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Bonding social capital 

vs.  

Bridging social capital 

Å�´�E�R�Q�G�L�Q�J or exclusiveó 

Å�´�E�U�L�G�J�L�Q�J��or inclusiveó (Putnam 2000: 22)   

 

   The distinction between bonding social capital and bridging 

social capital is necessary since it highlights that social capital 

may not always be beneficial for society as a whole, even though 

if may be an asset for certain individuals and social groups.  


