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Abstract. This article describes the development and initial validation of the second version of
the Multidimensional Social Capital Scale (MSCS V2). The scale is based on the concept of
Social Capital (SC) developed based on the results of the Rapid Review. The developed
theoretical concept covers such types of SC as bonding, bridging, and linking, and there are
two dimensions in each of these types: cognitive and structural. The initial version of the
Multidimensional Social Capital Scale (MSCS) covered only the cognitive dimension of all
three types of SC. This study aimed to develop an improved second expanded version of the
MSCS V2 and to evaluate its psychometric properties. Data were collected online in the
period from 11" June to 3™ October 2021, using a cross-sectional study design and a
convenience sample strategy (N=353, 87% women and 13% men), aged between 18 and 80
years, M=41.8 years). As a result, the 25-item version of the MSCS V2 was developed.
Exploratory factor analysis (EFA) revealed a 6-factor structure that encompasses the
following types and elements of cognitive dimension: two types of bonding (Perceived social
support or family members and close friends and Sense of belonging), two types of bridging
(Perceived social support for acquaintances and General social trust), one type of linking
(Institutional trust) and for Structural dimension: one type of bonding (Social participation).
This 6-factor structure was approved using confirmatory factor analysis (CFA). Overall, the
items are internally consistent on all scales (o = .73 - .90). Findings from this study showed
significant evidence for the reliability and validity of the MSCS V2 and it would be advisable
to repeat the study in a homogeneous sample, including full socio-demographic data.
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levads
Introduction

Socialais kapitals (SK) ir resurss, ko individs, gimene, vai grupa ieglst
attiecibas ar citiem individiem un socialajam grupam. SK raksturo sociala
iesaistiSanas, uzticéSanas, piederibas izjiita, atbalsts un savstarp&ja sadarbiba
(Ehsan, Klaas, Bastianen, & Spini, 2019).

Arvien vairak literatira aprakstits, ka SK ir viens no galvenajiem
elementiem, kas pozitivi saistits ar individu mentalo veselibu un subjektivo
labizjutu arT Covid-19 pandémijas laika (Chan et al., 2021). Ir izpétits, ka SK var
biit ka psihosocials resurss individiem, lai tiktu gala arT ar socialo krizu
izraisitajam psihoemocionalajam griittbam (Chan et al., 2021). Pe&tjjumos
apstiprinata SK nozime krizes parvaldiSanas un sabiedribas atveseloSanas
procesa, sakot no dabas katastrofam lidz pandémijam (Pitas & Ehmer, 2020).

Petfjumi rada, ka SK struktiira un satura veérojamas kulttrvides atskiribas
(Beilmann, Koots-Ausmees, & Realo, 2017). Turklat SK veidojosie faktori ir
atkarigi arT no dzimuma, vecuma, izglitibas Itmena, gimenes stavokla un sociali
ekonomiskajiem raditajiem (Uphoff, Pickett, Cabieses, Small, & Wright, 2013;
Souto et al., 2020), tap&c ir nepiecieSams izstradat instrumentu SK novértésanai,
kas atbilst Latvijas kultirvidei un sociali demografiskajiem faktoriem. SK
konceptuali defin€ts un merits tiek gan individuala, gan starppersonu un grupas
limeni (Ehsan et al., 2019). ST pétijuma ietvara SK tiek pétits individuala Iimenf.

Aptaujas veidoSanas teor&tiskais pamatojums balstits sistematiska parskata
rezultata izveidota SK modeli (Surina un Martinsone, 2020) un izveidotaja
Multidimensionalas sociala kapitala skalas 1.versija, kuras faktoranalizes
rezultati uzradija tikai SK kognitivo dimensiju (Surina, Martinsone,
Perepjolkina, un Ozerska, 2021).

Petijuma meérkis ir izstradat Latvijas kultiirvidei piemerotu SK instrumentu
un parbaudit ta faktoru struktiiru un psihometriskos raditajus: Kronbaha alfa
raditajus, reakcijas un diskriminacijas indeksus.

Petijuma tika izvirziti $adi petijuma jautajumi: Kada ir SK aptaujas faktoru
struktiira? Kadi ir izveidotas aptaujas psihometriskie raditaji?

Literatiiras apskats
Literature Review

SK tiek izdalits tris veidos: piesaistosais (bonding), savienojosais
(brinding) un sasaistosais (linking). Katra no veidiem ietilpst divas dimensijas:
kognitiva (cognitive) un strukturala (structural) (Surina un Martinsone, 2020),
un katra no dimensijam sastav no vairakiem elementiem: sociala uzticéSanas, ko
var iedalit vispargja sociala wuztic€Sanas, uzticéSanas tuviniekiem un
institucionala uzticeSanas; uztvertais socialais atbalsts no tuviniekiem; uztvertais
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socialais atbalsts no pazinam; socialas attiecibas un piederibas izjuta (Beilmann
et al., 2017; Ehsan et al., 2019; Belanger et al., 2020; Glatz & Bodi-Fernandez,
2020).

Citos petijumos mingti arT tadi SK elementi ka sociala iesaistiSsanas, daliba
socialajas grupas, pilsoniska lidzdaliba, atbalsta sniegSana un tikloSanas
(Gonzales & Nowell, 2016).

Piesaistosais SK rodas no attiecibam homogénu grupu ietvaros (gimenes
locekli, tuvinieki) (Pitas & Ehmer, 2020). Ta kognitiva dimensija ietver uztverto
socialo atbalstu (Glatz & Bodi-Fernandez, 2020) un uztic€Sanos tuviniekiem
(Beilmann et al., 2017), ka ar1 piederibas izjutu (Belanger et al., 2020). Savukart
piesaistoS$a SK strukturala dimensija attiecas uz kontaktu biezumu ar tuvakajiem
cilvékiem jeb socialam attiecibam (Ehsan et al., 2019).

Uztvertais socialais atbalsts atspogulo uztverto socialo attiecibu
pieejamibu un piemérotibu (Eagle, Hybels, & Proeschold, 2018). Tas, cik licla
meéra individs uzskata, ka vina vajadziba péc atbalsta var tikt apmierinata, ir vina
uztvertais socialais atbalsts (Lu & Hampton, 2016).

SK elementu uzticésanas tuviniekiem defing ka individa parliecibu, ka citi
apzinati vai neapzinati mums nenodaris launu, ja var€s no ta izvairities, un
ripésies par misu interesém, ja tas ir iesp&jams (Beilmann et al., 2017).

Piederibas izjutu raksturo personiga iesaiste sist€tma vai vidg, izjiitot sevi
ka sistemas vai vides neatnemamu sastavdalu (Hagerty & Patusky, 1995).

Petnieku vidu nav vienpratibas par SK komponentes Socialas attiecibas
definiciju. ST pétijuma ietvara SK elementu socialas attiecibas ar tuvakajiem
cilvékiem raksturo komunikacija, piekluve noderigai informacijai un attiecibu
uzturéSana, to kvalitate un savstarp&jais atbalsts, kas sniedz emocionalu
gandarTfjumu un ir svariga dzives sastavdala (Levasseur, Richard, Gauvin, &
Raymond, 2010; Amati, Meggiolaro, Rivellini, & Zaccarin, 2018).

SavienojoSais SK aptver attiecibas heterogénu grupu ietvaros (draugi,
pazinas, kolégi u.c.) (Pitas & Ehmer, 2020). ST SK veida kognitiva dimensija
ietver uztverto socialo atbalstu no pazinam (Glatz & Bodi-Fernandez, 2020) un
vispargjo socialo uztic€Sanos (Beilmann et al., 2017), savukart strukturala
dimensija raksturo iesaistiSanos un dalibu socialajas grupas, tikloSanos
(network) un atbalsta sniegSanu (Gonzales & Nowell, 2016).

Visparéja sociala uzticésanas ir socialas uztic€Sanas komponente. Ta
attiecas uz uzticéSanos virknei sabiedribas loceklu, tostarp kaiminiem,
lidzpilsoniem, sveSiniekiem un pazinam (Beilmann et al., 2017).

SasaistoSais SK aptver attiecibas makro jeb vertikala limenT (institiicijas,
organizacijas, citas valsts un paSvaldibu iestades) (Pitas & Ehmer, 2020).
Sasaistosa SK kognitiva dimensija ietver institucionalo uzticéSanos (Glatz &
Bodi-Fernandez, 2020), bet strukturala dimensija apliiko iesaistiSanos ka
pilsonisku Iidzdalibu (Gonzales & Nowell, 2016).
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Institucionald uzticésanas tiek definéta ka individa uztvere, cik liela méra
vin$ uzticas valsts iestazu kompetencei un godigumam (Senderskov & Dinesen,
2015).

Petnieki atzist, ka visi tris SK veidi ir nepiecieSami subjektivai labizjiitai,
efektivai reagéSanai uz krizes situaciju un ilgtsp&jigai atveseloSanai jeb SK
vislielako labumu sniedz tad, ja individam ir pieejami visi tris ta veidi (Pitas &
Ehmer, 2020). Turklat kognitivais un strukturalais SK nav neatkarigi viens no
otra. SK lielums ietekmé socialo resursu uztveri un otradi (Gilbert, Quinn,
Goodman, Butler, & Wallace, 2013).

MSCS V2 izstrades sakotneja posma apraksts
Description of the MSCS V2 Development Stage

Pamatojoties uz sistematiska parskata rezultata izveidoto SK modeli
(Surina un Martinsone, 2020) un izveidoto Multidimensionalas sociala kapitala
skalas 1.versiju (Surina et al., 2021), aptaujas izstrades laika tika formulgti 164
aptaujas panti. P&c tam tie iesniegti tris ekspertiem izvertésanai. Pamatojoties uz
ekspertu ieteitkumiem un diskusijam darba grupa, tika atlasits 91 pants.

Nakamaja aptaujas izstrades posma tika veikts pilotpetijums ar meérki
parbaudit formuléto pantu saprotamibu un formul&umu korektumu.
Pilotpétijuma piedalijas 12 respondenti (stud&josie). P&c korekciju veikSanas,
aptaujas sakotngja versija tika izmantota ka tieSsaistes aptauja datu iegtisanai.

Metode
Method

Dalibnieki. Petijuma piedalijas 353 pieaugusie Latvijas iedzivotaji vecuma
no 18 Iidz 80 gadiem (M=41.8; SD=13.18), 307 (87% sievietes) un 46 (13%
viriesi).

Instrumentarijs. Multidimensionalas sociala kapitala skalas 2.versijas
(MSCS V2) sakotngja versija (k=91) (atbilzu varianti 1 Iidz 5, kur 1 — “pilniba
nepiekritu”, 2 — “drizak nepiekritu”, 3 — “ne piekritu, ne nepiekritu”, 4 — “drizak
piekritu”, 5 — “pilniba piekritu”).

Procediira. Datu ievak$anai tika izmantota vietne visidati.lv. Dalibnieki
tika uzrunati socialo tiklu platformas un uz e-pastiem nosiitot ligumu piedalities
aptaujas izveid€ sociala kapitala noveértéSanai ar informaciju par petijuma meérki
un dalibas nosacijumiem. Dati tika ievakti laika posma no 2021. gada 11. jiinija
lidz 2021. gada 3. oktobrim.

Datu apstrades un analizes metodes. Datu analize veikta ar IBM SPSS
Statistics 27.00 datu apstrades programmu un brivpieejas R 4.0.2 programmu.
Aptaujas ieks€jas struktiiras izpétei tika izmantota izp&tosa faktoru analizes
metode (EFA), faktoru izgtisanai izmantojot galveno komponentu metodi un
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piemé&rojot varimaksa rotaciju. legttas faktoru struktiras apstiprinasanai tika
izmantota apstiprinosa faktoru analize (CFA), izmantojot “lavaan” (Rosseel,
2012) datu apstrades paketi R programma. Katras skalas ietvaros tika aprekinati
apgalvojumu reakcijas un diskriminacijas indeksi. Skalu iek$€jas saskanotibas
noteikSanai tika izmantots Kronbaha alfa radita;s.

Rezultati
Results

Izpétosas faktoru analizes rezultati

Lai atbildétu uz pirmo pé€tijuma jautajumu, tika veiktas vairakas izp&tosas
faktoru analizes sérijas, lai atlasttu tos apgalvojumus, kurus biitu veérts ieklaut
aptaujas gala versija. Apgalvojumu atlases kriteriji bija: 1) faktora svars pirmaja
(kopgja) faktora pirms rotacijas > |.40| un 2) saturiska atbilstiba attiecigam
(teorctiski pamatotam) SK veidam un dimensijai, un faktora svars sava
skala/faktora > |.40| un p&c iesp&jas zemaks faktora svars citas skalas/faktoros.
Balstoties uz Siem kritérijiem tika atlasiti 25 apgalvojumi, savukart 66
apgalvojumi tika izslégti no turpmakas analizes. lzmantojot PCA jeb galveno
komponentu analizes metodi (Principal Component Analysis) tika identificéti 6
faktori, kas izskaidro 68 % no dispersijas. Izvert§jot faktoru struktiiru, tika
novertets, vai visi apgalvojumi pirms rotacijas sniedz ieguldijumu viena faktora,
tadejadi raksturojot vienu kopigu latento pazimi - socialo kapitalu. Nakamaja
solt tika novertets, vai pec rotacijas dispersijas dalas katram faktoram ir virs 5%.

Rezultata tika identificéti seSi Multidimensionalas sociala kapitala skalas
2.versijas faktori, kurus var interpretét ka: Institucionala uztic€Sanas (saturiski
atbilst sasaistosa SK kognitivai dimensijai), Uztvertais socialais atbalsts no
pazinam un Vispargja sociala uzticeSanas (savienojosa SK kognitiva dimensija),
Uztvertais socialais atbalsts un uzticéSanas tuviniekiem un Piederibas izjiita
(piesaistosa SK kognitiva dimensija) un Socialas attiecibas (piesaistosa SK
strukturala dimensija).

Kaizera—Maiera—Olkena izlases adekvatuma mérs (KMO = .873) un
Bartleta testa (Bartlet’s Test) (Bartleta tests p< .001) rezultati liecina, ka izlasé
respondentu skaits ir atbilstoSs attieciba uz modeli ieklauto pantu skaitu un
korelaciju struktira ir piemerota EFA analizes veikSanai.

Izpetosas faktoranalizes rezultata tika iegiita seSu faktoru modela struktiira
(skat. 1.tabulu).
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1. tabula. Komponentu analizes rezultati ar varimaksa rotaciju (autoru veidota)
Table 1 Results of Component Analysis with Varimax Rotation
(created by the authors)

Komponentu rotacijas matrica

Sociala kapitala aptaujas panti* 1 2 3 4 5 6

UzticéS$anas valdibai .85

UzticeéSanas Saeimai .85

UzticéSanas tiesu sistémai .79

Uztic@$anas zinu medijiem NE

Uzticésanas pasvaldibai .64

UzticeSanas veselibas apriipes sisteémai .64

Uzticesanas policijai .60

Manu pazinu vidi ir cilveki, kuri vienmer ir .83
gatavi man palidzet iesp&ju robezas

Manu pazinu vidi ir cilveki, kuri griita bridi 81
sp&tu mani emocionali atbalstit

Manu pazinu vida ir cilveki, kas varétu mani 81
uzklausit un saprast

Manu pazinu vidi ir cilveki, kuri palidzetu, .78
ja man rastos finansialas griitibas

Manu pazinu vidi ir cilveki, kuri spétu 76
palidzet ar profesionalu padomu, ja biitu tada
nepiecieSsamiba

Es uzticos saviem tuvakajiem cilvékiem .79

Es vienmer varu palauties uz saviem .78
tuvakajiem cilvékiem

Es zinu, ka griita bridi mani tuvakie cilveki .76
mani emocionali atbalstis

Man ir saprotosas un atbalstoSas attiecibas ar 74
tuvakajiem cilveékiem

Es zinu, ka man ir tuvakie cilveki pie ka 71
versties pec padoma

Ja nav iesp&jams tikties klatien€, es sazinos .83
ar saviem tuvakajiem cilvékiem pa talruni vai
izmantojot internetu

Es pastavigi uzturu kontaktus ar sev 74
tuvakajiem cilveékiem

Mani tuvakie cilvéki gandriz vienmer .70
(parsvara) ir pieejami komunikacijai ar mani

Es varu uztic€ties saviem pazinadm 78

Vairumam cilvéku var uzticéties g2

Es varu uzticéties saviem kolégiem 71

Es jutos piederigs savai pilsetai, apkaimei, .88
novadam vai kopienai

Es juitos piederigs sabiedribai kopuma 79

Ipasvertibas péc rotacijas 4.06 3.79 3.34 2.16 1.94 1.74

% no dispersijas 16.52 | 15.16 | 13.37 | 8.64 7.76 6.96

Piezimes. N=353. Faktori ieglti ar galveno komponentu metodi (Principial Component Analysis),
piemérojot vVarimaks rotaciju ar Kaizera normalizaciju. F1 — Institucionala uzticé$anas, F2 — Uztvertais
socialais atbalsts no pazinam, F3 — Uztvertais socialais atbalsts un uztic€Sanas tuviniekiem, F4 —
Socialas attiecibas, F5 — Vispargja sociala uzticésanas, F6 — Piederibas izjuta. *Panti ir testa vienibas.
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Apstiprinosas faktoru analizes rezultati

Lai apstiprinatu seSu faktoru strukttru, tika veikta apstiprinosa faktoru
analize ar R 4.0.2. programmas un lavaan (Rosseel, 2012) datu apstrades paketes
palidzibu. Modela atbilstiba tika noveértéta izmantojot MLR metodi. Analizes
rezultata tika iegtti vairaki modela atbilstibas indeksi (SRMR, CFI un RMSEA)
(skat. 2.tabuld). Ka redzams, seSu faktoru risinajums uzrada apmierinoSus
raditajus un kopuma modela atbilstiba seSu faktoru struktiirai ir pienemama.

2.tabula. Apstiprinosdas faktoru analrzes raditaji (autoru veidota)
Table 2 Confirmatory factor analysis indexes (created by the authors)

Modelis SRMR TLI RMSEA RMSEA 90% CFl
Ticamibas intervals
6 faktoru .06 .90 .06 [.05; .07] 91

Piezimes. N=353, SRMR (Standardized Root Mean Square Residual) — absoliitas piemérotibas
indekss, RMSE (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation) — taupibas piemérotibas indekss, CFI
(Comparative Fit Index) — salidzino$as piemérotibas indekss. SRMR < .08, RMSEA < .08 un CFI >
.90 tiek uzskatitas par apmierinosam (Marsh, Hau, & Wen, 2004).

MSCS V2 skalu psihometriskie raditdaji
Lai atbildétu uz pétjjuma otro jautdjumu, tika aprékinati MSCS V2
psihometriskie raditaji (skat. 3.tabulu).

3.tabula. Multidimensionalas sociala kapitala skalas 2.versijas pantu psinometriskie
raditaji (autoru veidota)
Table 3 Psychometric Properties of the MSCS V2 items (created by the authors)

Skalas un panti RI DI Kronbaha a
F1 Institucionala uzticéSanas .87
Uzticésanas valdibai 2.69 .76
UzticgSanas Saeimai 2.71 .76
Uztic€Sanas tiesu sist€émai 2.94 .70

Uzticg$anas zinu medijiem 2.67 .65

Uzticésanas pasvaldibai 3.01 .59
UzticéSanas veselibas apriipes sistemai 3.38 .53
Uzticésanas policijai 3.49 .55

F2 Uztvertais socialais atbalsts no pazinam .90
Manu pazinu vidi ir cilveki, kuri vienmer ir gatavi man palidzet 4.03 .79

iespéju robezas

Manu pazinu vidi ir cilveki, kuri griita bridi spétu mani emocionali 4.01 .80

atbalstit

Manu pazinu vidi ir cilveki, kas varétu mani uzklausit un saprast 4.03 81

Manu pazinu vidi ir cilveki, kuri palidzetu, ja man rastos 3.86 .70

finansialas grutibas

Manu pazinu vidi ir cilveki, kuri sp&tu palidzet ar profesionalu 4.27 .68

padomu, ja biitu tada nepiecieSamiba
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F3 Uztvertais socialais atbalsts un uzgticeSands tuviniekiem .87
Es uzticos saviem tuvakajiem cilvékiem 4.22 .61

Es vienmér varu palauties uz saviem tuvakajiem cilvékiem 4.18 .65

Es zinu, ka griita bridi mani tuvakie cilveki mani emocionali 4.33 .76

atbalstts

Man ir saprotoSas un atbalstosas attiecibas ar tuvakajiem cilvekiem 4.29 75

Es zinu, ka man ir tuvakie cilveki pie ka versties pec padoma 4.37 72

F4 Socialas attiecthas .79
Ja nav iesp&jams tikties klatieng, es sazinos ar saviem tuvakajiem 4.48 .62

cilvekiem pa talruni vai izmantojot internetu

Es pastavigi uzturu kontaktus ar sev tuvakajiem cilvekiem 4.35 .63

Mani tuvakie cilveki gandriz vienmer (parsvara) ir pieejami 4.39 .62
komunikacijai ar mani

F5 Vispareja sociala uzticeSandas 73
Es varu uztic€ties saviem pazinadm 3.15 .59

Vairumam cilvéku var uzticeties 2.96 .53

Es varu uzticéties saviem kolggiem 3.43 .56

F6 Piederibas izjiita .80
Es jutos piederigs savai pilsétai, apkaimei, novadam vai kopienai 3.69 .67

Es jutos piederigs sabiedribai kopuma 3.63 .67

N = 353. Reakcijas indeksa (RI) optimalas robezas 1.2 lidz 4.2 (trekna druka izcelti raditaji, kas parsniedz
optimalas robezas), diskrimindacijas indeksa (DI) optimalas robezas .2- .8.

Reakcijas indeksa vidgja vertiba atseviSskos pantos nedaudz parsniedz
optimalo intervalu vértibu, tomér panti saturiski svarigi, tapec nolemts tos
ieklaut aptauja. Diskriminacijas indeksi kopuma atbilst zinatn€ pienemtajiem
psihometrikas raditajiem un atrodas pienemtajas robezas. Kronbaha alfa ir
robezas no .73 lidz .90, kas liecina par labu ieks$€jo saskanotibu visos seSos
faktoros.

Diskusija
Discussion

MSCS V2 skalu ieksgjo struktiiru raksturo sesu faktoru modelis, ko veido
SK kognitivo dimensiju elementi: Institucionala uzticésanas, Uztvertais socialais
atbalsts no pazinam, Uztvertais socialais atbalsts un uzticeSanas tuviniekiem,
Vispargja sociala uzticésanas un Piederibas izjuta, un SK piesaistosa veida
strukturalas dimensijas elements: Socialas attiecibas.

Faktoru analizes rezultata pilniba tiek aptverts piesaistoSais SK veids.
Uztvertais socialais atbalsts spécigi korelé ar uzticéSanos (Realo, Allik, &
Greenfield, 2008; Guo, Zheng, Shen, Huang, & Ma, 2022), ko apstiprina ari
petijums, kura uztvertais socialais atbalsts un uztic€Sanas tuviniekiem izveido

vienu faktoru. Savukart uztvertais socialais atbalsts un uzticéSanas rada
piederibas izjitu (Alizadeh, Khanahmadi, Vedadhir, & Barjasteh, 2017) un
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velmi kontakt&ties jeb socialas attiecibas (Levasseur et al., 2010; Levasseur et
al., 2017).

Sociala uzticesanas tiek uzskatita par SK pamatelementu (Beilman et al.,
2017) un tas apstiprinas ar1 $aja petijuma, jo uzticéSanas paradas gan piesaistosa,
gan savienojo$a, gan sasaisto$a SK veida.

Spéciga piesaistosa SK baze ir priekSnoteikums, lai attistitu savienojosa SK
veidu (Pitas & Ehmer, 2020), tom&r pétijuma rezultati aptver tikai savienojosa
SK kognitivo dimensiju.

Aptaujas izstrades procesa tika ieklauti arT panti par socialo iesaistiSanos,
pilsonisko Iidzdalibu, dalibu socialajas grupas, tikloSanos (network), atbalsta
sniegSanu un labdaribu, kas saturiski atbilst SK savienojo$a un sasaistosa veida
strukturalo dimensiju elementiem (Surina un Martinsone, 2020). Tomér faktoru
analizes rezultata savienojoSa un sasaistosa SK dimensijas netika ietvertas. To
var skaidrot ar pétfjumos minéto, ka socialo kontaktu veidoSanas paradumi,
citiem sniegtas palidzibas limenis un daliba brivpratigajas organizacijas dazadas
valstis ir ievEérojami at$kiriga (Beilmann et al., 2017). Turklat p&tnieki atzist, ka
savienojosa un sasaisto$a SK Itmenis var biit ierobeZotaks individiem ar zemaku
ckonomisko kapitalu (Uphoff et al., 2013).

Analizgjot aptaujas rezultatus attieciba uz sasaistoSo SK veidu, p€tnieki
norada, ka sociala iesaistiSana un pilsoniska lidzdaliba palielina insitucionalo
uzticESanos (Kaasa & Andriani, 2021), tomér §1 pétijuma faktoru analizes
rezultati liecina, ka institucionala uzticéSanas izveido faktoru, bet sociala
iesaistiSanas un piloniska lidzdaliba neé. Citu valstu pétijjumos minéts, ka
diferencacija var biit atkariga no dzimuma: virieSiem parasti ir augstaks socialas
iesaistiSanas un politiskas lidzdalibas Iimenis (sasaistoSais SK), savukart
sievietes parasti veido specigakas socialas saiknes ar tuvakajiem (piesaistosais
SK) (Souto et al., 2020). Ir pétnieki, kas aicina koncentréties uz dazadiem
virieSu un sievieSu SK profiliem (Hodgkin, 2008).

Peétijuma ierobezojumi ir neviendabiga izlase (izteikts sievieSu parsvars),
nepietickami sociali demografiskie raditaji un tas, ka pétijums tika veikts Covid-
19 pandémijas laika, kas ir krizes situacija un var veicinat socialas uzticéSanas
samazinasanos (Tpasi institucionalo uzticeésanos) (Paolini, Maricchiolo, Pacilli,
& Pagliaro, 2020) un vél vairak stiprina piesaistoSo, bet mazina sasaistoSo un
savienojoso SK veidu (Pitas & Ehmer, 2020). Tomér ta var bit arT pétijuma
stipra puse, jo SK ir resurss un resursu esamiba vai truikums visspecigak atklajas
krizes situacijas (Makridis & Wu, 2021) un pétijumos pandémijas laika mingéts,
ka tieSi kognitiva SK dimensija (domin€ Latvijas sabiedriba) ir cieSak saistita ar
mentalas veselibas raditajiem (Li et al., 2020).
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Secinajumi
Conclusions

Saja pétijuma izstradata MSCS V2 dalgji atbilst SK teorétiskajam modelim.
MSCS V2 faktoranalizes rezultati aptver visu tris SK veidu kognitivo dimensiju
un piesaistosa SK strukturalo dimensiju, bet neietver savienojosa un sasaistosa
SK strukturalo dimensiju.

Iespéjams, ka Latvijas kultiirvidé dominé SK kognitiva dimensija un
strukturala dimensija aptver tikai piesaistoSo SK veidu (socialas attiecibas ar
tuviniekiem), tomér nepiecieSams péetijumus turpinat: atkartojot pe€tijumu
viendabiga izlasé un kontrolgjot tadus sociali demografiskos datus ka dzimums,
vecums, izglitibas limenis, gimenes stavoklis un sociali ekonomiskie raditaji.
Tapat turpmakajos pétijumos bitu svarigi veikt izstradatas SK aptaujas
konvergentas pamatotibas p&tijumus, parbaudot SK skalu saistibu ar anomiju,
labizjutu, veselibas uzvedibu un vientulibu.

Summary

This paper reports the process of the development and initial validation of
the Second Version of the Multidimensional Social Capital Scale for the Latvian
population. Two research questions were formulated: 1) What is the internal
structure of the developed survey? 2) What are the psychometric properties of
the Social Capital Scale? To answer these research questions, the second version
of the questionnaire was developed and tested using the factor analysis method.
Based on the performed psychometric analysis, a final version of the MSCS V2
was developed. It consists of 25 items, which are combined into six scales: 1)
Institutional trust; 2) Perceived social support from acquaintances; 3) Perceived
social support and trust with family and close friends; 4) Social participation; 5)
General social trust and 6) Sense of belonging. The performed analysis shows
that the psychometric indicators of the developed survey at the level of items
and scales met the psychometric criteria, which indicates its suitability for
measuring the relevant features in the Latvian cultural environment sample.
Compared to the first version of MSCS the second version of MSCS V2 also
covers the cognitive dimension of all three SC types and additionally one type of
the structural dimension of the bonding. The structural dimensions are not
included.

It is possible that the cognitive dimension of SK dominates in the Latvian
cultural environment and the structural dimension covers only the attractive type
of SK (social relations with relatives), but it would be advisable to repeat the
study in a homogeneous sample, including full socio-demographic data. It would
also be important in future studies to conduct convergent validity studies of the
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developed SK survey, examining the association of the SK scale with anomie,
well-being, health behavior, and loneliness.

Pateicibas
Acknowledgement

Petijuma autores izsaka pateicibu Rigas Stradina universitatei par iespeju
istenot pétijuma SAM 8.2.3. projekta “Parvaldibas procesu pilnveide un studiju
programmu satura ~ modernizacija  Rigas Stradina  universitate”
(Nr.8.2.3.0/18/A011) vertikali integréta projekta ‘“Psihologiska palidziba un
paspalidziba” ietvaros.

Literaturas saraksts
References

Alizadeh, S., Khanahmadi, S., Vedadhir, A., & Barjasteh, S. (2017). The Relationship
between Resilience with Self- Compassion, Social Support and Sense of Belonging in
Women with Breast Cancer. Asian Pacific Journal of Cancer Prevention. Vol 19.

DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.22034/APJCP.2018.19.9.2469

Amati, V., Meggiolaro, S., Rivellini, G., & Zaccarin, S. (2018a). Social relations and life
satisfaction: the role of friends. Genus, 74(1), 1-18. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41118-018-0032-z

Beilmann, M., K&ots-Ausmees, L., & Realo, A. (2017). The Relationship Between Social
Capital and Individualism—Collectivism in Europe. Social Indicators Research, 137(2),
641-664. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-017-1614-4

Belanger, A. L., Joshi, M. P., Fuesting, M. A., Weisgram, E. S., Claypool, H. M., & Diekman,
A. B. (2020). Putting Belonging in Context: Communal Affordances Signal Belonging
in STEM. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 46(8), 1186-1204. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167219897181

Chan, S. M., Chung, G. K. K., Chan, Y. H., Woo, J., Yeoh, E. K., Chung, R. Y. N., Wong, S.
Y. S., Marmot, M., Lee, R. W. T., & Wong, H. (2021b). The mediating role of
individual-level social capital among worries, mental health and subjective well-being
among adults in Hong Kong during the COVID-19 pandemic. Current Psychology, 1-
11. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-021-02316-z

Eagle, D. E., Hybels, C. F., & Proeschold-Bell, R. J. (2018). Perceived social support,
received social support, and depression among clergy. Journal of Social and Personal
Relationships, 36(7), 2055-2073.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0265407518776134

Ehsan, A., Klaas, H. S., Bastianen, A., & Spini, D. (2019). Social capital and health: A
systematic review of systematic reviews. SSM - Population Health, 8, 100425. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssmph.2019.100425

Gilbert, K. L., Quinn, S. C., Goodman, R. M., Butler, J., & Wallace, J. (2013). A meta-
analysis of social capital and health: A case for needed research. Journal of Health
Psychology, 18(11), 1385-1399. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/1359105311435983

35


https://dx.doi.org/10.22034/APJCP.2018.19.9.2469
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41118-018-0032-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-017-1614-4
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167219897181
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-021-02316-z
https://doi.org/10.1177/0265407518776134
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssmph.2019.100425
https://doi.org/10.1177/1359105311435983

Makevica et al., 2022. Multidimensionalas sociala kapitala skalas 2.versijas (mscs v2):
izveide un sakotneéja validésana

Glatz, C., & Bodi-Fernandez, O. (2020). Individual social capital and subjective well-being in
urban- and rural Austrian areas. Osterreichische Zeitschrift Fir Soziologie, 45(2), 139-
163. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11614-020-00399-9

Gonzales, E., & Nowell, W. B. (2016). Social Capital and Unretirement: Exploring the
Bonding, Bridging, and Linking Aspects of Social Relationships. Research on Aging,
39(10), 1100-1117. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0164027516664569

Guo, Q., Zheng, W., Shen, J., Huang, T., & Ma, K. (2022). Social trust more strongly
associated with well-being in individualistic societies. Personality and Individual
Differences, 188, 111451. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/].paid.2021.111451

Hagerty, B. M. K., & Patusky, K. (1995). Developing a Measure Of Sense of Belonging.
Nursing Research, 44(1), 9-13. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1097/00006199-199501000-

00003

Hodgkin, S. (2008). Telling It All. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 2(4), 296-316. DOI.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1558689808321641

Kaasa, A., & Andriani, L. (2021). Determinants of institutional trust: the role of cultural
context. Journal of Institutional Economics, 1-21. DOI:
DOI:10.1017/S1744137421000199

Levasseur, M., Richard, L., Gauvin, L., & Raymond, M. (2010). Inventory and analysis of
definitions of social participation found in the aging literature: Proposed taxonomy of
social activities. Social Science & Medicine, 71(12), 2141-2149. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2010.09.041

Levasseur, M., Roy, M., Michallet, B., St-Hilaire, F., Maltais, D., & Généreux, M. (2017).
Associations Between Resilience, Community Belonging, and Social Participation
Among Community-Dwelling Older Adults: Results From the Eastern Townships
Population Health Survey. Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation, 98(12),
2422-2432. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2017.03.025

Li, T. W,, Lee, T. M. C., Goodwin, R., Ben-Ezra, M., Liang, L., Liu, H., & Hou, W. K,
(2020). Social Capital, Income Loss, and Psychobehavioral Responses amid COVID-
19: A Population-Based Analysis. International Journal of Environmental Research
and Public Health, 17(23), 8888. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17238888

Lu, W., & Hampton, K. N. (2016). Beyond the power of networks: Differentiating network
structure from social media affordances for perceived social support. New Media &
Society, 19(6), 861-879. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444815621514

Makridis, C. A., & Wu, C. (2021). How social capital helps communities weather the
COVID-19 pandemic. PLOS ONE, 16(1), e0245135. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0245135

Marsh, H. W., Hau, K. T., & Wen, Z. (2004). In Search of Golden Rules: Comment on
Hypothesis-Testing Approaches to Setting Cutoff Values for Fit Indexes and Dangers in
Overgeneralizing Hu and Bentler’s (1999) Findings. Structural Equation Modeling: A
Multidisciplinary Journal, 11(3), 320-341. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15328007sem1103 2

Paolini, D., Maricchiolo, F., Pacilli, M. G., & Pagliaro, S. (2020). COVID-19 lockdown in
Italy: the role of social identification and social and political trust on well-being and
distress. Current Psychology. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-020-01141-0

Pitas, N., & Ehmer, C. (2020). Social Capital in the Response to COVID-19. American
Journal of Health Promotion, 34(8), 942-944.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0890117120924531

Realo, A., Allik, J., & Greenfield, B. (2008). Radius of Trust. Journal of Cross-Cultural
Psychology, 39(4), 447-462. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022108318096

36


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11614-020-00399-9
https://doi.org/10.1177/0164027516664569
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2021.111451
https://doi.org/10.1097/00006199-199501000-
https://doi.org/10.1097/00006199-199501000-
https://doi.org/10.1177/1558689808321641
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1744137421000199
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2010.09.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2017.03.025
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17238888
https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444815621514
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0245135
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15328007sem1103_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-020-01141-0
https://doi.org/10.1177/0890117120924531
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022108318096

SOCIETY. INTEGRATION. EDUCATION
Proceedings of the International Scientific Conference. Volume 11, May 27", 2022. 25-37

Rosseel, Y. (2012). lavaan: AnRPackage for Structural Equation Modeling. Journal of
Statistical Software, 48(2), 1 — 34. DOI: https://doi.org/10.18637/ss.v048.i102

Sgnderskov, K. M., & Dinesen, P. T. (2015). Trusting the State, Trusting Each Other? The
Effect of Institutional Trust on Social Trust. Political Behavior, 38(1), 179-202. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11109-015-9322-8

Paiva Souto, E., Moreno, A. B., Chor, D., Melo, E. C. P., Barreto, S. M., Nunes, M. A,
Carmen Viana, M., & H. Griep, R. (2020). Gender Difference in Social Capital,
Common Mental Disorders and Depression: ELSA-Brasil Study. Psych, 2(1), 85-96.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/psych2010009

Surina, S., & Martinsone, K. (2020). Conceptualization of Social Capital in Cross-sectional
Design Studies: Rapid Review of Literature. Society. Integration. Education.
Proceedings of the International Scientific Conference, 7, 177-186. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.17770/sie2020vol7.4973

gurina, S., Martinsone, K., Perepjolkina, V., & Ozerska, 1. (22.04.2021.). Sociala kapitala
indikatoru saisttba ar sp&ju adapteties Covid-19 pandémijas apstaklos. [Mutisks
referats]. 7.Starptautiska zinatmiski praktiskd konference Veseliba un personibas
attistiba: starpdisciplinard pieeja, Riga, Latvija.

Uphoff, E. P., Pickett, K. E., Cabieses, B., Small, N., & Wright, J. (2013). A systematic
review of the relationships between social capital and socioeconomic inequalities in
health: a contribution to understanding the psychosocial pathway of health inequalities.
International  Journal  for  Equity in  Health, 12(1), 1-12. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1186/1475-9276-12-54

37


https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v048.i02
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11109-015-9322-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/psych2010009
https://doi.org/10.17770/sie2020vol7.4973
https://doi.org/10.1186/1475-9276-12-54

	Ievads
	Introduction
	Rezultāti
	Results

