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Does a diverse opportunity nurture trust? 
- A survey study on the general trust of college students - 

 
Nahoko HAYASHI 

Abstract  
This study re-examines the relationship between the relative standing (hensachi) of the college 
and the level of general trust of the students.  Yamagishi (1999) reported that the relative 
standing of the college is positively correlated with the students’ average score on the general 
trust scale. Based on this analysis, Yamagishi (1999) argued that belonging to elite colleges 
makes students high trusters.  However, because Yamagishi (1999)’s analysis used a sample 
from only 10 colleges and 2 junior colleges, further investigation was necessary to draw a 
conclusion.   We collected data from 28 colleges (N=4598) and examined the relationship 
between the level of general trust and the relative standing of the college both at the college 
level and the individual level. The results of the analyses using individual data suggest that 
the level of general trust is not significantly correlated with the ranking of the college to which 
students belong.  However, the mean of general trust scores of the sample from universities 
with an extremely high score of hensachi (over 70) was significantly higher than that of the 
others. 

Keywords and Phrases: general trust, hensachi, college students 
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