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Searching for the next Steve Jobs: The Relationship among Social
Capital, Cognitive Psychology and Entrepreneurial Intention
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Abstract

By using TPB, this study focuses on the direct and indirect roles of social capital (divided into
two types of bonding and bridging capital) and cognitive factors in the formation of
entrepreneurial career intent. By integrating sociological and psychological perspectives, this
study is an attempt to bring a new perspective to gain insight into the mind-set of prospective
entrepreneurial career seekers. We conducted research by questionnaires among university
students enrolled in two entrepreneurial related courses, 307 valid questionnaires were collected.
We find that bridging social capital directly shapes the entrepreneurial intentions of young
people. Regarding the indirect effect, both types of social capital shapes the entrepreneurial
intentions through the cognitive infrastructure (self-efficacy and subjective norm). In summary,
this study revealed that the process of forming entrepreneurial career intention is not solely a
function of the cognitive tool kit. This complex process is also influenced by the social capital.
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