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AHHOTaumA. MeHepanM3oBaHHOe J0BepUe — 3TO MONOXMTENbLHOE OTHOLLE-
HVWe MHAMBUAOA K BOMNbLUMHCTBY NoAei, B TOM YUCIe M K TEM, C KOTOPbIMU
OH JTMYHO He 3HAKOM. OTOT TEPMUH LUMPOKO MUCMONb3YeTCs B COBPEMEHHOM
3TUKE, XOTA €ro B3aUMOCBS3b C HEKOTOPLIMU COMPSKEHHLIMU MOHATUAMMU,
Hanpumep, C PenUrMo3Hoin Bepon, No-BUOMMOMY, elle HEe4OCTaTOYHO U3y-
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YyeHa. B cTatbe cTtaBuTCs 3agada HaWTU KOPPENAUUIO MeXOy YPOBHEM re-
Hepanu3npoBaHHOTO JOBEPUS U [ONEN BEPYOLLUMX B €BPOMNEWNCKMX CTpa-
Hax. Bonpekn pacnpocTpaHeHHOMY MHEHWUO, MPOBELEHHbIV aHanu3 npu-
BOAUT K BbIBOAY, YTO BEPYIOLLUME MEHbLUE, YeM HEBEPYIOLLNE, OOBEPSIOT
OonbwmHeTBY ntogen. OHM UCXOAAT U3 TOro, YTO BONBLUMHCTBO — 3TO Jlt0-
[OW, CKIMOHHbIE K PasfMyHbIM aMoparibHbIM NOCTyNnKam, HECOBMECTUMbBIMU C
OCHOBHbIMW MpaBuaMn pPermMrmo3HOro NoBeAeHus, nepectynatb KoTopble
rpexoBHO. bonee Toro, yem cTpoxe TpebOBaHUSA TOM UMM UHOW PEenuruu,
TEM CTPOXe CYXOeHMUs1 ee nocrneaoBaTtenen B OTHOLIEHUN NOBEAEHNS 4 pY-
rmx, He NpuMHagnexawmx K 3TON Penurm Unn He SIBNSIIOLLIMXCS ee CTPOru-
MW NPUBEPXKEHLLAMM.

KniouyeBble crnoBa: couuonorus Mopanu, reHepann3oBaHHOe [oBepue,
penurno3Haa Bepa, 3Tn4eckaa Teopus
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Abstract: Generalized trust is a positive attitude of an individual to the ma-
jority of people, including those this individual does not personally know.
This term is widely used within contemporary ethics, though it's intercon-
nection with some types of relative concepts, e.g. religious belief, seems to
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be still underexplored. The article aims at finding correlation between the
level of generalized trust and the proportion of believers in European coun-
tries. Contrary to widespread opinion, our analysis brings us to the conclu-
sion that believers less than non-believers trust most people because they
assume that the majority of them are people prone to various amoral be-
haviors incompatible with the main rules of religious conduct which are sin-
ful to overstep. What is more, the stricter the requirements of a certain reli-
gion, the stricter the judgements of its followers with regard to the behavior
of others who are not adherents of this religion or are not its strict adher-
ents.

Keywords: sociology of morality, generalized trust, religious belief, ethical
theory
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This article aims at finding correlation between the level of trust in most

people (generalized trust) and the proportion of believers in European
countries. Generalized trust is viewed in accordance with the concept
suggested by Eric Uslaner. This concept stipulates generalized trust as a
positive attitude of an individual to the majority of people, including those
this individual does not personally know. It is this trust in strangers that is of
moral value, since it is founded on “the acceptance of them by our moral
community” [5, 1-1]. Generalized trust is a “moralistic” trust because it is
linked to the idea that postulates prevalence of good people in the world
around us [5, 1-5]. Trust as a type of social attitude presupposes the
individual's confidence in the fact that others share his fundamental moral
values [4, 4] and will behave in accordance with the generally accepted
norms [2, 22]. Uslaner points out that the investigation of generalized trust
can be performed with a standardized test of inter-personal trust suggested
by Rosenberg. “Generally speaking, would you say that most people can
be ftrusted or that you can’t be too careful in dealing with other
people?” [5, 3-2].

At first glance, it is hard to question the idea of the positive influence of
religion on public morals. This proposition looks particularly convincing in
the context of reasoning that the project of liberal enlightenment in the 20th
century has failed. Liberal paradigm suggested universality of the sphere
which embraces values and norms; it also suggested a search for the
rational basis of ethical norms. Unlike secular norm, religious one is
determined by the tradition and does not require any additional logical
argumentation. Secular thinking has failed to completely replace the
normative system dictated by religion and in many situations turned out to
be less effective from the practical standpoint.
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In this connection, the post-secular world [3; 1] is not just a consequential
restoration of the pre-secular order, but a new stage at which point the
achievements of secularization (rationalism, human rights and tolerance)
have to be aligned with traditional positive religious paradigms providing
unification of society.

Common sense suggests that religious believers tend to trust most
people to a greater extent than non-believers. The relation of a non-
religious person to others has a rational basis and in many respects
depends on his or her positive or negative life experience. Positive attitude
of a believer toward others is initially formed by the religious
commandments: “Love thy neighbor as thyself” and even “Love your
enemies.”

To test this assumption, the materials of Wave 8 (2016) of European
Social Survey (ESS) have been used in this research.” The character of
correlation between belief and generalized trust was performed by different
statistical methods, such as regression analysis,2 z-values,® and micro-
analysis of cross-tables.* To perform regression analysis and z-values
analysis, a database of mean values was built for a number of variables: a
percentage of respondents who positively assessed their health; a
percentage of respondents with higher education; a percentage of believers
per the population of a given country; a percentage of respondents who
trust most people. The first three variables were considered to be

' European Social Survey (ESS) is a social scientific endeavor to map the attitudes, beliefs
and behavior patterns of the various populations in Europe. The survey was started in 2002.
Free access database on the website of the Norwegian Social Science Data Services. URL:
http://ess.nsd.uib.no/ess/
2 Regression analysis is a statistical process for estimating the relationships among variables.
Description: Bihl, Achim; Zéfel, Peter. SPSS. Version 10. Einfihrung in die moderne
Datenanalyse unter Windows. Mlnchen: Pearson Education Deutschland GmbH, 2000.
3 Z-values are a part of statistical measurement of a score's relationship to the mean in a
9roup of scores.

Micro analysis of cross tables is calculating and comparing the standardized residual, i.e.
values that characterize the extent and direction of differences between observed frequencies
and expected frequencies.
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independent, while the latter one was regarded as a dependent variable.
Nations were regarded as observations in this database. For all these
variables for each country, z-values were determined which characterize
the extent and differences of indices of each country from the mean indices
of all countries. After that, correlation coefficients between all chosen
variables were determined (Table 1). This table demonstrates relevant
correlation coefficients between dependent variables and the independent
variable that characterize an average degree of dependence. At the same
time, some irrelevant values of correlation coefficients were noted. This
conclusion can be made by estimating correlation coefficient error (m) and
Student’'s f-test. The analysis of the designed database with the
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test enabled to determine that the distribution of
values for the observed variables is close to the normal distribution.

Following this preliminary testing of the database by Statistical Package
for the Social Sciences (SPSS, Version 23), regression analysis was
performed, its results presented in Table 2. While evaluating the results
one should be the observed value of the Fisher F-test must be bigger than
that in the table, while its value is no lower than 0,005. Table 2
demonstrates that the obtained data correspond to the first and second
points of these requirements. With df1 = 3 and df2 = 19, the value of F-test
is 5,19. The observed value of this criterion (10,379) is bigger than the
tabular, which means that the obtained results are in line with the second
condition.

The next stage of the regression analysis studies values and meanings of
regression coefficients with reference to each three independent
variables (Table 3). The analysis shows that Beta-coefficients in all
independent variables are bigger than standard errors, while significance
points are not lower than 0,05. The obtained data enables to build a
regression formula (with due consideration of Beta sign): trust level in most
people is 10,219—0,331-(the proportion of believers) + 0,393:(the
proportion of respondents with higher education) + 0,591-(the proportion of
those who rate their health positively). This regression equation accounts
for nearly 62 percent of changes in the dependent variable (the proportion
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of respondents trusting most people), since correlation coefficient squared
is 0,621.

Our analysis brings us to the conclusion that a higher level of trust in
most people in the analyzed countries is determined by the proportion of
respondents with higher education and those who positively rate their
health. In most cases the prevalence of these indices over the mean index
is accompanied by the prevalence above the mean value and by the
prevalence of trust indices in most people (Table 4). There is a reverse
dependence between the proportion of believers per country’s population
and the proportion of respondents who trust in most people: for most
countries with the proportion of believers higher than the mean level, the
proportion of those who trust in most people is below the mean value. This
correlation can be observed in 62 percent of all cases. In other instances its
character is different.

For a more detailed analysis of correlation between the proportion of
believers per country’s population and the proportion of respondents who
trust in most people in the country, one can build a diagram of z-values of
these variables for all countries in question (Figure 2). It can help
distinguish four groups of countries with regard to the relation in them of
values and signs of z-values of both variables under study. The first group
includes countries where the proportion of believers is above the mean
level, while the proportion of those who trust most of people is below the
average mean (Spain, Italy, Poland, Portugal, Slovenia). The second group
includes the countries with the proportion of believers below average and
the proportion of those who trust most people above the mean value
(Estonia, Finland, Iceland, Netherlands, Norway, Sweden). The third group
includes countries where the proportion of believers and the proportion of
those who trust most people is below the mean values (Belgium, Czech
Republic, Germany, France, Great Britain, Hungary, Russia). The fourth
group includes the countries where the proportion of believers and those
who trust most people is above the European mean (Austria Switzerland,
Ireland, Israel, Lithuania). The correlation thus established between the
proportion of believers and the level of trust in most people in the country is
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noted in 14 out of 23 analyzed countries, i.e. in 60 percent of cases. This
data in general is in line with the results of regression analysis.

In most countries, we have identified the dependence: the level of trust of
the maijority of people in the country is inversely proportional to the level of
religiosity of its population (Table 4). The definite signs of this pattern are
varied in certain countries with regard to the correlation between the
proportion of believers, people who positively rate their health, and people
with higher education.

Let us consider random correlation between religious belief and trust in
most people. The results of correlation analysis (Table 5) suggest that
these variables are inversely dependent: an increase in the values of one
of them is accompanied by the decline in the values of the other, and vice
versa.

What are the causes of prevalence of believers’ mistrust over trust in
most people? One can suggest that one of the principal factors which
determine this trend is the denomination of respondents, and their
belonging to Catholicism, Orthodoxy, Protestantism, Islam, Judaism and
others. Among all respondents who consider themselves to be
believers (59,5%), there are 52,8 percent of Catholics, 20,8 percent are
Orthodox, 16 percent are Protestants, 5,7 percent are Moslem, and 1,8
percent are Judaic. This belonging to a denomination suggests bigger or
smaller inclusion of people into the life of its religious community along with
a different level of identity with the norms and values of this community.
The adherence to the norms and values of one religious community leads
to the distancing from the norms and values of other communities. This
denominational dissociation becomes particular important in Europe with
the growing influx of people with religious beliefs which are different from
traditional religious belief of the indigenous population. This prompts a
change in the traditional denomination pattern in the recipient countries and
brings about numerous norms of behavior different from one another.

One of the causes of decline in the generalized trust is the modernization
of European countries which, in its turn, brings about a division of values
and norms of behavior into religious and secular. This explains deviant
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moral assessment (indictment or deprecation) by believers and non-
believers of different types of behavior. According to the WVS
Wave 6 (2010-2014)1 of assessing different norms of behavior
(homosexuality, abortion, divorce, euthanasia, suicide) a significant number
of believers and non-believers adhered to opposite positions (Figure 2). It
shows that in all analyzed types of behavior the option “deserves
indictment” produced negative standardized residual in believers, while
non-believers demonstrated positive standardized residual. It means that
non-believers to a greater extent than believers tend to approve of the
above-mentioned behavior.

It is important to take into account the fact that commonly “most people”,
who are divided into believers and non-believers and subsequently
believers belong to different denominations, inevitably include
representatives of social communities different from one another. Our
analysis brings us to the conclusion that believers less than non-believers
trust most people because they assume that the majority of them are
people prone to various amoral behaviors incompatible with the main rules
of conduct which are sinful to overstep. Non-believers more than believers
trust most people because they ground their assessment not on
compliance of morally arguable behavior with the dogmas of a certain
religion but rather harm or benefit for others. Many non-believers justify
their behaviors which are questionable from believers’ standpoint, because
they think that this kind of behavior is harmful only to those who practise
this behavior and, hence, is a personal matter which does not affect public
morals. The stricter the requirements of a certain religion, the stricter the
judgements of its followers with regard to the behavior of others who are
not adherents of this religion or are not its strict adherents.

' The World Values Survey (WVS) is a global research project that explores people’s values
and beliefs and has been carried out since 1981. Free access database on the website:
http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org
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Tables and graphs

Table 1. The relationship of independent and dependent
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The level of the Pearson’s correlation 1 -,354 ,606 ,596
generalized trust coefficient
Significance ,049 ,001 ,001
Number of observation 23 23 23 23
The share of believers Pearson’s correlation -,354 1 -,231 -,009
coefficient
Significance ,049 ,144 ,483
Number of observation 23 23 23 23
The share of Pearson’s correlation ,606 -,231 1 ,367
respondents with coefficient
higher education Significance ,001 ,144 ,042
Number of observation 23 23 23 23
The share of respondents Pearson’s correlation ,596 -,009 ,367 1
with positive coefficient
assessment of their healfth | Significance ,001 483 ,042
Number of observation 23 23 23 23

Independent variables: The share of respondents with positive assessment of their health, The share

of respondents with higher education, The share of believers.

Dependent Variable: The shave of the generalized trust
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Source: Norwegian Social Science Data Services. European Social Survey. Round 8. 2016.
Base: ESS8e02 URL: http://ess.nsd.uib.no/ess/

Table 2. Final Regression Analysis Model

R R-squared | Standard evaluation error Statistics
F df1 [ df2 | Significance
,788° ,621 10,04022 10,379 3 19 ,000

Dependent Variable: The shave of the generalized trust

Independent variables: The share of respondents with positive assessment of their health, The share
of respondents with higher education, The share of believers.

Legend: R — total correlation coefficient between the dependent and independent variables; F
— Fisher's Exact Test; df — Degrees of Freedom.

Table 3. Regression Coefficients”

B Standard Beta t Significance
Variables Error

-10,219 16,094 -,635 ,533

The share of believers -,250 ,107 - -2,347 ,030
,331

The share of respondents ,813 ,292 ,393 2,786 ,012
with higher education
The share of respondents with ,802 ,192 ,591 4,183 ,001
positive assessment of their
health

* Dependent Variable: The shave of the generalized trust

Legend: B — constant (coefficient of the regression equation) 9,460; Beta — standardized
coefficient that demonstrates which of the independent variables have a greater effect on the
dependent variable

Source: Norwegian Social Science Data Services. European Social Survey. Round 8. 2016.
Base: ESS8e02 URL: http://ess.nsd.uib.no/ess/
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Table 4. The values of variables by country
(in % of respondents)

Country The share of The share of The share The shave
respondents respondents with of of the
with higher positive assessmentof | believers | generalized trust
education their health
Austria 13,1 74,4 73,1 50,9
Belgium 34,6 76,0 45,5 48,3
Switzerland 20,5 84,1 61,5 60,2
Czech Republic 13,0 65,6 19,4 46,4
Germany 25,7 61,0 54,8 46,7
Estonia 27,9 50,9 28,2 53,6
Spain 22,2 62,4 67,3 42,1
Finland 30,0 68,9 55,3 77,3
France 17,3 60,0 53,2 30,7
United 27,3 71,9 46,8 476
Kingdom
Hungary 12,9 63,0 51,3 34,3
Ireland 25,9 79,8 74,2 54,7
Israel 32,0 77,5 98,9 50,6
Iceland 24,6 76,9 46,2 66,7
Italy 11,7 70,2 74,5 37,0
Lithuania 27,4 54,1 88,9 49,0
Netherlands 29,3 71,4 33,1 67,0
Norway 38,8 77,6 53,4 75,8
Poland 22,3 64,0 91,4 26,9
Portugal 22,3 50,2 73,9 26,4
Russian 33,0 38,2 58,3 30,6
ederation
Sweden 26,4 76,3 36,4 66,5
Slovenia 28,8 62,6 61,7 31,3
Mean 24,5 59,7 59,5 40,0

Source: Norwegian Social Science Data Services. European Social Survey. Round 8. 2016.
Base: ESS8e02 URL: http://ess.nsd.uib.no/ess/
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Table 5. Share of Believers and Level
of Generalized Trust (correlation)

The shave The share
of the generalized trust | of believers
The shave of the Pearson R 1 -,337
generalized trust Significance ,058
N 23 23
The share of believers Pearson R -,337 1
Significance ,058
N 23 23

Source: Norwegian Social Science Data Services. European Social Survey. Round 8. 2016.

Base: ESS8e02 URL: http://ess.nsd.uib.no/ess/
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Graph.1. Feedback variables in different countries (z-value)
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Graph 2. Attitude of believers and nonbelievers
to different types of behavior (standardized residuals)
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Source: World Values Survey. Round 6. 2010-2014. Combined database based on
WorldValuesSurvey-Wave6-2010-2014_v2014-11-07 URL: http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org
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