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AWF%ETlE, Business and Society({23 & #h4) i, R THEAMRHED, ZDATFT A 7k
N —E DR, U IEMEDOLFEREE U TottaE OTo RN Z BRI 25
3270k RHEHT %,

TP A IR - DI IR % i < ERIRZE DV TlE, CSR & W S BE&H A IRRE
(social issues) NDI DA, H 2 WX FHTEE) (social initiatives) ” & WV 5 H DA E S #iE
2o, EOXSIBHAINGZ 0P E2B0TH S, MtkaiEEi:, oS5 HE4 D
MEOMEICHO KRS, FIHETIRIGECHICAZ 2 BRICESD I 0WEAELH 2 5.
ZNTHLAE, EFRESERNEICHD His R L, FTT 2 D307 355D
¥d 2 E2WHEO b2 S, REFALE L THRT2H0% E 58T 200, AT
FEINSIZDNWTATA 7 RN —EDBIREDR OTTICER U TRl Tn <, JBfTiis
DLE2—%2FPr0I, EEfEIC T 2 IGHORME L R 2R A2 D TH S,

2.1.2 MHER

HHARZE, Tab5RENAROERZE -ROHNPDHMLE T2, REOMEM
HWoAzEMET S, FEEFTHD, POLSNHEORERE S v a v & T 2 EBREER -
HEBUF - BiRRE Vo 2 A1EERS, NPO - NGO, S SIKIREFEHIN T2 0nbw
% )=y %)L 2% —751 X (social enterprise(s)) ) 1Z DWW T DMEHIBAFITIED 72
W3, BBRRINZZGAERE, AT, TEAMSE ZHIC T3 SR 2,

* BB AR LR AT RIBhB (WFFESE) - A1), BHERER G A e RHE 13
2 AKRTE, TEA OEFEITE TS CSR ORI DTN 7S WFE (social issues) NI D fA ) H3HERE
DEFETEINC 257 bDE F LT NathaiEH) (social initiatives); LRI EI2T 2,
BTy —yx s TVH—75 4 X (social enterprise(s))) ¥, FEEMFFa v (REELFEF), LR
N5, EAF [2009] 1, “social enterprise” 23% < DA THEWAEHE, & AAERIESNZ EH, H
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Business and Society[B&S] (423 & #l:4%)/corporate social responsibility [CSR] & cor-
porate responsibility [CR]/social initiatives([f #1276 &h)/legitimacy(1F 24 14:)/ organisational
legitimacy(RLA% O IE 2414 )/stakeholder legitimacy(R 71 7 F L4 —DIEY ) B X U rele-
vant publicCHfIRF 3 X & R 51 7 k)L 4 —)/legitimacy gaps(IE 4D X + v 7')/legitimacy
pitfalls(1E 241 D B 5% )/ A 3

2.1.4 EXRWREEDE

9, DEOREZMMAEAERE B2 4561, ZOEEIhRIN 72 FEA i fEa] i
o5 EEFRETE R0, RESMIOPICEEL, BT 2 2 & Ob RN R
WX, BFATLZHESFE LR 7 Y —TH32L, ZLUTCEDORBEENTS &I
HBEERD,

—7, SHTIX, ®EOIEBHFHEMIZESREZBKZ A2, A% O Lffifdsl,
D BBEDHDDPIICETRELELEADD, ETETZOHELEAVWEE L TEL
(Bakan,2004), 7*D TIXEN P HBEIHEH - TE AR EDZRPLHEDELEICB W T
b, MADEMP ) oY ZEEL TELRFEICHHFINIHENL, EHKE<AEST
e, DRIy —ELRER D & — L OBERBPHFEIICLT Zh, ZnEFndRKD 5
ZHENEFDEFLTETCND I L%, BAIHERTI2LENHDZS5TH S,

Fle, PAHREDPZR, BELVSDHDE, AT AT LO—BELT, ZONHICH
1T MDA BRERTMEE DA v 2S5 7 a v DR THRE « L T TR ERAH
LTATDH, BEFRANEEOARL ST, a1 - BUah - Uil co¥E %
RO TR Z L IAEGICHBEINL S, BFEEX, KRLAREHOME, bLEZES
W 72 IGE) DT, WEE I IGE R 2 30T 25, B G mehE &
ZH7oTRhE, BEOMRERICRL, 752 - <A F 2DIEIHR%E G 2 2 WHEVED
b3, £, HAKEWS KT, EEE2-HNCEGZ2E1DTEL, Grons e
bH27225, 20 LT, BEOREIAEE ORMNZBEREZ R L T < 2oi2ig,
RRHCIE BT, RHCIXMbTAE DIHEBIL 5235, BHICH 2 EOMRZXIZ DAL 5T,
GHBIAEL S KA BV R 7PRHEEZFRILZD, 2B TEWAEDTZIED, B
IZESTEIRBEDZRFEOHEE 22 0b Lk n, 22T, ADLPXL - lifEfREEIc
ZFOW S MBS EE D AR TH S 5,

ZONAKEPICEETH D L, EBHICHRZ U TEZEMERD JERHICRKE WV, 25, @
FEEVSIERZ DT %, thaxs AT 04 OBEOMREARE DA v 250574
ZERICBOWTHREL X5 & 2854, RAXSHMIZIEFICLL, »OEMETHS, b
R, BFMWEIEZ 3200 HLTONMT20TE, RAEEFESA AL A2%LDTIEEA
(AN

FIEM (for-profit) DA (B 2 IFHRA4E) & THE&WAZE, L ORBI%Z X DML T3 LT 3,
[AFHSCIE “enterprise” & & T4k, 2T HDOTHD, ZOEHAM - FEHFOHIFZLT LU BMbONTI %
o<, ZDLET, “social enterprises” Dakild, Y ¥ %A Tz EEAFEHEBICR 5ALE X
i olaE o708, BRTIE, Bk o CEEFFE(EAZ D ERICED I GG H 2 EIBRXTNS (p.17),
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WELCOVT, AT AT LR OBKTREDA ¥ 505 4 T RBR»SFHAL
kS ETIHRICH £/, T E 4% (Business and Society: B&S) & 5 5 #E%Z &
FIZ, CSRifi, A7 A 2 5 )4 —ifi (Stakeholder Theory: ST), {ix24ffB (Business Ethics:
BE) i, 2241 (Corporate Citizenship: CC) i D4 =W O03H 3, LrL, ZD
%IFZES Vo BRMED TH) %2, ZNZFIWVHRLEZ T 2> 7V U ofiET3icE E
FoTn3 LSRRI NS, RFELIE, B2VIEFMRHEE MO TG E DBIR
X, EBOLZAERICEMTHZ, HICEELTHWEHDTH, RIFELDTHRN
U, RHCIERBIRICERZ b DD, o2, kearUIDOroEmNATES TH
A 2U&L TV KA, MEOAREZHERML, Bkicmrbt 2 BENZ R % T
FERSRNWIEDBL N, LeL, SHBREHEINZIDIE, 25007277 FDRAA
ZALDRAR, BROZZODORENTHMNE Y 70 —F TlEBnh, 25 TH2%56
X, ZOXSARBRE T ICEPNMEOITE Z JIH T 2 BRIl & 2 2 B RS
(constructs) Z O L, 20 LT, 16k, SN TE MEOTEFEDEEM I
FEINICHAG DR THE R DMEDH 2 DTE NP3 5D,

FEHBIIBOTD, MAfSNIXREHEDH S, MEOHRICBOWTIE TA¥EZEL 72
CSRy TAREAZMR S EHB LW oREAPHFATHOONE K5 THS, 1 v F—
F v FOBEIY Y Google DIR/IN—IC TAZ ) TCSRy D 2 §ERMGRTH HIAATH
223 TH, EMICIEREDT—LXR—YND CSR Bt 7> a v, Bz CSR-
PATFEV T o MEFOET 7 7 A VDB E< by FLTL %, )i, —HIHEHD K
57, REOFBNRTHHEMICH, A¥EE CSR L DRHDIT 2L RO DZFDH 2,
L2LAa2S, M hRndnd, THEOMEDAIELE CSR NDOHD A & DRI 1 TeHE
BHBDEC; LI WHNERBROERE BRI OGNS, ZLT, 2OLSREHDZ,
W, RO S & T CSR IO EBELCLAEZRZS LTS, i), FHf
BlBDATA IV —bRFELTREHEZEDZE LS5 ROTNWEIDEELRNTE S, T
X, 22TV TMREEE X, KDEMENICIZES WoHEEZEKL, ED XS I
DoNZHDBRDIELSDP, ZHZFH CSR EARELIZESERINDINRNED,

215 UHY—F - JIXF 3 (RQ) DHRE

AWFFEDIRALNI 72 HEEE, {33 & #1:42> (Business and Society) afi /& W\ 5 T % Fiife &
TR, DN, ZFOE-BOTEIFEIMTH 2 BFNWHSES & IIFE L BVWIET, 1At

Mo, REORFEATIN  AHMMEE VWS BLETH B, K0 EARICIE, TRIEREERIC X B H O
DKt TR (SO, TIRBRIRE 20N, LnokdbDTH 3,

S EEAREIEHE Y ¥ — 0B 12 WIchi o TT> TE 2 TERED” ¥R 7o 7 — ) TDH
FCSR IEEINDH DA, & LT, TAREDME) PEICBToNTED, REFEPHEHRE L Vol
WD AT A 7 RV =T R, RFEGBOINBIENS 72 2 —RATEE D, TA¥E) 2ELT S MHEI0HSA
TEND, &, Aery—ickiug, 22Tns TA¥E, ik TEREN - -2 - Hifizez X
DR, KE - LBLDOMNR) BT,

OBz, BAEROEEY A (B gooy 13, NTT ZL—70 NTT L V' F > MRS58 E LT
B, art¥E BHAEEOCSRIAZI 2= 7r—vavzfiilLTnsd, 20—l LT NIT ZL—
TTOEBBBANINTNWS, [ —7Tlk, 2008 2 HiZ, V-7t E2ED LD —
2 ay 7EFEMLULD, ZOB, 2MEIC INITT JVv—7CSR~<y 7 DK 0%} L&, 22T
&, TAR¥ICKZ CSRIiGH, & TAEDIO CSR IGH)) %2, SHLEIE TRy - BEIEZED
5, http://eco.goo.ne. jp/business/csr/team-ntt/ws_02.html (EHRK 7 7 & 2: 2010 4 10 H
2 H)

TR, B TREEHSE bLIR ThELHS) wEELTS,
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K2EHZ RIS 2 & IFBENICTREAR D, £z, ZOBREEINS RSS2,
EVWISHZE, ATA 7 HNY - OBRMEORHES XOZ D& WS BlE» ST %
AATHS, ZORDICHKELZVY—F « JZZAFar (RQ) X, RDEBDTHS,

RQl. #3¥F, #HEVATFLO—HELUTHHT27DICEDLSRI L2 TNED,
RQ2. PRI AT LD —-HELUTHHT 2 2 & 2WHICT 28N E, ZDMERE
FEDKS DD,

216 HEHMSOTEHEREEE BSIUEANLGEHES

AWHETIE, MELDMREICE T B, &H - FHE O A 2WOIERICH 2 FAN L BT
Z D%, % CR(Corporate Responsibility), Z®D 5%, h&M7% (social) HIE % FFi2 5
i L 72854 % CSR(CorporateSocial Responsibility), D D d CR L2 3™, Kic,
eI T 24 B EZ S MEUE (social issues), fibry, 4 DMBFEICBT S
CSR HEikic o < ##iGH %2 CSR iG#i &, KA ERT S,

EARTIE, BRAZBERPAARERBIO X ICD o3 K512, CSR ND#E
ik P LB 4 DAZEDIEE DIED TRHERIFID 7R AZDb DI I NG, L
SH%E & B (FRAR,1994; B K ORAR,2002; 2006), L7=h35 T, U MEDOAIELE 2D
EDPWO MO SWHED, AREAEVICPELDRMELZDTE9bDTIEARL, —
BTHBZNEREEZD, TbZFD, EIkD N, ZERINZEE - b —E 2D4tE
ZAEFELTZ2OTHRINUR, RINCHE > TG - e 2 2 & 37765, I 2
ERLEERORNVES S, RENTOMMA GHERCHIE) LEEICB N TD, etk
EVWSERIFEETH S, REOHLADARL =2 a v &S DIz S BiEERTH S
L, fEERICE > TR, BT 20EMRZOLDN 1 DDA 2271, HEDELTH
%, R, AR ONDEVWSHLDRFTAEA ) Y —2A%2REEL, 2 OuHif
ELTESPIHIZAES, 2N EIEDORERD, HHANDIEH RS, oI s > TH
ERTL, ZORMIPKEINEPEINI G EBoTnARITIUE, SEEMET L, 228
TRFEARO LT R LI RIEDEZEEININETH S,

TDXSIT, Wi, HEMCHE - BRoRMICKST, #d Nmthatt, %
HLTWBIETTHS, CSR ENS DDA, HIzhbfE - FERDLP, MROMIGE O
BHCRBDH AMHETRITIUTHIUTELRNA > 2 —THI3PDLIICEDLNIZIEDHH
303, Z5TlEH0V, HXDBETHNATA 7R NVY — - 1L OBRZ ESREL T
W3 Dh, ZOREHAKD, ZOMRHED CSR 26 LTDTH S,

SoIC, AEPNRET 2 TR ICBIL TR, EFNEIIEOTOR & v 5 HAM 7%
TTERED &, REIC K BHANFEOI D AR Z, JHHFETY, &0 bIIREARFEDON

BAMEICB VT, REOAE OB, HAMEE NS BDIC T+ —H RTS8, KT CR & CSR
DN IZFRIC ALY, CSR ZHhiZiEmL T,

B ZEBAREBHIZIE TNTT HAA 2L —7 2008 4 CSR @i, 1o ME=%E0, 298, TA%oD
CSR THIHN 2 DIFZDHEMSICEHRL TORHESILENWSHIEL T THRL, Z2OHEFHOE
D7, WOflAaA, &L, CSR &1 “KERZBLTHEICHIRT 2L TH 2 E 0S5 H MR
fRIC ESE 2 IR 5 3 (R p.50).

O SERIE & 1Z, HARFEEICES, HSORFEWHREZ RO TOITIA, H=EDORARITRICRA S
DEIRMNFER G522 THD, TOINBEICIZIE - ADMEAH D, IEDINBHE IRHBzIH) & LT
i, A7 N—a URRERIGED), AOSHTIEE GHEAR & UCiE, BEIERA &S Otaa R -
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Whrae R Wz 2L T3, HEKIC, CSRIEEIEVWSHDZE, HLDRHEICBITS
CSR DI HED <AL WHEO N L E S Witz 2, 2O X5 %2 XRICEB W TIE CSR
TEENCHD fTe 2334, & 2 i CSRIGENCEND M & & AR, MEDIELM %2 HEES
T2HLDTHDEHERD,

WEDRFNIAEZ BIF L CE 2THOMBEPL 7 n k2%, Wi colBl 2% T, BiF
WZRBMEIC K> TC, HIBRERBTETH 2 BRI, =7 T 1 v 7ICBIT 3 4P ¥k
&, ZORIRE L TONERNE - REMEE), LarL, 0 X5 Hiiso B ffifgikE
7aeAAKD, BTUDEMEZTTEHHELENZNWDLDTH D, Z TITIFthai - 3L
{LAYZESE (non-market forces) 2SADIAAZ D, BIZIZINEALRFE L COREMED XS
i, KO EFWIC, LU THEENLZD T 36D H % (Sethi, 1979: p.63),

¥ TRFEEIRD Milton Friedman (222D T, THR¥EDME—RAD (&) BT,
Fo) flig 2 AL T B & TH B, &7 (Friedman, 1965; 1970) Z & 55, HlfT
BERER—RIC, REUADZFA 7R NVT—ZEB LAY, LS EKRT THhERE R
F# ORFEBD XS IHEINZ D%, 20, LD 7L —XOMBICEL Tix
HTHET2HERH D, s, PlziE, H20EPTEHTORNMDAEREIZ Y 72> TR
B2 ER L CTHRES - RERBEL TO TR GHETRETHRD) &S FiREs
A A=)V TIEHEWNWZ &1F, Friedman HEH23H 5 DFEDOHFIZTEBNWTIED B 2 AMEL %0F
RF  RERDPODA VP E 2 —DETHD TS (Taketani, 2005), DD, HEEDS,
b5 (tham) HEZ OO O NEREERZ, 2 OXEETS (=NELT 2) &4
PR EC, REDZNZED D51, ZOWNELE WS HW - fTAFFEEEE LTIE
WD B 24 - 1TATHD, BEHFPREMLICHRTEOI R 2 BFICREL TSI LI
FaokknDTHB !,

BB UICZ 228, REFMATEELATICTFETZ2DDOTIEEZL, HEEns v 2T
DI, fhDEx BREREREDA V2S5 2 a v ZBOBEITHTHERELTEZLDBDTD
%, RETHODN - FEMiD DI, ZONR G- L) ENE ([Z2ES5T 3
D) ED2HDOP T HDORICL > THKRINIZIREZTHSS, I6IL, BELHR, &
VIS IE T 2BEOBR TR (R 74 2BV —) L OBRMEZERT 2 HFE A
LT, iﬁ@zﬁ@aérﬂ%hTtb%ﬁ-ﬁmﬁbf&mvﬁﬁ#6®@ﬂ@
TEETHAS, TITAIETIE, ATFA 78V —IROREZEBES Z&T, FRIC
ﬁﬁt,%ﬁ%tﬁ%%747$W&—ﬁ@%%ﬁ%¥@%%%%ifﬁ%lttbko

WiF»AZETFons, REFE-THEETZDDTIEARL, HET AT LMOMNL B EERELETZHD
THBEVWSTIICTIOE, BEDEHIZS, FUEMEOHICW 2o FHich 502527720, 5
ZAoNTDTZZEFHBETH S, MBS X, ZOMBEICBRHL 2RIEA S 2 WIZRIZIATH 3,

Mg, EFEELUTHBLLENZVWHEAWHEZINDAD S £ 35 2 &%, BEHEKE L TIEY
(legitimate) Tl&722 ), DFEIC X 2 EENHFEDOIDIAARIC Y 72 o TARBIZHP I N Z X E I, AR
MPESNERENZDREIMHDOE TEVWFRVWEERBINORBPRKREVRILE A2 L TH 2
(Friedman, 1965; Levitt, 1958), Z @ &, ¥ X ¥ Friedman IZ 8 F 2 3 O BT O MERICE 3 2 3E40 1%
Taketani [2005] Z& D &,
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2.2 RTA VRIS —mREDRE: 2HMMED SELIENR
HFAD THBEE,

ATFA ZHRNY —GE %, RELESwRObTH, R¥E, FOEM - fTHONRE L
TDATA 7 HENT = EDBREICONTOIHHPINZAAZ DD TH S, FrcHIH
DHDIE, HEREEBAOREIINTZFMOEL - KEELT, BEZEDATA 7RV
& — RIS 2 EAL G - B DO EE% TR T 2P 7 7 —F Th o7z,

221 DAMNNRBBREMNEEER—IEUERATA I7RILY —&DBRGE
58 Freeman [1984]

AT A DRIV —HRICDHEHD 255, FORINEMRICKE SEHBAL 7ZDIE, 1970
AR Stanford Research Institution (SRI) ¥ & Of R. Edward Freeman IZ & %, RD X 5%
ATATERNT —DERLZEFSbNTNHS,

T 2D HIDNER I NP ES PRIk o THEEZZ TN H S, L
{FZDOHMWERICHERZ 5252 K57%, HoWB TN —7F/I1FHA,
“[a stakeholder is] any group or individual who can affect or is affected by the

achievement of the organization’s objectives '>” (Freeman, 1984: p.46)

CORERICEDEBNE, BRAGRFICLIOBRICEELLIFERINTNED, 2Tl
RICHEZE L BDN2b0E2ETTCAHALS, B 11, BEOHERICHEELKIZTER, 3
WISFREISEI O CREDPI NIRRT REERDB AT A I ENT —THD, ZFORTA T HL
=ik, REORMC THELTHWE ZE ) NOERWZEHRZEZ2HbDTHZ L, H
2102, 208t (B0 TH L2 0Z2HE L2 BT, BEMNEEINZIRETHS, &
WHZE, B3I, ATATRNY—EIE, RFEICE-T, BT ATLEZFKL,
AW B R L5246 W2 TBEDSH S THowa 7V —7%7%1ZEA; THD,
W ZAICABZEDOREE LiX, ZOEAMICIG A NS v 2R ORI 7 fmEINELIE %2 K o 5
N3, LWSRBTHB, YIHOWFRICE T, Freeman 1%, TE4M, WS EHRZE
B, WHET I TIEHOYTOZRY, LrL, BREFIRATA IV =LAy 2T A
DOHICAEE, Ko EDORAMDPLD LD EBEDIRTHT, ZOFMERESE - KHz252610
5 (EDPEIND)DDTHD, LVHBiHE, HIEN: - MEMEE D22 P SBHL 7 KA
PiHiI N2 DTH 3 5,

222 ATAUKRIY —NDEBIKIERLFT 1T DAE M

Clarkson[1995] 1Z, AT A 7 Hh V& —bZDEFHELLEKI DL EFHFOLDOTH S
23, FEEMOHENT & LT, KIS E 1 R - 2 XY (primary / secondly) A 71 7 7
W —Z il T 28R BRUZTS, WU KU, 1 RINAT A 7808 — &,

12 Freeman 114 1983 £ DS T “objectives” DIFFITINZ T, XD IEWIBERZEE L S % “mission”
EWSEBEZHAVTH S,
13 R0 FRIF Carroll[1993] 2 EICH R 5N 5,
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M3l & 5C, going concern & U THAET % L TIEFATIREZELES (p. 106) TH B &3
i, TRFEICH L CERLHEN - BEAZEDMO 2OV Y — 22T 2ET, HS
BEDV R DO—HEGIERZ I FEK) (p.6) THD, S DEE - Mz LITix, B3R
FIEBVZLUARWFETH D E Lz, Z2RUTXHL, 2RINRATA 7BV —Li%, ZOMHE
REEICBI U CRkBERY 22 B - BIDLZ RO D DD, FfiE VI HTIEDT L HEEL RV
FEEEHRLTNWB M, oWk, EERNEEEOEIKEMOGHITIE, F£AT1 271K
¥ — & DHERCEBERICB I Z2EANITOBRBWVIERINE 2R L, ThbDDS,
WD Freeman DR THSEIZ I Nz TAT A 7 5V =23 - filZz Db, &0 5k
MEOAMCEEEET, ZNENDATA VIV —HZVERATA I RNVT =T N—7
WIZHLT, EDKSICLT, FLEDREII Y FIXRELRDPEWVSHEAD, BEHN
ELTHETHI I EE2EWMTIHDEFTRES,

Calton and Lad [1995] &, #h&THERN AR S, RATA 7 FNVY —%, BEICX
L CTH5 D2 (power) IC o 72 IE4 72 Bk (legitimate claims) % 3 2 fFEE EFE L
oo Z2LT, ZOERICHFESNEICIEC S Z &2, REERATA 7RV —DHTD
EHMECHFLG LS50, ZOER - IGEMRIEZZOEE, RECNTZIANF VR -
AT Z AL EFASFICHIEL 5 % L DREZR Lz, Zofl, HAZGwPSDAT A
TV — DS 2 3D 72 WEMNH#E1Z, Donaldson & Dunfee [1994] TH 3, £35S
X, ATA4 7 FNY—EMFEEDIFBRIZEK, Fo0ZVHICRZAZBDERZBZNVWLOD
(implicit/explicit) 2% % &@LU 72, MA T, ZOEBIRIFHT U DEENLED D TIE%A
<, RETHOMBATA 2 FNY —ICKSFE (L AZNTHL) OREZICK-TDH
EEE3NI2bDTHI 2Lz, KoT, ZOHHIIcENTIE, EFRIZEDKS
LB H B DD (actual harms/benefits), E 72 IZBEMNICED XS B2 L5285 &
ZZ 515D (potential harms/benefits) & WO RICHZMIT 2 Z L HEETHS E L
Teo 2L, RATA RN —EREEDHRBIRIEZ, FLXDATA I RNT —PNET
% [E15 OAfifiel (intrinsic value) 1IN U THAIZT2HDTHD, 06 T2, HRHEAN
DV Y= ERKTZ272DDY—NLDEIIEbNDEXETIZA W (Evan & Freeman,
1983; Donaldson & Preston, 1995), Thomas Donaldson IZ X %345 0 & DD HRRIX, AT 1
I HRNY =D 2 TR OENAZL E 2 —2BEX T, ATA 7 FVY %
normative(BL#i), descriptive(RLul 1Y), instrumentalGEEIY) D 3 DD 7 70— F I oM
(Donaldson & Preston, 1995) UGN ZAER2IER Lz T, —H TRYID, 200 7%
HTH5,

Johns [1995] %, ®¥fTEIZ, ATFA 7RV —L DAV T I 7 a vy DR TRFTMEE
WEEDHEAIERZ HEE T D ERA L, 2B VWT, ATFA 7RV =L, i
HDINT 3 =< A S DFEET] (power) D U < IXEIR (stake) ZRF DAL 2 1x 7
N—=T7%2EFEITHDTHB L Lz, IHICTDMMEHEDZDIX, Mitchell; Agle; and Wood
[1997] TH 3., TDiXi%, "AYLICHEZ (salient) 27 A 7 F IV =D DFM4P
Z® A (identification); DR ZERIRL, AT A 7 H LY —EMFEDOBREICDNT
DGO Z ERR L b DEFRA D, TTTIE, ATA 7KV Y—DEBEEE
»2bDELT, NT— (power), 1EX4M: (legitimacy), &M (urgency/attention-getting

RIS LTS, bR BB IR A - TS v — LS, BN a2 2T 0 o, HHIE
DB S S P ORANR AR A v 7 T &2 BHET ZRINA T A 2 FIV & — 2 )V —7 (“public stakeholder
group”) ZFIF T35,
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capacity) @ 3 DG 61, iz TRIEBLG WA T A IV RXNY - ERE LRI
NETHD, AT 7K NVY—; LRSI NDZI121F, BRI 1 EREF > TO 20N D
3, L@mLonTn3 (1 Db 0EETE “non stakeholder”), 28, ZTITWHSNNT—&
X, DR TA 7R N =5 UL IFMEICHEEZ L2, HoPHUHREZINI 20T
b3, BREEE, ZOATA 2 HNVY —OEHEPREICHRIAZMEEZRDZHDT, b
LHNSTERTNUE, BEEZDRT A 7 HVT— L OBRIESBENTL £ 5 alit% ik
LATVNSE NS ZETHS, [FMKIC Andriof and Waddock [2002] b, BHELR AT A1 2
TIVY —DFBMNEER R L, T4 - XU —D 2 D2EIT 7,

INS—HDRATA 7 H VY —f%i%, #lZIX, The Academy of Management Review
(AMR) 7213 T%d, B ORI EEIBH I 72D, Clarkson 5 % H0»IZ, Center for
Corporate Social Performance and Ethics, University of Toronto T#[R[IZ 4 7z - T Toronto
Conference on Stakeholder Theory 23Bif# S 172D 72 &, 1995 4EHijfgic —HRE R E—72
ZMZ 72, FThH, Mitchell 5DEZ 7 TRAF 4 7 F )V — DA - EEEPEE (a theory
of stakeholder identification and salience theory); DEVEDHE I X, SHICE THHNT
W3 ZEDERTE 2, DO ER, %2 G E2r5) E4EE2 kD 55—
7T, BEMcE->TH, Z2OME5HE LU THEHYITIEY (legitimate) 78 AT 1 7 H )V —
&, BFLDBZSTHVWARATA VALY —"OBEET 2 WHEEZ TR T 20D THH 5,
E72E L 1995 4£1Z, 1D AMR IZ Suchman O FIZ K % “Legitimacy Management” 12
b ZRBNBMXPBEHINZZ &%, RUTEATERNTHS S,

DLk, TMeEEtte) SO TORIC TR¥E— AT A 7 KV — [HO BRI 74 BIfRREEE
EkBE, BROZNEAEIRE Uil DAFERINEROFEIICOW T L 5 LT, TEX4#E
(legitimacy)) B3R LINREIZ R L CELBD, MAT, $HBBELLSZ LD
ez, TIEMME) OBERIX, BEEATAI7HNY—EDEREMDFERNCHD,
BADPHFICE ST TIEY) 2bDTH 2D, &S E G & EEN R ERT
DTSN T2HDTHD, Z0HHikE A>T, MEDHE] - A v ¥5 72 av
WIS, EVWS37L—LZRTHODTHEEFASKESD, TORICEL, §lEHE,
IESHRERIC DD 2T D LR, fmmzi->Tn<,

2.3 IFYMHEIRICELD TE-XTAIRILY—) BROEE
lCHIFT

2.3.1 IEHHERESOEE

FIEYHE (legitimacy)y OBE&IE, BOARFAPHRFICREZES, £ < OUEED
Z DIEARMN 7 EFe % Max Weber IZROTE 2 EFbILTW3 (Deephouse & Suchman,
2008), TxbB, NELSMHIE, e ICBI2HHC 7 + —< VARGIEIES 22056
L2 E0nS5HDTHD (Weber, 1978), D & 57 Weber DIFFDIE Y4 PERTEDS, Zi
ZENDT 4TV VIEBVWTZDOHRESBEINZ00, HMlOEHRIIMEFICES L

15 AMR 2SR E TV B EE - BV E B O #4fi 7% 7 — & R — 2 “Business Source Premier” O #1721 T
b, 2011 4E2 H 10 AW (EERK T 22 2) T, STIHELOFIHNH 2 2 L RS Nk,

16 BRCHET L7z & 512, #ilZ1F Clarkson (3#% % secondary stakeholder, # DAt #i# TH non stakeholder
EMEATHS,
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T, AFETIE TREELHE) LD T, ELHOMRIE D K SICER - EBH
SNS 200 MBS 2, Fric, IE4EOREMZEH & LS54T % Mark Suchman 12
X%, THathacHEI N, fifd, &, EBOZATLOHIZENT, 5
FROITRPEELL, 24T, BWYUITHZE 0SS ML S NHMELEE ) (1995: 574)
EVSIAWEREEHRHERELDDD, &0, BELASHMICHFEZERICK > THL,

23.2 THZEDOIEYM, ICEELZEEN &R

FTBOARE AN 70 —FICB8 0T, B2, BIFEOAN - <7 aivF:k & Uik
XL, BFNEREEZ RS, (ZNSZID AT thay A7 20—5%2 R T % K+
HEMED T2, ZOXRTOMEDRIE, TZ22ICH 2V Y —RADHALEFITET
IR ZEENFES DD TRV EVWSHHRICDHRTH S, Thbb, REIhE
D—HELUTEETELZDIZ, HEPATFLENIBITBNT TIEYSTH S, DN
BB DARTH S, FHEZDDDDIELENRD SNTHIO T, BHETIMHR, oI
IR =22 HHTIHMEZEZ6ND, TS5V oBEEEEIDEZSEL,
DHEFZOWETZIRD S, £/, TITHRE, REICELEE VI RATA YR (H7) %
52 2 HEEERRTE 3,

¥, TZRBOWTIEYHEBEEDOPEE 2T DX, T#E&ZH (social contracts); & WS
ERSITHD, L, HRERRTZ2A VN—ERELEDOBICBOTHRIZLT S
DTH2, HBEIMEPFRL -2 arvz2®3INZDIE, U BHEDLS, ZOHEZHEU T
e =2z 3D E XD, REPHRICIFTZ LD (M) 2R S,
FITBARI == ZDFTESE, DEDHRICE > TDT I ADMHELELHHEZ TNl 2 HEICHR
LGNBTH S, DFED, HELVWSISLDDELEEZTG E L, ZDHTHRIEDERE %K
EESWTIRAZDBDTH S,

—77, &5 D Talcott Parsons 1%, Jld Weber D BAHZ ik 2 7 ZHFFRICHLD A
A, D IELM: (Organizational legitimacy) %, T##2S, thess 27 LTI 2EHIE
PR, MEBICEAT S 28 SERL, RO EET 2720121, ik
FHEPSELTEEZLWDDERDONZMHENH D, MMkicE > ToPLIEEK, 2
DHPREE, HAVIFHEET O RAZIEY LD DZERT (legitimate) 2 & THB EL
7z (Parsons, 1956), %7z, Dowling and Pfeffer[1975] (%, & 2 #l#kD{ffifEi# (value system)
2, 2D ELS XDIEVHEE T 27 L Ofiifdfle —8 - L Tcn s TR, HL<
2D TAFA %2 EEHRLKLY, E 51 Meyer & Scott [1983] 1%, TX{bhsZ DLk
%8 THFY 2 —Z DRFEDIAEPEREIC DO WT, 203fbE LTE Z £ THD
DL, IS LTEZETSIDbLVWENZ S D, LXK, ZFHUTRD R B HFLE
BNBENENWZZP—DOREDME, (p201) EEBLZ, ThsiinThnd, 2ois
BRBRICHAR (F 72133 BWHRAETZEE, Lo bobIRFENAE A28, E4ED
R=RAIAL v TOHZIERRT, H2THRIE, ZOFEO4EF - FHEEICENT, A
2RO oND &Ik TEEZIT S,

FRkIC, MEICE>TE, BEREE LTotears, BFNEHAE2EO NS &

T ESCTIRBIC “status” E RALENTED, ZOFMELTLOHSPICENTHAND, AF%ETIE, <
Wik k502, ()IRE, Q) ATAZRADEDINY - KPP arvinS32D00BRBIOENTND
LR,
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2, TEETZ2ODORIEROFMETH 2, 2721, 2N AL D RFWEEEEZ T Tk
W, MISPORFFIEEZ L TINTD, ZOEHPSEANEINEZ 7Y Ty o8, e
ICBEZ IR NEZADLEZIDHDOTHZELRES, EAERDZ2DDEFEDSENZNTH
%5, ¥EIE, ZOKE - BRICK->T, HARDEFHICBRIEC TN T ENEEN
%, ZOBREINLINERIIP7 70 —F kY 2D LD 5N THIDH T, L%
BHEFEYEZER T EICH35, DI, BFEICE->TIESEE X, A%
RO ZMRT 2720 OFREFTH D, FERIICHELRERPL, AT 7KLY —
PoDXEEZT, POREEICES T2 2729 DD FF (Parsons, 1956; Pfeffer &
Salancik, 1978) TH 275, ZI ok, BELLZHERSCSKEEZEDOLSIGEHT N EN
5ETATH, HMiilicINB &Ik B,
TIETRNMET S &, REDIELSMICIX

®  HEOHFEZDDH D GEAIIERE
@  HEOITH) (LEIEAKIED BRI 2R E U TOfTE), B XOZ 0T

EVS 2 ODMIEAH D, ELOMEFICHE > TERREEW - BFICFHES iz LTS T,
NEINZPESIPDRES, DEVERICELZIDBDENZSES S,

233 BELCLDIELUEDOTRIAVE: TEHEF Y TOIRIAY
N1 OFEEAN

hzabEic, S5IEmaI2hids s, B¥EOIEYSMEE T, ZOMEOHEE (D) 178
(@) I T 2L S DEBNARHNIC L > THEENZDHDTHD, D, WD v
750 avEBLTHERINHENWEEY & R onb (Berger & Luckmann, 1966),
FikIZ, REOELMEZTHGT 2RI E LT, 4 DN —)ILORE - ilifEfEd, Sk
DECHRS AT LOPTHREINI DD TH S, 51T, L ZoMELDMT, i
EDIESTEE WS b DITHT 2 DE R - iz A2 £ TICX, WHERIC, Tz
WO 270DFTDHbLETORADBFET 2L 0D T ETHS S, R T TRFEMITK
HoNDZDIE, il 00 LS BEEBATHERLZIELEEZBEL bRV 2D DX M
BN LTo, E4EDT 2 A2 F (Suchman, 1995) TH %, IE4HEOTZIA v
b e, ZDKSHEAIFEN - 5T aeRICHHET, Y - HERTITREEVS 2L
WTEBEAS,

Mark Suchman Ic &% TIEHHEDTRI AV b

IESEORD, AMICERIES MG N2 E WS EARNEED S, A3, ASDIEY
PeREEEL, ALK 272018y 27 L DAEBREHIE - 34 OBEFEICN L TH
WIZENTRIINERSRB0DDTH I, EVRIX, BTLHESEXRSHN, 3
JRiTiX, EHERt2ORDIC, BEPHSOITEIZ 2R THEIET 2 2 & T, lifE#s
ZOEBRDOFAMEDS -T2 K520 b Lk, 25, v 257 aiciE, #%
HEaOTHRL BIEBED, HAEEHILTWS, 22D TKICiE, SREAERPEN
BHD, TNbA VY537 avOPTHAZL TS, —RICH S BIERKE 1%, 2
SV BT T, ®3EMH S DITEIHINRRE, SURICIET, b 2 HEPEGEDHH
5, AT RE D DDFEPCELEAN D FENTHEHHAINEZ DD TH S, ZNkE6
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E, kRtE i, R¥EASPRAMD AT A 7RV —, DWW TIEtEA ROl 1 8
?ZPU, ERIVTUEIHELH S5, IELSMICH» DD 2 BEDRFERIEEX, T

’HAOJ%%%)%—@E: L, B S Olifli#lf7 8% @5 S & 2 MR - 28z 7 7
0—F &, Wi, B - GEEINIC Y 7 a—F L, fEOfifEfenr —ua, | S Ot
PHHEZZIEND XS BRRBICEFELTLES, EVS2D0FENEZLGNS, ZD
X 57 F% T, Suchman[1995]. i&, Hi# % TN (institutional) 7 7’1 —F | (Dimaggio
& Powell, 1983; Oliver, 1991), #%# % THNEHY - B EHY (strategic/instrumental) 7 7’ 101 —
F1 &L T3 (Suchman, 1995),

Suchman ¥ 7%z, IEM4HDO 2T Ay Mk EE) THR, MBE) O3 ODORENH
5L T3 (ibid), L2rL, BHENIC BH L WS TR ABEEL S 500, &0
MmN EZET 2 EEbNnS, BE¥R6IE, DELVCELNEZBEELCLESRLS, 20
R CTREITEIPNEDPN, B TERLI BRI THALS I ENTFHREINIPETHS, T
D%, LD 2207 70—F & OHEIELETE X DD, Bl - FEHD 2 DDMlliE» 5
ML THAZE, RDEBDTHD, £7, WMHNHAE?»ST 2L, thad s BTN
Uonzidinid, tha (EOEN) NI 2EEITHEALGNS 2 LIk D, FENRMITED

b, BRICHD RSN EEDIREBTHELZER T2 &, BRI THES 2R,
e T &E 72 < 72 % (Matthews, 1993:p.36), &5, ZDHEZITBIT 2L — )L LAlifERIC
O U TIEMSMED 20 &Gl S LT U £ o 72 B, SE It OREE Ik & OISRk % 72
A5 avitABTEDLTERLZ>TULES (Palazzo & Scherer, 2006)" '8, DI I
6, B, LHMIN2bDF, HL< T HER TR 7uex0—#Th-oT, Hil
THRALTAZEZHEFVHENTHEVWEEONS, EDEFECZFDEMIZ, BT LDH
ICHZ2 EERERW, £, a2 Ma<2dsdboThD, ZHUfEsT, f
KRN —NB LU TOLL> TV BDTH S, EEMICIE, HUICEFEZIDIAA
ZOMEOFEL UTERNCFEITZ0A% 6T, ~HIRDRAALS, ﬁﬁ(‘ﬁﬂ]f;xﬂﬂ%ﬁm
A, BHUGEITSND Z EPEFEINDG, BFEIE, FICKRARS THrRITE%ES
L, OT56B57Z20TIE, BEFNEETTIERDESNTLUESAREEDbH 2, &
LABIRDP SBURERID LT, BV —XP2—AZTLTEE, #HUky I 7%
Wems, BARNZR7? 72 a VIZBRTF T BELH 25,

VRIAYIHRELTD "ELEDF vy 7

EMYEE DK S TE<SEEN, LR, ZORRI AV MIFRERIT I 2ET
5’&ﬁﬁ$f§5 DHIE6TF, 5T 2MEIN2MEDRICIF TREDIESEE A
DBFBHIZX v v THHEET D E/MREINIZIRERESS, LieddoT, IE4ETRI AV
EiF, EYEZDOHDDIZIAL FENSEDDL, ESEEVSHDIZBLTAEL S
Xy 7, #a53E TIE4SMEDF v v 7 (legitimacy gaps) (Sethi, 1979) % £ 313 O,
51T, ZOMWESRE, VWOITHHEHREBZHERIL X5 LS REMOEE T & RS
ZRETHH D, Z2LTC, TOFXry 72 HHEL, HHIHDTW Z &M, B¥EIcE-

Bz iE, FNAEFRL, BOESTHBINTENSETZOH 0N, ME () Xnziktc, Ao
A2 ETIHBAARIEES VLD, 2 aF UREREARN LD T2 2 EBRPENICDIEH S LT
ZENSHICBNT, BEODBEID»RN, BEN—r T2 v AEBIELTNBE I EICARD, HE -
ZDHDONERE AL INE B 270 (Andreasen[1994], Davidson[1996] £5), X - T, RAKRD LM
2L TWAENWZ ERS, E4FEETERNIEICESTLES,
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TFIEAED TERG) THD, ZORXDOBREZ THER:) CERT DI ENTEDES S,
F7z, BRiciR7z &S50, MBE) L3 TR © T#ES Yok zxo—-#ThHD, Bk
YEEPHRGOUGE L RT 2 b D LT 5,

FZDF v 7E, i bix, BECEOMREIRATEL LS IC, KL mFiL
TICkoTHEHDONS ZEDTHETH S (Bl RI1F, Sethi, ibid; Wartick & Mahon, 1994;
Dowling & Pfeffer, 1975), D% D, AT AV HRNT =, DAV H T ayZBL, AT
A TRV =Di%, EORE, ¥5F32EEROTNHNZDrEZNHEICHUEL DD, H
HTOERBLRNVEZZORDIZEDE S, #IZ, AT A 75V —OER ko) %,
HELDOMIfEEICE S KSICEEEZEZ 05 K5I, MEMTOTFHROF v v 72D,
BEREZ MR T 2 20D REMOEhZRTEEZENS,

MEMMEDMRFE &WSEADER

7L, INSEMEDF v v FICBT ZBEAIA T, W LU CREIZ D 2 220
HRPEIPNTERLISICARZI NS, TREEZE, REPIESNUIILN2I1EE, E4M%
R, PHRTEZDOEMIZBEPEIND T L1275 (Sethi, 1979: p.65) £ X ST,
BRINS52FX v v 7D TiE, 2 TREZ ) ADHELPTZZDDICHE-TNEIHDE
EZoND, LBLEDVS, TFEARTIRAL B AHEEZIRVDIE-oTASZ E, ENIC, &
2V EREED RO A THHOMF & WS HTEMEO ZNb Db L0, HilzIE,
Enron DX %Y A v M, HEEREFRE Lk Fo<MEAVW T A2 EATWZEED
N3L, AHEBar 7547027075 L0HEHICBNT, EOREIDHBNERL
oA, fHBEZREL TOZEVWSEKRTD, B2 RSN - 2402 @ 5K
L, OO EEDOHD HADEHRETF L E LTS 7 I AT E LT (Monks &
Minow, 2003), &L %, #5W\WoEHECH EHTFEOHE - (LHazboTLTD, &
BLHD N WEPRKITRPBA TS LT EIRNETHS S, Fris o8
X, BEPFHLEOKITIRES ELADOT, TDHFITCLEL>TW LI LICERTZDT
X722 W72 23 55 (R4, 2005), T7b s, BRCHHEZEROMD GHED RUITHS S
23, ZORFIZ R - AERENICT TRV o2rb Lk, HEOary 797 FR{TE
HODORIFZOHR, L IEMNDRZRNWETICBATED, FERICIErINENEE
BENTLESHEELH 2, R¥ELHEZOI V7Y 7 FOARBERFESICIIICHZDT
RN ZA50, DFD, REZHOZFERD 726 INTW2EMH0S, RENREHERD
D, FNEBREHITIDOLDRD), EVWSHETHENSINIBENRHDZSTH S,
WENH S DRI 2R FIFD 72 DIZZ D AT A 27 KV — % AR IRBUBVIAA 7
D, HRCEROSHICBER IR FZADLEZD LTS ZEPHZAILED, M
ZHOTL 2L, MERE) "™FEH) EVoSETEBINZ X5Ick2, WhEE
{ELKEB1DIC, REDPEHPCHENZ RN 2 H 21X, 20—flThs, ZD
KO BMEITBOTUE, BB DHENCE ZIUIER S N TOUR L b b N3 M 74
MERDI S > T, FIRSREOMHEIPLHFROBE N & D =D, TIVE) AW S
oy, MEHINTRBEIINLZD L TWAAREDLEZ OGNS, ZDX3IZ,
FRNCTEREEL Tz, REOIESE L WS DI T 28O X v v 708, BT
HZPEIPICEDL ST, —Y - ROWICHD S, RN BiZH#ENEmInclL £
SRz, ARTEFHCML TSRS (legitimacy pitfalls); & 4D %, THIC
Bl L, ESEDOTRIA Y MZBWT, RFEILESTH S 1 DENEBRIERING,
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ZNx, BRERTHZIENSNTNWS S 51%, HEEOES L ZIEMEOREKLH D 37
AZIRDIRSD T EF P, RoTAT, HA2VIEFRVWRLITILOT, ZDHEE
DEFHIND K57 % (Pleffer& Salancik, 1978:p.194) ETH H 2 Z & 72, RKICIEY
HWPRR—2 I BHEIT ARV ATHDRDS, BERETKEREIARATDORRPZ2HDE
ETNUE, OEOERLTLERE, ZRABRIBRSNELS, 61T, FUIEPHE
£ (reputational capital) D & 5 7%, BFEICE > THRIRNAZ#HZR7-ITREDL H 20D L
172\ (Deephouse & Suchman, 2008; Fombrun, 1996), L2*L, ZNbiERoE 22, &
EOMEEVWHLE 228720, PULTHEIODVWTLELRLS, BETLEPINI DD
L2 O ERIEK - BORBIIH IR SNIRETH S5, DNAITKFEL TE B
D, PEFEZERTENS I ETZRAIFHDYZLZDIZLTERD, ToXkS2%HX, D
NAITNT 2EG0 3, ZOMRHEIC, ALOARLBDOIELEIZE ZICH2Dh%, AHAZKS
EERHT SV ODMICHESTL o2 MEENEZ TR T 2D TIEIFRNWES S,

RERTA VRILY —DIEZH M

EDELEZFML, 5T 2DEFRATAI7HRNY—THD, ZNEDRTA 7K
F—DEAE - BIERELTD EBD) R AT LTH S,

EZAT, ZOKME, ATA7HNVY—HICDH, BFEDISIEUWEIRD 53 mIzidE
BI20EBH D, RICEHEDE ZREEFONRHFAZ LA —MBRERZ S5 61F, B3
KEHoWwE =AY R ZWDIAR, IREL T ZERkDENZI D LA,
UL, R0 EFEFT - the - SULRIRDLE W - ZZ BB HIRIIC IR, Z2hZ2ho
FERE - FHERMEE Vo HEMNHEIR, S olcixi¥Es, B0 a7 & A2 FEENEE
UCEM - BFMEZ2EB T2 L ICcHEZESRETEATH S I EICHIET S &, B
b, ASPBREGIRNERATA I HRINY —EZDORDZHA UERENA T L EPS
L TWL ZEZZHETH S, Mitchell SDBFRLUZ TRAF A 7 KLy — O BEEN:G
(stakeholder salience theory); (Mitchell, et al., 1997) ICREmI N3 X S5iz, RFEMlIcE -
Th, BTCDOATA IV HNY —IGEARMESINT 2 2 L FATUDRERNTHRL, BHE
MICHDATRETH B, MFEMD, BoICE > THERZATA Z7HIVY =T, EDLS
ICHHLT RE 2, OHWIHRILE LT, HEHICE > TDRAT A 2RIV —DIFEERZ DR
DIEYMUEERZBETRETHD, £/, ZOXSBERTIE, FHEVETEILHTUHHS
CENTIhPolk TR LS HbDDEXS, 5 ERHSNI2LEPHZKE55,

Relevant Public(RP) & ZDEAEE LTO, RENBENICHETRE e,

BRIZiB Rz & 512, Freeman[1984] TD AT A 7 RV —DEHKIZ, %L - SO
MTHEL < FIHINZ ERANRNEIZH B, 21X Mahon & Wartick [2003] 1%, R T+
THRNT —DEEZDLDIEOLEEA, AT A7 HNVY —BREDTECHEIMEICES XS
W ZLTATA RN —IINTEIRIA Y FOREWZHS»ICT S EEDIT,
oD 3 EERMOBRMEEZ HICHZZBICHEN L 2RZiHiL Tnd, Z2O—T,
TIXHEBICHEPIBFEIZE > TDARATA 7 A NT =D, KT, “can affect or is affected
(by the achievement of an organisation’s objectives)” DFEFEE L TDAT A ZHNY —%
ESRBIETE0 2R TOAENE NS HTIFRIEZ ITAN 511720 (untenable) & 32
KT B (p24), F£7=, Phillips[1997] 23a5Hid 2 X 51z, T52%, (effect: “can affect or is
affected”) ICVEHT 2 &, #HlZIET 00U R FREFICEENLZ? RE7 1+, »DOTDH
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RICEEL TOWEREED K ST, MBEREFICN L Tio»D TA#EY)) 282522
FRLEENTLES, BEZEDPITLULE, IRUTHEHTEZHFETIERNVD, 250>
EPRCEPDREEHIINTLES &, BREPRDILZLZoTLES,

XS RMZERE 2, iz, Lindblom [2010] i “relevant public(RP)” & 5
RERTIL TS, HECTIE, B HRET (social disclosure) D XXART, MFEIC X
ZIEMHER 2R v FOEESHRIINTVS, BEICIEYEZNEGT201F, e
LS KDDL S, REOREICE > THETELYEZFDORTA VRNV Y —TH S,
Ko, BN ONRHEIFAE THE2 M (general public)) & 2D TIEAL, WYL
BERZFIRD ZUNETHD, TS5 LU TCEKINLATA 7 FNVY —DRHL, RP T
HY, £z, RPOEARBZOMRIEIZE >TO THRED) #h) EVSTENTESR
% 9 (Lindblom, ibid; Deegan, 2002),

ISR ZCREE R T A 7RV - OBREZRLZ2 281X, 2Dk, 7@
EDHIFTRERT A 7 RNV —0ZOERNN, ZUT, Z0EAKELTO THhED
e OfiPIZED, WHZ2IF-OXTVDEIRIILICEST, WEKSLIBIEZHED 117
TV LTHEERHZLFX 2, COXSEKVIAENAE - AT A 7RV —&
DERMEICBWTZ 2, REOELMEIERO 5, 2 U CHIRMCHEE - JHiizns k5
272 L, Z5H5TEDRRKDENTVBEDTIEEDPS DD,

24 ERIARZAT VY —F - JIXF 3 N\DEIEDHH

AWIETIE, 20DV HY—F - VIRAFavERELE, ZNETEEZHEI AT LD
—HEUTHEZ, REDRFAIRNY —EDA VY575 1 I BERMEOREL 2Dk
e, ¥EE, DVWTERIESDFERERZEDOD D E Ak L7,

e RQL. REDHHD=DIZ, REFEDKI BRI L2 TREDN,
o RQ2. 3D 2 WHECZ I 2 HIN & ZDIERTIZED XS5 b DD,

EVSIBDTHo, Z2LT, INSICHET 2RO & & 2B & LT TEME, B
REEHTZEDPHMITH S EEZ T, TIEYNE R, UToLS5%F—U—F%
PloTHMIND 2 DRI Nz,

o < IE4PEDHE2IHESE >
VI avERBLT, AN - HANCHBEINZ DO TH S,
o <XIRFTARERATA VKRN —LD, E4EDRH >
IEYEE, S OMRPHILC KD EZHW I NZ DD THZ, TDXIRERT

19 ESC TR U “power” ERFLENTNBY, OFLTEDLND K54 TR, WS EKN kI, $iT
THZEDHELOVDD, ENIERZMNMNT 27201, TITEHENEREIZL TAL,

20 Zquk, o Za— )L - 3087 FR IS026000 THEEINTWS k5%, TREEDTE (RF1 2%
V=) ZARMICENTZ 8 TR TETROVID B, ITiZM 260w eEEFEZ 3, 2oz, &
DEIFEW - FEBENARMHEICIES LTBRRZ ERDEBDTH B, Bz, H2eHED, BLOARRKDOFE
PF P NT T 4 TRIGTE ZHIPHZ B 7RSI E TFEE2MIXL 2548, S - BENHRE)
SFENES %L ASTLEY, MRELTHHIEI 2284 B2 HEZLHEL LSS 2, 25%>
TLERIE, ZOHENHEEANOID HAZAL CHEPEINTELRATA 2 FLY—2AT2E23
2, HoTHEEEE522 2L ICbhDphAN, HLETHOLICH > HHdLWEEOIWD AARD 5 2
Z—F L, MWD, 2707808 =& ORFLEERIEEZREZRL, RIINICIZZ DX RH
PO FEDIERR LTI RL TV, S kS, BEZEBo TUMEL TW ZEPHETHS S,
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R - A 5HE BESRFOIELEPZOEADMONIZIRNETH 5,

o <IEMHEDTRZI AL MIBIFZ 2 DOMNHKW 7 70 —F >
WHEOIEY L TX, a2 25 LD%; mwfﬁﬁ«®EML;ofﬂm
ft53nzG6s, EilEAENO L, HOAIMT 3 2 Lick>oTHETE 25460
b2, HIEFEPGE, BFEZXDIEZ IR 2 RN A ES<bo s
BRAZSTH 5,

o < IEMMEDTZIAVMIBIFE T¥r v 7 2T Av ) OHEE XU THaE
NDBLE >
RN OIS (DS 1, NI e¥E2AT285805255, Lo, K
IS PDEADBEHRZRRIEL T 2L LS, HBIZVWERIELSZoTWVWiELE
5, PRTENDHB AT, E4UEIERANEDDTH-72, D6k
HbDTHoENWS T ET, PR Cillizigs L, BHEARAFREICHS 2 &3
FHRIND, RAMNBIELEDOTZI AL T, ZOL5R%EE LRDOEEZR
LTLES, RMN7 70 —FTiX, ¥rv 7OFEERICHED, Fyrv 7Ol
EPANZALFEFTERAE L NDDTH S AJREMED =,

RIZ, TNHDRAY Mo T, 20D Y —F « 2T RAF 3 v ZNERADAE %
RAD, £z, EUEwz A MgBWTIE, THEE) THER &%, D REBOE
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