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Structural component:
extent and intensity of
associational links or activity
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Social capital: “...features of social relationships
that facilitate collective action for mutual benefit”.

Cognitive component:
perceptions of support,
reciprocity, sharing, and trust

. Despite over a decade of research on social capital, there is no consensus or
uniformity regarding its measurement.

In the foreground of a continuing debate on whether a collective ecological and/or an
individual attribute, [1] studies commonly make opportunistic use of survey data. [2]

Kaiser—Meyer—QOlkin (KMQO) coefficient for sampling adequacy was 0.85 and Barlett’s test of sphericity was statistically
significant (p-value < 0.001), supporting that the data are appropriate for factor analysis.

While a number of purpose tools for the assessment of an individual’s social capital
have been developed (such as the Onyx & Bullen’s Social Capital Questionnaire

[3]), validation of the same tool in different settings and across population groups has
been rare. [4-5]
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. A very clear dimensionality of the tool with minimal cross-loading was revealed with 7 factors without and 8 factors with
the workplace-related items (SC32-SC36), explaining 49.6% and 51.1% of the variance respectively.

« These were: Participation in the local community (6 items), Family & Friends connections (6 items), Neighborhood
connections (6 items), Feelings of trust and safety (3 items), Social agency (4 items), Acceptance of diversity (3 items),
Value of life and Sense of belonging (3 items) and Work connections (4 items).

This study assessed the metric properties (construct validity, internal consistency, and
known-group validity) of the Greek-version of the Social Capital Questionnaire, originally
“developed in New South Wales, Australia (2000)

» across three distinct population groups in Cyprus, largely different in terms of age,
gender, occupational status and life circumstances

» In the pooled sample

and contrasted the observed dimensionality of the tool between sample groups and
cross-culturally with the original Australian [3], USA [4] and Greek [5] populations.

. The factor configuration in the pooled sample was very similar to the postulated structure in the original Australian study and
much closer than previous US (1 community) and Greek (urban, mainly working force) studies; only 8 of 36 items did not
load on the “original” factor.

«  “Participation in the local community” was the most robust factor across samples and cross-nationally while, similarly to Greece
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. Previously translated Greek-version of the SCQ [6]:
36-items, 4-point Likert scale (e.g. never-very frequently) tapping on both structural
(e.g. contact with friends) and cognitive aspects (e.g. feelings of trust) of social capital
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value<0.001) and length of residence in the neighborhood (>10 years: 2.50 0.37 Vs <1 year: 2.26 SD 0.36; p-value<0.001)
were associated with overall Social Capital as well as all components of SC, but Acceptance of Diversity and Work Connections.

Conclusions

« SCQ appeared to perform well in a different language, culture and setting and across distinct population groups; promising tool
for assessing individual-level social capital in cross-national epidemiological studies.
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studies using qualitative methods for developing new cross culturally-relevant tools or adapting and strengthening existing tools.
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