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I NTRODUCTION
 When scientific theories and
religious beliefs come into
conflict, some believe that
religious Americans may reject
scientific evidence in favor of
information posed by their
religious advisors (e.g.,
creation and evolution debates,
Danovitch & Noles, 2010).

 Some research suggests that
people prefer benevolent over
competent experts to answer
emotionally difficult questions
(White, 2005).

RELIGIOSITY

P A RT I C I PA N T S
N=79 Adults
Mage= 24.25 ; SD= 9.0;
Range = 18 to 66 years

C ONCLUSIONS

•51.2% Religious
•88% of Religious are Christian

•57 % Female
•77% Caucasian

B ENEVOLENCE

C OMPETENCE

Please rate how likely you think each person
is to want to provide you with helpful
information:
1 = Only wants to gain free publicity and sway
others’ to believe as he does.
2 = Mostly wants to gain publicity and sway others’
to believe as he does.
3 = Wants both to gain publicity and expand others’
knowledge.
4 = Mostly wants to expand others’ knowledge.
5 = Only wants to expand others’ knowledge.

Please rate each person on a scale of 1 to 5
on how likely you think they are to be able to
provide you with helpful information, where
1 = Very unhelpful/lacks important knowledge
2 = Sort-of unhelpful/lacks important knowledge
3 = So-So
4 = Sort-of helpful/has important knowledge
5 = Very helpful/has important knowledge
**Rated Competence level for each of 4 emotional
questions. The average competence level is reported.

Participants were then asked to choose which advisor they preferred to ask for each question.

R ESULTS
Benevolence and competence ratings for the different advisors did not differ between religious and
non-religious participants , p = .479. However, ratings did differ between whether the participants
rejected the scientific advisor, p > .001.
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 Further parsing apart
benevolence and competence.
 Look at individual differences in
why people choose to reject
the scientist.
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Implications and Future Directions
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How do adults perceive the
benevolence and competence
of religious versus scientific
advisors?
Does this change based on
their religiosity?
Rating of Benevolence



Participants who selected the science professor less than chance were considered to “reject” the scientific advisor.

• Choosing an advisor for
emotionally-difficult
questions is linked closely to
one’s own perceptions of
that advisor’s benevolence
and competence.
• Religiosity was not a
significant predictor of
choosing an advisor or the
perceived benevolence or
competence ratings.
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For more information contact

Asheley.Landrum@student.utdallas.edu
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