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Abstract: This paper, based on a sample survey, analysed the social network of the
marginal groups including the poor, the un-employed and people with unstable jobs in
Hong Kong. The quantity and quality of social capital of the above groups were measured
according to the size and homogeneity of their social network. Results showed that the
size of social network of the poor was significantly smaller than that of the non-poor,
especially in the network of job searching. This suggests that the social capital of the
poor was less than that of the non-poor. It is more likely that the social network of the
poor was constituted of the un-employed, that was why it was more homogenous. Social
network of the un-employed and people with unstable jobs was smaller than that of the
people with stable jobs. The un-employed or unstable job holders also induced homogeneity
in their social network, the impact of which was greater on male than female. To
alleviate the problem of poverty in Hong Kong, we should increase the social capital of
the deprived people.
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1 1997
2002 5 7 7.8% 27 5000

1999 100 2002 98.6
2001

1981 0.451 2001 0.525
 ( , 2001)

 (MacPherson and Lo,
1997 1997 , 1996)

(social capital) 
 (Bebbington, 1999;

Friedman, 2001; Mitlin, 2001; Saegert, Thompson, &Warren, 2001 )
 ( 2000  2001)

 (Portes, 1998; Portes & Landolt,
1996, 2000)

(Fukuyama, 2002)
 (social

tie) 

 (Putnam, 1993) Putnam (2000) 

 (Coleman, 1988)
Wilson (1987) 

1

( : CityU 1184/99H) 
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 (Rankin & Quane, 2000)
 (strong tie) 

 (weak tie) 

Granovetter (1981) 
 (weak ties)

Paugam (1999) 

Paugam 

Saegert, Thompson  Warren (2001) 
 (bonding social

capital)

 (bridging social capital)

 (synergy) 

 (informal economy)  (marketplace) 

 (
)
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 (2001) 80

( )
1999 9 2001 1

3086
( 30% )

1
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 ( 1,502 ) 

: 

 (income proxy) (Engel
curve)  (inflection point)  (Orshansky 1969; Bradshaw, Mitchell
& Morgan, 1987; , 1996)

 (marginal propensity to consume) 

(equivalence scale)
(Fiegehen, Lansley & Smith,

1977)  (Bradshaw, 1993a, 1993b)  (Piachaud, 1979) 

 ( ) 

x-
y-

3,750 3,750
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3,750

 ( 2001
2000)

(2001) 

( 2001: 3)  Flap (1999) 
(1) (2)
(3)  Putnam (1995, 1996, 2000) 

 ( ) 

 (reliablility)  (α = 0.756)

 (r2 = 0.78)

 (r2 = 0.40)

 ( r2 = 0.31)
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933  (62.1%) 3,750
569  (36.9%) 15,804

11,553 12,327 8,820
21,504 15,983

3.59 2.82 49.6
51.6% 47.5%

 ( 1)

 1

( N=1,502) (N=933) (N=569)

( : ) $15,804 $12,327 $21,504 E2=.12
( : ) $11,533 $8,820 $15,983 E2=.24

3.30 3.59 2.82 E2=.06

 (%) =.01
                    48.4 46.8 51.0
                    51.6 53.2 49.0

 ( ) 49.6 52.6 44.7 E2=.05
(%) =.09

47.5 56.5 32.7
23.6 23.5 23.7
29.0 20.0 43.6

( N=1,502) (N=933) (N=569)

 (%) =.02
14.4 10.9 20.6
69.8 74.0 63.1

/ 5.9 4.6 8.1
9.7 10.5 8.3

(%) =.07
35.6 25.6 51.8
64.4 74.4 48.2

 ( ) $5,997 $4,176 $8,975 E2=.12
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2  (χ2=149.27, d.f.=2,
p<0.01, Lamda=0.14 ) 75.2%

24.8%
40%

2

615 108 210 933
( ) 75.2% 60.0% 41.7% 62.1%

203 72 294 569
( ) 24.8% 40.0% 58.3% 37.9%

818 180 504 1502
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

3 12,675
9,651 13,672 11,041

21,643 14,764

3

     
(N=1,502)

( : ) $15,804 $12,675 $13,672 $21,643 E2=.10

( : ) $11,533 $9,651 $11,041 $14,764 E2=.11

 (43.9%) 
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 (30.5%)  (
4)  (58.1%) 

 (19.2%) 
 (26.1.%)

 (29.4%) 

3.34
2.01 1.74

4

0 1 2 3 4 5 N

43.9% 13.6% 16.9% 13.2% 4.1% 8.3% 2.01 1502 6.866
?

58.1% 6.9% 12.3% 10.1% 2.8% 9.8% 1.74 1501 4.534
?

26.1% 11.8% 17.6% 17.9% 5.5% 21.0% 3.34 1502 7.545
?

 ( 3,750 ) 
 (

5)

5

 ( )  ( )

1.68 (7.66) 2.55 (5.27) F=5.681 d.f.=1 p<0.05
?  Eta=0.061

1.36 (3.15) 2.36 (6.12) F=17.338 d.f.=1 p<0.01
? Eta=0.107

2.97 (8.8) 3.96 (4.78) F=6.207 d.f.=1  p<0.05
? Eta=0.064

6.01 (17.0) 8.88 (13.62) F=11.634, d.f. =1, p<0.01
Eta=0.088

(N) (933) (569)
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1.68 2.55
(F=5.681, p<0.05) 1.36

2.36  (F=17.338, p<0.01) 2.97
3.96  (F=6.207, p<0.01)

 (Eta=
0.107)
6.01 8.88  (F=11.634, d.f. =1, p<0.01)

 (Saegert, Thompson, &
Warren, 2001)

 (capacity building)
1,502 933 207

(7.1)

45.7
52.6 7 4.0

3.59
15.5

19.7

6

ANOVA/
( 0) ( 2) Posthoc (LSD)

( 1)

( ) ( ) ( )

1.71 1.71 2.61 F=2.911 d.f.=2
? (8.11) (2.73) (5.54)  p>0.05

0/1 n.s
0/2 p<0.05
1/2 n.s.

1.13 2.56 2.45 F=16.866 d.f.=2
? (2.57) (4.50) (6.49)  p<0.01

0/1 p<0.01
0/2 p<0.01
1/2 n.s.
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6 ( )

ANOVA/
( 0) ( 2) Posthoc (LSD)

( 1)

( ) ( ) ( )

2.82 2.98 4.33 F=6.603 d.f.=2
? (8.37) (3.53) (7.07)  p<0.01

0/1 n.s.
0/2 p<0.01
1/2 p<0.05

5.65 7.21 9.42 F=8.864, d.f. =2,
(17.43) (8.13) (15.80) p<0.01

             (N) 818 179 505 1502

 ( 6)
1.71 , 

2.61  LSD posthoc 
 ( p<0.05)

1.13
2.56 2.45

 (F=16.854, p<0.01)  LSD posthoc 
 (p<0.05)

 ( ) 
 (4.33 )

 (2.82 )  (2.98 ) (F=6.603, p<0.01)  LSD posthoc

 (p <0.01)
 (

) 
5.65 7.21

9.42 
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7 (%)

 

11.8 6.2 9.7
19.8 9.2 15.8
23.4 21.5 22.7
29.9 34.4 31.6
15.1 28.7 20.2

100.0 100.0 100.0

                (N)     (930)       (567) (1497)

(χ2=72.3, d.f.=4, p<0.01, Tau=0.048 )

 ( ) 
 ( )  ( 7)

31.6%

15.4%

33.7%

31.1%
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8 (%)

17.8 13.7 2.8
21.5 21.4 8.7
22.1 29.1 19.2
25.5 27.4 41.6
13.1 8.5 27.6

(χ2=89.5, d.f.=8, p<0.01, G=0.382)

(N) (321) (117) (286)

9.5 8.2 5.5
16.2 23.0 10.6
24.1 32.8 18.8
31.4 24.6 32.1
18.8 11.5 33.0

(χ2=31.3, d.f.=8, p<0.01, G=0.191)

(N) (494) (61) (218)

 ( 8) 773 494  ( 63.9%) 
61  (7.9%) 

724 321  (44.3%) 117
(16.2%) 

 (39.3%) 
35.1%

39.3% 25.7%

35.1%
31.2%

69.
2% 65.1%

 ( G = 0.382 G=0.191)
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 ( 3.34 )
2.01

1.74

6.01 8.88

 (
) 

 ( , 1998)
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5.65 7.21 9.42
6.01

 ( )

( )
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 Paugam (1999) 

,

 (cross-sectional study) 
1999 2001
(longitudinal study)

(Saegert, Thompson and Warren, 2001)
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(Community Economic Develpoment) 
(Sherraden & Nimacs, 1998; Midgley and Livermore;

1998; Gittell and Thompson, 2001)

00005_ch.p65 05-4-6, 14:2969



70

Bebbington, A. (1999). Capitals and capabilities: A framework for analyzing peasant
viability, rural livelihoods and poverty. World Development, 27(12), 2021–2044.

Bradshaw, J., Mitchell, D. & Morgan, J. (1987). Evaluating adequacy: The Potential of
budget standards. Journal of Social Policy, 16(2), 165–181.

Bradshaw, J. (ed.) (1993a). Budget Standards for the United Kingdom. Aldershot: Avebury.
Bradshaw, J. (ed.) (1993b). Household Budgets and Living Standards.  London: J R

Foundation.
Coleman, J.S. (1988). Social Capital in the creation of human capital. American Journal

of Sociology, 94, 95–120.
Fiegehen, G.C., Lansley, P.S. & Smith, A.D. (1977). Poverty and Progress in Britain

1953–7. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Friedman, J.J. (2001). The role of microenterprise development in stimulating social

capital and rebuilding inner city economies: A practitioner perspective. Journal of
Socio Economics, 30(2), 139–143.

Fukuyama, F. (2002). Social capital and development: The coming agenda. SAIS Review,
22(1), 23–37.

Gittell, R. & Thompson, J.P. (2001). Making social capital work: social capital and
community economic development. In S. Saegert, J.P. Thompson and M.R. Warren
(eds.), Social Capital and Poor Communities. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Granovetter, M. (1981). Toward a sociological theory of income differences. In I. Berg
(ed.), Sociological Perspective on Labor Market, pp. 11–47, Academic Press.

MacPherson, S. & Lo, O.Y.  (1997). A Measure of Poverty. Hong Kong: Dept. of Public
and Social Administation, City University of Hong Kong.

Midgley, J. & Livermore, M. (1998). Social capital and local economic development:
Implications for community social work practice. In M.S. Sherraden and W.A.
Nimacs (eds.), Community Economic Development and Social Work, pp. 20–40,
Binghamton, NY: The Haworth Press.

Mitlin, D. (2001). Civil society and urban poverty-examining complexity. Environment
and Urbanization, 13(2), 151–173.

Orshansky, M. (1969). How poverty is measured. Monthly Labor Review, 92, 37–42.
Ostendorf, W., Musterd, S. & De-Vos, S. (2001). Social mix and the neighbourhood

effect. Policy ambitions and empirical evidence. Housing Studies, 16(3), 371–380.
Paugam, S. (1999). Weakening and breaking of social ties: analysis of explanatory

factors. In D. Avramov (ed.), Coping with Homelessness: Issues to be Tackled and
Best Practices in Europe, pp. 29–51, Aldershot: Ashgate.

Piachaud, D. (1979). The Cost of a Child. London: Child Poverty Action Group.
Portes, A. (1998). Social capital: Its origins and applications in modern sociology.

Annual Review of Sociology, 22, 1–24.
Portes, A. & Landolt, P. (1996). The downside of social capital. American Prospect,

7(26) (May–June), 18–21, 94.

00005_ch.p65 05-4-6, 14:2970



71

Portes, A. & Landolt, P. (2000). Social capital: Promise and pitfalls of its role in
development. Journal of Latin American Studies, 32(2), 529–547.

Putnam, R.D. (1993). Making Democracy Work: Civic Traditions in Modern Italy.
Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press.

Putnam, R.D. (1995). Bowling alone: America’s declining social capital. Journal of
Democracy, 6(1), 65–78.

Putnam, R.D. (1996). The strange disappearance of civic America. The American Prospect,
24, 34–48.

Putnam, R.D. (2000). Bowling Alone: The Collapse and Revival of American Community.
New York: Simon & Schuster.

Rankin, B.H. & Quane, J.M. (2000). Neighborhood poverty and the social isolation of
inner-city African American families. Social Forces, 79(1), 139–164.

Saegert, S., Thompson, J.P. & Warren, M.R. (eds.) (2001). Social Capital and Poor
Communities. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Sherraden, M.S. & Nimacs, W.A. (eds.). Community Economic Development and Social
Work. Binghamton, NY: The Haworth Press.

Stevenson, W.B. & Greenberg, D. (2000). Agency and social networks: Strategies of
action in a social structure of position, opposition, and opportunity. Administrative
Science Quarterly, 45, 651–678.

Wilson, W.J. (1987). The Truly Disadvantaged: The Inner City, the Underclass and
Public Policy. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

 ( ) (2000)
 (2001) , (2), 1–38

 (2001) 2001
 (1997)  

 (2001) : 

 (1996)

 (1998)

00005_ch.p65 05-4-6, 14:2971


