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Introduction 

 

Training Need Analysis (TNA) Report has been prepared in order to help determining the content 

of short training courses and the training modules of the SOCIALCapital Project (Project No: 

2020-1-TR01-KA204-094279). 

 

Although it was also stated in the project proposal (PP) that the content of short training courses 

and the training modules will be determined precisely after preparation of Training Needs 

Analysis  

 

Report and negotiations with the partners, the subjects of the training activities were identified in 

the PP as follows: 

  

•definition of social capital concept,  

•types of social capital,  

•social capital and networking,  

•social capital and cooperation,  

•cooperatives as social capital, rural social resources,  

•network structure of social capital,  

•trust and socialization,  

•human and social capital in rural development,  

•trust building and social capital as a development policy tool in rural areas,  

•strategies of building/developing social capital, effects of social capital,  

•the needs and problems of building/developing social capital,  

•building trust in relationships between economic and social actors,  

•farmer’s or rural person’s social determinants of cooperative membership in agriculture, etc. 

•measuring social capital.  

 

The aim of the training activities is described in the PP “raising awareness in rural areas on the 

issues such as the importance of solidarity cooperation, trust in others and institutions, benefits of 

the social network, and the benefits of rural governance and then lead to a change of attitude in 

target groups/beneficiaries/rural residents in the medium term. Rural residents will be more 

willing and conscious on the issues such as solidarity cooperation for the common goals of 

society, trust in others and institutions in social and working life and entrepreneurial activities.” 

As two training tools were selected for the purpose of the project (strengthening rural social 

capital for rural development), the outputs of the TNA Report will provide inputs for; 

1. E-Learning Training Modules (training of trainers) for the staffs in MoNE to provide them 

with the knowledge on the issues of rural social capital to teach 

2. Short Video Shows for rural residents to learn 

 

In order to fulfil these requirements the TNA report aims to cover following issued:  

• Needs for social capital in the rural area 

• Measuring social capital 

• Identification of development rooms for rural development 
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• Assessment and evaluation of trainers’ capacity 

 

• Provide data for training modules   

 

The report starts with a literature review. A theoretical framework will be provided without 

exhausting the literature on social capital literature. In fact, only some definitions and the concept 

which lead the TNA study is discussed. Onwards the research framework is presented and then the 

results of the previous studies in combination with own experiences and field research study 

findings in terms of generalised trust, personal, institutional trust, results on all indicators of social 

capital are presented. The report is concluded by providing inputs for training parts of the project.  

 
Literature review and concept of social capital 

 

Although the concept of social capital and the aim of the TNA are clear in the project proposal, 

following the literature review and discussions among the project team, some more time 

investigated in order to conceptualise the work based on the existing scientific literature and with 

particular attention to studies conducted in Turkey.  

 

• «Social capital” may first have appeared in a book published in 1916 in the United 

States that discussed how neighbours could work together to oversee schools. 

Author LydaHanifan referred to social capital as “those tangible assets [that] 

count for most in the daily lives of people: namely goodwill, fellowship, sympathy, 

and social intercourse among the individuals and families who make up a social 

unit.» 

• «Bourdieu’s concept of social capital (1970-1980) puts the emphasis on conflicts 

and the power function (social relations that increase the ability of an actor to 

advance her/his interests). Social positions and the division of economic, cultural 

and social resources in general are legitimized with the help of symbolic capital. 

From the Bourdieuan perspective, social capital becomes a resource in the social 

struggles that are carried out in different social arenas or fields. For example, the 

problem of trust (which Bourdieu does not discuss much explicitly) can now be 

dealt with as a part of the symbolic struggle (or the absence of struggles) in 

society. Trust as a potential component of symbolic capital can be exploited in the 

practice of symbolic power and symbolic exchange.» 

 

• Putham (1993): «Putnam's concept of social capital has three components: moral 

obligations and norms, social values (especially trust) and social networks 

(especially voluntary associations). Putnam's central thesis is that if a region has a 

well-functioning economic system and a high level of political integration, these 

are the result of the region’s successful accumulation of social capital.» 

• OECD: «…today it would be hard to come up with a single definition that satisfied 

everyone. For the sake of simplicity, however, we can think of social capital as the 

links, shared values and understandings in society that enable individuals and 

groups to trust each other and so work together.» 
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Beside the theoretical studies, there are many studies addressing rural areas and rural development 

provided inputs for our study: 

 

• Firouzjaie et al. (2007) conducted a study for measuring social capital of rice 

producers and determining the influence of farmers' social capital on adoption of 

Rural Development Programs in the Caspian See region of Iran. According to their 

findings “the components of cognitive social capital (such as social trust, social 

solidarity, exchange of information), and components of structural social capital 

(such as social participation and collective actions, and social networks) were 

higher in adopters of Rural Development Programs than non-adopters of the 

programs. As various aspects of social capitals increase in individuals or 

community, the probability of deciding to adopt the Rural Development Programs 

increases, therefore it could be stated that social capital is a determinant factor in 

adoption.”  It is also found that social capital has a significant role in building and 

maintaining effective participation, collective action, and increasing motivation.   

• Koutsou et al. (2014) conducted a study to examine the social capital of a rural 

society, especially when it comes to its contribution to local development in the 

rural areas in northern Greece. The notion of social capital analysis is presented, 

mainly by focusing on social capital’s role in adjusting local dynamics among 

young farmers. The results of the study “discloses two findings of crucial 

importance in regard to social capital, trust and collective actions.Despite the fact 

that in the area, one can find a large number of informal networks, in general young 

farmers’ trust in persons, institutions and organizations is relatively limited.  Their 

low social capital provides an effective explanation to the fact that Greek young 

farmers, in particular, and other farmers, in general, fall behind with adapting to 

modern circumstances in the farming sector. Under these circumstances they can 

only marginally benefit from opportunities, while they remain exposed to threats. 

As a result, they adopt a defensive attitude, which averts change. This finding 

becomes even more discouraging, considering that it involves young people, who 

are expected to bear changes. The other finding worth discussing is that only some 

young farmers differentiate from this pattern and may eventually prove to be the 

pioneers of a change. Elaborating on the profile of different types it is obvious that, 

young farmers’ relatively increased trust in institutions (institutional trust) is linked 

to poor participation in collective actions. On the other hand, young farmers with 

reduced trust in institutions and higher trust to friends and other persons (personal 

trust) are predominantly those who endeavour collective actions.” 

• Gaved&Anderson (2016): «Onxy and Bullen’s study of social capital across five 

communities noted that social capital was generally higher in the rural communities 

compared with the urban centres, particularly in relation to community 

connections, feelings of trust and safety and neighbourhood ties (Onyx and Bullen 

2000), which would suggest that local ICT initiatives may be more successful and 

sustainable in rural areas. However, while bonding capital may be high this is not  
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always complemented by sufficient levels of bridging capital (Onyx and Bullen 

2000). This may leave rural ICT initiatives as vulnerable and having a greater need 

for opportunities to collaborate or for government support of associations.» 

• Riviera et al (2018) discuss the role of social capital in agricultural and rural 

development through case studies and ask if social capital can be ‘build’ in support  

of agricultural and rural development. They examined the elements of trust and the 

quality of relationships, co-operation, culture and traditions, and sense of 

community. They found that all elements play important roles in agriculture and 

rural development in different ways. All of them were appeared as critical elements 

in development. However, trust and quality of relationship, common interests and 

cooperation were most referred elements while sense of community, culture and 

traditions were referred less frequently and in less tangible ways. They also 

underline that “social capital plays a very important role in agricultural and rural 

development.”  

In fact, there is no consensus on what social capital is or no commonly agreed definition 

(Claridge, 2018). This is why it is important to conceptualize the social capital for the purpose of 

theproject.The concept of social capital in our SOCIALCapital project was adapted from the 

definition of «…created from the connections between individuals or parties and it is developed 

based on mutual trust, understanding, norms and values…» which has been also key for this 

training need assessment study. Considering relationship between social capital and development 

(Figure 1) and final target (strengthening social capital for rural development), the definition of 

«the capacity of working together and ability of cooperation in order to achieve common targets» 

(Carrol, 2001)has also been found suitable in order to draw a framework for the study. This 

concept reflects also the main challenge to increase social capital in rural areas in Turkey (the 

assumption presented below). 

 

 
Figure 1. Social capital in economic development 

 

The definition or at least a common understanding of social capital is also important for measuring 

it. (Claridge, 2018) states that social capital cannot be measured unless it is clearly defined-both in 

terms of theoretical perspective and the context of investigation. Although the measurement of  
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social capital is not direct aim of the TNA report, it has been taken into consideration in terms of 

supporting coming training activities of the project.  

 

Literature review shows that although there are plenty of studies on the concept of social capital, 

the number of the studies on social capital scales is limited. Main studies are: Spellerberg (1997), 

Putnam (2000), Green et al. (2000), Hjollund&Svendsen (2000), Stone (2001), Harper (2002), 

Alanen&Niemelainen (2003), Grootaert et al. (2004) and Van der Gaag (2005). The World Bank 

has developed a scale with 6 dimensions in order to measure social capital: 

 

1. Groups and Networks 

2. Trust and Solidarity 

3. Collective Action and Cooperation 

4. Information and Communication 

5. Social Cohesion and Inclusion 

6. Empowerment and Political Action 

Plus, a long list includes democracy, family-neighbour-work relations, bribery rates, independence 

of courts, students’ movements, degree of trust for government and unions, individual freedom are 

included in many of the studies.  

Key reference regarding measuring of social capital is Onxy&Bullen’s scale (2000) which was 

started in 1995 and developed a scale with 68 items (concepts) under the dimension of 

• Participation in localcommittees 

• Social representation  

• Trust and security feelings 

• Neighbourhood relations 

• Relationships in family and with relatives 

• Tolerance for dissimilitude 

• Value of life 

• Relationship at work/school  

Then, they prepared a working paper in 1996, applied for students at University of Technology 

Sydned and workers in New South Wales (Likert scale: 1. Definitely no, 2: Mostly no, 3: Mostly 

yes, 4: Definitely yes.), decreased the number of the questions and new arrangements. And final 

version of social capital scale with 34 questions and 8 subgroupswas published in 2000 (Onxy and 

Bullen, 2000).  

Onxy and Bullen’s scale is one the main measurement tool has been used in the studies in Turkey. 

First, it was adopted by Ardahan (2012) with the following factors and the results revealed that the 

measurement of social capital was reliable and valid scale in the estimation of social capital of the 

Turkish population: 
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1. Participation in local committees 

2. Neighbourhood relations 

3. Sense of belonging 

4. Tolerance for dissimilitude 

5. Membership of NGOs 

6. Trust in people 

7. Trust in living environment 

8. Initiative for social issues 

9. Social representation  

Following the study of by Ardahan (2012), the number of the social capital research in 

development studies in Turkey has been increased, and also the scale adopted for rural 

development studies considering the features of rural areas in Turkey.Main key studies conducted 

in Turkey and used also for the TNA study are: 

 

1. Karabas&ErenlerTekmen, 2019. Information-Informatics Usage Level and 

Improvement Proposals with Social Capital in Agriculture Sector. 

2. Keleş&Dilmaç&TuralDikmen, 2015. The Effect of Social Capital on desire to live 

in rural area: A study in Erzurum rural areas. 

3. Katipoğlu&Armağan, 2020. The Importance of Human and Social Capital in 

Agriculture and Rural Development. 

4. Kuştepeli&Yıldırım, 2020. The Role of Agricultural Cooperatives in Establishing 

Social Capital. 

5. Eşkinat, 2015. Effects of Social Capital on Sustainable Developments. 

A detailed list of the related literature is given in the Annex I and a short overview of the studies 

and their finding which may serve the training need assessment are presented under the part of an 

overview of social capital in rural areas in Turkey. 
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Methodology 

 

The TNA methodologywas structuredbased on the Project proposal, previous studies, own 

experiences and discussions during the project meetings with aim of providing inputs for the 

following steps of the project. The stage of the TNA as follows: 

1. Intensive communication with the coordinator and local partner of the project which is also 

one of the target group of the trainings. 

2. Literature review with particular attention to the studies conducted in Turkey 

3. Drafting first ideas and sharing with the partners at the kick of meeting and taking their 

contribution. 

4. Elaborating social capital surveys based on the scientific literature. 

5. Selecting field research areas in two different provinces and geographical regions of 

Turkey 

6. Conducted surveys to examine linkages between social capital, trust and collective actions 

are examined through empirical investigations of two rural areas.  

7. Drafting the report. 

 

Social capital survey form was developed based on Onxy and Bullen’s scale and its adoption by 

Ardahan (2012) and the following studies in rural areas.The form ((Annex II) covers 67 items 

covering social capital elements to be filled for 1: Yes, 2: Indecisive, 3: No; and some socio-

demographic data. The surveys were conductedthrough face-to-face interviews in two different 

rural areas in May 2021: 

 

1. Sarıcakadistrict in Eskişehir Province (120 interviews) 

2. Göktaş village in Eğirdir District in Isparta Village(84interviews) 

 

The study was designed for first searching answer for the question of why people cannot develop 

social capital although they highly socialise and share most of their time together. In other saying, 

why these socialising cannot go to any concrete movement enough in rural areas although there is 

very strong tradition of “imece” (jointly working custom particularly in villages). 

 

“Imece”in Turkish means the work is done voluntarily/compulsively/jointly in a village or village 

community. According to the tradition of imece if it is decided that any problems of the village 

should be remedied, each household there has to meet the labour force openness. If it is about the 

money collection, it is called release (“salıverme”). If the decision to collect money for a topic is 

taken, it must make a financial contribution at the rate of each household. Imece is a solidarity 

organization based on a not written law in villages or small towns (https://educalingo.com/en/dic-

tr/imece). The culture of imece or collective work is one of the most significant cultures of 

Anatolia which provides collective labour for agricultural production and for any kind of activities 

needed in the rural areas, such as common items constructions (sewerage, school, mosque), 

cleaning, organizing events including providing necessary equipment whereas daily needs of rural 

settings require the consciousness of collective labour and cooperation, it also gives rise to the 

culture of collective work beings a significant part of social sustainability (Kaya, 2016). 

 

Second focus while starting the study was how the project will contribute to develop social capital 

through training activities or better to ask 

https://educalingo.com/en/dic-tr/imece
https://educalingo.com/en/dic-tr/imece
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1. What should be training subjects, content and material for training of trainers? 

2. What are the needs of rural people for strengthening social capital for rural development 

can be met through trainings?   

 

Assumption of the study 

 

People in the rural areas of Turkey have socialised intensively, they participate in each other’s 

activities, such as ceremonies of engagement, marriage, funeral, they visit each other very often 

and with societal occasions but the level of social capital accumulation is very low in the rural 

areas which is a real challenge for cooperation for a better working and living conditions, and it 

can be changed through proper trainings. 

 

An overview of social capital in rural areas in Turkey 

 

The project was prepared with the awareness of the importance of social capital for rural 

development in Turkey based on the previous experiences. This is why it is worthy to repeat how 

the project approach it while mentioning the results of the previous studies: 

“Social capital has also become a very important concept in rural development policies in 

Turkey; and strengthening of social capital is essential for developing rural areas, increasing 

entrepreneurship and its sustainability, improving rural governance and local capacity and 

developing rural cooperation since the country has series problems in each of these areas. The 

number of (both economic and social) entrepreneurs is inadequate, especially in rural areas in 

Turkey. Social capital enables entrepreneurship and facilitate entrepreneurs overcome resource 

restrictions. In today's world, financial capital alone is not sufficient for entrepreneurial success. 

Social capital is an important resource in ensuring the effective use of social networks. There are 

a number of problems with agricultural organisation in Turkey due to the lack of good 

management of rural/agricultural organisations and human resources. Improving 

rural/agricultural organisations is one of the priority issues of development plans/programs. 

Although the National Rural Development Plan (RDP) and IPARD Program include some 

measures aimed at improving agricultural organisation, a different approach is still needed to 

address the problems of organisation that have been going on for many years and to realize rural 

organisation that cannot reach the desired level despite the measures implemented. The 

development of social capital in rural areas will contribute to the elimination of these problems 

related to rural organisation. This need is felt not only for traditional agriculture / rural 

production-related activities, but also in the governance of short supply chains and rural tourism 

marketing, which leads to significant changes in the dynamics of the rural areas (Giray, et al. 

2019). The number of failed enterprises in this field is increasing. This is because people do not 

have the skills to work together within these newly created structures. For this reason, the 

strengthening of social capital in the rural communities is urgently needed but the question is how 

we can strengthen? We believe that training of rural people and trainers will play an important to 

raise awareness in rural areas on the issues such as the importance of solidarity cooperation, 

trust in others and institutions, benefits of the social network, and the benefits of rural governance 

and then lead to a change of attitude in target groups/beneficiaries/rural residents in the medium 

term. Rural residents will be more willing and conscious on the issues such as solidarity 

cooperation for the common goals of society, trust in others and institutions in social and working 

life and entrepreneurial activities.”  
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Previous studies in Turkey mostly investigated social capital in terms of belonging, life 

conditions, trust, tolerance, responsibility, sharing, entrepreneurship, and few of them considered 

an additional specific variable, for instance informatics, living desire.  

Some studies considered the social capital as only social relations, while some of them took social 

capital equal to trust.  

 

Some of the studies consider the WVQ for rural development and economic development 

indicators. There are also studies which consider the social capital in broader sense covering 

cultural and sociological features, good manners, knowledge and competencies of people, sharing 

willingness and capacity, trust in other people and institutes, social networks.  

 

In Turkey, mostly, informal, f-type networks are used in terms of social networks; 

family/relatives/neighbour relationships still intensively exist; and social interactions such as 

participation in cereamonies of engagement-wedding-funeral, fulfil the religious duties together in 

mosques are come to the fore (Alacahan and Duman, 2011). 

 

The findings of most of the studies in Turkey indicates a low trust level among the people or to 

each other.  

• Low level of trust points out low social capital, 13.9 in the rural areas.  

• Social relations are intensive in the rural areas but there is no willingness to work together 

• There are problems for self-organization and formal social relationship.  

• «Would you become together with the peasants from the other villages to 

build a cooperative in order to earn more income? » 45% said «YES», 37 % 

said «NO» (Karabas and ErenlerTekmen, 2019).  

These findings are also consistent with the fact that participation in civil societies/NGOs is low 

despite intense informal relations in Turkish society because international literature review 

highlights that 

 

High trust---more formal relationship---more participation in civic societies 

Low trust---low volunteer participation in civil societies and less efficiency 

 

Besides these general findings representing the rural areas of Turkey, there are very specific 

features of area and/or culture which cannot be generalised for the country but needs to be 

considered. Just few of them from my own previous field experiences are quoted below to 

underline the importance of need analysis studies and needs for area specific social capital 

development trainings. 

 

“I can't take my cattle out to get some air, it's worth the evil eye of my neighbours.”(A livestock 

producer who bought cattle with credit in Kahta district, Adıyaman, 2001). 

 

 

“No matter if I do not earn enough money this year, God will give more next year.”(An old small 

ruminant producer in Isparta, during the interview for a resilience research, 2015). 
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“We would like to work but what is going to happen when we have any ceremony (like wedding or 

funeral) or need to visit someone sick, we all have to go together, we can’t ignore” (A young 

unemployed lady during a mushroom production and entrepreneurship training in Göktaş village 

in Eğirdir in Isparta, 2017). 

 

“We are ashamed to be paid, they are our guests”(An old lady who recently involved in rural 

tourism in Kuyucak village in Keçiborlu, Isparta, 2018). 

 

“I have about 5-10 heads of animal.”  (A usual answer of many cattle producers to how many 

cattle do you have).  

Social capital is important for all communities, but these findings and statementsmake it even 

more important for rural areas because of the lack of formal institutions and difficulties for 

accessing information and knowledge for innovation, enterprise and development. (“The influence 

of SC is particularly important in communal settings where formal institutions are lacking, such 

as those dominating rural regions of developing countries (Meinzen-Dick, DiGregorio, and 

McCarthy 2004; Bodin and Crona 2008; Ishihara and Pascual 2009; Nkhata, Breen, and Abacar 

2009; Minato, Curtis, and Allan 2010).”) 

Empirical Study I 

SarıcakayaDistrict 

Sarıcakaya is a district of Eskişehir province in the Central Anatolia Region of Turkey. While it 

was a part of Göynük District of İzmitSanjak during the Ottoman period, it was later attached to 

Söğüt in 1884. In the Republican period, it was connected to the central district of Eskişehir in 

1944 and became a district center of Eskişehir in 1958. The distance of the district, which is built 

on the side of the Sakaryariver, to the city centre is 47 km. The district, which is 220 m above sea 

level, has a "microclimate" climate system, unlike the Central Anatolia Region, and remains in the 

Black Sea Region. In this respect, it resembles the Mediterranean climate characteristics which 

provides Sarıcakaya with a high range of diversity in agricultural products and opportunities for 

producers. The current population of Sarıcakaya is 4790 and the majority (about 80%) of the 

population is employed in agriculture and living from farming (Sarıcakaya Municipality, 2021). 

Agricultural Faculty of ESOGU has research and implementation farm in Sarıcakaya and ongoing 

activities with Saricakaya Municipality. The Municipality has also been very helpful while 

carrying the field work of the study. Totally, 120 people were interviewed in May 2021 in 

Sarıcakaya centre. Most of the people was from Sarıcakaya (55 %) and the others were from the 

village of Sarıcakaya and very few of them were from out of the town, and the average time of 

living in Sarıcakaya was 26 years old. Forty per cent of the interviewees were women and 60% 

were men; the majority (27%) were in the age group of 41-50 years old and around; 67% of the 

people were married and the rest were single or divorced or widowed. The level of education is 

high in the town, most of the interviewees were high school/lycée (41.7%) or university (30%) 

graduates.  The highest group in terms of the number of households was the nuclear family of four 

(40%), following by households with five persons (25%). While 74% of the interviewees are 

engaged in agriculture, 26% of them are not related to agriculture (Table 1). 

 

Table 1. Demographic data for Sarıcakaya District in Eskişehir (Number of surveys=120) 
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  Frequency Percentage 

Gender Female 

Male 

50 

70 

41.7 

58.3 

Age < 20 years old 

21-30 

31-40 

41-50 

51-60 

61+ 

16 

18 

28 

32 

24 

2 

 

13.3 

15.0 

23.3 

26.7 

20.0 

1.7 

Marital status Married 

Single 

Other 

80 

34 

6 

66.67 

28.33 

5.0 

Education Primary 

Secondary 

Lycée 

Undergraduate 

Graduate 

10 

20 

50 

36 

4 

8.3 

16.7 

41.7 

30.0 

3.3 

Where are you from? Sarıcakaya 

Other 

66 

54 

55.0 

45.0 

Average year of leaving there? 25.87 years  

# of person in 

household 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5+ 

6 

18 

18 

48 

30 

5.0 

15.0 

15.0 

40.0 

25.0 

Engaged in agriculture Only crop prod. 

Only animal prod. 

Both of them 

None of them 

70 

24 

14 

38 

47.9 

16.4 

9.6 

26.1 

Sixty-seven statements were presented to people for their evaluation in order to determine social 

capital level in Sarıcakaya district. All the results are available in the Table 2 (Annex III) and 

presented in 8 groups here. These groups are:  

1. Sense of trust and safety (Table 2.1) 

2. Happiness and satisfaction in general (Table 2.2) 

3. Engagement in local community (informal organization-volunteering) (Table 2.3) 

4. Social environment (attending events/doing favours/relationships) (Table 2.4) 

5. Tolerance for difference and diversification in the society (Table 2.5) 

6. Cooperation/formal organization capacity and potential (Table 2.6) 

7. Innovation/leadership/entrepreneurship capacity and potential (Table 2.7) 

8. Business contacts and communication (Table 2.8) 

Table 2.1 presents that all sense of trust and safety components which are close to 1 (yes). 

Although people think that they should be careful and prudent with people (#3), majority of the 

people trust their neighbours and friends, and feel safe in Sarıcakaya. This shows that trust and 

safety, which are the pre-conditions of social capital, exists in the district.  
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Table 2.1. Sense of trust and safety 

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 

Mean 

3 I trust my neighbours and friends (1) 78,3 20,0 1,7 1,23 

9 I generally trust people around me (1) 60,0 33,3 6,7 1,47 

10 I think it is necessary to be careful and prudent with people (3) 95,0 5,0 0,0 1,05 

20 I feel safe walking outside after dark (1) 75,0 8,3 16,7 1,42 

21 I trust my neighbours to take care of my little child (1) 72,4 15,5 12,1 1,40 

23 My neighbours help me when I need helps (1) 88,4 8,3 3,3 1,15 

47 The place we live in is famous for being a safe place (1) 80,0 8,3 11,7 1,32 

48 I feel safe like my family in the society where I am (1) 68,3 20,0 11,7 1,43 

 

The statements in the Table 2.2. were asked to evaluate their happiness and satisfaction in general 

and related to be in Sarıcakaya. The most people stated that they are happy to live there 

(81.7%)and they are satisfied with their life in general (78.3%). The people who said if they had 

chance, they would move to somewhere else is 55.0%. However, almost the same number of the 

people indicated that if they were born again, they would like to live there. People who think to 

leave mainly are young people. However, when it comes to the statements of “If I was born again, 

I would like to live here again”, most of them says yes, because of the sense of belonging and 

fellowship (“hemşerilik). 

 

Table 2.2. Happiness and satisfaction in general 

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 

 

Mean 

1 I am happy to live here (1) 81,7 11,7 6,6 1,25 

2 If I didn't have to, I wouldn't live here, I would migrate elsewhere(3) 31,7 13,3 55,0 2,23 

49 If I was born again, I would like to live here again. 53,4 28,3 18,3 1,65 

67 Are you satisfied with your life in general? 78,3 20,0 1,67 1,23 

 

Table 2.3 presents another very important component of the social capital. In fact, it can be 

considered as a more concrete component to the way of working collectively. The results in this 

section show that 3s (no) are in the majority this time which mean that most (>=50%) of the 

people haven’t done anything together to solve a problem of their district or they are not a member 

of any social organisation body or volunteered in a social project. However, more than half of the 

people interviewed were part of a project for a new service there or volunteer in local working 

groups or in a collaboration. This is promising.  

 

Table 2.3. Engagement in local community (informal organization-volunteering) 

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 

 

Mean 

17 Over the past 3 years, everyone who lives here has gathered and done something to solve a problem 

with our settlement.(1) 43,3 6,7 50,0 2,07 

19 I have been part of a project for a new service here (1) 51,7 8,3 40,0 1,88 

50 I have been a volunteer in local working groups or in collaboration (1) 55,0 13,3 31,7 1,77 

52 Are you an active member of any local club or association, such as sports, crafts or social clubs and 
associations? (1) 

25,0 11,7 63,3 2,38 

53 Are you an active member of the management or organizing committee of any local club or 

association? (1) 
15,0 11,7 73,3 2,58 
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54 In the last 5 years, have you volunteered or supported the work in a social project in the immediate 

vicinity? (1) 
38,3 3,3 58,3 2,20 

55 Have you volunteered in a project to perform a new service in your field in an organization such as 
youth centres, scout centres, childcare and entertainment of the disabled? (1) 

26,7 11,7 61,8 2,35 

 

The group 4 includes components related to social environment, such as attending events, doing 

favours or relationships in the society (Table 2.4). The results show that majority of the people 

stated that they are in good and intensive relationships in their social environment and tend to be 

live in peace. However, when it comes to attend organised social activities (such as school choir, 

neighbourhoods’ choir, handicraft exhibition) rather than wedding/ funeral/religious events, more 

than half of the people (58,3%) said “no”.  

 

Table 2.4. Social environment (attending events/doing favours/relationships)  

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 

 

Mean 

16 I attend events (wedding / funeral / mawlid / meeting) organized in the surrounding area. (1) 89,7 6,8 3,5 1,14 

22 I talk to people I see outside. (1) 83,3 11,7 5,0 1,22 

27 I try to visit my neighbours often. (1) 71,2 11,9 16,9 1,46 

28 I meet my neighbours as a family. (1) 85,0 8,3 6,7 1,22 

29 I usually meet with my fellow citizens (work, residence, coffee, bazaar, market). (1) 95,0 3,3 1,7 1,07 

30 While shopping in the village / district, I often meet people I know and I am happy (1)  96,7 3,3 0,0 1,03 

31 In my spare time, I spend time with other people outside the home and drink tea and coffee (1) 81,7 10,0 8,3 1,27 

33 If I have a disagreement with our neighbours, I will take it from below, I will not be offended (1) 59,3 25,4 15,3 1,56 

38 I take someone who is in a difficult situation outside to my house (1) 44,1 35,6 20,3 1,76 

51 Have you participated in any local social event (such as school choir, neighbourhoods’ choir, 

handicraft exhibition) in the last 5 years? (1) 
40,0 1,7 58,3 2,18 

56 Have you ever collected rubbish left by other people in public places? (1) 78,3 6,7 15,0 1,37 

57 Would you go to another neighbourhoods / city to visit your family or relatives? (1) 96,6 1,7 1,7 1,05 

59 When you are at odds with any of your neighbours about animals, children, political reasons, or 

using common spaces, do you tend to fight? (3) 
10,0 8,3 81,7 2,72 

60 Or would you try not to prolong the problem and try to solve it? (3) 85,0 11,7 3,3 1,18 

63 If someone's car breaks down in front of your house, would you invite them to your home to use the 
phone? (1) 

58,3 16,7 25,0 1,67 

64 Would you be happy to meet your neighbours or acquaintances when you go shopping? (1) 93,3 6,7 0,0 1,07 

65 Did you make a phone call yesterday with your friends or family members? (1) 90,0 5,0 5,0 1,15 

66 In the past six months, have you done any good to a sick neighbour? (1) 85,0 8,3 6,7 1,22 

 

Regarding thesocial capital component of tolerance for difference and diversification in the 

society, the people can be divided into two groups: The people who stated that they are happy to 

live with people of different culture and not be bothered with different lifestyles (#34&35) are 

about 70% of out of the 120 people. However, when they were asked about becoming relatives 

with people out of their own society through their children’s marriage with someone from a 

different sect or religion or nation (#36&37), they did not react that positively (Table 2.5). 

 

Table 2.5.  Tolerance for difference and diversification in the society  

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No  

(3) 

 

Mean 

34 I am happy to live with people of different cultures (1) 70,0 18,3 11,7 1,42 

35 People with different lifestyles don't bother me (1) 66,7 25,0 8,3 1,42 

36 My child can marry someone from a different sect or religion, no problem (1) 18,3 31,7 50,0 2,32 

37 I would not object to my child marrying a national of a different country (1) 26,7 26,7 46,6 2,20 
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The following components are related to capacity and potential of their formal organisation and 

cooperation (Table 2.6.).It is seen that only 10% of the people are a member of an agricultural 

cooperative and 17% are a member of non-agricultural cooperative. Regarding collectively 

working, it is not very promising, and it is even worse that 66% of the people stated that they are 

not interested in such organisations. Considering this and low membership rate, one can think that 

some of the 25% of the people who have been in the establishment and management of a local 

organization (such as a cooperative, etc.) may have changed their ideas after these initiatives 

because of any negative experiences and/images. The last two statements (#44&45) have a high 

rate of “yes” that may be considered as promising. 

 

Table 2.6.  Cooperation/formal organization capacity and potential 

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 

Mean 

4 I am a member of an agricultural cooperative (1) 10,0 10,0 80,0 2,70 

5 I have a non-agricultural cooperative membership (1) 16,7 0,0 83,3 2,67 

6 I am not interested in organizations such as associations, cooperatives or unions (3) 66,1 6,8 27,1 1,61 

15 I sell the products I produce through the cooperative (1) 15,0 5,0 80,0 2,65 

40 I have been in the establishment and management of a local organization (such as a cooperative, etc.) 

(1) 
25,0 1,7 73,3 2,48 

44 We are willing to work together, and it would be beneficial for this place (1) 78,3 13,4 8,3 1,30 

45 I can act together with the farmers in the nearby villages to increase our income (1) 77,9 15,3 6,8 1,29 

 

Components in the Table 2.7 are innovation, leadership and entrepreneurship capacity and 

potential. It is seen that most of the people stated that they are curious about innovation, and they 

are quick to search, find and try it. In this sectionself-improvement and competencies were also 

asked to qualify leadership and entrepreneurship capacity. The majority of the people feel 

themselves valuable in their society, comfortably talk to the people around, say their opinions 

about a certain issue and they are sure about the information sources to ask when they need it to 

make a life decision. However, when it is necessary to take an action and/or initiative they are less 

comfortable ( #41, 42, 43). 

 

Table 2.7. Innovation/leadership/entrepreneurship capacity and potential 

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 

 

Mean 

11 I am curious about innovations I search as soon as I hear (1) 75,0 18,3 6,7 1,32 

12 I would like to find and try the innovations immediately (1) 64,4 30,5 5,1 1,41 

24 I feel that the society where I live values  

me (1) 
72,9 25,4 1,7 1,29 

32 I talk to the people around me comfortably, I do not hesitate (1) 71,7 20,0 8,3 1,37 

39 If I need the information to make a life decision, I know where to find that information (1) 81,7 13,3 5,0 1,23 

41 I have leadership qualities and I am effective in mobilizing the community (1) 53,3 11,7 35,0 1,82 

42 Other people follow and appreciate my ideas and actions (1) 55,0 26,7 18,3 1,63 

43 I believe I am a role model for my society (1) 35,0 35,0 30,0 1,95 

46 Even if I don't agree with what everyone else has agreed to, I say what I want (1) 73,3 16,7 10,0 1,37 

58 When you need the information to make any important decision, do you know where to find the 

information? (1) 
84,8 8,5 6,8 1,22 

61 If you have the opposite opinion (if you disagree) on an issue that everyone agrees with, can you 

clearly state why you disagree? (1) 
70,0 18,3 11,7 1,42 
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Business contacts and communication components are presented in the Table 2.8. It shows that 

majority of people get the information they need from their friends (colleagues) and local offices 

of Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry that is responsible agricultural extension.  

Their working and social environments are not so different from each other as they work with 

their friends or with whom they work become friends. More than half of the people (65%) 

indicated that they recently helped another farmer. Considering the number of the people who did 

not engage agriculture (26%), the rate of the producers who recently helped the other farmers will 

increase. 

 

Table 2.8. Business contacts and communication  

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 

 

Mean 

7 I consult the District Directorate of Agriculture and Forestry for the information that I need (1) 86,4 8,5 5,1 1,19 

8 I ask my friends for the information I need while doing my work (1) 88,4 3,3 8,3 1,20 

13 I sell the products I produce directly to the consumer  33,3 0,0 66,7 2,33 

14 I sell the products I produce through a wholesaler / middleman. 55,0 1,7 43,3 1,88 

18 I recently helped another farmer (1) 65,0 8,3 26,7 1,62 

25 The people whom I do business with are also my friends (1) 85,0 11,7 3,3 1,18 

26 I meet the people with I do business as a family. 73,3 13,3 13,4 1,40 

62 In your work environment, would you take initiative for what should be done, when necessary, even 
if you were not asked or told? (1) 

68,3 16,7 15,0 1,47 

 

The producers usually sell their products through a wholesaler/middleman, while only 33% of the 

producers stated that they sell directly to consumers which might be a room to develop. 

 

Empirical Study II 

Göktaş village 

Second empirical study for TNA was carried out in Göktaş village of Eğirdir district in Isparta 

province. The village is located 14 km away from Eğirdir Lake and has 81,500 square meters of 

surface area. The current population of the village is about 400 habitants, and the number of the 

household is 138.  

The founder of the village, Mehmet Çavuş (Sergeant) immigrated from Khorasan (Iran). His 

family was nomadic. They were settled in Göktaş village in 1947. Mehmet Çavuş was descended 

of Abdals, (wandering dervish in Iran) and had two wives, Fatma and Sultan. For a while, there 

were only Mehmet Çavuş and his families in Göktaş. Later on, a Gypsy group began to live there 

when Fatma’s niece, who was married to a Gypsy came to the village, and the conflict between 

two group started and took years. Years later, with the realization of the first marriage between the 

two groups in 1986, communication, trade and social relations between the groups began (Şanal, 

2019; Şanal and Giray, 2020). 

The village’s cultural ecology is differentiated with its history, ethnicity and landscape thanks to 

Eğirdir Lake. The relationship between the Eğirdir Lake and people in Göktaş is very close. 

However, ecological changes in the lake over time have deeply affected people in the research 

area.  
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The change in the lake ecosystem has led to changes regarding economic activities and lifestyles 

of the people who are economically dependent on the lake. Eğirdir Lake is very special and 

important in terms of its biological and cultural values. First, the lake should be protected for the 

local people who are economically dependent on and benefit it in various ways in their daily lives. 

Balance between protection and use of the lake should be provided for the continuity of the living 

being in the lake and people who benefit from the lake and maintain their traditional lifestyle. 

Unlike other rural areas in the region, the biggest external problem of the people in Göktaş and its 

weakness is its bad fame and prejudices in the region. As long as it does not overcome, it will not 

be possible to establish social, economic and cultural communication and relationship other than 

Göktaş. Previous studies’ findings in the village points out the willingness of Göktaş' people and 

positive attempts of public authority together with young population in the area and strong 

tradition of working in cooperation are considered appropriate to involve again aquaculture and 

plan activities for rural tourism by taking advantage of amazing landscape (Şanal, 2019; Şanal and 

Giray, 2020).  

For the purpose of TNA, totally, 84 people were interviewed in May 2021 in Göktaş village, and 

their demographic data were presented in Table 3. Majority of the people was from Göktaş (81 %) 

and the 19% were from out of the village who came to Göktaş for the reason of marrying someone 

from the village, and the average time of living in Göktaş was 36 years old. Forty-nine per cent of 

the interviewees were women and 51% were men; the majority (36%) were in the age group of 51-

60 years old and around; 67% of the people were married and the rest were single (13%) or 

divorced/widowed (20). The level of education is low in the village, most of the interviewees were 

primary school (68%) graduates, following by literates (12%), secondary school (11%) and high 

school/lycée (10%) graduates. There is no university graduate or student in the village.  

The highest group in terms of the number of households was families with 5 and more persons 

(36%), following by households with two persons (29%).  

Since there is no arable and usable land, the people are looking for a job outside. Men go to 

Antalya during the winter months to work as waiters and construction workers in hotels, and 

return to the village in summer times to work in daily jobs such as making music, apple picking, 

apple selection in cold storage, various jobs in fish processing facilities, garden pruning and 

construction work. 

The situation for women is not much different from men. The women, who continued to make 

baskets from the reeds by the lake and sell them in the neighbourhoods (bundling) until the early 

1970s, recently work as musicians, picking apples in apple cold storage, house cleaning, and 

casual jobs in fish processing plants. Only 29 % of the interviewees were dealing with animal 

production (chicken) for auto-consumption.  

Table 3. Demographic data for Göktaş village of Eğirdir in Isparta 

  Frequency Percentage 

Gender Female 

Male 

41 

43 

48.81 

51.19 

Age < 20 years old 

21-30 

31-40 

41-50 

51-60 

3 

24 

6 

9 

30 

3.57 
28.57 

7.14 

10.71 

35.71 



  

   

 18 

61+ 12 

 

14.29 

Education  Literate 

Primary 

Secondary 

Lycée 

Undergraduate 

Graduate 

10 

57 

9 

8 

 

11.90 

67.86 

10.71 

9.52 

 

Where are you from? Göktaş 

Other 

68 

16 

80.95 

19.05 

Marital status Married 

Single 

Other 

56 

11 

17 

66.67 

13.10 

20.24 

Average year of leaving there?                   35.63 years 

# of person in 

household  

1 

2 

3 

4 

5+ 

12 

24 

12 

6 

30 

14.29 

28.57 

14.29 

7.14 

35.71 

Engaged in agriculture Only crop prod. 

Only animal prod. 

Both of them 

None of them 

0 

24 

0 

0 

 

28.57 

 

 

 

Social capital components for Göktaş village are presented in the Tables 4.1-4.8 and discussed 

below.  

Table 4.1 presents that all sense of trust and safety components. All people in Göktaş think that 

they should be careful and prudent with people (#3). While majority of the people trust their 

neighbours and friends, and feel safe in the village, and they believe that their neighbours would 

help them in case of any need, only 12% of the villagers think that their place is not famous for 

being safe and 57% are not clear about it while 48% of them is not clear if they feel safe to live in 

the society and 7% of them feel not safe. This shows that the people trust each other but not sure 

about the safety of the village.  

 

Table 4.1. Sense of trust and safety 

 

 

No 

 

 

Components 

Answers (%) 

Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 
Mean 

3 I trust my neighbours and friends (1) 71,4 28,6 0,0 1,29 

9 I generally trust people around me (1) 75,0 25,0 0,0 1,25 

10 I think it is necessary to be careful and prudent with people (3) 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

20 I feel safe walking outside after dark (1) 82,1 17,9 0,0 1,18 

21 I trust my neighbours to take care of my little child (1) 39,3 60,7 0,0 1,61 

23 My neighbours help me when I need helps (1) 85,7 14,3 0,0 1,14 

47 The place we live in is famous for being a safe place (1) 12,3 56,8 30,9 2,19 

48 I feel safe like my family in the society where I am (1) 44,4 48,2 7,4 1,58 
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The statements in the Table 4.2. were asked to evaluate their happiness and satisfaction in general 

and related to live in Göktaş village. The 68% of the peasants stated that they are happy to live 

there and even if they had chance, they would not move to somewhere else, and said “yes” to the 

statements of “If I was born again, I would like to live here again.”, 78% of the people are 

satisfied with their life in general.  

 

Table 4.2. Happiness and satisfaction in general 

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 
Mean 

1 I am happy to live here (1) 67,9 14,3 17,8 1,50 

2 If I didn't have to, I wouldn't live here, I would migrate elsewhere (3) 25,0 7,1 67,9 2,43 

49 If I was born again, I would like to live here again. 66,7 14,8 18,5 1,52 

67 Are you satisfied with your life in general? 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

 

Table 4.3 presents component of engagement in local community (informal organization-

volunteering) of the social capital. The results show that 83% of the people said “yes” to the 

statement of “over the past 3 years, everyone who lives here has gathered and done something to 

solve a problem with our settlement” which indicates the capability of working collectively. Also, 

having 61% of them as a part of project for a new service there and 78% of them were volunteer in 

local working groups or in collaboration. Non of them are a member of any social organisation 

body or volunteered in a social project, most probably there is no such organisation or project in 

the village.  

 

Table 4.3.  Engagement in local community (informal organization-volunteering) 

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 

 

Mean 

17 Over the past 3 years, everyone who lives here has gathered and done something to solve a problem 

with our settlement.(1) 82,9 0,0 17,1 1,31 

19 I have been part of a project for a new service here (1) 60,7 0,0 39,3 1,79 

50 I have been a volunteer in local working groups or in collaboration (1) 77,8 22,2 0,0 1,20 

52 Are you an active member of any local club or association, such as sports, crafts or social clubs and 

associations? (1) 
0,0 0,0 100,0 3,00 

53 Are you an active member of the management or organizing committee of any local club or 
association? (1) 

0,0 0,0 100,0 3,00 

54 In the last 5 years, have you volunteered or supported the work in a social project in the immediate 

vicinity? (1) 
0,0 0,0 100,0 3,00 

55 Have you volunteered in a project to perform a new service in your field in an organization such as 
youth centres, scout centres, childcare and entertainment of the disabled? (1) 

0,0 0,0 100,0 3,00 

 

The group 4 includes components related to social environment, such as attending events, doing 

favours or relationships in the society (Table 4.4). The results show that majority of the people 

stated that they are in good and intensive relationships in their social environment. However, when 

it comes to attend organised social activities (such as school choir, neighbourhoods’ choir, 

handicraft exhibition) rather than wedding/ funeral/religious events, all people said “no”, and they 

are not clear about taking someone who is in a difficult situation outside to their place or if they 

would take it below or be tend to fight in case of any disagreement or problem with their 

neighbours but the rate of the people who said that they would not to prolong the problem and try 

to solve it is high (86%). 
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Table 4.4. Social environment (attending events/doing favours/relationships)  

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 

 

Mean 

16 I attend events (wedding / funeral / mawlid / meeting) organized in the surrounding area. (1) 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

22 I talk to people I see outside. (1) 96,4 3,6 0,0 1,04 

27 I try to visit my neighbours often. (1) 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

28 I meet my neighbours as a family. (1) 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

29 I usually meet with my fellow citizens (work, residence, coffee, bazaar, market). (1) 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

30 While shopping in the village / district, I often meet people I know and I am happy (1)  92,9 0,0 7,1 1,14 

31 In my spare time, I spend time with other people outside the home and drink tea and coffee (1) 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

33 If I have a disagreement with our neighbours, I will take it from below, I will not be offended (1) 50,0 32,1 17,9 1,68 

38 I take someone who is in a difficult situation outside to my house (1) 37,1 62,9 0,0 1,63 

51 Have you participated in any local social event (such as school choir, neighbourhoods’ choir, 

handicraft exhibition) in the last 5 years? (1) 
0,0 0,0 100,0 3,00 

56 Have you ever collected rubbish left by other people in public places? (1) 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

57 Would you go to another neighbourhoods / city to visit your family or relatives? (1) 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

59 When you are at odds with any of your neighbours about animals, children, political reasons, or 
using common spaces, do you tend to fight? (1) 

3,6 46,4 50,0 2,46 

60 Or would you try not to prolong the problem and try to solve it? (3) 85,7 14,3 0,0 1,14 

63 If someone's car breaks down in front of your house, would you invite them to your home to use the 

phone? (1) 
71,4 28,6 0,0 1,29 

64 Would you be happy to meet your neighbours or acquaintances when you go shopping? (1) 92,6 7,4 0,0 1,07 

65 Did you make a phone call yesterday with your friends or family members? (1) 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

66  In the past six months, have you done any good to a sick neighbour? (1) 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

 

Regarding the social capital component of tolerance for difference and diversification in the 

society, apparently, they would not like to integrate with the other communities. The people who 

stated that they are happy to live with people of different culture and not be bothered with 

different lifestyles (#34&35) are about only 14% and 7%. When they were asked about becoming 

relatives with people out of their own society through their children’s marriage with someone 

from a different sect or religion or nation (#36&37), non of them said “yes”. (Table 5.5) 

 

Table 4.5.  Tolerance for difference and diversification in the society  

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No  

(3) 

 

Mean 

34 I am happy to live with people of different cultures (1) 14,3 0,0 85,7 2,71 

35 People with different lifestyles don't bother me (1) 7,1 0,0 92,9 2,86 

36 My child can marry someone from a different sect or religion, no problem (3) 0,0 0,0 100,0 3,00 

37 I would not object to my child marrying a national of a different country (3) 0,0 0,0 100,0 3,00 

 

The following components are related to capacity and potential of their formal organisation and 

cooperation (Table 4.6.). It is seen that only 25% of the people are a member of an agricultural 

cooperative and 21% are a member of non-agricultural cooperative. Regarding collectively 

working, it is not very promising, and moreover 71 % of the people stated that they are not 

interested in such organisations. There is no person who has been in the establishment and 

management of a local organization (such as a cooperative, etc.). The last two statements 

(#44&45) have a high rate of “yes” that may be considered as promising. 
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Table 4.6.  Cooperation/formal organization capacity and potential 

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 
Mean 

4 I am a member of an agricultural cooperative (1) 25,0 75,0 0,0 2,50 

5 I have a non-agricultural cooperative membership (1) 21,4 0,0 78,6 2,57 

6 I am not interested in organizations such as associations, 

cooperatives or unions (3) 
71,4 28,6 0,0 1,57 

15 I sell the products I produce through the cooperative (1) 10,7 0,0 89,3 2,79 

40 I have been in the establishment and management of a local 

organization (such as a cooperative, etc.) (1) 
0,0 0,0 100,0 3,00 

44 We are willing to work  together, and it would be beneficial for 

this place (1) 
100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

45 I can act together with the farmers in the nearby villages to 

increase our income (1) 
96,4 3,6 0,0 1,04 

 

Components in the Table 4.7 are innovation, leadership and entrepreneurship capacity and 

potential. The people who said “yes” and “no” to statements of they are curious about innovation, 

and they are quick to search, find and try it are equal to each other. The majority of the people feel 

themselves valuable in their society, comfortably talk to the people around, say their opinions 

about a certain issue and they are sure about the information sources to ask when they need it to 

make a life decision. However, when it is necessary to take an action and/or initiative they are less 

comfortable ( #41%42). The 53.6 of the people believe that he/she is a role model for the society. 

 

Table 4.7. Innovation/leadership/entrepreneurship capacity and potential 

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 

 

Mean 

11 I am curious about innovations I search as soon as I hear (1) 42,9 14,3 42,9 2,00 

12 I would like to find and try the innovations immediately (1) 46,4 7,1 46,4 2,00 

24 I feel that the society where I live values me (1) 60,7 39,3 0,0 1,39 

32 I talk to the people around me comfortably, I do not hesitate (1) 71,7 20,0 8,3 1,39 

39 If I need the information to make a life decision, I know where to find that information (1) 77,8 7,4 14,8 1,37 

41 I have leadership qualities and I am effective in mobilizing the community (1) 39,3 35,7 25,0 1,86 

42 Other people follow and appreciate my ideas and actions (1) 42,9 39,3 17,9 1,75 

43 I believe I am a role model for my society (1) 53,6 28,6 17,8 1,64 

46 Even if I don't agree with what everyone else has agreed to, I say what I want (1) 96,4 3,6 0,0 1,04 

58 When you need the information to make any important decision, do you know where to find the 

information? (1) 
77,8 14,8 7,4 1,30 

61 If you have the opposite opinion (if you disagree) on an issue that everyone agrees with, can you 
clearly state why you disagree? (1) 

100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

 

Business contacts and communication components are presented in the Table 4.8. It shows that 

majority of people get the information they need from their friends (96%) and only 21% of them 

have contact with the local offices of Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry. It might be because 

they do not have agricultural activities and/or hesitate to contact with public bodies. As it is a 

small and very homogeneous community, they make business and friendship mostly in their own 

society.  
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Table 4.8. Business contacts and communication  

No Components Answers (%) 
Yes 

(1) 

Indecisive 

(2) 

No 

(3) 

 

Mean 

7 I consult the District Directorate of Agriculture and Forestry for the information that I need (1) 21,4 14,3 64,3 2,43 

8 I ask my friends for the information I need while doing my work (1) 96,4 3,6 0,0 1,04 

13 I sell the products I produce directly to the consumer 10,7 0,0 89,3 2,79 

14 I sell the products I produce through a wholesaler / middleman, 21,4 0,0 78,6 2,57 

18 I recently helped another farmer (1) 92,9 0,0 7,1 1,14 

25 The people  whom I do business with are also my friends (1) 96,3 3,7 0,0 1,04 

26 I meet the people with I do business as a family. 100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 

62 In your work environment, would you take initiative for what should be done, when necessary, even 
if you were not asked or told? (1) 

100,0 0,0 0,0 1,00 
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INPUTS FOR TRAINING MODULES 

 

In line with many of the studies, these two studies also show the low level of social capital in rural 

areas. The two areas are so different from each other in term of many issues, but they have social 

relationship in general and state that they trust each other but concrete actions for acting together 

are weak, and collectively working for their business is almost not existing.  

Considering the current challenges & conditions and very comprehensive framework of social 

capital, training modules should focus on certain dimensions of it in relationship with rural 

development. Some of the titles for training needs are presented below and also classified in the 

Table 5 not only based on these 2 empirical studies’ results but also in general situation in Turkey.   

• How to convert informal social relations to a willingness to work together? 

• Conflict resolution  

• Technology uses, 

• Entrepreneurship competencies, 

• Income generation activities 

• Agricultural extension 

• Marketing (including service marketing) 

• Shortening the supply chains between producers and consumers.  

• How we can show the importance and benefits of cooperative work.  

 

Table 5. Training Needs Matrix for Social Capital Development 
 TRAINING TARGET GROUPS 

   Training of trainers 

 

TRAINING TITLE 

Producers All rural 

people 

Agricultural 

extensionist 

Staffs in 

MoNE 

 

Training need assessment   X X 

Social capital definition   X X 

Social capital measuring techniques   X X 

Training material preparation   X X 

How to convert informal social relations to a 

willingness to work together? 

X X X X 

Communication X X X X 

Conflict resolution  X X X X 

Technology uses X  X X 

Income generation activities X X X X 

Entrepreneurship competencies X X X X 

Agricultural extension   X  

Marketing (including service marketing for 

addressing rural tourism) 

X X X X 

Short food supply chains (especially 

community supported agriculture) 

X X X X 

Best examples-Success stories X X X X 
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One think has to be considered that the effort in trainings should not be focused on only teaching 

but also learning. Trainers should know the society very well and respect the local values. It is 

important to know what kind of activities they do together, how often, for which purpose and 

where they come together,  etc.  

 

Despite the fact that it is possible to generalize the trainings since the basic problems and needs of 

the rural area are known well, field-specific training programs should be prepared by taking into 

account the largeness and diversification of the rural areas. It makes the training of trainers very 

important. Withing the scope of the project, the training programs addressing to rural people can 

be developed taking into account the general findings and facts of the Turkey’s rural areas but the 

trainings which will address the trainers of the future should include social capital measurement, 

training material preparation and need analysis. This is a key issue for the sustainability of the 

project after its end.  A special effort is needed on this issue and its adoption by the responsible 

institution.  
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ANNEX I 
PREVIOUS STUDIES ON SOCIAL CAPITAL IN RURAL DEVELOPMENT IN TURKEY  

 
Title Autor(s) Year Type Key words Purpose Methodology Main findings and recommendations 

The role 
of social 

capital in 

economic 
develop

ment.  

Yüksel, 
K. 

2015 Graduate 
thesis 

Social 
Capital, 

Economic 

Developme
nt, 

Structure of 

Çorum 
Industry 

 

To investigate 
the 

relationship 

between 
social capital 

and 

development 
in order to 

find influence 

of social 
capital on 

industrial 

development 

of Çorum’s 

province.  

Face to face 
survey, 

descriptive 

analysis 

- Considering the closeness of the companies 
in the ÇOSB with each other, it benefits them 

in terms of good communication. 

-Individuality is increasing in Turkey. 
Considering the results of the surveys 

conducted with the companies in the ÇOSB, 

although they usually say that I trust the people 
I do business with, they give only partial 

powers to their managers in case of loss of 

authority. 
- When they have any innovations that reduce 

costs, they replied that they cannot be shared 

with companies in the same sector. 

- There are horizontal links in the ÇOSB, that 

is, the establishment of cooperation, with 

participation in voluntary organizations; The 
creation of social capital is possible. 

- The companies in the ÇOSB are particularly 

good in the use of social networking sites. The 
relations of the companies with each other 

have started to be on the internet, away from 

being face to face, day by day. 
- Related to the sectors in the ÇOSB 

departments should be opened at the 

university. In Hitit University, there is a need 
for field harmonization regarding the related 

sectors. 

- The social capital level of Çorumwas found 
to be low in the application. 

- Study as a suggestion; companies with 

institutionalization; they should increase their 
sharing of information among themselves, help 

each other in product development, inform 

each other about accessing cheap loans in 
banks, creating funds and reaching grants. In 

this direction, it is necessary to strengthen 

them, to use appropriate technologies together 
with corporate social capital, to avoid 

uncontrolled use of communication networks, 

to participate in voluntary organizations and to 
form inter-firm associations here. 

The 

Impact of 
Social 

Capital 

Compone
nts on 

Satısfactı

on in 
Rural 

Life: 

Manisa 

Sample 

 

Koçtürk, 

M., 
SalkımEr

, A. 

2016 

 
 

Conferan

ce Paper 

Social 

capital, 
trust, 

neighbourh

ood 
relations, 

rural, 

Turkey 

In this 

research, the 
evaluation of 

rural 

development 
practices in 

Manisawas 

made within 
the 

framework of 

social capital 

components. 

The issue was 

evaluated 
especially 

within the 

framework of 
the 

satisfaction of 

the people 
living in rural 

areas and 

whether the 
householders 

would want 

their family 
members to 

In the field 

research, the 
following 

issues have 

been 
investigated 

by using 

correlation 
analysis, t- 

test, variance 

analysis and 

regression 

analysis: for 

those living in 
rural areas, 

whether they 

are satisfied 
with their 

lives and they 

want to 
maintain the 

life of the 

village. 

- There is a low-medium positive relationship 

between social capital dimensions. 
- There is a moderate positive relationship 

between social capital dimensions and 

satisfaction of being in rural areas. 
- A significant positive relationship was found 

only between trust (one of the dimensions of 

social capital) and the desire to live in the rural 
areas 

- There is a moderately positive relationship 

between satisfaction with living in the village 

and wanting relatives to live in the village.  

- In terms of cultivation ownership (own land 

or tenant - sharecropper), a difference has 
emerged only in the dimension of institutional 

relations. Those who cultivate their own land 

have more corporate relations than tenants / 
sharecroppers.  

- A significant difference was found in the 

neighborhood and institutional relations 
dimensions of the householder in the village, 

according to their income level. 

- Social capital dimensions had an explanatory 
effect on satisfaction with living in the village. 

- It has been determined that those living in 

rural areas have a desire to continue their lives 
in the countryside. However, the same 
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continue their 

lives in the 

rural area 
after them. 

situation was obtained with a lower rate of 

explanatory regression in terms of family 

members' desire to live in the village. 
- Neighborhood relations and trust factors are 

the most influential factors on the desire to live 

in rural areas, while social environment and 
Institutional relations were found to be less 

effective. 

-  More emphasis should be placed on human-
oriented social capital formations in future 

rural development studies and projects. 

An 
Evaluatio

n of 

Class 
Results 

of Social 

Cohesion
-Social 

Capital-

Based 
Develop

ment 

Approac
h 

 

Ongan, 
N. T. 

2013 
 

Article Social 
cohesion, 

social 

capital, 
Civil 

society, 

Welfare, 
Class 

dispute 

The aim of 
this study is 

to evaluate 

the welfare 
creation 

processes in 

terms of their 
possible class 

consequences 

and to discuss 
their political 

consequences 

in terms of 
their 

contribution 

to social 
equality and 

democracy. 

Evaluation ?? - Today, the search for harmony is shaped in 
the axis of the free market and an 

understanding of civil society which defends 

that the market is in harmony with all the 
components of the society becomes dominant. 

- The phenomenon of solidarity is based on 

factors such as interest, gain, expectation and 
receiving a return, and it is argued that 

cooperation and constructive relations based on 

common values will not only improve 
individual interests but also achieve the goal of 

social harmony. 

- This development approach, which is based 
on the thesis that relations organized within the 

scope of social networks increase personal 

interests and welfare, transforms social 
relations into a resource category and evaluates 

them as a type of capital.  

- In this process in which the state is 
completely removed from its function of 

controlling the market, social networks and 

organizations assume the function of 
preventing inequalities arising from market 

operation from turning into social tensions, and 

social security mechanisms become informal.  
- Many empirical studies reveal that such 

welfare-creating processes do not involve the 

working class and draw attention to the fact 

that class consciousness has largely left its 

place to rational individualism. 

Measure
ment of 

Social 

Capital: 
Turkey 

Experien

ce 

EşkiUğuz
, H., 

Örselli, 

E., 
Sipahi, 

E.B. 

2011 Article Social 
networks, 

Interaction, 

Social 
engagement

, 

Cooperatio
n, Trust, 

Participatio

n. 

This study 
aims to reveal 

the social 

capital profile 
and Turkey's 

social capital 

stock by 
analyzing the 

network 

characteristics 
(networking 

behaviors, 

network 
fields, and 

differentiation 

and 
concentration 

degrees in the 

network) of 
Turkish 

society. 

Face to face 
survey, 

descriptive 

analysis 

- When the findings are evaluated together, it 
will be seen that the first thing that draws 

attention among the results is the low level of 

participation. 
-Turkish people think that other people 

generally pursue their own interests, this 

thought prevents individuals from coming 
together with others and acting together on a 

social issue. However, it should be noted at 

this point that although individuals think that 
other people are generally interested in their 

own problems, they still have a belief in the 

capacity of society to come together in the face 
of any problem. 

- The fact that membership rates in non-

governmental organizations are extremely low 
in Turkey confirms these statements. 

-  It is not only institutionalized participation 

but also low individual participation. 
- The numbers indicate a gap between 

individuals' intentions to participate in social 

activities and the actual action. 
- The same problem arises in the context of 

political participation, in Turkey, elections are 

largely seen as the only way of political 
participation, while other non-partisan actions 

cannot be instrumentalized as political factors. 

- The people of Turkey trust only their family 
and relatives, but they have serious problems 

in terms of trusting the other. 

- Individuals in Turkey feel safe to a large 
extent. It is thought that the reason for the low 

level of general trust in Turkey is not related to 

whether the environment is reliable or not. 



  

   

 29 

- It shows that the Turkish society comes 

together around close-close ties. Such 

relationships increase the likelihood of people 
in an individual's network to know each other, 

resulting in high network density and narrow 

network areas of individuals. 
- It is seen that the level of differentiation of 

Turkish people in the network is also low. 

- We can conclude that the level of binding 
social capital that emerges in relations between 

relatively homogeneous groups such as close 

friendships, kinship and family membership is 
high in Turkey. This will lead us to the 

conclusion that the level of social capital that 

brings different people together / bridging 
deriving from non-homogeneous social 

networks is low in Turkey. 

- Although the level of binding social capital is 
high in Turkey, this capital generally functions 

as a social support mechanism and its benefits 

remain limited. 
- Considering the high level of tolerance and 

personal competence of the Turkish people to 
the other, it can be said that the main factor 

that prevents individuals from cooperating with 

the other is the lack of trust. In this context, the 
main thing for Turkey is to be able to create 

trust. 

The 

Effect of 
Social 

Capital 

on The 
Will to 

Live in 

The 
Rural 

Area: A 

Research 

in the 

Rural 

Area of 
Erzurum 

Keleş, Ş., 

Dilmaç, 
M., 

Dikmen, 

A. T.  

2015 Article Social 

Capital, 
Rural Area, 

Structural 

Equation 
Modelling, 

Erzurum 

The subject of 

this study is 
to determine 

the effect of 

social capital 
and other 

factors on the 

desire to live 
in rural areas. 

Cross-

sectional data 
obtained from 

surveys based 

on random 
sampling 

method in 

rural areas. 
Structural 

Equation 

Modeling was 

used 

(LISREL8.7) 

The research results showed a positive effect 

on the desire to live in rural areas Structural 
Social Capital (0.22), Relational Social Capital 

(0.46), Cognitive Social Capital (0.74) and 

Rural life in expressing Physical Factors (0.86) 
has a positive impact. Economic and 

demographic factors are not having an impact 

on the choice of rural life. 

The Role 

of Social 
Capital 

Self-

Efficacy 
and Self-

Esteem on 

the 
Entrepren

eurship 

Intention 
from the 

Perspectiv

e of 
Planned 

Behaviour 

Theory 

Işık, M., 

Çiçek, B. 

2020 Article Entrepreneur

ship 
Intention, 

Bridging 

Social 
Capital, Self-

Efficacy, 

Self-Esteem, 
Planned 

Behavior 

Theory 
 

In this study, 

the role of 
self-efficacy, 

self-esteem 

and bridging 
social capital 

on 

entrepreneuri
al intention 

was 

examined. 
 

Research 

design-The 
relationship 

of the 

variables of 
interest with 

each other 

was tested in 
terms of 

moderation 

and 
mediation. 

The variables 

within the 
scope of the 

research 

could be 
applied and 

tested in the 

best way on 
university 

students due 

to variables’ 
theoretical 

structure. The 

data obtained 
were 

analyzed with 

the MPlus 8.3 
program 

according to 

the two-step 

In the first phase of the analysis, the variables 

were confirmed to have good validity and 
reliability. 

Hypothesis testing results:  

- Firstly, the effect of bridging social capital on 
entrepreneurial intention and self-efficacy was 

tested in the study.  

- As a result of the analysis; bridging social 
capital positively affected both entrepreneurial 

intention and self-efficacy.  

- The effect of self-efficacy on entrepreneurial 
intention was analyzed and it was found that 

self-efficacy had a positive effect on 

entrepreneurial intention.  
- Self-esteem affects entrepreneurship 

intention.  

-  Entrepreneurship intention expanded when 
self-esteem increased.  

- Self-esteem moderates and strengthen the 

positive relationship between self-efficacy and 
entrepreneurial intention.  

- The analyses conducted on the mediating 

effect of self-efficacy between bridging social 
capital and entrepreneurial intention; self-

efficacy has been found to have a mediating 

effect in this relationship. Suggestions:  
- At the end of the research, we suggested that 

university administrations and related 

policymakers include educational practices for 
educating individuals with high self-efficacy 

and an entrepreneurial spirit who have self-

confidence and self-esteem.  
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structural 

equation 

modeling 
approach by 

Anderson and 

Gerbing 
(1988), which 

consists of 

analyzing the 
data and 

testing 

hypotheses. 
Measuremen

t Tools-a 

survey study 
(questionnaire 

form) 

The 
Effect of 

the 

Social 
Capital 

on the 

Life 
satisfacti

on in 

Rural 
Areas 

Keleş, Ş., 
Keskin, 

A., Ertek, 

N. 

2018 Article Life 
Satisfaction

, 

Social 
Capital, 

Rural Area, 

Turkey 

Investigate 
the relations 

between the 

social capital 
and the life 

satisfaction 

Structural 
equation 

Model, 

survey, 
likert scales, 

path analyze 

Social capital has a positive effect on life 
satisfaction. As a result all the investigated 

parameters, namely associational social capital, 

cognitive social capital and the structural social 
capital have an intermediate level effect on the 

life satisfaction. 

Effect of 

Social 
Capital 

on 

Sustainab
le 

Develop

ment 

Eşkinat, 

R. 

2015 Article Economic 

Developme
nt, Social 

Capital, 

Policy 

Make an 

advance 
about social 

capital 

information 
and its effects 

on new 

approaches of 
economic 

development 

theories. 

Review, 

personal 
comments 

It is emphasized that the nature of relationships 

between communities and institutions play a 
key role in understanding the development 

process in a society. 

Investiga
tion of 

the 

Social 
Capital 

and 

Interpers
onal 

Trust 

with 
Social 

Network 
Analysis 

 

Baykal, 
Ş., 

Gürbüz, 

S. 

2016 Article Bonding 
Social 

Capital, 

Bridging 
Social 

Capital, 

Social 
Network 

Analysis 

(SNA), 
Interperson

al Trust 

Reveal the 
relation of 

social capital 

with 
interpersonal 

trust. 

Survey, 
Social 

Network 

Analysis 
 

Study shows that the people who trust the 
actions of the management and behave in this 

way are the people also who trust other people 

on the social network more. 

The role 

of 
Agricultu

ral 

Cooperat

ives’ 

Role in 

Creation 
of Social 

Capital  

Kuştepeli

, Y., 
Yıldırım, 

B. 

2020 Article Social 

Capital, 
Agricultura

l 

Developme

nt Model, 

Agricultura

l 
Developme

nt 

Cooperativ
es, Social 

Network 

Analysis, 
Aegean 

Region. 

The aim of 

the study is to 
investigate 

the impact of 

agricultural 

cooperatives 

on social 

capital 
formation and 

improved 

livelihoods. 

face-to-face 

semi-
structured 

surveys, 

Social 

Network 

Analysis 

 

Become a membership of an effective 

agricultural development cooperative affects 
trust and augments social capital and also 

improves livelihoods in terms of income 

perception and eating habits. 

The 
Importan

ce of 

Human 
and 

Katipogl
u, P., 

Armağan

, G. 

2020 Article Rural 
developme

nt, human 

capital, 
social 

Effects of 
different 

factors on 

Rural 
Development 

Face to face 
survey, 

Descriptive 

statistical 
methods, 

No significant difference between age, district 
and household population and social capital, 

but significant relationships were found 

between education and agricultural experience 
and social capital. 
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Social 

Capital in 

Rural 
Develop

ment in 

Agricultu
re 

capital, 

Aydın 

in Agriculture chi-square 

analysis. 

What Is 

The Trust 
Or Social 

Capital?: 

A 
Measure

ment 

About 
Owner/M

anagers 

In Konya 
Industrial 

Area 

Arıcıoğlu

, M.A., 
Ergin, 

R.A. 

2009 Article Social 

capital, 
Trust, 

Konya, 

Owner/Man
ager, 

Industry  

In this 

context, point 
view of the 

individuals to 

the 
community, 

their relations 

with 
enterprises 

and trusting 

each other 
will provide 

determining 

the level of 
their network 

relations 

Face to face 

survey, 
descriptive 

analysis 

Investigations were made in three parts based 

on “social networks”, “trust” and “relations” 
which were defined by Putnam as the 

instruments of social capital 

In this situation the main hypothesis is 
accepted and it can be reached to the result of 

“high membership of the managers in Konya 

industry, trusting people and associations with 
high levels, increase the social capital of 

Konya”. Social capital will contribute 

development of Konya socially and 
economically 
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ANNEX II 

SOCIALCapital Survey Form 

May 2021 

1)Age 

1. ☐<20 

2. ☐ 21-30  

3. ☐ 31-40  

4. ☐ 41-50  

5. ☐ 51-60  

6. ☐ 61+  

2)Education  

1. ☐Okur-

yazarolmayan 

2. ☐ Primary  

3. ☐ Secondary 

4. ☐Lycee 

5. ☐ Undergraduate  

6. ☐ Graduate  

3) Where are you 

from?  

 

4) How long have you 

been here? 

5) Gender 

1.☐ Female 

2.☐ Male 

 

5) Marital status  

1.☐ Married 

2. ☐ Single 

3. ☐ Other 

 

6) How many people 

live in the house?  

1.☐ 1 

2. ☐ 2 

3. ☐ 3 

4.☐ 4 

5. ☐ 5+ (….) 

7) If you are engaged 

in agriculture;  

 

Crop production  

☐ Yes ☐ No 

 

Animal production  

☐ Evet ☐ No 

 

 

Please mark the most suitable option for you for each of the statements below.  

 Statements Yes Indecisive No 

1 I am happy to live here    

2 If I didn't have to, I wouldn't live here, I would migrate elsewhere.    

3 I trust my neighbors and friends.    

4 I am a member of an agricultural cooperative.    

5 I have a non-agricultural cooperative membership.    

6 I am not interested in organizations such as associations, cooperatives or unions.    

7 I consult the District Directorate of Agriculture and Forestry for the information that I need.    

8 I ask my spouse and friend for the information I need while doing my work.    

9 I generally trust people around me.    

10 I think it is necessary to be careful and prudent in dealing with people.    

11 I am curious about innovations, I search as soon as I hear.    

12 I would like to find and try the innovations immediately.    

13 I sell the products I produce directly to the consumer.    

14 I sell the products I produce through a wholesaler / middleman.    

15 I sell the products I produce through the cooperative.    

16 I attend events (wedding / funeral / mawlut / meeting) organized in the surrounding area.    

17 Over the past 3 years, everyone who lives here has gathered and done something to solve a problem 

with our settlement. 

   

18 I recently helped another farmer.    

19 I have been part of a project for a new service here.    

20 I feel safe walking outside after dark     

21 (If / if any) I can entrust my child to my neighbors.    

22 I talk to people I see outside.    

23 My neighbors help me when I need helps.    

24 I feel that the society where I live values me.    

25 The people with I do business are also my friends.    

26 I meet the people with I do business as a family.    

27 I try to visit my neighbors often.    

28 I meet my neighbors as a family.    

29 I usually meet with my fellow citizens (work, residence, coffee, bazaar, market).    

30 While shopping in the village / district, I often meet and greet people I know.    

31 In my spare time, I spend time with other people outside the home and drink tea and coffee.    

32 I talk to the people around me comfortably, I do not hesitate.    

33 If I have a disagreement with our neighbors, I will take it from below, I will not be offended.    

34 I am happy to live with people of different cultures.    
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35 People with different lifestyles don't bother me.    

36 My child can marry someone from a different sect or religion, no problem.    

37 I would not object to my child marrying a national of a different country.    

38 I take someone who is in a difficult situation outside to my house.    

39 If I need the information to make a life decision, I know where to find that information.    

40 I have been in the establishment and management of a local organization (such as a cooperative, etc.).    

41 I have leadership qualities and I am effective in mobilizing the community.    

42 Other people follow and appreciate my ideas and actions.    

43 I believe I am a role model for my society.    

44 We are willing to do business together and it would be beneficial for this place.    

45 I can act together with the farmers in the nearby villages to increase our income.    

46 Even if I don't agree with what everyone else has agreed to, I say what I want.    

47 The place we live in is famous for being a safe place.    

48 I feel safe like my family in the society where I am.    

49 If I was born again, I would like to live here again.    

50 I have been a volunteer in local working groups or in collaboration.    

51 Have you participated in any local social event (such as school choir, neighborhood choir, handicraft 

exhibition) in the last 5 years? 

   

52 Are you an active member of any local club or association, such as sports, crafts or social clubs and 

associations? 

   

53 Are you an active member of the management or organizing committee of any local club or association?    

54 In the last 5 years, have you volunteered or supported the work in a social project in the immediate 

vicinity? 

   

55 Have you volunteered in a project to perform a new service in your field in an organization such as 

youth centers, scout centers, childcare and entertainment of the disabled? 

   

56 Have you ever collected rubbish left by other people in public places?    

57 Would you go to another neighborhood / city to visit your family or relatives?    

58 When you need the information to make any important decision, do you know where to find the 

information? 

   

59 When you are at odds with any of your neighbors about animals, children, political reasons, or using 

common spaces, do you tend to fight? 

   

60 Or would you try not to prolong the problem and try to solve it?    

61 If you have the opposite opinion (if you disagree) on an issue that everyone agrees with, can you clearly 

state why you disagree? 

   

62 In your work environment, would you take initiative for what should be done when necessary, even if 

you were not asked or told? 

   

63 If someone's car breaks down in front of your house, would you invite them to your home to use the 

phone? 

   

64 Would you be happy to meet your neighbors or acquaintances when you go shopping?    

65 Did you make a phone call yesterday with your friends or family members?    

66 In the past six months, have you done any good to a sick neighbor?    

67 Are you satisfied with your life in general?    
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ANNEX III 

Table 2. Analysis of social capital elements for Sarıcakaya District in Eskişehir 

Statements   
YES 

(1) 

INDECISIVE 

(2) 

NO 

(3) 
TOTAL 

 
Mean 

(1-3) 

1.I am happy to live here 

N 
98,00 14,00 8,00 120 

1.25 

% 
81,67 11,67 6,67 100 

2 If I didn't have to, I wouldn't live here, I would migrate elsewhere. 

N 38,00 16,00 66,00 120 
2.23 

% 
31,67 13,33 55,00 100 

3 I trust my neighbours and friends. 

N 
94,00 24,00 2,00 120 

1.23 

% 
78,33 20,00 1,67 100 

4.I am a member of an agricultural cooperative. 

N 
12,00 12,00 96,00 120 

2.70 

% 
10,00 10,00 80,00 100 

5.I have a non-agricultural cooperative membership. 

N 
20,00 0,00 100,0 120 

2.67 

% 
16,67 0,00 83,33 100 

6.I am not interested in organizations such as associations, cooperatives or unions. 

N 
78,00 8,00 32,00 118 

1.61 

% 
66,10 6,78 27,12 100 

7. I consult the District Directorate of Agriculture and Forestry for the information that I need. 

N 
102,00 10,00 6,00 118 

1.19 

% 
86,44 8,47 5,08 100 

8.I ask my friends for the information I need while doing my work. 

N 
106,00 4,00 10,00 120 

1.20 

% 
88,33 3,33 8,33 100 

9.I generally trust people around me. 

N 
72,00 40,00 8,00 120 

1.47 

% 
60,00 

 
33.3 6,67 100 

10.I think it is necessary to be careful and prudent in dealing with people. 

N 114,00 6,00 
0,00 120 

1.05 

% 95,00 5,00 
0,00 100 

11.I am curious about innovations, I search as soon as I hear. 

N 
90,00 22,00 8,00 120 

1.32 

% 75 18,33 6,67 
100 

12.I would like to find and try the innovations immediately. 

N 
76,00 36,00 6,00 118 

1.41 

% 
64,41 30,51 5,08 100 

13.I sell the products I produce directly to the consumer. 

N 
40,00 0,00 

 

80,00 120 

2.33 

% 
 

33.3 
 

0,00 66,67 100 

14.I sell the products I produce through a wholesaler / middleman. 

N 
66,00 2,00 52,00 120 

1.88 

 

% 
 

55,00 

 

1,67 43,33 100 

15.I sell the products I produce through the cooperative. 

N 
18,00 6,00 

 

96,00 120 

2.65 

% 
15,00 5,00 80,00 100 

16. I attend events (wedding / funeral / mawlid / meeting) organized in the surrounding area. N 
104,00 8,00 4,00 116 

1.14 
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% 
89,66 6,90 3,45 100 

 

17. Over the past 3 years, everyone who lives here has gathered and done something to solve a 

problem with our settlement. 

N 
52,00 8,00 60,00 120 

2.07 

% 
43,33 6,67 50,00 100 

18.I recently helped another farmer. 

N 
78,00 10,00 32,00 120 

1.62 
 

% 
65,00 8,33 26,67 100 

19.I have been part of a project for a new service here. 

N 
62,00 10,00 48,00 120 

1.88 

% 
51,67 8,33 

 

40,00 100 

20.I feel safe walking outside after dark  

N 
90,00 10,00 20,00 120 

1.42 

% 
75,00 8,33 16,67 100 

21.(If / if any) I can entrust my child to my neighbours. 

N 
84,00 18,00 14,00 116 

1.40 

 

% 
72,41 15,52 

 

12,07 100 

22.I talk to people I see outside. 

N 
100,00 14,00 6,00 120 

1.22 

% 
83,33 11,67 5,00 100 

23.My neighbours help me when I need helps. 

N 
106,00 10,00 4,00 120 

1.15 

 

% 
88,33 8,33 

 

3,33 100 

24.I feel that the society where I live values me. 

N 
86,00 30,00 2,00 118 

1.29 

% 
72,88 25,42 1,69 100 

25.The people whom I do business with are also my friends. 

N 
102,00 14,00 4,00 120 

1.18 

 

% 
85,00 11,67 

 

3,33 100 

26.I meet the people with I do business as a family. 

N 
88,00 16,00 16,00 120 

1.40 

% 
73,33 13,33 

 

13,33 100 

27. I try to visit my neighbours often. 

N 
84,00 14,00 

 

20,00 118 

1.46 

 

% 
71,19 11,86 

 

16,95 100 

28.I meet my neighbours as a family. 

N 
102,00 10,00 

 

8,00 120 

1.22 

% 
85,00 8,33 

6,67 
100 

29.I usually meet with my fellow citizens (work, residence, coffee, bazaar, market). 

N 
114,00 4,00 

 

2,00 120 

1.07 

 

% 
95,00 3,33 

 
1,67 100 

30.While shopping in the village / district, I often meet and greet people I know. 

N 
116,00 4,00 

 

0 120 

1.03 

% 
96,67 3,33 

 
0 100 

31.In my spare time, I spend time with other people outside the home and drink tea and coffee. 

N 
98,00 12,00 

10,00 
120 

1.27 

 

% 
81,67 10,00 

 

8,33 100 

32.I talk to the people around me comfortably, I do not hesitate. 

N 
86,00 24,00 

 
10,00 120 

1.37 

% 71,67 
 

 

20,00 

 

8,33 100 

33.If I have a disagreement with our neighbours, I will take it from below, I will not be 

offended. 

N 
70,00 30,00 18,00 118 

1.56 
 

% 
59,32 25,42 15,25 100 

34.I am happy to live with people of different cultures. 

N 
84,00 22,00 14,00 120 

1.42 

% 
70,00 18,33 11,67 100 
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35. People with different lifestyles don't bother me. 

N 
80,00 30,00 10,00 120 

1.42 

 

% 
66,67 25,00 8,33 100 

36. My child can marry someone from a different sect or religion, no problem. 

N 
22,00 38,00 60,00 120 

2.32 

% 
18,33 31,67 50,00 100 

37.I would not object to my child marrying a national of a different country. 

N 
32,00 32,00 56,00 120 

2.20 

 

% 
26,67 26,67 46,67 100 

38.I take someone who is in a difficult situation outside to my house. 

N 
52,00 42,00 24,00 118 

1.76 

% 
44,07 35,59 20,34 100 

39.If I need the information to make a life decision, I know where to find that information. 

N 
98,00 16,00 6,00 120 

1.23 
 

% 
81,67 13,33 5,00 100 

40.I have been in the establishment and management of a local organization (such as a 

cooperative, etc.). 

N 
30,00 2,00 88,00 120 

2.48 

% 
25,00 1,67 73,33 100 

41.I have leadership qualities and I am effective in mobilizing the community. 

N 
64,00 14,00 42,00 120 

1.82 

 

% 
53,33 11,67 35,00 100 

42.Other people follow and appreciate my ideas and actions. 

N 
66,00 32,00 22,00 120 

1.63 
 

% 
55,00 26,67 18,33 100 

43.I believe I am a role model for my society. 

N 
42,00 42,00 36,00 120 

1.95 

% 
35,00 35,00 30,00 100 

44.We are willing to do business together and it would be beneficial for this place. 

N 
94,00 16,00 10,00 120 

1.30 

 

% 
78,33 13,33 

8,33 
100 

45.I can act together with the farmers in the nearby villages to increase our income. 

N 
92,00 18,00 8,00 118 

1.29 

% 
77,97 15,25 6,78 100 

46.Even if I don't agree with what everyone else has agreed to, I say what I want. 

N 
88,00 20,00 12,00 120 

1.37 

 

% 
73,33 16,67 10,00 100 

47.The place we live in is famous for being a safe place. 

N 
96,00 10,00 14,00 120 

1.32 

% 
80,00 8,33 11,67 100 

48.I feel safe like my family in the society where I am. 

N 
82,00 24,00 14,00 120 

1.43 
 

% 
68,33 20,00 

11,67 
100 

49.If I was born again, I would like to live here again. 

N 
64,00 34,00 

22,00 
120 

1.65 

% 
53,33 28,33 

18,33 
100 

50.I have been a volunteer in local working groups or in collaboration. 

N 
66,00 16,00 

38,00 
120 

1.77 

 

% 
55,00 13,33 

31,67 
100 

51.Have you participated in any local social event (such as school choir, neighbourhoods’ 

choir, handicraft exhibition) in the last 5 years? 

N 
48,00 2,00 

70,00 
120 

2.18 

% 
40,00 1,67 

58.3 
100 

52.Are you an active member of any local club or association, such as sports, crafts or social 

clubs and associations? 

N 
30,00 14,00 

76,00 
120 

2.38 

 

% 
25,00 11,67 

63.33 
100 

53.Are you an active member of the management or organizing committee of any local club or N 
18,00 14,00 88,00 120 

2.58 
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association? 
% 

15,00 11,67 73,33 100 

54.In the last 5 years, have you volunteered or supported the work in a social project in the 

immediate vicinity? 

N 
46,00 4,00 

35 
120 

2.20 

% 
38,33 3,33 

58.33 
100 

55.Have you volunteered in a project to perform a new service in your field in an organization 

such as youth centres, scout centres, childcare and entertainment of the disabled? 

N 
32,00 14,00 

74,00 
120 

 
2.35 

% 
26,67 11,67 

61.67 
100 

56.Have you ever collected rubbish left by other people in public places? 

N 
94,00 8,00 18,00 120 

1.37 

 

% 
78,33 6,67 15,00 100 

57.Would you go to another neighbourhoods / city to visit your family or relatives? 

N 
116,00 2,00 

2,00 
120 

1.05 

% 
96,67 1,67 

1,67 
100 

58.When you need the information to make any important decision, do you know where to 

find the information? 

N 
100,00 10,00 

8,00 
118 

1.22 
 

% 
84,75 8,47 

6,78 
100 

59.When you are at odds with any of your neighbours about animals, children, political 
reasons, or using common spaces, do you tend to fight? 

N 
12,00 10,00 98,00 120 

2.72 

% 
10,00 8,33 81,67 100 

60.Or would you try not to prolong the problem and try to solve it? 

N 
102,00 14,00 4,00 120 

1.18 

 

% 
85,00 11,67 3,33 100 

61.If you have the opposite opinion (if you disagree) on an issue that everyone agrees with, 

can you clearly state why you disagree? 

N 
84,00 22,00 14,00 120 

1.42 

% 
70,00 18,33 11,67 100 

62.In your work environment, would you take initiative for what should be done, when 
necessary, even if you were not asked or told? 

N 
82,00 20,00 18,00 120 

1.47 

 

% 
68,33 16,67 15,00 100 

63.If someone's car breaks down in front of your house, would you invite them to your home 

to use the phone? 

N 
70,00 20,00 30,00 120 

1.67 

% 
58,33 16,67 

25,00 
100 

64.Would you be happy to meet your neighbours or acquaintances when you go shopping? 

N 
112,00 8,00 0,00 120 

1.07 
 

% 
93,33 6,67 0,00 100 

65.Did you make a phone call yesterday with your friends or family members? 

N 
108,00 6,00 6,00 120 

1.15 

% 
90,00 5,00 5,00 100 

66. In the past six months, have you done any good to a sick neighbour? 

N 
102,00 10,00 

8,00 
120 

1.22 

 

% 
85,00 8,33 

6,67 
100 

67.  Are you satisfied with your life in general? 

N 
94,00 24,00 

2,00 
120 

1.23 

% 
78,33 20,00 

1,67 
120 
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ANNEX IV 

Table 4. Analysis of social capital elements for Göktaş Village of Eğirdir District in Isparta 

Statements   
YES 

(1) 

INDECISIVE 

(2) 

NO 

(3) 
TOTAL 

 
Mean 

(1-3) 

1.I am happy to live here 

N 
54 12 15 81 

1.50 

% 
67,86 14,29 17,86 100 

2 If I didn't have to, I wouldn't live here, I would migrate elsewhere. 

N 21 6 57 84 
 

2.43 
% 

25,00 7,14 67,86 100 

3 I trust my neighbours and friends. 

N 
60 24 0 84 

 

1.29 

% 
71,43 28,57 0,00 100 

4.I am a member of an agricultural cooperative. 

N 21 63 0 84 
 

2.50 

% 25,00 75,00 0,00 100 

5.I have a non-agricultural cooperative membership. 

N 18 0 66 84 
 

2.57 

% 
21,43 0,00 78,57 100 

6.I am not interested in organizations such as associations, cooperatives or unions. 

N 
60 24 0 84 

 

1.57 

% 
71,43 28,57 0,00 100 

7. I consult the District Directorate of Agriculture and Forestry for the information that I need. 

N 18 12 54 84 
 

2.43 

% 21,43 14,29 64,29 100 

8.I ask my friends for the information I need while doing my work. 

N 81 3 0 84 
 

1.04 

% 
96,43 3,57 0,00 100 

9.I generally trust people around me. 

N 
63 21 0 84 

 

1.25 

% 
75,00 25,00 0,00 100 

10.I think it is necessary to be careful and prudent in dealing with people. 

N 84 0 0 84 
 

1.00 

% 100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

11.I am curious about innovations, I search as soon as I hear. 

N 36 12 36 84 
 

2.00 

% 
42,86 14,29 42,86 100 

12.I would like to find and try the innovations immediately. 

N 
39 6 39 84 

 

2.00 

% 
46,43 7,14 46,43 100 

13.I sell the products I produce directly to the consumer. 

N 9 0 75 84 
 

2.79 

% 10,71 0,00 89,29 100 

14.I sell the products I produce through a wholesaler / middleman. 

N 18 0 66 84 
 

2.57 

% 
21,43 0,00 78,57 100 

15.I sell the products I produce through the cooperative. 

N 
9 0 75 84 

 

2.79 

% 
10,71 0,00 89,29 100 

16. I attend events (wedding / funeral / mawlid / meeting) organized in the surrounding area. N 81 0 0 81 
 



  

   

 39 

% 
100,00 

  

100 
1.00 

 

17. Over the past 3 years, everyone who lives here has gathered and done something to solve a 
problem with our settlement. 

N 68 0 14 82 
 

1.31 

% 
82,93  17,07 100 

18.I recently helped another farmer. 

N 
78 0 6 84 

 

1.14 
 % 92,86 0,00 7,14 100 

19.I have been part of a project for a new service here. 

N 51 0 33 84 
 

1.79 

% 60,71 0,00 39,29 100 

20.I feel safe walking outside after dark  

N 69 15 0 84 
 

1.18 

% 
82,14 17,86 0,00 100 

21.(If / if any) I can entrust my child to my neighbours. 

N 
33 51 0 84 

 

1.61 
 % 39,29 60,71 0,00 100 

22.I talk to people I see outside. 

N 81 3 0 84 
 

1.04 

% 96,43 3,57 0,00 100 

23.My neighbours help me when I need helps. 

N 72 12 0 84 
 

1.14 

% 
85,71 14,29 0,00 100 

24.I feel that the society where I live values me. 

N 
51 33 0 84 

 

1.39 

% 60,71 39,29 0,00 100 

25.The people whom I do business with are also my friends. 

N 78 3 0 81 
 

1.04 
 % 96,30 3,70 0,00 100 

26.I meet the people with I do business as a family. 

N 84 0 0 84 
 

1.00 

% 
100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

27. I try to visit my neighbours often. 

N 
84 0 0 84 

 

1.00 
 % 100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

28.I meet my neighbours as a family. 

N 84 0 0 84 
 

1.00 

% 100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

29.I usually meet with my fellow citizens (work, residence, coffee, bazaar, market). 

N 84 0 0 84 
 

1.00 
 % 

100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

30.While shopping in the village / district, I often meet and greet people I know. 

N 
82 0 2 84 

 

1.14 

% 92,86 0,00 7,14 100 

31.In my spare time, I spend time with other people outside the home and drink tea and coffee. 

N 84 0 0 84 
 

1.00 

% 100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

32.I talk to the people around me comfortably, I do not hesitate. 

N 60 15 9 84 
 

1.39 

% 71,43 17,86 10,71 
 

20,00 8,33 100 

33.If I have a disagreement with our neighbours, I will take it from below, I will not be 

offended. 

N 
42 27 15 84 

 

1.68 
 % 50,00 32,14 17,86 100 

34.I am happy to live with people of different cultures. 

N 12 0 72 84 
 

2.71 

% 14,29 0,00 85,71 100 
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35. People with different lifestyles don't bother me. 

N 6 0 78 84 
 

2.86 

% 
7,14 0,00 92,86 100 

36. My child can marry someone from a different sect or religion, no problem. 

N 
0 0 84 84 

 

3.00 

% 
0,00 0,00 

100,0

0 100 

37.I would not object to my child marrying a national of a different country. 

N 
0 0 84 84 

 

3.00 

% 
0,00 0,00 

100,0

0 100 

38.I take someone who is in a difficult situation outside to my house. 

N 30 51 0 81 
1.63 

% 
37,04 62,96 0,00 100 

39.If I need the information to make a life decision, I know where to find that information. 

N 
63 6 12 81 

 

1.37 
 % 

77,78 7,41 14,81 100 

40.I have been in the establishment and management of a local organization (such as a 
cooperative, etc.). 

N 0 0 84 84 
 

3.00 

% 
0,00 0,00 

100,0

0 100 

41.I have leadership qualities and I am effective in mobilizing the community. 

N 
33 30 21 84 

 

1.86 

% 39,29 35,71 25,00 100 

42.Other people follow and appreciate my ideas and actions. 

N 36 33 15 84 
 

1.75 
 % 42,86 39,29 17,86 100 

43.I believe I am a role model for my society. 

N 
45 24 15 84 

 

1.64 

% 
53,57 28,57 17,86 100 

44.We are willing to do business together and it would be beneficial for this place. 

N 
84 0 0 84 

 

1.00 

% 100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

45.I can act together with the farmers in the nearby villages to increase our income. 

N 81 3 0 84 
 

1.04 

% 96,43 3,57 0,00 100 

46.Even if I don't agree with what everyone else has agreed to, I say what I want. 

N 
81 3 0 84 

 

1.04 
 % 

96,43 3,57 0,00 100 

47.The place we live in is famous for being a safe place. 

N 
10 46 25 81 

 

2.19 

% 12,35 56,79 30,86 100 

48.I feel safe like my family in the society where I am. 

N 36 39 6 81 
 

1.58 
 % 44,44 48,15 7,41 100 

49.If I was born again, I would like to live here again. 

N 
54 12 15 81 

 

1.52 

% 
66,67 14,81 18,52 100 

50.I have been a volunteer in local working groups or in collaboration. 

N 
63 18 0 81 

 

1.20 
 % 77,78 22,22 0,00 100 

51.Have you participated in any local social event (such as school choir, neighbourhoods’ 
choir, handicraft exhibition) in the last 5 years? 

N 0 0 84 84 
 

3.00 

% 
0,00 0,00 

100,0

0 100 

52.Are you an active member of any local club or association, such as sports, crafts or social 
clubs and associations? 

N 0 0 84 84 
 

3.00 
 % 

0,00 0,00 

100,0

0 100 
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53.Are you an active member of the management or organizing committee of any local club or 

association? 

N 0 0 84 84 
 

3.00 

% 
0,00 0,00 

100,0

0 100 

54.In the last 5 years, have you volunteered or supported the work in a social project in the 
immediate vicinity? 

N 0 0 84 84 
 

3.00 

% 
0,00 0,00 

100,0

0 100 

55.Have you volunteered in a project to perform a new service in your field in an organization 
such as youth centres, scout centres, childcare and entertainment of the disabled? 

N 0 0 84 84 
 

3.00 

% 
0,00 0,00 

100,0

0 100 

56.Have you ever collected rubbish left by other people in public places? 

N 
84 0 0 84 

 

1.00 
 % 100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

57.Would you go to another neighbourhoods / city to visit your family or relatives? 

N 84 0 0 84 
 

1.00 

% 100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

58.When you need the information to make any important decision, do you know where to 

find the information? 

N 
63 12 6 81 

 

1.30 
 % 

77,78 14,81 7,41 100 

59.When you are at odds with any of your neighbours about animals, children, political 

reasons, or using common spaces, do you tend to fight? 

N 
3 39 42 84 

 

2.46 

% 3,57 46,43 50,00 100 

60.Or would you try not to prolong the problem and try to solve it? 

N 72 12 0 84 
 

1.14 
 % 85,71 14,29 0,00 100 

61.If you have the opposite opinion (if you disagree) on an issue that everyone agrees with, 

can you clearly state why you disagree? 

N 
81 0 0 81 

 

1.00 

% 
100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

62.In your work environment, would you take initiative for what should be done, when 

necessary, even if you were not asked or told? 

N 
81 0 0 81 

 

1.00 
 % 100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

63.If someone's car breaks down in front of your house, would you invite them to your home 
to use the phone? 

N 60 24 0 84 
 

1.29 

% 71,43 28,57 0,00 100 

64.Would you be happy to meet your neighbours or acquaintances when you go shopping? 

N 
75 6 0 81 

 

1.07 
 % 

92,59 7,41 0,00 100 

65.Did you make a phone call yesterday with your friends or family members? 

N 
84 0 0 84 

 

1.00 

% 100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

66. In the past six months, have you done any good to a sick neighbour? 

N 84 0 0 84 
 

1.00 

% 100,00 0,00 0,00 100 

67.  Are you satisfied with your life in general? 

N 
84 0 0 120 

 

1.00 

% 
100,00 0,00 0,00 84 

 


