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Social Capital and Self-Organization: A Study on Government and Self-Organized
Activities in a Post-Disaster Reconstruction Process
LUQ, Jar-Der FANG, Zhenping

Abstract

This study employs a social network approach to examine the factors as to why villagers participated in self-organized
activities in the recovery process after the Wenchuan earthquake. We first divided post-disaster recovery activities into two
categories: self-organized and organized by the local government. Through a multiple regression analysis, we found that the
self-organized network of villagers (emotional support network) has negative effects on government-organized activities. In
contrast, those who have more relations with the local government are less likely to participate in voluntary community
activities, but are more likely to join in government-organized activities. Therefore, the network with the local government is
significantly negatively associated with self-organization in these villages. These results help us understand not only the influ-
ence of the social network on the process of post-disaster recovery but also the role of the local government in the
reconstruction activities after a disaster.
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SEpE YR N oy /)i N VI A& 37 YR VAN 2N
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