and volunteering rates in three African countries: Tanzania,
Zimbabwe, and Uganda. In response to this criticism, Ruiter and De Graaf (2010) replicated their
earlier study with a new data set and a more rigorous method for dropping cases. After dropping
23 influential cases among all 96 country-wave combinations, results supported the earlier

findings.

Nevertheless, Lim and MacGregor (2012) found conflicting results in a study on the
network spillover effect of religion on volunteering suggested by Ruiter and De Graaf (2006).
The researchers used three different data sets to test this hypothesis on national, community and
personal religious context. On the national level, results showed a strong curvilinear relationship
which led Lim and MacGregor (2012) to suggest that national religious culture, rather than the
network spillover effect, is responsible for the relationship between national context and
volunteering. On the community level, they found that average church attendance was either

unrelated or negatively related to volunteering depending on an individuals’ level of attendance.
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Conversely, the relationship between religious intimate social networks and volunteering
supported the spillover hypothesis. MacGregor’s analysis of Faith Matters; a nationwide panel
study conducted between 2006 and 2011, showed that people who rarely or never attended

religious services are more likely to volunteer if they have religious friends.

Individual Religiosity

Some researchers have ascribed the reduction in formal volunteering rates to a decrease
in religious volunteering, which has in turn been attributed to a decline in church attendance in
the United States (Chambré 2010; Doniho et al. 2016). It is however interesting to note that
church attendance has reduced at a faster pace than formal volunteering and specifically, the
reduction in religious volunteering. This pattern suggests that that a decline in collective
religiosity (mainly church attendance) does not directly translate to a decline in formal
volunteering (Van Ingen 2008; Van Tienen et al. 2011). Though people may not attend religious
services, it does not necessarily mean that they have abandoned other religious practices and
beliefs which are instrumental for formal volunteering (Van Tienen et al. (2011). However,
researchers have not paid much attention to how such individual aspects of religiosity can
influence formal volunteering (Van Tienen et al. 2011). In addition, the studies that exist have
contradictory findings. While Paxton et al. (2014) reported that individual religiosity (mostly
prayer) influenced formal volunteering, Van Tienen et al. (2011) did not find any significant

effect.

Although religious organizations remain the primary organization through which most
people volunteer, annual data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics shows a gradual reduction in

religious volunteering from 36% in 2007 to 33% in 2015. Interestingly, the logical assertion that
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these volunteers may have moved to other areas is not supported, as volunteering for educational

purposes and community work has remained steady at 26% and 13% respectively.

Demographics

Formal volunteering has also been found to be associated with age, gender, race, income,

and education (Musick et al. 2000; Wilson 2012).

Age

Omoto, Snyder, and Martino (2000) found a curvilinear relationship between age and
formal volunteering; teenagers and younger adults volunteer more as they age, it stabilizes in
adulthood, and falls as people grow older (Figure 1). Wilson (2012) explained these dynamics by
using the life course perspective, which assumes that behavior, though rooted in the past,
changes with a level of predictability across an individual’s life course. The author postulated
that early life stage volunteering is influenced by the family of origin, schools and mandatory
volunteering. Midlife volunteering starts when individuals settle into adult roles (steady jobs,
marriage, and parenting) and is based on the relation between work and family responsibilities,
while later life volunteering is influenced by gerontologist advice and an increase in free time

after retirement.
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Figure 1: Formal Volunteering Rates in the United States by Age groups
Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics, volunteering in the United States news release 2006, 2008, 2014, 2016

Sex

The relation of gender to formal volunteering varies across countries, but in the United
States, females volunteer more than males and are more likely to use it as a substitute career
(Gibson 2008; Gonzalez 2010). Moreover, studies on 8th to 12th graders found females more
likely to formally volunteer compared to their male schoolmates (Child Trends Databank 2018).
The most recent study by the Bureau of Labor Statistics (2016) found that 27.8% of women
volunteered during the previous year, as opposed to 21.8% of men (Figure 2). This remained
true across categories of age, race, education, marital status, parental status, or employment
status. However, males who did volunteer were on average spending slightly more time
volunteering than women (52 vs 50 median hours). The sexual division of labor is evident in

volunteer activities men and women engage in. Men were more likely to engage in general labor
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(12.3%) and sports (9.3%) while a female volunteer was most likely to collect, prepare,

distribute, or serve food (12.9%) and teach (10.6%) (BLS 2015).
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Figure 2: Formal Volunteering Rates in the United States by Sex
Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics, volunteering in the United States news release 2006, 2008, 2014, 2016

Race

Though Taniguchi (2012) found no net race effect on volunteering, most US studies
reported that Whites volunteer more than Blacks, with Hispanics and Asians less likely to
volunteer than either group (Foster-Bey 2008; Musick, Wilson, and Bynum Jr. 2000; Wilson
2012). See Figure 3 for details. Musick et al.’s (2000) study found Blacks as more likely to help
friends and neighbors (informal volunteering) and more likely to volunteer in religious
organizations. The authors pointed to class differences, in terms of income and education as

responsible for the difference in formal volunteering between Whites and minorities.
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Gonzalez (2010) gave a more nuanced depiction of the association between race and
volunteering when he reported that Asians and Whites were more likely to volunteer formally
than Black and Latino adolescents, who in turn were more likely to volunteer informally than
Whites and Asian adolescents. In addition, Hispanics in 8" and 10" grade were found to be less
likely to volunteer than Blacks and Whites (Child Trends Databank 2018). Rotolo and Wilson’s
(2011) study on volunteering across the 50 states finds race heterogeneity to be negatively
related to volunteering. In other words, as racial diversity increases, volunteering decreases.
States with high race homogeneity (Maine, Vermont, New Hampshire, West Virginia, and lowa)
reported the highest volunteer rates, while the most heterogeneous states (Hawaii, California,
New Mexico, Maryland, and New York) were among those with the lowest rate. Homogeneous
societies have a high level of social trust and a shared responsibility which positively influences

volunteering, especially informal volunteer
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Figure 3: Formal Volunteering Rates in the United States by Race
Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics, volunteering in the United States news release 2006, 2008, 2014, 2016
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Socio-Economic Status

Though volunteering is concerned with giving up time without pay, most researchers
suggest that a higher socioeconomic status, which is often measured by looking at an
individual’s education level, income and occupation, is related to high levels of formal
volunteering (Wilson 2012). This relationship is influenced by the increase in leisure time, social
capital and awareness of volunteer opportunities that a higher socioeconomic status affords
(Eubanks 2008, Musick et al. 2000; Moore, Warta, and Erichsen 2014; Paik and Navarre-

Jackson, 2011; Taniguchi 2012).

Lee and Brudney (2009) found, however, that the relationship was hyperbolic as middle-
income people volunteered the most. Education increases the likelihood of joining an
organization because of the presence of many social groups on campuses. It has almost become a
norm for social groups on college campuses to engage in formal volunteering at least once and
some universities require Greek organizations to volunteer to maintain their charter (Moore et al.
2014). Almost 90% of Americans who volunteered in 2015 had at least a high school education
and 42% of them had a bachelor’s degree and higher (BLS 2016). The impact of education on
formal volunteering is however not uniform across social groups as most studies assumed
(Wilson 2012). By comparing the social origins of college-educated individuals, Brand (2010)
found that underprivileged graduates, who had a lower propensity to graduate, volunteered more
than college graduates from a higher social class. In contrast, a study by Rotolo and Wilson
(2011) reported that though individual education was positively related to secular volunteering,
the education level in an area reduces religious volunteering without increasing secular

volunteering education.
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The positive relationship between individual’s education and formal volunteering is
replicated in studies relating parents’ education to teens’ formal volunteering. Twelfth grade
students are more likely to formally volunteer if parents have a college education (Gibson 2008).
See Figure 4 for details. For example, in 2014, 19% of eighth-grade students with both parents
having less than a high school education volunteered at least once a month, compared with 38%
of eighth-grade students with both parents having a graduate degree (Child Trends Databank
2018). In addition, Gonzalez (2010) reported that adolescents from families with higher incomes
and more parental education were more likely to volunteer formally, while those whose parents
had lower income and less education volunteered informally. However, Gibson (2008) found no
relationship between parents’ education and informal volunteering and Zaff et al. (2008) reported
that it was significant for Black males and White females, but not Black females and White
males. In general, teens from families with higher socioeconomic status are more likely to

formally volunteer (Planty and Regnier 2003).
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Figure 4: Formal Volunteering Rates Among 12" Grade Students by Parents Education
Source: Child Trends, Monitoring the Future: A continuing study of American Youth 1991-2016

Formal Volunteering Among Teens in United States

An accurate assessment of trends in formal volunteering require data collected over
several decades. One of such scarce studies shows an upward trend in formal volunteering rates
by young people from 1991 to 2005. In this annual survey, high school seniors who participated
in community affairs or volunteer work at least once a month rose from 24% in 1991 to 35% in
2001 (Child Trends Databank 2018). Hitherto, the formal volunteering rates remained stable
around 23%. With a dip in 2003 and 2010, researchers reported its highest rate at 38% in 2014.
This surge in formal volunteering was evident among 8th and 10th-grade students. See Figure 5
for details. The increase has been attributed to the policy of mandatory community service in
some high schools in the United States and the strategy of highly educated parents encouraging

teens to pad college applications with such credentials to secure entry into desired colleges
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(Porterfield and Winkler 2007; Syvertsen et al. 2011). Though formal volunteering among high
schoolers has increased over the decade, total volunteering rates in the United States has reduced
(Figure 6) Nevertheless, in the United States teens volunteer the least and studies on an
adolescence sample (12 — 18), showed that older respondents volunteered more than younger

respondents (Child Trends Databank 2018).
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Figure 6: Formal Volunteering Rates in the United States
Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics, volunteering in the United States news release 2005-2016

Purpose of Study

My objectives are two-fold. First is to investigate a gap in the literature on religion and
formal volunteering. Other than church attendance, which has been thoroughly investigated, I
will focus on how teens’ church affiliations, attendance of religious youth groups, religious

salience, and having a religious experience can influence teens’ formal volunteering.

Secondly, I examined how parental demographics can influence teens’ formal
volunteering. The variables used were parents’ volunteering, encouraging teen volunteering,
education and financial status can influence volunteering in teens. It is pertinent to note that the
lowest age in most volunteer statistics on teens is16 years, therefore findings on teens (13 —

17years) in this study extends existing literature on teens.
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Hypothesis

Based on the objectives discussed above, the following hypotheses were tested:

H 1: Education of parent is positively related to teens’ formal volunteering.

H 2: Parents’ financial strain is a negative predictor of teens’ formal volunteering.

H 3: Parents’ volunteering is positively related to teens’ formal volunteering.

H 4: Parents’ encouragement is positively related to teens’ formal volunteering.

H 5: Religious youth group participation is positively related to teens’ formal volunteering.

H 6: Religious experience is positively related to teens’ formal volunteering.
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CHAPTER 3

METHODOLOGY

Data

The data used for this study came from the main sample of the first wave of the “National
Study on Youth and Religion (NSYR Wave 1). The NYSR Wave 1 is the first part of a three-
stage nationally representative longitudinal survey of 3,290 English and Spanish-speaking
teenagers. The NSYR wave 1 included 80 oversampled Jewish households leading to 3,370

completed NSYR cases (ARDA 2018)

Lilly Endowment Inc. funded the project which was directed by Christian Smith,
Professor in the Department of Sociology at the University of Notre Dame and Lisa Pearce,
Assistant Professor of Sociology at the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill (University
of Notre Dame 2018). The survey was conducted from July 2002 to April 2003. The researchers
used a random-digit-dial (RDD) method which produced random representative telephone
numbers of all household telephones in the 50 states in America. Parents were surveyed before
their teens and researchers asked to speak with mothers first, believing that mothers were better

qualified to answer questions about their families and teenagers (Smith and Denton 2003).

The NSYC Wave 1 file was obtained from the Association of Religious Data Archives
(ARDA). Before any analysis was done, the data was cleaned by proofreading the data
worksheet with the original data. All study variables had less than 1% missing data. The SPSS
“identify duplicate procedure” was used to identify any duplicate cases. In addition, descriptive
statistics, particularly frequencies were used to identify any inconsistencies across variables.

Dichotomous variables were recoded with 1=the category of interest and 0=not. In the process,
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some dummy variables were created, and other variables combined for analysis. Already existent
dummy variables in the data set were checked to ensure they covered the number of cases. Since
the study requires bivariate analysis involving categorical variables, chi-square was used to

ensure that expected values in all cells were greater than 5.

Measures

Dependent Variables

The dependent variable for this study is formal volunteering among teens. This was
measured by responses to the question: “In the last year, how much, if at all, have you done
organized volunteer work or community service?”” Responses were collected in four categories (1
= Never, 2 = A few times, 3 = Occasionally, 4 = Regularly). The distribution approximates a

normal curve (M =2.10, SD =1.01).

Independent Variables

Teen Demographics. Gender was a dichotomous variable with the respondent been either
Male (0) or Female (1). Race of teens was recoded into four different categories; White, Black,

Hispanic and Other, and age was measured from 13 to 17 years (M = 15.02, SD = 1.40).

Parent’s Demographics. Two socioeconomic variables were used in this study: Parental
education and Parental financial status. Parental education was measured with two variables:
mother’s education (M = 6.53, SD = 2.54), and father’s education (M = 6.67, SD = 2.07). Both
variables were originally coded on a 12-point scale from Elementary (1) to No School (12). No

School was recoded as (0) and the rest maintained from Elementary (1) to Ph.D. (11).
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Parental financial status was measured using four dummy variables: Breaking Even (M =
.31, SD = .48), Some Savings (M = .37, SD = .46), a Lot of Savings (M =.10, SD =.29), and
Indebted (M =, SD =) created from parent’s response to if their family was “in debt” (1), “just

breaking even” (2), “have some savings and assets” (3), or “have a lot of savings and assets” (4).

Parents’ volunteering was measured by the question “In the last six months have you (or
your spouse/partner) done any volunteer work?”” The respondent had to answer either for
themselves or on behalf of their spouse. Responses were collected was collected as a binary

variable with Yes (1) and No (0) (M = .61, SD = .49).

Parental encouragement was measured by a parent’s response to the question “How
often, if at all, have you encouraged [your teen] to do volunteer work or community service?”
Scores ranged from “very often” (1) to “not at all” (4). This was reverse coded so that higher

numbers represented parents who encouraged their teens often (M = 3.43, SD = 1.17).

Religious Variables. One of the most basic and widely used survey measure for
individual subjective religiosity is the importance of respondents’ faith. This study used teens’
response to the relevance of religious faith in their daily life through five original categories (1 =
Very Important, 2 = Important, 3 = Somewhat Important, 4 = Not Very Important, 5= Not
Important at all). This was reverse coded so that higher numbers represented teens who placed

more emphasis on their faith (M =3.43, SD =1.17).

In addition, a religious variable targeting teens’ supernatural experience was created by
combining three different binary variables which asked if teens had experienced any of the

following: a moving or powerful spiritual worship, what they believe to be a miracle from God,
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and a definite answer to a prayer from God. The new variable was coded, Yes (1) and No (0) (M

=3.43,SD=1.17).

Two behavioral religiosity variables were used in this study. The first, church attendance,
was measured from responses to the question: “In the last year, how often, if at all, have you
attended a religious Sunday school or other religious education class?”” Scores ranged from never
(1) to more than once a week (7). This was reverse coded so that higher numbers represented
teens who often attended church services (M = 3.26, SD =2.09). In addition, religious youth
group participation was a binary variable based on the question: “Are you currently involved in

any religious youth group?” Coded as No (0) and Yes (1).

The religious affiliation of teens was measured by teens’ response to a question about the
religious tradition they identify with. Eight dummy variables coded as “No (0) and Yes (1) were
created from their responses: Evangelical Protestant (M =1.69, SD = .46), Mainline Protestant
(M =1.90, SD = .30) African-American Protestant (M =1.88, SD = .32), Catholic (M =1.76, SD
=.43), Jewish (M =1.97, SD = .18), Mormon (M = 1.98, SD = .14), Other religion (M = 1.97,

SD =.13), and no religion (M = 1.88, SD = .33).
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Analytic Strategy
Preliminary Analyses

The association between the dependent variables and independent variables is conducted
using bivariate analysis. ANOVA tests was used to compare the mean differences between the
dependent variable and religious salience, church attendance and religious traditions, while a
contingency table was used for parents’ financial situation and the other religious variables
(supernatural experience, religious youth group participation). On the ANOVA tables, a Tukey
post hoc test was used to examine which of the mean differences between the categories was
significant and an eta squared (n?) effect size was used to know how much of the variance in
teens’ formal volunteering was explained by the predictors. A Phi test was used to calculate the

effect size in the contingency table.
Primary Analyses

A three-stage ordinal regression model was used to test the significance and the effect of
the relationship between predictors and teens’ formal volunteering. In the first stage,
demographic variables (age, race, sex, fathers’ education, and mothers’ education) was tested. In
the second model, parents’ volunteering, encouragement, and financial situation was added to the
earlier model and the full model included religious variables (religious salience, church

attendance, religious experience, and religious tradition).
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CHAPTER 4
FINDINGS
Bivariate

Table 1 displays the descriptive characteristics of the respondents. The mean age of teens
was 15 years (SD = 15.10). Males and females were equally represented, but more than half of
the teens were White (66%) and religious (86%). Though a national probability sample, 30% of
teens had never attended a church and 12% reported not belonging to any religion. The three
Protestant traditions made up 53% of the sample with Catholics being 24%. The mean education

for parents was some college education.

Table 2 shows the correlation figures between the dependent and independent variables,
significant at p<.01(**) and p<.05 (*). Parental encouragement had the highest correlation with
teens’ formal volunteering (r = .247, p<.01) and teens’ formal volunteering was positively

related with church attendance and religious youth group participation.
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of Respondents

Variables n Percent Mean SD
Teen Volunteer 3363 2.10 1.01
Never 1131 33.6
Few Times 1163 34.6
Occasionally 656 19.5
Regularly 413 123
Age 3369 15.02 1.41
13 651 19.3
14 650 19.3
15 713 21.2
16 680 20.2
17 675 20.0
Sex 3370 .500
Female 1670 49.6
Male 1700 50.4
Race 3349
White 2213 66.1 474
Black 578 17.3 378
Hispanic 385 11.4 319
Other 173 52 221
Fathers’ Education 2486 6.67 2.70
No school 5 2
Elementary 72 2.9
Some HS 142 5.7
GED 11 4
HS Grad 616 24.8
Some Vo-Tech 31 1.2
Vo-Tech diploma 143 5.8
Some college 402 16.2
AA 214 8.6
BA/BS 489 19.7
MA/MS 254 10.2
PhD 107 43
Mothers’ Education 3123 6.53 2.54
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No school
Elementary
Some HS

GED

HS Grad

Some Vo-Tech
Vo-Tech diploma
Some college
AA

BA/BS
MA/MS

PhD

Parents’ Volunteering

Parents’ Encouragement

Not at all

Not very often
Sometimes

Fairly often

Very Often

Parents’ Income
Indebted

Breaking Even
Some Savings

Lots of Savings
Church Attendance
Never

A few times a year
Once a month

A few times a month
Almost every week
Once a week

More than once a week
Religious Salience
Not important at all
Not very important

Somewhat important

76
187
12
776
32
150
638
381
549
262
56
2062
3355
234
417
1130
805
769
3296
734
1024
1225
313
3357
1013
576
388
359
187
601
233
3363
237
378
1078

24
6.0

24.8
1.0
4.8

20.4

12.2

17.6
8.4
1.8

61.3

12.4
33.7
24.0
22.9

222

31.1

37.2
9.5

30.2
17.2
11.6
10.7
5.6
17.9
6.9

7.0
11.2
32.1

42

.61
3.43

22
31
.37
.10
3.26

3.44

49
1.17

42
46
48
.29
2.09



Very important

Extremely important
Supernatural Experience
Religious youth group Participation
Teens Religious Tradition
Evangelical Protestant
Mainline Protestant
African-American Protestant
Catholic

Jewish

Mormon

Other religion

No Religion

1025
645
1753
1258
3370
1045
347
400
819
114
72
88
410

30.5
19.2

52
37.5

31
103
11.9
243
34
2.1
2.6
12.2

.52
.37

1.69
1.90
1.88
1.76
1.97
1.98
1.97
1.88

.50
48

46
.30
32
43
18
.14
.16
.33
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Table 2. Intercorrelations between Formal Volunteering, Demographics and Religious Variables

Variables 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 I 9 10
Teen Volunteer 1

Age .102%* 1

Fathers’ Education 158%** .031 1

Mothers’ Education 154%* .016 S537** 1

Parents’ Volunteering 150%* -.023 326%* 315%* 1

Parents’ Encouragement 247%* .045%%* 152%* 146%* 309%* 1

Church Attendance .026 -.014 -.052%* -.058** .024 .005 1

Religious Salience .086%* -.037* -.033 -.048** .069** 110%** 213%* 1

Religious Experience .148%* .040* .092%* 073%* .140%* .094** .165% 417%* 1

Youth group attendance 175%* -.050%* .088** .084** 197 154 146%* 372%* 354%* 1

Source: “National Study on Youth and Religion Wave 1.

**p <.01; *p <.05; (two-tailed tests).
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Tables 3 and 4 present a one-way ANOVA analysis of the effect of church attendance
and religious salience on teens’ formal volunteering respectively. On church attendance, there
was a statistically significant difference between teens’ church attendance and formal
volunteering at p <.001 for the seven categories (F =9.932, df = 6, p = .000) with a small effect
size (eta squared = .02). The Tukey post hoc test revealed that formal volunteering was
significantly higher among teens who attended church more than once a week (2.36) compared
to those who never attended church (1.9901), attended church a few times a month (2.0195), and
once a week (2.0083). Formal volunteering was also higher among teens who attended church
services a few times a year (2.292) and once a month (2.173) compared to those who never
attended church services in the past year. Taken together, these results suggest a bimodal
relationship between church attendance and formal volunteering with high or rarely attending

teens most likely to volunteer.

Table 3. One-Way Analysis of Variance of Teens’ Formal
Volunteering by Church Attendance

Categories Means daf 12
Never 1.992d

A few times a year 2.29pnbe

Once a month 2.173"

A few times a month 2.02%d

Almost every week 2.160

Once a week 2.0082d

More than once a week 2.3621b¢

F Stat for ANOVA 9.932%* 6 02

Source: “National Study on Youth and Religion Wave 1.

Note: **p <.01; *p <.05; (two-tailed tests, n 2—eta squared

": Significant difference from “Never” (Turkey post-hoc test, p <.05)
2: Significant difference from “a few times a year”

b: Significant difference from “a few times a month”

¢: Significant difference from “once a week”

d: Significant difference from “more than once a week”

45



Table 4 shows a statistically significant difference between the religious salience and
levels at p <.01 for the five categories (F = 7.787, df = 4 p = .000) with a small effect size (eta
squared =.01). Teens who saw their faith as extremely important (2.28) had the highest mean
and a Tukey post hoc test revealed that formal volunteering was significantly higher among such
teens when compared to other levels of religious salience. Interestingly, there was not a
statistically significant difference between any of the other four categories. These results show
that religious salience influences teens’ formal volunteering, but faith must be extremely

important to see an effect.

Table 4. One-Way Analysis of Variance of Teens’ Formal
Volunteering by Religious Salience

Source Means df n2
Not important at all 1.9532
Not very important 2.064%
Somewhat important 2.036°
Very important 2.117¢
Extremely important 2.28°
F Stat for ANOVA 7.787%* 4 .01

Source: “National Study on Youth and Religion Wave 1.

Note: **p <.01; *p <.05; (two-tailed tests) | 2—eta squared

2: Significant difference from “Extremely important™ (Turkey post-hoc test, p <.05)
¢: Significant difference from other four categories

Table 5 shows a one-way ANOVA analysis of the impact of religious traditions on teens’
formal volunteering. There was a statistically significant difference between religious tradition
and formal volunteering at p < .01 for the 8 traditions (F = 14.351, df =7, p =.000), with a small
effect size (eta squared = .03). Mainline Protestants (2.239) volunteered more than Black
Protestants (1.973) and except for Black Protestants (1.973) and Non- religious teens (2.227),
formal volunteering was significantly lower among teens of “other religion” (1.868) compared to
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the other religious traditions. Jewish (2.640) and Mormon (2.704) teens also had significantly
higher levels of formal volunteering when compared to Evangelical protestants (2.067), Mainline

Protestants (2.239), Black Protestants (1.973), Catholics (2.155) and Non-religious teens (2.227).

Table 5. Means for Teens’ Formal Volunteering by Religious

Traditions

Religious Tradition Means df n2
Evangelical Protestant 2.067mn

Mainline Protestant 2.239bjmn

Black Protestant 1.973pim

Catholic 2.1550mn

Jewish 2.640¢Pbn

Mormon 2.704¢pben

Other religion 1.868¢pcim

Non-religious 2.227

F Stat for ANOVA 14.351** 7 .03

Source: “National Study on Youth and Religion Wave 1.

Notes: **p <.01; *p <.05; (two-tailed tests). n 2—eta squared

¢: Significant difference from Evangelical Protestant (Turkey post-hoc test, p <.05)
P: Significant difference from Mainline Protestant

b: Significant difference from Black Protestant

¢: Significant difference from Catholic

i: Significant difference from Jewish

#: Significant difference from Mormon

°: Significant difference from Other religion

": Significant difference from Non-Religious

A cross-tab analysis between teens’ formal volunteering and religious youth group
participation, supernatural experience, and religious tradition was computed and is displayed in
Table 6. A chi-square statistic tested the significance of the association and the results showed a
statistically significant association between religious youth group participation (}2 (3) =111.110
p <.001), supernatural experience (¥2 (3) = 84.927, p<.001), parents’ volunteering (x2 (3) =

81.483, p<.001), breaking even (%2 (3) = 8.665, p <.005), Lot of savings (32 (3) =11.198, p <
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.005), Indebted (%2 (3) = 10.915, p <.005), and teens’ formal volunteering. The strength of the
association between all variables and teen volunteering was very weak (phi (¢) <2). Overall,
more than half of teens who participated in a religious youth group (76.6%), had a religious
experience (73.2%), had a parent who volunteered (64.1%), had parents with some savings
(73.8%), and had parents with a lot of savings (71.7%) reported having volunteered in the past
year. Notably, most teens who reported not participating in a youth group, and not having a
religious experience had higher levels of non-volunteers ((40% and 41% respectively) when
compared to teens who participated in a religious youth group and had a religious experience
(23% and 27% respectively) in the last year. In addition, most teens whose parents reported not
volunteering in the past year had never volunteered. Among the parents’ financial variables,
teens whose parents had a lot of savings had the highest level of teens who volunteered regularly
(15%) and were less likely to have never volunteered (26%) in the past year. Interestingly, teens
whose parents were indebted, had the highest rate of non-volunteering and teens whose parents

were breaking even had the lowest rate of regular volunteering.
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Table 6. Contingency Table showing Teens Volunteering by Religious youth group participation, religious
experience, parents’ financial situation, and parents’ volunteering.

Teen Volunteering

Predictors f Never Few times  Occasionally  Regularly Chi-Square
Religious youth group Yes 1259 294 (23.4%) 458 (36.5%) 297 (23.6%) 207 (16.5%) 2 (3)=111.110%*
participation ¢ =.156%*
No 2096 833 (39.7%) 702 (33.5%) 357 (17%) 24 (9.7%) n=3355
Religious Experience Yes 1749 468 (26.8%) 636 (36.4%) 388 (22.2%) 257 (14.7%) 72 (3) = 84.927%*
¢ =.159%*
No 1612 662 (41.1%) 526 (32.6%) 268 (16.6%) 156 (9.7%0 n=3289
Parents’ Volunteering Yes 2058  582(28.3%) 728 (35.4%) 451 (21.9%) 297 (14.4%) 72 (3)=81.483%*
¢ =.156%*
No 1297 546 (42.1%) 431 (332%) 205 (15.8%) 115 (8.9%) n=3352
72 (3) = 34.482%
Parents’ Financial Situation 3289 ¢=.101*
n=3352
Indebted Yes 730 277 (37.9%) 242 (33.2%) 118(16.2%) 93 (12.7%)
Breaking Even Yes 1023 367 (35.9%) 365(35.7%) 187 (18.3%) 104 (10.2%)
Some Savings Yes 1223 383 (31.3%) 422 (34.5%) 260 (21.3%) 158 (12.9%)
Lots of Savings Yes 313 82 (26.2%) 110 (35.1%) 74 (23.6%) 47 (15.0%)

Source: “National Study on Youth and Religion Wave 1.
Notes: **p <.01; *p <.05; (two-tailed tests)

@ — Phi Coefficient
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Multivariate
Table 7 summarizes the results from three-stage ordinal logistic regressions. On variables
with a reference category, an odds ratio (Exp B) of one indicates that there is no difference
between the comparison group and the reference group. An odds ratio greater than one indicates
that the comparison group has higher odds for teens’ formal volunteering than the reference
group, while an odds ratio below one shows that the comparison group has lower odds of
predicting teens’ formal volunteering compared to the reference group. Standardized coefficients

were calculated using the SAS system (Allison 1999)

Model 1 was made up of demographic variables (Age, gender, race, fathers’ education,
and mothers’ education) and accounted for just 2.5% of the total variance in teens’ formal
volunteering. Being female, White, and having parents with more education was significantly
and positively associated with teens’ formal volunteering. Specifically, females (B =.077, p <
.01) were 30% more likely than males and Blacks (B =-.100, p <.01) were 38% less likely than
Whites to volunteer. This satisfies the first hypothesis because mothers’ education (B =.102, p <
.01) and fathers’ education (f =.113, p <.01) had a positive effect on teens’ formal volunteering.
The more educated a teens’ parents are, the greater the propensity that the teen would volunteer.
Fathers’ education was the strongest predictor in the model. Though this effect reduced in

subsequent models, the effect remained significant and positive.

Model 2 saw the addition of parents’ financial situation (Breaking even, some savings,
and a lot of savings), parents’ volunteering, and parents’ encouragement to the demographic
controls. The results did not support the prediction that parents’ volunteering and financial strain

had a positive and negative effect on teens’ formal volunteering respectively. However, the
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fourth hypothesis was satisfied because parents’ encouragement (p = .238, p <.01) had a
significant and positive association with teens’ formal volunteering. Teens whose parents
encouraged them to volunteer had 45% higher odds to volunteer compared to teens whose
parents did not encourage them to volunteer. Though the effects of the demographic variables
reduced, being female, White, and having parents with more education remained significantly
and positively related to teens’ formal volunteering. Parents’ encouragement was the strongest
predictor in this model and remained so after the addition of religious variables in model 3.
Model 2 explained 11.4% of the variance which was approximately 9% above the demographic

variables.

In Model 3 religious variables (church attendance, religious youth group participation,
religious salience, religious experience, and religious affiliation) were added to model 2
(demographic controls and parental variables). Hypothesis 5 examines the effect of religious
youth group participation on teens’ formal volunteering and consistent with my prediction,
religious youth group participation (f =.134, p <.01) was significantly and positively associated
with teens’ formal volunteering, as well as being the strongest predictor among the religious
variables. Teens who attended a religious youth group were about 65% more likely to volunteer
compared to teens who reported not being part of such groups. Moreover, religious experience (3
=.114, p <.01) was positively related to teens’ formal volunteering. Teens who had either
experienced a moving or powerful spiritual worship, what they believe to be a miracle from God
or a definite answer to a prayer from God had 51% higher odds to volunteer than teens who had

not had such an experience, hence supporting the sixth hypothesis.
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On religious traditions, Catholics (B =-.090, p <.01), and Jews ( =-.083, p <.01) were
significantly and negatively related to teens’ formal volunteering when compared with non-
religious teens. Catholic and Jewish teens were 31% and 57% less likely to volunteer compared
to non-religious teens respectively. Overall, 15.7% of the total variance in teens’ formal
volunteering was accounted for by the full model (demographic controls, parental variables, and

religious variables).
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Table 7. Multiple Stage Ordinal Logistic Regression Models predicting Teens’ Formal

Volunteering
Teens’ Formal Volunteering

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Predictors b B Exp B b B Exp B b B Exp B
Age 144%* 113 1.155 133%* .104 1.142 .144%* 113 1.155
Female 280%** .077 1.323 .240* .066 1.272 A77* .049 1.194
Race?
Black -479%* -.100 .620 -.525%* -.050 591 -.622% -.130 537
Hispanics -.092 -.016 913 -.066 -012 936 -.143 -.025 .866
Other -.119 -.014 .888 -.170 -.021 .843 -.142 -.017 .867
Fathers’ Education .076%** 113 1.079 .062* .092 1.064 .049%* .073 1.051
Mothers’ Education 073%* .102 1.075 .051* .071 1.052 .047* .066 1.048
f,fﬁl‘gf;ering 132 036 1141 020 005  1.020
Eirc?lﬁ;gemem 369%% 238 1446 335% 216 1398
Parents’ financial
situation®
Breaking Even -.011 -.002 989 .000 0 1.000
Some Savings -.137 -.036 872 -.135 -.035 .874
Lots of Savings -.006 -.001 .994 -.040 -.006 961
Church Attendance .016 0184 1.017
Religious Salience -.004 -.003 .996
Experience AT gy 1902
Religious
Traditions®
Evangelical
Pro teftan . 188 048 1207
Mainline Protestant -.074 -.012 928
Black Protestant -.280 -.049 756
Catholic =377 -.090 .686
Jewish -.839* -.083 432
Mormon -.337 -.026 714
Other religion -.007 -.001 993
Model stats
Nagelkerke R2 .025 114 157
2log Likelihood > />¥40 P e
X2 13.171 29.220 46.169
N 3342 2199 2181

Source: “National Study on Youth and Religion Wave 1.

Notes: **p <.01; *p <.05; (two-tailed tests); b - unstandardized coefficient, B - standardized coefficient,
: White is reference category.

b Indebted is reference category.

¢: Non-religious is reference category.
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSION

Discussion

Though formal volunteering has increased among high schoolers (Figure 5), it has
continually reduced when teens enter college. Consequently, this study seeks not only to add to
the literature on formal volunteering, but also to provide policymakers and industry players

relevant information for their decision making and implementation.

To further examine the decline of formal volunteering in the United States, the current
study sought to examine the association between teens’ formal volunteering and parental and
religious variables. Using the first wave of the “National Study of Youth and Religion (NSYR
Wave 1), I examined how parental variables (parents’ education, financial situation, formal
volunteering and encouragement) can influence formal volunteering among teens. I also assessed
the importance of religious tradition, collective religiosity, and individual religiosity and other
demographics (age, sex, and race) on a teens' propensity to volunteer. Analyses were made on
teens from 13 — 17 years, augmenting the literature on teens’ formal volunteering which starts

from 16 years.

Results from the study suggest that the positive effect of individual education on an
individual’s formal volunteering (Eubanks 2008; Tanuguchi 2012) also exists between parents’
education and teens’ formal volunteering. The more educated a mother or father is the more
likely the teen is to volunteer (Child Trends Databank 2018) even though the effect size was
small in this study. Though it appears reasonable to predict that parents’ volunteering plays a

mediating role between parents’ education and teens’ formal volunteering, that may be erroneous
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since parents’ volunteering was not significantly associated with teens’ formal volunteering.

There is a need for more empirical studies to understand the dynamics between the two variables.

In contrast with Eubanks (2008) and Tanuguchi (2012), the study did not find any
association between parent’s financial situation on teens’ formal volunteering. It is, however,
relevant to note that unlike other studies, I did not use parents’ actual earnings to measure
financial situation, but rather a creation of dummy variables from a categorical variable
measuring parents’ financial situation. Findings further suggest that parents can increase formal
volunteering by encouraging their teens instead of volunteering. Though parents’ encouragement
has been related to formal volunteering (Bower and Casas 2016; Wilson 2000), the variable used
in this did not specify on the type of encouragement (verbal advice, provision of opportunities or
social rewards), hence further studies are needed to better explain the dynamics between the two
variables. Consistent with past studies (Wilson 2012), Whites and females were more likely to
volunteer than Blacks and males. This study did not, however, support the same relationship
between Whites and other ethnic categories. Analysis showed no significant differences between

Whites and Hispanics and Others.

Numerous empirical studies report that religiosity predicts higher levels of formal
volunteering (Andreoni and Payne 2013; Bekkers and Schuyt 2008). The current study examined
this relationship using collective religiosity (church attendance, religious youth group
participation, and religious affiliations) and individual religiosity (religious salience and religious
experience). Though both cross-sectional (Andreoni and Payne 2013; Merino 2013; Yeung 2017)
and longitudinal studies (Johnston 2013; Kim and Jang 2017; Meifiner and Traunmiiller 2010)
reported that church attendance has a positive effect on formal volunteering among adults, this

study found no significant association between church attendance and teens’ formal volunteering
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after adding control variables. However, there was a positive effect of religious youth group
participation on teens’ formal volunteering. This means that unlike adults, attending church
services is not enough condition in influencing formal volunteering if teens are not involved in a
religious group. Participation in such groups present teens with opportunities to be invited to
volunteer, know people who volunteer and be influenced by their peers. The most surprising
result from the study had to do with religious affiliations. Findings showed no association
between five of the seven religious traditions and teens’ formal volunteering, and though the
association with Catholic and Jewish teens was significant, they were less likely to volunteer
when compared to non-religious teens. Therefore, regarding public religiosity, the study suggests

that religious youth group participation is most essential for teens’ formal volunteering.

The positive relationship between religious salience and formal volunteering among
adults and young adults (Van Tienen et al. 2011), was not replicated in this study. Though teens
may not be old enough to have a psychological commitment to their faith, and hence have it
influence their social conduct, their religious experiences proved instrumental for formal
volunteering. Notably, the effect of religious experience on teens’ formal volunteering was
stronger than parents’ encouragement. Engaging in prayer and receiving supernatural assistance
may encourage compassion and the desire to assist others (Loveland et al. 2005). These findings,
though not conclusive, stress the need to include individual or private religiosity in theoretical

explanations of formal volunteering instead of the exclusive focus on public religiosity.
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Limitations and Future Direction

Though this study expands the literature on teens’ formal volunteering, there are some
limitations that must be considered. First, though the all the bivariate results outlined were
significant, they had a very weak effect size. The unexplained variance could be because there
are other variables that influence teens’ formal volunteering that were not accounted for in this

study or that significant findings were due to the large sample size.

Data from self-report surveys can be riddled with bias which affects the validity of the
responses and analysis made on such data (Van de Mortel 2008). Social desirability could be an
issue when measuring religion and volunteering through a telephone interview. Respondents may
overstate their religious beliefs and behaviors. This can also be true with the question on parents’
financial situation. In addition, teens (13 — 17 years) may not be able to recall events accurately

or misinterpret survey questions.

The findings from this study calls for a deeper investigation into the relationship between
religion and volunteering, especially since attending religious service was not a statistically
significant predictor of teens’ formal volunteering. In addition, novice findings on the strong
effect of parents’ encouragement and religious experiences on teens’ formal volunteering should
be of interest to researchers. More studies are needed on current data sets to test the strength of

such variables on teens’ formal volunteering.

57



REFERENCES

Adler, Richard P. and Goggin Judy. 2005. What do we mean by “civic engagement”? Journal of

transformative education, 3(3), pp.236-253.

Allison, Paul D. 1999. Logistic Regression Using the SAS System: Theory and

Application. Cary, NC: SAS Publishing.

Andreoni, James, and Payne, Abigail A. 2013. Charitable giving. In Handbook of public

economics (Vol. 5, pp. 1-50). Elsevier.

Anheier, Helmut K. and Seibel Wolfgang, eds. 2013. The third sector: Comparative studies of

nonprofit organizations (Vol. 21). Walter de Gruyter.

Arrufiada, Benito. 2010. Protestants and Catholics: Similar work ethic, different social ethic. The

Economic Journal, 120(547), pp.890-918.

Atkinson, Quentine D. and Bourrat Pierrick. 2011. Beliefs about God, the afterlife and morality
support the role of supernatural policing in human cooperation. Evolution and Human

Behavior, 32(1), pp.41-49.

Bandura, Albert and Walters, Richard H. 1963. Social learning and personality development.

Batson, Charles D. Schoenrade Patricia, and Ventis, Larry W. 1993. Religion and the individual:

A social-psychological perspective. Oxford University Press.

Bekkers, René, and Schuyt Theo. 2008. And who is your neighbor? Explaining denominational
differences in charitable giving and volunteering in the Netherlands. Review of Religious

Research, pp.74-96.

58



Bekkers, René, and Wiepking Pamela. 2011. Who gives? A literature review of predictors of
charitable giving part one: religion, education, age and socialisation. Voluntary Sector

Review, 2(3), pp.337-365.

Beyerlein, Kraig, and Hipp, John R. 2006. From pews to participation: The effect of
congregation activity and context on bridging civic engagement. Social Problems, 53(1),

pp.97-117.

Borgonovi, Francesca. 2008. Doing well by doing good. The relationship between formal
volunteering and self-reported health and happiness. Social science and medicine, 66(11),

pp-2321-2334.

Bower, Alicia A. and Casas, Juan F. 2016. What parents do when children are good: Parent
reports of strategies for reinforcing early childhood prosocial behaviors. Journal of child

and family studies, 25(4), pp.1310-1324.

Brand, Jennie E. 2010. Civic returns to higher education: A note on heterogeneous effects. Social

Forces, 89(2), pp.417-433.

Brown, Stephanie L. Brown, Michael R. House, James S. and Smith, Dylan M. 2008. Coping
with spousal loss: Potential buffering effects of self-reported helping behavior.

Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 34(6), pp.849-861.

Brown, William M. Consedine, Nathan S. and Magai Carol. 2005. Altruism relates to health in
an ethnically diverse sample of older adults. The Journals of Gerontology Series B:

Psychological Sciences and Social Sciences, 60(3), pp.P143-P152.

59



Bureau of Labor Statistics, US Department of Labor. (2016). Volunteering in the United States,
2015. [News release USDL-16-0363]. Retrieved on August 10, 2018

(http://www .bls.gov/news. release/volun.nr0.htm).

Bureau of Labor Statistics, US Department of Labor. 2006. Volunteering in the United States,
2005. [News release USDL-06-0363]. Retrieved August 10, 2018

(http://www.bls.gov/news. release/volun.nr0.htm).

Bureau of Labor Statistics, US Department of Labor. 2008. Volunteering in the United States,
2007. [News release USDL-08-0363]. Retrieved on August 10, 2018,

(http://www.bls.gov/news. release/volun.nr0.htm).

Bureau of Labor Statistics, US Department of Labor. 2014. Volunteering in the United States,
2013. [News release USDL-14-0363]. Retrieved on August 10, 2018

(http://www .bls.gov/news. release/volun.nr0.htm).

Burr, Jeffrey A. Tavares Jane, and Mutchler, Jan E. 2011. Volunteering and hypertension risk in

later life. Journal of Aging and Health, 23(1), pp.24-51.

Carlo, Gustavo, McGinley Meredith, Hayes Rachel, Batenhorst Candace, and Wilkinson Jamie.
2007. Parenting styles or practices? Parenting, sympathy, and prosocial behaviors among

adolescents. The Journal of genetic psychology, 168(2), pp.147-176.

Carlo, Gustavo, Samper Paul, Malonda Elisabeth, Tur-Porcar, Ana M. and Davis Alexandra.
2018. The effects of perceptions of parents’ use of social and material rewards on
prosocial behaviors in Spanish and US youth. The Journal of Early Adolescence, 38(3),

pp.265-287.

60



Casiday, Rachel, Kinsman Eileen, Fisher Clare, and Bambra Clare. 2008. Volunteering and

health: what impact does it really have. London: Volunteering England, 9(3), pp.1-13.

Chambr¢, Susan M. 2010. Volunteers: A Social Profile. Social Forces, 88(3), pp.1510-1511.

Child Trends Databank. 2018. Volunteering. Retrieved August 30, 2018

(https://www.childtrends.org/indicators/volunteering).

Cloyd, Melissa. 2017. When Volunteering Is Mandatory: A Call for Research about Service

Learning. Multicultural Education, 24, pp.36-40.

Corporation for National and Community Service. 2010. “Research Brief: Volunteering in
America Research Highlights”. Retrieved August 30, 2018

(http://www.volunteeringinamerica.gov/assets/resources/IssueBriefFINALJune14.pdf)

Donihoo, Katie. 2017. Best Practices and Strategies Used by Church Leaders to Mitigate and

Prevent Burnout Among Church Volunteers. Pepperdine University.

Driskell, Robyn L. Lyon Larry, and Embry Elizabeth. 2008. Civic engagement and religious
activities: Examining the influence of religious tradition and participation. Sociological

Spectrum, 28(5), pp.578-601.

Eisenberg, Nancy, and Valiente Carlos. 2002. Parenting and children’s prosocial and moral

development. Handbook of Parenting Volume 5 Practical Issues in Parenting, p.111.

Eubanks, Alecia C. 2008. To what extent is it altruism? An examination of how dimensions of
religiosity predict volunteer motivation amongst college students. Southern Illinois

University at Carbondale.

61



Fiorello, Damiano. 2011. Do monetary rewards crowd out the intrinsic motivation for volunteers.

Annals of Public and Cooperative Economics, 82, pp.139-165.

Foster-Bey, John. 2008. Do race, ethnicity, citizenship and socio-economic status determine

civic engagement. CIRCLE WP, 62.

Fujiwara, Takeo, and Kawachi Ichiro. 2008. A prospective study of individual-level social
capital and major depression in the United States. Journal of Epidemiology and

Community Health, 62(7), pp.627-633.

Gibson, Troy. 2008. Religion and civic engagement among America's youth. The Social Science

Journal, 45(3), pp.504-514.

Gonzalez, Christopher J. 2010. Parental modeling of volunteering, adolescent religious

attendance and adolescent volunteering.

Govekar, Paul, and Govekar Michelle. 2008. Volunteer Recruitment, Retention, Development,
in: A. Sargeant, W. Wymer (eds.), The Routledge Companion to Non-profit Marketing.

London and New York: Routledge.

Hackl, Franz, Halla Martin, and Pruckner, Gerald J. 2007. Volunteering and income—the fallacy

of the good Samaritan? Kyklos, 60(1), pp.77-104.

Hardy, Sam A. Carlo Gustavo, and Roesch, Scott C. 2010. Links between adolescents expected
parental reactions and prosocial behavioral tendencies: The mediating role of prosocial

values. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 39(1), p.84.

Haski-Leventhal, Debbie, Cnaan, Ram A. Handy Femida, Brudney, Jeffrey L. Holmes Kristen,

Hustinx Leslie, Kang Chulhee, Kassam Meenaz, Meijs, Lucas C. Ranade Bhagyashree,

62



and Yamauchi, Naoto. 2008. Students’ vocational choices and voluntary action: A 12-
nation study. VOLUNTAS: International Journal of Voluntary and Nonprofit

Organizations, 19(1), p.1.

Hill, Johnathan P. and Den Dulk, Kevin R. 2013. Religion, volunteering, and educational setting:
the effect of youth schooling type on civic engagement. Journal for the Scientific Study of

Religion, 52(1), pp.179-197.

Holmes, Kristen. 2014. ‘It fitted in with our lifestyle’: an investigation into episodic volunteering

in the tourism sector. Annals of Leisure Research, 17(4), pp.443-459.

Hong, S.I. and Morrow-Howell Nancy. 2010. Health outcomes of Experience Corps®: A high-

commitment volunteer program. Social science and medicine, 71(2), pp.414-420.

Hotchkiss, Renee B. Fottler, Myron D. and Unruh, Lynn. 2008, August. Valuing volunteers: the
impact of volunteerism on hospital performance. In Academy of Management
Proceedings (Vol. 2008, No. 1, pp. 1-6). Briarcliff Manor, NY 10510: Academy of

Management.

Hughes, Claire, and Devine, Rory T. 2019. For Better or for Worse? Positive and Negative
Parental Influences on Young Children's Executive Function. Child development, 90(2),

pp-593-609.

Jenkinson, Caroline E. Dickens, Andy P. Jones Kerry, Thompson-Coon Jo, Taylor, Rod S.
Rogers Morwenna, Bambra, Clare L. Lang lain, and Richards, Suzanne H. 2013. Is
volunteering a public health intervention? A systematic review and meta-analysis of the

health and survival of volunteers. BMC public health, 13(1), p.773.

63



Jochum, Véronique, and Paylor Johnathan. 2013. New ways of giving time: Opportunities and
challenges in micro-volunteering. A literature review. Institute for Volunteering
Research, NCVO. Available at http.//www. ivr. org.
uk/images/stories/NESTA_literature review final 0502131. pdf (Last accessed 21st

August 2015).

Johnston, Joseph B. 2013. Religion and volunteering over the adult life course. Journal for the

Scientific Study of Religion, 52(4), pp.733-752.

Kim, Young-II, and Jang, Sung J. 2017. Religious Service Attendance and Volunteering: A

Growth Curve Analysis. Nonprofit and Voluntary Sector Quarterly, 46(2), pp.395-418.

Konstam, Varda, Tomek Sara, Celen-Demirtas Selda, and Sweeney Kay. 2015. Volunteering and
reemployment status in unemployed emerging adults: a time-worthy investment? Journal

of Career Assessment, 23(1), pp.152-165.

Lam, Pui-Yan. 2006. "Religion and Civic Culture: A Cross-National Study of Voluntary

Association Membership." Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion 45:177-93.

Lee, Young-joo, and Brudney, Jeffrey L. 2009. Rational volunteering: A benefit-cost approach.

International Journal of Sociology and Social Policy, 29(9/10), pp.512-530.

Lewis, Valerie A. MacGregor, Carol A. and Putnam, Robert D. 2013. Religion, networks, and
neighborliness: The impact of religious social networks on civic engagement. Social

Science Research, 42(2), pp.331-346.

64



Lim, Chaeyoon, and MacGregor, Carol A. 2012. Religion and volunteering in context:
Disentangling the contextual effects of religion on voluntary behavior. American

Sociological Review, 77(5), pp.747-779.

Lough, Benjamin. 2013. International volunteering from the United States between 2004 and

2012.

Loveland, Mathew T. Sikkink David, Myers, Daniel J. and Radcliff, Benjamin. 2005. Private

prayer and civic involvement. Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion, 44(1), pp.1-14.

Malin, Heather, Han Hyemin, and Liauw Indrawati. 2017. Civic purpose in late adolescence:
Factors that prevent decline in civic engagement after high school. Developmental

Psychology, 53(7), p.1384.

Martinez, Iveris L. Crooks Donneth, Kim, Kristen S. and Tanner Elizabeth. 2011. Invisible civic
engagement among older adults: Valuing the contributions of informal volunteering.

Journal of Cross-Cultural Gerontology, 26(1), pp.23-37.

McBride, Amanda M. and Lough, Benjamin J. 2010. Access to international volunteering.

Nonprofit Management and Leadership, 21(2), pp.195-208.

Meier, Stephan and Stutzer Alois. 2008. Is volunteering rewarding in itself? Economica,

75(297), pp.39-59.

MeiBner, Peter, and Traunmiiller Richard. 2010, June. Church attendance and voluntary
engagement: the anatomy of a causal mechanism. In 9th International German Socio-

Economic Panel User Conference, Berlin.

65



Merino, Stephen M. 2013. Religious social networks and volunteering: Examining recruitment

via close ties. Review of Religious Research, 55(3), pp.509-527.

Moore, Erin, Warta Samantha, and Erichsen, Kristen. 2014. College students' volunteering:
Factors related to current volunteering, volunteer settings, and motives for volunteering.

College Student Journal, 48(3), pp.386-396.

Musick, Mark A. and Wilson John. 2003. Volunteering and depression: The role of
psychological and social resources in different age groups. Social Science and Medicine,

56(2), 259-269.

Musick, Mark A. Wilson John, and Bynum Jr, Willian B. 2000. Race and formal volunteering:

The differential effects of class and religion. Social Forces, 78(4), pp.1539-1570.

Neuman, Johanna. 2010. A venerable tradition. US news and world report, 147(10), p.12.

Omoto, Allen M. Snyder Mark, and Martino, Steven C. 2000. Volunteerism and the life course:
Investigating age-related agendas for action. Basic and applied social psychology, 22(3),

pp-181-197.

Paik, Anthony, and Navarre-Jackson Layana. 2011. Social networks, recruitment, and
volunteering: Are social capital effects conditional on recruitment? Nonprofit and

Voluntary Sector Quarterly, 40(3), pp.476-496.

Paine, Angela E. McKay Stephen, and Moro Domenico. 2013. Does volunteering improve
employability? Insights from the British Household Panel Survey and beyond. Voluntary

Sector Review, 4(3), pp.355-376.

66



Park, Jerry Z. and Smith Christian. 2000. ‘To whom much has been given...”: Religious capital
and community voluntarism among churchgoing protestants. Journal for the Scientific

Study of Religion, 39(3), pp.272-286.

Paxton, Pamela, Reith, Nicholas E. and Glanville, Jennifer L. 2014. Volunteering and the
dimensions of religiosity: A cross-national analysis. Review of Religious Research, 56(4),

pp-597-625.

Perks, Thomas A. and Konecny Daniel. 2015. The Enduring Influence of Parent's Voluntary
Involvement on Their Children's Volunteering in Later Life. Canadian Review of

Sociology/Revue canadienne de sociologie, 52(1), pp.89-101.

Planty, Mike, and Regnier Michael. 2003. Volunteer Service by Young People from High School

through Early Adulthood. Statistics in Brief.

Porterfield, Shirley L. and Winkler, Anne E. 2007. Teen time use and parental education:

Evidence from the CPS, MTF, and ATUS. Monthly Lab. Rev. 130, p.37.

Prouteau, Lionel, and Sardinha Boguslawa. 2015. Volunteering and country-level religiosity:
Evidence from the European Union. VOLUNTAS: International Journal of Voluntary and

Nonprofit Organizations, 26(1), pp.242-266.

Putnam, Robert D. and Campbell, David E. 2012. American grace: How religion divides and

unites us. Simon and Schuster.

Putnam, Robert D. Leonardi Robert, and Nanetti, Raffaella Y. 1994. Making democracy work:

Civic traditions in modern Italy. Princeton university press.

67



Reed, Paul, and Selbee Kelvin. 2001. The religious factor in giving and volunteering. Ottawa.

Statistics Canada Research Report. (Revised version forthcoming in Fall 2008).

Roerig, Kira D. 2014. Mothers' Behaviors that Promote Prosocial Behaviors in Children

(Doctoral dissertation).

Rotolo, Thomas, and Berg, Justin A. 2011. In times of need: An examination of emergency
preparedness and disaster relief service volunteers. Nonprofit and Voluntary Sector

Quarterly, 40(4), pp.740-750.

Ruiter, Stijn, and De Graaf Nan Dirk. 2006. National context, religiosity, and volunteering:

Results from 53 countries. American Sociological Review, 71(2), pp.191-210.

Ruiter, Stijn, and De Graaf Nan Dirk. 2010. National religious context and volunteering: More

rigorous tests supporting the association. American Sociological Review, 75(1), 179-184.

Sector, Independent. 2018. Value of Volunteer Time. Retrieved September 18, 2019

(https://independentsector.org/value-of-volunteer-time-2018/).

Smith, Christian, and Denton, Melinda L. 2003. Methodological design and procedures for the
National Survey of Youth and Religion (NSYR). Chapel Hill, NC: The National Study of

Youth and Religion.

Smith, Matt B. Laurie Nina, Hopkins Peter, and Olson Elizabeth. 2013. International
volunteering, faith and subjectivity: Negotiating cosmopolitanism, citizenship and

development. Geoforum, 45, pp.126-135.

68



Spring, Kimberly, Dietz Nathan, and Grimm Jr, Robert. 2006. Youth Helping America-
Educating for Active Citizenship: Service-Learning, School-Based Service and Youth

Civic Engagement.

Stark, Rodney and Glock, Charles Y. 1968. American piety: The nature of religious commitment

(Vol. 1). Univ of California Press.

Steensland, Brian, Robinson, Lynn D. Wilcox, Bradford W. Park, Jerry Z. Regnerus, Mark D.
and Woodberry, Robert D. 2000. The measure of American religion: Toward improving

the state of the art. Social Forces, 79(1), pp.291-318.

Stritch, Justin M. and Christensen, Robert K. 2016. Raising the next generation of public
servants? Parental influence on volunteering behavior and public service career

aspirations. International Journal of Manpower, 37(5), pp.840-858.

Syvertsen, Amy K. Wray-Lake Laura, Flanagan, Constance A. Wayne Osgood, D. and Briddell,
Laine. 2011. Thirty-year trends in US adolescents' civic engagement: A story of changing
participation and educational differences. Journal of Research on Adolescence, 21(3),

pp.586-594.

Taniguchi, Hiromi. 2012. The determinants of formal and informal volunteering: Evidence from
the American Time Use Survey. Voluntas. International Journal of Voluntary and

Nonprofit Organizations, 23(4), pp.920-939.

Taylor, Tiffany, Mallinson Christine, and Bloch Katrina. 2008. “Looking for a few good
women’’: Volunteerism as an interaction in two organizations. Nonprofit and Voluntary

Sector Quarterly, 37(3), pp.389-410.

69



The Association of Religion Data Archives. 2018. National Studies on Youth and Religion [Data
file]. Retrieved August 10, 2018

(http://www .thearda.com/Archive/Files/Descriptions/NSYR W 1.asp).

The Johns Hopkins University Center for Civil Society Studies 2011. “ILO Manual on the
Measurement of Volunteer Work.” Retrieved August 10, 2018

(http://ccss.jhu.edu/research-projects/vmp/).

Uslaner, Eric M. 2002. Religion and civic engagement in Canada and the United States. Journal

for the Scientific Study of Religion, 41(2), pp.239-254.

Van de Mortel, Thea F. 2008. Faking it: social desirability response bias in self-report research.

Australian Journal of Advanced Nursing, The, 25(4), p.40.

Van der Meer, Tom, Te Grotenhuis Manfred, and Pelzer Ben. 2010. "Influential Cases in

Multilevel Modeling." American Sociological Review 75:173-78.

van Elk, Michiel, T. Rutjens Bastiaan. and van Harreveld Frenk, 2017. Why are Protestants more
prosocial than Catholics? A comparative study among orthodox Dutch believers. The

International Journal for the Psychology of Religion, 27(1), pp.65-81.

Van Ingen, Erik. 2008. Social participation revisited: Disentangling and explaining period, life-

cycle and cohort effects. Acta Sociologica, 51(2), pp.103-121.

Van Tienen, Marike, Scheepers Peer, Reitsma Jan, and Schilderman Hans. 2011. The role of
religiosity for formal and informal volunteering in the Netherlands. Voluntas:

International Journal of Voluntary and Nonprofit Organizations, 22(3), pp.365-389.

70



Wilson, John, and Musick Marc. 1997. Who cares? Toward an integrated theory of volunteer

work. American sociological review, pp.694-713.

Wilson, John. 2012. Volunteerism research: A review essay. Nonprofit and Voluntary Sector

Quarterly, 41(2), pp.176-212.

Woodberry, Robert D. 2012. "The Missionary Roots of Liberal Democracy." American Political

Science Review 106:244-74.

Wu, Huiting. 2011. Social impact of volunteerism. Points of Light Institute. Retrieved February

2,p.2016.

Wuthnow, Robert. 1991. Acts of compassion: Caring for ourselves and helping others.

Princeton, NJ.

Yamasaki, Jill. 2015. Aging with service, socialization, and support: The work of faith-based

stories in a lifetime community. Journal of aging studies, 35, pp.65-73.

Yeung, Jerf W. 2017. Religious involvement and participation in volunteering: Types, domains
and aggregate. VOLUNTAS: International Journal of Voluntary and Nonprofit

Organizations, 28(1), pp.110-138.

Zaft, Johnathan F. Malanchuk Oksana, and Eccles, Jacquelynne S. 2008. Predicting positive
citizenship from adolescence to young adulthood: The effects of a civic context. Applied

Development Science, 12(1), pp.38-53.

71



VITA

ISAAC PAINTSIL

Education: M.A Sociology, East Tennessee State University, Johnson City,

TN. 2019.

B.A Social Sciences (Economics and Sociology), University of

Cape Coast, Cape Coast. 2016.

Professional Experience: Teaching Associate, East Tennessee State University, Department

of Sociology and Anthropology. Johnson City, TN. 2019.

Graduate Assistant, East Tennessee State University, Department
of Sociology and Anthropology. Johnson City, TN. 2017 —

2018.

Teaching Assistant, University of Cape Coast, Department of

Sociology and Anthropology. Cape Coast. 2016 —2017.

72



	Religiosity, Parental Support, and Formal Volunteering Among Teenagers
	Recommended Citation

	tmp.1555605352.pdf.Culf1

