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Exclusiveness and Connectedness:

The Effects of Social Involvement on Generalized Trust

LIU Chang—xi CHEN Xin—xiang

Abstract: This article explores the effects of associational involvement on the creation of generalized
trust. Data from the 2007 International Social Survey Programme’s Leisure Time and Sport module were
used to examine relationships between social involvement in five types of voluntary associations and indi-
viduals’ level of trust toward others. By differentiating associations as inclusive (without exclusive belief
systems) vs. exclusive (with exclusive belief systems), results from both ordered logistic and logit regres-
sion analyses demonstrate that attending inclusive associations has significantly positive impact on social
trust and that more attendance leads to higher generalized trust. Furthermore, attending exclusive associa-
tions has no impact on social trust, and only the connectedness among inclusive associations has signifi-
cant positive net effects on generalized trust. The implications for policy and practice are that, in order to
promote generalized trust in society, we should provide a social environment conducive to inclusive associ-
ations and their activities.

Key words: Exclusiveness; Connectedness; Social Involvement; Generalized Trust; Voluntary Associ-

ations.
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