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Article Info ABSTRACT
Article type: Attention to research in the field of religious studies has not only a declining trend, but we
Research Article can see the quantitative and qualitative growth of this researches, especially the research

about the types, amount and changes of religiosity in recent decades. Among these, one of
the most fundamental challenges in the field of religious studies is the design of indigenous
indicators that are appropriate to the cultural, historical and social contexts. Although in
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so, the aim of this article is to provide Indigenous indicators with an emphasis on the
epistemic dimension of religiosity. In this research, first through theoretical studies, 81
indicators were calculated to measure religiosity and were evaluated during 20 exploratory
Keywords: Dimensions of interviews. Then, 23 components under 6 more frequent and more important axes were
religiosity, Epistemic religiosity, identified, which can be used as an indicator to measure epistemic religiosity in different

Indicator of religiosity, Measure  statistical societies. These components are: "attitude towards religion”, "expectation from

of Religiosity, Scale of religion", "epistemic foundations", "anthropological foundations”, "meaning and purpose of
religiosity. life", "man’s understanding of ethical foundations".
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1. Introduction

In known societies until today, a society cannot be called irreligious (Durkheim, 2004: 329). the authority of religious
culture in Iran during several centuries adds to the importance of studies about religion and the phenomena attributed
to it. The unique characteristics of religions and the fit of the indicators designed with the historical and social contexts
of the West have made it impossible to use the existing studies in this field with full confidence to measure the types
and amount of religiosity in Iran. In a general definition, religion means a way of life, which comes from the desire for
success and the type of interpretation of existence and human (Tabataba'i, 2011: 8). Also, In a specific definition, it is
considered as a related and coherent set of teachings that has assumed a separate unity and totality in the three general
areas of beliefs, ethics and rulings (Motahhari, 2005; Mishbah Yazdi, 1986). Also, religion is for humans and is
appropriate to his aspects and dimensions. According to researches, three dimensions can be considered for humans,
which are: cognitive/ epistemic, emotional and behavioral dimensions. The efforts to present the scale in all three
dimensions has reduced the accuracy and detailed discussion in each of these mentioned dimensions. Therefore, the
need to pay more detail about each of these dimensions in the topics related to religiosity is felt. so, the aim of this
article is to provide indigenous model and indicators with an emphasis on the epistemic dimension of religiosity.
Corresponding to these dimensions, religiosity can also be defined as attention or commitment to these teachings in
three fields of cognitive/ epistemic, emotional and behavioral.

The main research questions are:

What are the indicators and model of measuring epistemic religiosity with a native approach?

What are the indicators and model of measuring religiosity in domestic and foreign sources?

2. Background

Among the Persian researches that are the background of this article, these studies were examined: Shojaeezand's
research (2005), Taleban (2009), Mohseni Tabrizi & Karamollahi (2009), Ebrahimi & Bahrami ehsan (2012),
Mahboobi (2015), And also the research of Khodayarifard et al (2021). In Non-persian researches, the studies of
Allport (1966; 1950), Hill and Hood (1999), Underwood and Teresi (2002), Lenski (1961) and Glock and Stark (1965)
were used. But as mentioned, the designed indicators have not been able to gain general acceptance and application.
the effort to present the scale in all dimensions has reduced the accuracy and detailed discussion in each of these
mentioned dimensions. Also, Some of these indicators do not fit our cultural and social backgrounds.

3. Methodology

This research uses the Grounded theory and its sample is among students. First, the theoretical literature in this field
was reviewed and 81 initial indicators were obtained. Then, by interviewing the students, their positions regarding
these indicators were evaluated. This research formally follows the same coding principles of the Grounded theory
method in classifying and ordering the data; But in terms of the content of the collected data, the phenomenological
narrative research technique has been used for analysis. Then, using the axial coding of the results obtained from the
first twenty interviews, a conceptual framework consisting of 23 Indicator was set up in the form of six main axes.
Finally, in order to measure the selected indicators during another 30 interviews, each of the above 6 axes was evaluated
again along with related indicators, which resulted in the presentation of different types of religiosity in the epistemic
dimension.
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4. Findings
In the findings section of the article, we try to provide a general picture of the desired indicators, and then briefly depict
its place in the works of thinkers, and further define its boundary with similar concepts by brief explanations. In the

"attitude towards religion" axis, there are indicators of “the role and perception of God in life", "the relationship
between religion and life", "the origin of religion”, "the place of Ahl al-Bayt in religion” and "the place of the clergy
in religion". The selected indicators under the "expectation from religion" axis are: "the relationship between

spirituality and religion”, "the domain of religion”, "religion and politics" and "religion and emerging issues". Under

the axis of "epistemic foundations" are indicators of " possibility of plurality of religious propositions", "possibility of
knowing reality", "realm of reason”, "relationship between science and religion", "relationship between reason and
revelation" and "resources of knowledge of religion™. The most important indicator under the axis of "anthropological
foundations™ is "the realm of human freedom in religion™ and "the basis of women's rights in religion". "Resurrection
(afterlife) belief", "the effect of belief in death on humans" and "the relationship between the purpose of life and
Attitude to the other world" are also indicators of "teleological foundations". "Basics of ethics and values" as the last

axis, includes indicators of "relationship between ethics and religion™, "responsibility for actions” and "relationship
between motivation and action".

5. Conclusion

This research tried to provide a model and an indicator suitable to the indigenous cultural and social contexts by
focusing on the epistemological dimension and using the grounded theory method. After reviewing the previous
literature and theoretical studies, 81 indicators were extracted, which are placed under the three dimensions of
cognitive/epistemological / epistemic, emotional or behavioral. The number of 56 indicators was related to the
cognitive dimension, which was categorized into 8 axes. Then, through interviews, the frequency indicators were
selected based on high sensitivity and greater discriminating power, which included 23 indicators in the form of six
main axes. According to the findings and by using these indicators, different types of religiosity can be recognized and
distinguished among students. Finally, through another 30 interviews, each of the above mentioned six axes along with
related indicators were used as a measurement tool. the result was the presentation of 21 types of religiosity in the
epistemological dimension among students, and in this way, the effectiveness of these axes and related indicators proof
of receipt.
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