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Classification on the social network structure in the local community organization

by application of social embedded concept

- Through the application of block modeling in social network analysis -
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Kazu HAGIHARA®*  Satoshi HOSHINO*  Shizuka HASHIMOTO®  Yasuaki KUKI™
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(*Graduate School of Agriculture, Kyoto University)
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Table.4 The density matrix of Yamaoka
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Table.6 The density matrix of Yamaoka
“Pattern of weighting”

Block 1 2’ 3 4’
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2’ 0.979 0.214 2.938 0.000
3 0 667 0.375 2.000 0.000
4’ 0.000 0.000 0.000

&) KT, %zmmiléi’ﬂﬁ(o 9 U EDEERL TV,
@  [(Bexd] ® (Bl oagas

A w2, REER
R nhane e
[Block 2] . BRBE
Sasa [Bomit
Nons (Biocs:  EER
has Az i O
BWIE PTA O C Block 7'}
HRSE [ NPO Sirxnss
i 0t e TEAR2BR
(Fihg) ,,
NPO %gn O
TERL B HHE ‘ .
(Block 4] Umar;w = (Block 4]
IAFVXO5T TORFES

B4 MOROS NH#EE — LM G5E BENEDAR)
Fig.4 Visualization of social network after Block modeling
of Yamaoka  “Pattern of weighting”



ikt TRONTZ SNHEE L IZR AR B TFERIHE S 1
oo BRI, BT, BIE, WE T THEEREE DAL
THE SN TWER Y b T —7 O—HaBRRODRP
D& L CEEBMGREBET S b0, TOMEE,
HHEDIAL TRLONI L DI~ TIHEFITTN &
Bbind (7 @0 a, b), —F, BH, LRED 2
HIBEIZ B0 T, BT OREEZH S bOO, [HEN
HWSAA] LD Fy T — 7 GENHE DD,
FOMBEEAEE > TV D, DEY HEERRDA
Iy BEFICR SN ET, o TERAEDIAL)
OEBRPRONIZHIETHD (K7 @D c),
DLEZRRIET S &, 5 HIEOE B5< D TR,
MHBabiAT AL L T, THEER) TBIFRID) IR
oy r[Ap S5 — 2, TSR DR SN TV B b OO ((]
i) BR By —, TR TEIRM) <
bR ENTVB[CPF — A TE B,

IV E#

AEFZETIE, 5 HUS o SN HEEE THEMiAL] &I
HESEXRRLBMICL 2T 3D F— I GETET
W, BBIZ, TOBRIZOWVWTERELRZV,

F-, [EEEDRAA) 1, AIBOR 1 TRTLD
12, IFEIRE B3 0 ETABOR IR L & 1
ITIRRT AP CHBL T o7, LLARRDL, &
Bz &~ T, &R REORAORBREL, KRECR
RoTWe, TOBHEEILTEIDNRDION, 65
< 0 ETHEMBORMAEICR T ABEFESMOSZITA
NEEITHD, FRTOL 7 U U IREICE B &, B,
HEICBWTE, BERBORESITHbRVEE,
FH 3KV ETHEEN A~ FLE, TOH%ROETH
BOFBHIZEVTYH, HIHGESCEHEBEOEDIT,
HEEEIChE 2 L) REHR TORY AT,
HEOoRPVIEAETHY, EACEELHELT
WHRRTHoTo, —F, WHE, SBE, LREOCEH
i, BETHER»OHIRES (BRECBRESR
WY —F—2 v TERBE LR OZIT ARS8
LTCERERY, BEBROEENDEEL D 2 0EMEH]
ELTC, MEBERARIEREEND I L LR o0,

Wiz TEMRRIE DAL ) A D &, MM ~T
BRE, ERECBOTHHRBOALPER T,
IOBEBELT, Zo 2 HigE, E5-3< 0 ETEE
NEBREASIEHEECHEABEL LN LDEI D HT
HEBEFENPELNTREY, 530 ETHEOH
MAZEFRERY R— M a RN HEI R TV

TERHToND, BMEREN 1~ OFBA 8-
DAL & T HEV (R 8), 2D &L, BMIZ K
% TBIRAE DAL OMESHR, FEEEZERSFL

TWHZ EEMIFELT

W3,

—%, UWEATHEESOEERRE 0ot A %% 0F
E7 HRIBOSNEEDO—E

Table.7 Visualization of social network
after Block modeling in 5 town

21

Q\\
[
i

-~

LEREYR, FFH
EADST. BIS

gl

wERLNE. BED
EAs57. BIS

OHFEERIEDA S @BIRAHL DA H €35t
Biad., i3, a:8s, &g,
PTA, REERA PTA, REER
o B
?2%?757 ?j%f'/x'ﬁ:’
O (FHE) PN ol (FHE) FRYPwN
AN B | anzme pamas |\
witae RS
o Onro ©) NPO
SHESE SHEAE

(<]

Bl

~ BARsR

L CEE T
PTA
i
BAOTT ‘)
) Onue
! S4XVXI5T
BI&, Wi
BESA

@
sER2f2
BHRDH
ok

@ BsEsR

EE%. NPO
EAE A C7A
g
HE

Q ‘mn. BB
niigs. BIa
£X557
BREZA
@

SERZBE, AHRERE
REMR. ToW

1 1
-3
igRip]
‘Qgﬁ%‘x?%‘ Qa;ﬁ%x , |2
) El 'J_ Ed ‘343“/_']5 &) &)
CEIEr (HEA957 AR
& H
# aaEas -
EE TS L
T wowe S ?r( 7;}(
#is () 6] e o ©
PTA A———— PTA FER ;}' +
Rxie R TBREWBE i 55
TERLBR HIR Tolt (KER) i
Tol (KEM
BREERB. NPO BREBR. NPO
SHRFE . RAAREH HIEE. BHZEE
gae, RESA ERSCEr
N mHREE Bas. RESBA
i -
e, W | 18 %
CPRL TS BB &
EMR - 8§
- ZA% | BT
#1 Of PTA | #iB (0 Q e
BLE BtsE | NPO S4ALXOST AA
HE ot PTA SAR2RE | B
e (Fpra) EER oz
NPO EAE <
) p F0ih At
EHREGE ) G O zne T
WEiBE 2N
SAXLXE5T 4
. - Ei#EeR
HiAe, BAYST
- g%, BIS
gEes mg‘ Be2h Gpazenz
nem \iiaa
HIg
i
PTA £
B | i [EMEE HEns
ﬁ S4F AN T G4 wX05T
ey
© @
— NP O, HE EBAIST
BAREE TOH G3AE)

B4+ TP SEIEB
B+ TS EERE

R 8 BMEROEHURE

Table.8 Repetition of the post experience

S i | mw | wm | aE | kxe
o (n=14) | (n=26) | (n=13) | (n==32) | (n=33)
0 1 6 3 7 )
1~5 10 10 5 22 21
6~10 3 3 3poed B

361



¥, 5O ETBBICBITS G, itk
AT, hoME s oBEENERE T, Sor900E
WICEEs LB OND,

PLEX Y, EOAR BRI L - T, SEENIE[A]
B, [Chs# —v i3, IEBERBDOERBF+oREET
@RIV ITONEHE), THEBEERIIHES T
b, 4B EOMEEEICEES5E), B
b3 ) EITAMCHRICMAE ST dh, FHEARME
BB EATODEE] © 3 207 —RZHIGT D
LIRRTE D, DFY, TEHAE LI ) EITHEE
BT AR, SRR BRI E % A A THREE
BIAABE Lo, o2 OMBIER%Z, WMICERD
RBME L LCHES TE 2 ICE - T, BlaNBED
SN EFRBOTENERSND Z EnbhoTt,

V Bbbiz

AR TIE, SN & L CHBMBEEREZIEA D DA

HIEE RO FERBBAEO SNEZ AR L,
S HICHEERORES SNEE ORI & » CEEL
TAZEERAE, TORR, HMIICE > T TEER)
FRERAG ) 7RBDIARDOBRENRESERY, T0E
WMZE 2T 3 20N F—INETELZ ENbho
Tro BETHMETIRZICLS Do ERBIBHBORE
DIRFEE SN HEEDOHIE 72 H UNS BM I L AHERIZ L -
TESICHBETE, o [EHAL] HED 2 50
WA (S0 BEENEDIAR) 12X - THEIZER
TEARIENRENTZ, TORBBRICBWT, BMNEE
F(TIT B SN o, i [Hebiad ) BEA O A FTaE
WERRLI-EVWZSE, LnLiads, ERBIAHE
O SN HEERF OB ML BIHEICH LT, T2 INE
(RRFOMED FOEBMIBIE & OLBE) oREEI
DNTHE, SBOBEE L TE--, 21DV TH,
BOMSITBEE LW,

b3
E ) HETAS, IR0 HURIC, HTETRR OHEIRICE
THEGENESYE, FROBEREXMEED

HBBEBT DBV ATEREB O — >, BEIRTH T
JFEIBES 202 0 4 1R, ERRARHEIRO .
UVHBIEE B TR X (—A%HIED) ASE A Sz,

E2) F O ETFHSOELZREY TH HIERES
i BECEBEER) oxLTe TV v /H#E
(20094 11 H 4 BB L2004 1 A 25, 26 B
Ei) #1T-7,

TE3) &Y IE, CONCOR IZoWT, HaNiET s
b ~&EEZRETT, FHROIIRDD, 7N
o a7 ®F Y oS THAEBRBLTNA,

W o4) BB VI, H7 v BOREEE
N, 2EEHIVEVES, Yoy oW - BICH
BRHAHLHBTEDL LTS,

Fe) HE DL E, KEOAER, FAETAHK
DEY E EDOMIZ, THRORBHREELHE
T&7, PO XEDSLS, FERT
HoTh, BEMEUEFEOHEZERICEE
L, B, B, MEREESIEETS,

5| ATk
1) Ehz@E g - HRE S MR (2005) ¢
FRTH & OEESH S HIE-S D ORAL b
2) [EERHEE (2000) : BILFIZRT D AM OFEME
BT HSI-BERNOLIEFEOCEG-, BAREE
RFEFEROCE 2009 FEE, 166-173
3) SIBIE, HEBRE, #MHES (2009) : #Hmx v b
D= AMIC L DBRLUNEEOS®REBEI YV —¥—0D
k-2 FREETSELEOEL -, REREBEIR
55(2), 33-43.
4) EIEHR (2003) : HERy FT—27 LEKETO
ZREdE: EDIAR ] T 7o —F Il L ARFELSFENE
2 HaEiTE 54(2), 159-162
5) Peter Moran (2005) : Structural vs. relational
embeddedness— social <capital and managerial
performance, Strategic Management Journal 26 (12) ,
1130-1132.
6) KILZEF (2006) : HUEHESEMEIZmT s %
v b=V EROHOETFNIFE, BERBRERT
BEEBERBEETRA R, 9-42.
7) FHE (2001) : [EHEX v MU —0 HH-EHR 2
< HEER & HED BimEdk, 114-118.
8) &iE (2003) :[H&ERXy U — 2 W OERE—#
LHEREARRIC T ), $hEERE, 85-134.
9) RERRE (2007) : #EERME & BEHERHAICER L
FRPHOHESY, BEREEHETEFTR 38(4).
1-22.
10) HIBIEME (2005) : AIETH &0 O f LIz B0
HHIBA S HE-FEIFEFIEDHEAE LS LUE®
EREEFEBL T, BABUKRFERERE LRI,
65-79.

Summary: We drew network structure of neighborhood community association with “social embedded concept™ which captured
relations between organizations as social network in this study. Furthermore, we tried that we made a state of the organization
reorganization a type by an abridgement of social network. As a result, degree of the implantation was different greatly in each area
and understood what 1 could classity in three patterns.

F—1 - K (Keyword) : A& #EE(Social embedded concept), 7w v 7 €7 Y v 7' (Block modeling)
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