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Social sammanhallning och socialt kapital: vad

ar det?

Har intresserat forskare fran manga ol

iscipliner och under flera flera ar...
inns darmed manga definitioner...

Barr 2000 (p. 539)

Network of relationships between the agents within an economy.,

Coleman 1990
(p. 300)

Authority relations, relations of trust, and consensual allocations of rights establish
norms.

Collier 1998 (p. 6)

Social capital is first a subset of the processes which generate externalities, namely,
those which are generated by social interaction. It is then a subset of these
social interactions, including only those which either are themselves durable or
the effects of which are durable.

Fukuyama 2000
(p-3)

An instantiated informal norm that promotes cooperation between two or more
individuals.

Glaeser, Laibson,
and Sacerdote 2000
(p. 4)

Individual social capital as a person’s social characteristics—including social skills,
charisma and the size of his Rolodex—which enable him to reap market and
nonmarket returns from interactions with others.

Knack and Keefer
1997 (p. 1271)

Defines “Putnam-esque™ groups as those that “instill in their members habits of
cooperation, solidarity and public-spiritedness™ and “Olsonian™ groups as those
that serve as “distributional coalitions.”

Narayan and
Pritchett 1999
(p. 872)

The quantity and quality of associational life and related social norms.

Putnam 1995
(p. 67)

Features of social organization such as networks, norms, and social trust that
facilitate coordination and cooperation for mutual benefit.

Uphoff and
Wijayaratna 2000
(p. 1876)

Structural social capital includes “roles, rules, procedures, and precedents as well
as social networks that establish on-going patterns of social interaction.”
Cognitive social capital includes “norms, values, attitudes and beliefs that
predispose people to cooperate.”

Woolcock and
Narayan 2000
(pp. 226-235)

The norms and networks that enable people to act collectively:

¢ “the communitarian perspective equates with such local organizations such as
clubs, associations and civic groups™;

¢ the networks perspective “stresses the importance of vertical as well as
horizontal associations between people and of relations within and among such
organizational entities such as community groups and firms™;

¢ the institutional view argues that the vitality of community networks and civil
society is largely the product of the political, legal and institutional
environment™;

¢ *the synergy view attempts to integrate the compelling work emerging from
the networks and institutional camps.

World Bank website
2001

The norms and social re lations embedded in the social structures of societies that
enable people to coordinate action to achieve desired goals.
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* Types of groups/communities, and their psychological

\ch.tractetir.lib‘s;
/ Cooley

¢ Primary groups, intimate face-to-face communication,
!oopculinn and conflict, and social disorganization;

McDougall

Group cohesion as the intrin<ic collective mentality with
levels of reciprocity and a common way of fecling

Festinger, Back and Schachter

* Group cohesion as the total field of forces which act on
members to remain in the group;

¢ Influence and initiative, task competence, and like-dislike;

French and Raven

* Social power in groups; {Extension of Lewin's work);
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* Pressures for conformity in groups;

(Slokcs

* Quality of intimate topics shared, balanced risk-taking

\.mitudcs:
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* Social Cohesion as a process of building shared values,
reducing disparitics, and share the same community with

th same challenges;

PAS

/Alaluf

* Social cohesion as the sense of a nation with its distinctive

NS
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traditions, culture and language;

Beauvais

* Social Cohesion as an on-going process, with known group
stractures, levels of solidarity and shared values bebween
individuals, and mechanisms to solve canflicts;

* Sense of belonging. inclusion, participation, recognition,
and legitimacy;

Jeannotte

» Social cohesion as the ongoing process of developing a
community of shared values, shared challenges and equal
opportunities, based on a sense of trust, reciprocity, and
hope;

OQECD

* Social cohesion as a characteristic of a group that works
towards the well-being of its members, fights exclusion,
fosters a sense of belonging and trust, and offers upward
maobility to its members;

* Lite satisfaction, trust, social behaviour, suicide, and voting;

ﬁ _Trecon \

Durkheim

¢ Socral Cohesion as a charactenistic of society that shows
the interdependence between individuals;

* Shared loyalties, mutual moral support, social capital,
lack of social conflict, strong social bands, trust;

Freud

* Social cohesion as the identification across individuals
in primary groups that share the same characteristics;

( Lewin
* Cohesion as a group characteristic that depends on its
size, organization and intimacy;
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¢ Individual behaviour, social environment;

Cartwright

¢ Individual behaviour, formal and informal control;
\ (Extension of Lewin's work);

/- Homans
* Social cohesion as the value of rewards in a group: the

higher the value of rewards, the bigger the group's
cohesion;

/lntt and Lott
¢ Group cohesion as the amount and strength of reciprocal

positive attitudes among individuals;

k. Degree of liking

Granovetter
* Overlap of individuals’ friendship networks;

Braaten

¢ Group cohesion as the equivalent of good relationships
for the individuals that help them become the person they
strive to be;

* Attraction and bonding, support and caring, listening and
empathy, self-disclosure and feedback, and process
performance and goal attainment;

Lockwood

* Sucial cohesion as the strength of primary and secondary
networks that are voluntary and lack traditional crime;

* Social cohesion and civic society;

Council of Europe
¢ Social cohesion as the capacity of a society to ensure the
well-being of all its members, minimizing disparities and
avoiding marginalization;

Reciprocal loyalty and solidarity, strengths of social
relations and shared values, sense of belonging, trust, and
reduction of inequalities and exclusion;

Parsons
* Social cohesion as degrees of order and stability pul
together by certain shared values and norms (social

(D Dl (D

capital) in society;
* Common goals, and moral and behavioural narms;



...men tva aspekter som sticker ut...

* Hur en person identifierar sig med gruppen, dvs. individens
kansla av samhorighet med gruppen och hens kansla av

ansvar gentemot gruppen.

 Vilken typ av sociala band och vilken styrka som finns | de
soclala band som en person har eller som finns 1 en grupp.
Detta kallas ibland for socialt capital, kan ses som summan
av de sociala banden som ar langvariga, och émsesidiga.



Social sammanhallning: varfor ar det viktigt?

Stark social sammanhallning pa grannskapsniva har
visat sig vara en viktig faktor for individers halsa,
sakerhet och valbefinnande (Kawachi & Berkman
2000).

Det finns latenta resurser | det sociala kapitalet.
Exempelvis, kan nagon med starka social band lattare
fa hjalp med tjanster, som att handla mat, ga ut med
hunden mm. De kan ocksa fungera som mentalt stod
(Glaeser et al. 2002; Fan et al. 2011; Davand et al.
2016).




Stark sammanhallning pa
grannskapsniva har ocksa kopplats
till samhalleligt varden som ex.
Frivilligt engagemang och insatser,
hogre rostfrekvens, mer miljovanliga
beteenden, och mindre brott) (Kuo &
Sullivan 2001; Sampson 1997).

Grannsamverkan




Social sammanhallning 1 kristider

| kriser, (ex inbordeskrig och miljokatastrofer) har social
sammanhallning identifierats som en viktig faktor for att
bygga beredskap och aven for anpassning och
aterhamtning efter krisen (Aldrich & Meyer 2015; Koh et
al. 2008).

« Vikten av social sammanhallning har manifesterats i var
nuvarande kris, COVID-19 pandemin, genom
exempelvis ha visat vilken vikt frivilliga atgarder och
bidrag kan ha (individer och foretag).




Hur skapar man och underhaller social
sammanhallning?

 Man brukar lyfta fram inklusivitet och jamlikhet. Dvs att alla kanner sig delaktiga
och jamlika. Detta kan i praktiken innebara ett jamlikt inflytande pa beslut, att det
finns ett fungerande socialt skyddsnat, fordelningspolitik mm (OECD, 2011)



Hur skapar man och underhaller social
sammanhallning?

e Men det maste ocksa finnas strategier och atgarder som kan skapa en kansla av tillhérighet.
Vad sadan strategier innebar i praktiken kanske inte ar lika tydligt, men nagot som forstas
behovs ar mgjlighet till sociala moten for att nara social relationer. (Peters et al. 2010).




Motesplatser for att starka social sammanhallning—
kan gronomraden vara viktiga?

« Omraden som har tillgang till grona (naturbaserade) métesplatser visar pa en hdgre social
sammanhallning (Peters et al. 2010; Holtan et al. 2015)

« Gronomraden ar viktiga for var mentala halsa och valbefinnande (see e.g., Bratman et al.
2019), dar en majlig lank &r just att gronomraden verkar for starkta sociala relationer
(Groenewegen et al. 2012; van den Berg et al. 2019).

* Men detta ar ett relativt obeforskat omrade. &
Exempelvis ar det oklart om det ar nagot mer Sa
med just grona (naturbaserade) motesplatser
som bidrar till social sammanhallning

- an



Vartor ar det viktigt att veta?

« Under senare ar har vi bevittnat en 6kad utveckling och konkurrens om tillganglig
mark, framfor allt i stader. Vi vet att beslut maste tas om dessa omraden.
Beslutsfattare kan vaga in ekosystemtjanster i sitt beslutsfattande — gor det mer eller
mindre redan. Men det skulle vara bra om de ocksa kunde vaga in sociala aspekter —
| det har fallet det potentiella vardet av social sammanhallning..

e Dessutom har vikten av gréna omraden som motesplatser i stadsmiljoer blivit sarskilt
Intressanta 1 ljuset av pandemin (Samuelsson et al. 2020).

» Beslut som tas behover vara underbyggda och har finns en kunskapslucka som jag
ser det.

 Skulle vara intressant att hora vad andra har for erfarenheter/tankegangar kring
detta?



Nagra potentiella forskningsfragor
(for en beteendeekonom)

1. Kan vi replikera tidigare resultat: att manniskor med tillgang till
gronomraden har en starkare tendens till pro-socialitet? (Dvs ar
det nagot sarskilt med just ‘gréna’ motesplatser?)

2. | sa fall, varfor - ar det exempelvis via effekter pa inneboende
motivation (Intrinsic motivations), eller har det andra forklaringar?

3. Upplever manniskor mindre negativa psykiska halsoeffekter |
samband med en kris (covid19) for att de har starkare sociala
band och/eller for att de tillbringar mer tid | naturen?

Skulle vara intressant att hora vad andra har for tankegangar kring detta?



Hur kan man kunna forska pa detta?

Exempelvis genom en ansats som bygger pa en mix av metoder:

* Enkatstudier och intervjuer: For att samla in information social sammanhallning och mental
hélsa. Ocksa for att samla in bakgrundsinformation samt om mangd, form och typ av

naturinteraktioner. Kan ocksa fraga om deras upplevelser relaterade till covid19 pandemin.
Detta kan hjalpa oss att svara pa fraga 1 och 3.

* Beteendeexperiment: FoOr att undersoka kausala samband mellan naturexponering och pro-
socialitet (fraga 1) och for att undersoka vilka mekanismer som i sa fall ligger bakom, om det
ror sig om en effect via inneboende motiv (intrinsic motivations (fraga 2). Anvander sig av
olika typer av spel som kan mata altruism, tillit dar deltagare som spelar dessa spel gor det |
olika miljoer (natur vs byggd) (se exempelvis Zhang et al. 2014, Zelenski et al. 2015)

* Andra Intressanta ansatser?



Tar garna emot fragor, synpunkter, forslag och
ideer!

therese@beiljer.kva.se
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