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Applicability of the concept of social capital and its measurement

Yoshikazu Fujisawal' . , Tsuyoshi Hamano" , Akio KoyabuZ) ,

Recently the concept of social capital has become one of the essentially concept in many
academic research fields, such as economic, education, safety community, health and
community development. However the concept of social capital has been expanding so many
fields, as a result this concept has lost consensus of the way of measuring social capital in its
applied fields. In this paper, we explored in which areas the concept of social capital has been
applied. And we examined two kinds of the practical measurement scheme of social capital.
The first is the measurement one developed by World Band. The other is the one that has
been called Social Capital Community Benchmark Survey developed by Harvard University,
John F. Kennedy School of Government, Saguaro Seminar. Based on this reviews, we showed
the direction of the empirical research fields in which social capital would be applied.
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A. Structural ( ‘connectedness’)

B. Cognitive (reciprocity, sharing, trust)

(1) Participation in organizations.

(2) Institutional linkages (connections to services,
facilities and organizations).

(3) Frequency of genenal collective action.

(4) Specific collective action (whether people would get
together to address named hypothetical situations).

(5) Degree of citizenship (Whether the respondent
has voted/campaigned/taken part in other
neighbourhood or city-wide activity).

(6) Links to groups with resources (such as local
government or aid agencies).

(7) Links to parallel groups (namely other communities).

(1) General social support.

(2) Emotional support (enabling people to feel things).

(3) Instrunmental support (enabling people to ‘do’
things).

(4) Informational support (enabling people to ‘know’
things).

5) Trust.

6) Fellow feeling.

7) Reciprocity and co-operation.

8) Social Harmoney.

9) Sense of belonging.

o

—

10) Perceived fairness (would others in the community
take avantage of people).

(11) Perceived social responsibility (would tohers in the

community return lost items).
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2) Social Capital Community Benchmark Survey
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