FERIZRE B R LA
e SetilliEhate PNithioe Skt iaEE S

A= KK

FIRIR
HRF BT G2 ZET

BEH o NP EFEMRRMAEZ M RMREEFMEL > — 4
RS E TG TR MBE IR - R L LB B R R R
GrAR R H T R L B G S TG R K IEH (ARFARTE
TR B SR BUEH ~ ABRMAFARKREIRS EOHEKH) » Hib
Bw TRABRBERARE LT o RXEAEHMNIZHRA I EMEKL
RGBT S ~ AR A A F I S s ey 42 5k  f& (anomaly) ~ it
TR ET R A RIS G Aol 2 58 S o R EAE S AL BT E - KX
AR e W R R RFE S I KA A E A 6 B B4 09T %, -
RIS E AR A T AR AR - BBH AT EE e
HEEHRRM LTS Meg MR EE FELH R FRER
MREERGE F T —RBESE XA S EEL TR - Hi8 1960
SRR ¥ 1990 S 4X K g 48 B 1] 85 64 B R T 0 R AR B RAE S 4w
ik i = A8 L Bk R 4 4 AR ] > AT AR TG AT e ~ FREMEN
R 448 LA 00 e M ~ T R0 B SR L b e AR
2 AR RERM S E A AL P AHAE 0 BREREE ML
(LB HBE T ER I EERNER - RELFOH S ERILAH
BEGUGEI N RERAEHEG AR BS ZE @A SR T
ITEERE o AR EBHIEALGIEHE N YIERES - AR THKRX
AL W IE AR 1R o 4B AR % T A A A8 RSP R IR B B T AAR 404 £
E o ME o mARe R REA R AT R0 AE G AL A B
FoARFREAEAKRNESRLE LY c BEEEAALTRE T
AR SAEAR 6 A E LA RS R R MRS o XK
EIH AL LM R - BRI H R TFALGE FRE S

M=t BIRMES ~ Rkt AR - D EMMEL ~ DEFEH

SHEA R 13 0 | 173-242 5 2007 56 A AR °
YA 12006 -9 A 18 A ; #:% 12007 8 A 38 -
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Between the State Power and Chinese Familism:
Corporate Control and Intercorporate Networks
in Taiwan Revisited

Zong-Rong Lee

Institute of Sociology, Academia Sinica

Situated within the research context of corporate control, this study
investigates the extent to which the intercorporate networks of big businessesin
Taiwan are influenced by state intervention and the persistent practice of
Chinese familism. This study begins by developing an institutionalist approach
to market governance through integrating the control imperative of state power
into the framework of intercorporate network analysis, and accordingly, derives
hypotheses that are tested with empirical analyses. This paper argues that
corporate control is exercised through relational measures that the institutional
authority seeking dominance can utilize. By tracing the strategized relations
between the institutional authority and corporate actors, it is possible to
comprehend how market dominance is maintained via affiliational actions in
particular historical conjunctures. This paper then provides a historical survey
of the investment portfolios of major, state-owned firms; identifies the
underlying networking patterns, and explains three intercorporate mechanisms
through which control may be exercised. Empirical analyses of intercorporate
networks in 125 major state-owned and private firms during late 1990s reveal
that both prominent state power and the cultural practice of Chinese familism
are at work: While the particularistic guanxi networking generates a localized
tendency of group formation, it is the overlapping participation of state-owned
firms that eventually linked the provincia clusters of private firms together on
aglobal level. Thisfeature has resulted in the tendency of state-owned firmsto
occupy dominant network positions and engendered a network construction
distinctively different from those in major industrialized economies. A dyadic
statistical analysis of equity alliances among 77 magjor, private firms further
demonstratesthe structural constraintsthat this politicized market interface may
impose upon corporate activities. Overall, analyses from this study discover
empirical manifestations inimical to existing theories about Taiwan's market
development. Implications for organization studies, the development state
literature, and broader research contexts are discussed.

. HZRO/ MBWMSRZ HI&KLCHHI DP LOWP L1QMARSRIDMHE RN
FRERDMARQARO

Taiwanese Sociology Number 13 (June 2007): 173-242
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|
i
(]

2005 4

= (2004)

=t

6%
(other peopl€e's money,
OPM)

1 BMAEHE=O0—BHARYREROKEF LA EAT 0068 - KETZEREFE
MBS FEOAEFRRAL  BLEFAR— REARRXEFEALYLEH
EEEM R AT o RIE (FEAF) BT RTHLBLEFNAR—FREBLRLE
Z9 o BAFRE—BEAREFE  ATFRFTFRARTREFRARED > REK
FRTEI/ SRR c RAARAKETBEMEHR RN R ETYE TN TR -
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GHEEEE =0

SNG

PREREZ SR EHRYFAE RO ERBENTIHTHN FE - T
Bl FH c AP EREMNTIBEEF RO P24 > 502006 F08 THWEEE
MR AR 1 kW Ao e REAE o Wil i SNE A IR 0 BB AE O ER C R RATLMA
PR 4 Efpamdiafr LA PRBAREF R o M EMHE X 2006 F 15 % 18 5
BEKRIMBEELSRE  BELAMBEE—F T EBHMBELEATLLRKRER TS
WEAMFS  JIRENELHAL SR FHIRACER > ARLEEENEH - R
FEPBEMFRARE - T R FRAYEIRF BAZ 0 SURME B SR 0 ALK
BEARE S PREAMBAYLGRFRIE - IFIRXGARHLE S HIFLEE
SAHMEEEMBAEEHNE REEIERESIMRE T SRR FER
g, (PEKNR20064-3A218) B4 REEAFTEFERT  AFPEER =
SR ERATFRORMABRSEEFRRALE > T wibkatdedr TR KRG YT
W RERE THERE AR EERBIREARET, ) (P E R 2006 £ 3
A2L\)-

HMBURE Aot T S A SR Moy 5 ) 7 MBEF LN EHBE 2P0 EH AP B
# (2004 +4R158) @ "HEAS FREGE= HERESRFE —v s
BRI 0B o BRMAG K ERATIT R 5 > AT P BITHIRE o &8
R ERME RO TR PRERMEBRROZ LS SAREARE
EHAHAEH o WG —EAERTREIFRERANLEHOEIARER > HEREB
ARG EE T R MY XA A S A ABIB B R A IRHE o

RITGHE (MELERLHEFRBF?) (RTH#HHE200654 A%%) -
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1959

5 PEHEMABEIRBLCEMTMET LIHFHR (2003448 A 250 ) - RIFEZH L ¢

MIURERT > A RELEETROAR AT TFAIMELREA A
A RMBBANGD  RRE-TETREEF  HoREHET RN TR &8
BN AR SEERTEMETMRRS ARILE - SR E 24T
-3:3F 7 %= SCIRTILLE HARE R T EL BB ENANETR kT BERFLE
SWMBENNRRBEEEE > A LPTHAE > wRTREGREES
EATEAMAR  RAFRFTHEERE  —F~TFRLI£—18 net-
work » ZARNBEBZEHRTIFT °

PERE TR EAE LR ARG REEEFANEE AR NEL S AT S E

(2006) 5 X 51 M BAS TAR TAE 15 SFey AT B R Ry Fizedss - TEBRE TR

A AES > RENTREGHRIFEROKRS -
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o~ ARSI B R
PR S B 57 A Sk
(corporate control)

1930 Berl Means

(Fligstein 2001: 170)

(Fligstein 1996)

(Gerlach 1992; Mintz
and Schwartz 1985)
(Burt1992) ~

6 A ML H] 0 U R 3 %% Scott (1991) ~ Mariolis (1975) ~ Glasberg and Schwartz
(1983) ~ Davis (1994) ~ Fligstein and Freeland (1995) ~ Herman (1981) -

7 A ME BRI B R BB MR 6 AR R B 4848 SRR e R LR A 0
2% %# Burt (2005) °
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(network configuration)

(socia-

structural mechanism)

Lie 1997

8

(Mizruchi 1987) °

10

8 3% #1]4e Fligstein (1996) - Fligstein and Sweet (2002) ~ Roe (1994) + Roy (1997) - Nee
and Ingram (1998) ~ DiMaggio and Powell (1983) - Campbell et al. (1991) -

9 AN IR H T 5 09 BF 5 XUBK = AT 4~ Powell and Smith-Doerr (1994) ~ Podolny and
Page (1998) -

10 HE R H AL IAF RO HIT LR R A AR R H E5k 0 @B RIRIRILTT X
FIA R MR A AE G IR IR IR L BAR YA o B R TR T AT I A 09 M ey L AR B4R
AR B Rey(self-sustaining) > R SRk e T BURSTEY R ~ AR E ~ ATBAHE -
KR ) AR B F 6 MR 4 F (Fligstein and Sweet 2002: 1238) - H A6 4RI a4 333 5
# Granovetter (2002) ~ Lie (1997) -
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+

11

(—) HEHREGETHEMEERE © —EH SR AEne

12
(Gary Hamilton)

(guanxi)
(Hamilton 1997: 292)

11 BERBREHETZHEH Johnson (1982) ~ Amsden (1985) ~ Wade (1990) ~ Evans
(1995) - Field (1995, 1997) 4 & % &% (1989) % - 48443 % 3 4% Hamilton and Biggard
(1988) ~ Hamilton and Kao (1990) - Greenhalgh (1988) ~ Numazaki (1986, 1992) « b if =
Tk by HLEE A48T R.3# Winckler and Greenhalgh (1988)— % -

12 B EARIABM 09 B RGRIERHHAN DL AL R > 55 F 2418(2002) - 21418
Fadk [E 05(1998) o A MR S E RAER e da HBEGE R A L -
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(Wade 1990)
(Hamilton 1997:
240-241)

Wong 1985 Hamilton and Biggart 1988
Hamilton and Kao 1990 Numazaki 1986, 1992 Luo and Chung 2005
Chung 2006

(Numazaki 1992; Hamilton 1997: 270)

Gary Hamilton 1980

(Hamilton 1997: 277)
(Greenhalgh
1988)

13

13 —EFame bl T3 A £ B =+ foin d BEAR SIS 52 4 ) 5 Kok B B PR AR AR WY MR 46 1A
HbmRas  EEORASEAMAHIG LRSEFAERERTE LA Bty
0 kK 89 Kok 5 8 214 (balkanize) 42 52 4 4% 44 3 % (Roy and Bonacich 1988) -
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(society-based)

(Hamilton 1997: 290)

14

(Hamilton 1997: 290)

(separation of spheres)

(organizational field)
(DiMaggio 1983)

(Pfeffer and Salancik 2003[1978], Chap. 8)

(Krueger 1990)

14

15

15

(Haggard et al. 1993; Zysman 1983)
(DiMaggio 1983: 149)

R\ fE o Hamilton (1997: 258) & #F 5% & % @i ik ik it 5 - T &8 F . b Egife
R 2 A A TR S R S R X, BRI BRI T K S E R AR RS8R A o
ARG P R4S T AR B R AL 0O HE B 22 A% 0 T B R B Rk B o &
LR GE B EMBE LRGSR SERASEERK]  F-Eh Rk
BAHAEE -

AUBERTANMATHULAROLEETHT ~ AELETERB & THOAE L
ERA - AEREKF IR R A RETHRAL L L HRT 5 F(Ansell

2000; Hage and Alter 1997; Stokman et al. 1984) -
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(Mizruchi 1996; Mintz and

Schwartz 1985)
(Schneider and Maxfield 1997:
7-11)
(Weber 1947)
(power conversion thesis)
(Cao and Nee 2000: 1179)
(Heinz et al. 1993; Fernandez and
Gould 1994)
(Meyer and Rowan 1977; DiMaggio and
Powell 1983)

(institutional embeddedness)
(Baum and Oliver 1991,
1992)

(nexus of
exchange) (Evans 1989; Krueger 1974)

(sui generic)

(Skocpol 1985)
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(Barkey 1991, 1994; Simmel 1950,

1955)
(Evans 1995, 1989)
(coherent)
(Schneider and Maxfield 1997; Chibber

2002)

(predatory)

(Evans1989: 569-571)

(interagency relations)

(cohesiveness)

(Chibber 2002)

(Evans 1989: 572)
1989
(Wade 1990; Evans 1995)



BR -~ RAEhmbEmEE 185

Wade 1990
1989

(Fligstein 1996)

(=) WHsefkEk

(disruptive)
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(particularistic ties)
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= ~ EORHERELS T

1969
(2971)
1998
125 85
40 102 20
3 1998
1998 7
UCINET6 (Bonacich'scentrality)
(clique) (hierarchical clustering)
(ROA)
1969 1998
(binary logistic regression)
(negative binomial regression)
(count)
(Poisson)

(over-dispersion)
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Scott Long
(1997) 125

Paul Windolf (2002)
280 Windolf

(major component)

Windolf

Stanley Wasserman and K atherine Faust (1994)
Roger Gould and
Roberto Fernandez (1989)
+ 125 77

(dyad)

(quadratic assignment procedure, QAP)
+

VY9 ~ BRISRET T ~ Mdas T B b i i B
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(interorganizational level)

16

1945

(Gold 1988a: 109)

(Amsden 1979; Chen 1993)
+ 1990
(GNP) 30%
1991

16 A M%is F ot id B a4 F AR Tk 4006 F o AR AR R0 B ey ey & X da i3t -
3# 4 # Simmd (1950, 1955) ~ Barkey (1991, 1994) ~ Burt (1992: 30-33) -
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1989 1993

(Simon 1988: 141 1950

1950

(Gold 1988b: 184)

(Wade 1990; Chen 1989; Migdal 1988)

1989: 144
(Winckler 1988: 216)

(dislocation)

(coherence)
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1989

(Wade 1990)

1945 4% 1954 M > S EABRKEATZRIER > 2R
A&t ERBRFE (FPEREMEARERSRKE) ° B
ROEEBIE T &K T35 U6 2R R8T sefe /b4 it
RB R FZ DESAEAEGHH] - &R > B RILALG B oy W5
RIBEAMAZ - BUSKR A B MR REKS) > R FEF

BERRF A RZTFR - VREHEREEERGA
B E B AR 5 0 BUS S TR M 0 AR B B AL AR JE AT T iR 60
BUh PRI E o £ MBAZF > RS E LAl 0 m A
B H AR LA R R Y S ERE T A
#b A & o (Winckler 1988: 152)
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284-326

ERE+=M

(Chu1992: 135)

(Wade 1990)

1991[1974]:

1964 68
14
1991[1974]: 308
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17

1991[1974]: 309-14

1994: 214-223
1981

NERATEEFZ I 0 e — R 8] 6 R BRI AL = o B
o AL @M AT TR EAE,  TRE— M
BTN ERE-ESZHOEGTHL - —RALBFRE
feRAE BB RMBEERT AN RERL - LAREE

17 TAMNSFEBBERAT > &7 AMTIRFERGTRER > LBIRNAE ) KIAHE
(it

)3 J 1991[1974]: 309) -

B
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MARAERAGBE > 2V RREFERE LT NEE
PIA— 2B A - TAELT T EHERZT » #
FHERAAFEF > LA o (GEF R 1985:58)

(intitutional
embeddedness)
(DiMaggio 1983; Baum and Oliver 1991, 1992)

(signaling)

1991
2000 1997

18

18 2HEAMMAAFMBE - il —BEEESBELAIGHETREREENS
WEE > ERBALY R RFMABSHRE TRATRRELFEEMAELY TH
g R o MR HBFMARA 1998 57 A o



19

20

2002

20

S

HA4HE5-

1999

S 4 AT 2 B S T 3 AT

&
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2001 o

19

So 4 0y BN B Y MY 0 HE AR

TERMBARETE - EZANRE > BAFLAHOLEHEREL - 2T
BERAECRRZH -
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1969

(—) M3

Chinese Travel

“TW Cantainar

. Ambassador Hotel,
.dsinahang Deily

.JNC Foods

FH Texile

aaaaa

(1969

)
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1953

21

(Gold 1981) 2

23

(tripledliance)

_{_.

(Gold 1988b: 186)

21 REBMHHEIDAEF PRI ERAMER > YEECHIHOLERINBEZF PR
FiE AR AR P 0 B R4 T $48-F(Gold 1988b: 189) -

22 FHREESHAKRHAER - EREDEDMETIEAL DL CEBRR > EALEHRT
FIEBARFRE > RAEGEBTY WL EIRHZ— -

23 RIFAE > 1970 FRFHAAT 106 KA EEE F > B RMAGRLE L4 (PEREPT
1976) -
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SHAGHT =0

(=) ZEHHgR&EH]

(role-sets) (White et al. 1976) 2

24

25

1969

25

™ AL G AT 8 AR ] e e (altan) T R ik A 0 A4S AL B R E AR L AT B R A B A
[8] 9% (structural equivalent) ; M MiTEH B F ERALEMAS > LA e
AN, c HELRERSEBATRAEGAHERRAEITLEHERLTAANR K| - #lde
BE R AERE P 0 BB AT B 0B ~ RA LD EHA R FIREAMBUSELE > FTRERAIR
% He R T 7 8 %1 #9( Burt 1987; Mizruchi 1993) -

SHEPEREHAIN) (EHRFEZARRARELE) -
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(=) EBENE AT S

1991[1974]
Amsden 1985 1991 Wade 1990 %
1969
©) &)
- 3.070** -2.355**
(.552) (.641)
( NT$ ) .001* .001t
(.000) (.000)
2.449** 2.787**
(.620) (.692)
(ROA) -l142t
(.081)
N 100 100
Log likelihood -34.846 -33.115
(oorl)

t<.1,*p<.05 ** p<.01

26 Wede £ # &R BBOH R T GRE > UKE LT ERBEARTIGBE N A 44
’ké‘J WmEZ R bfi%ﬁcﬁﬂ&:‘é%ﬁ%ﬁhﬁ KA o itk > 68 TS SRR
A B AR KR E ) (Wade 1990: 273) »
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1969
1) 2
-2.696** -2.351**
(.408) (.459)
( NT$ .001* .001**
(.000) (.000)
2.307** 2.383**
(:404) (.000)
(ROA) -.068
(.050)
Alpha 315 317
(.406) (.382)
N 100 100
Log likelihood -59.106 -58.001
(0to5)

t<.1,*p<.05** p<.0l

1990: 273-274)

1958

(Wade

1991[1974]:
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314-317

1992: 143-149

1991: 63-64

MT Transportation

China Elecironics

Kaining Ca,
Ambassador Hots!

China Canteinsr
.\ Marines,

N Chinese Marine’
CS Elsciric

Taipsi Gas

Paolong Pape

China Papsr

. “rH Tendila

.Hnited Nylon .J:H Wools
.QY Chemical
‘2}1 Mgnitor

Chine General Plastics

TF Foods

> ol

(1969 )
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1970
1980
1990
1991 Field 1998
1970
1990
50 (Wade 1990: 273)
(Wade 1990:
273) 1970
1968 1982 +
1995, 1996
(2000)
- — 1985
1987
1988
1995 41

16

(1Y) BESAIRLO
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1964

1991[1974]: 284-326

KH Ship Building
TW Ship Building Eng Hsin

TWCH Peper TW Nevigation

ChiBank

A
\‘ \ TP Textile

i bss ‘ A\-"m‘

71

R TW Travel CN Chamical

(1969 )



(Evans
1989)
i~ NSRBI
PIER R RE
1998 280
D @
(multiple ties)

27 R Aoz e E #H R G A Windolf (2002) » ferbis TARE ~ RE kB L MR E
B oy E G -
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AVE

(disruptive)

1998 125
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AVE
a b. C.
125 280 433 342 300 300 374 300 300 481
654 1404 2650 2284 4228 696 2792 1267 1298 3428
398 866 1664 1896 3198 632 2224 982 1144 3196
(%) 398 383 372 158 244 92 203 225 117 68
(% 56.8 625 677 735 89.7 63.0 529 80.1 720 830
of N)
(%of 168 293 258 22 80 320 431 137 26.7 143
N)
(% 264 82 65 34 23 50 40 62 13 27
of N)
34 61 69 116 31 104 38 52 76
30 49 441 47 11 55 45 78 29
(%) 180 .08 1.60 357 .70 159 109 128 1.38
90 10 257 80 15 132 490 780 46
1. 1998 a 125 b.
280 C.
2. AVE
3. Windolf
(2002) (1998) (1993) (1993)
(1993) (1995) (1995) (2997)
4, Windolf (2002: 32)
1 | %) ( %)
5. ( )
( )
6. % [( ) ( ) X ( 1)]
7. % [( ) ) (

)]



>oeoll

102

64

20
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\\\\ 15 )
_._\,\_55“5\
- v\‘\.ip"’\é 121 2 "

A

(1998 ; N=125)

% 20 3
23
32.29% 125
28
19 +

20
+-

28 pELBHPLRE (RTFARBET) (1998 F7 A) - HEARPEF VR -
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> o1

&M

R
=+
I
&

'lllll

(1998 ; N=125)
(symmetrized)

Bonacich (Bonacich 1987)

Bonacich
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+ (1998 )

99.99 21
336.89 20
345.55 18
123.66 17
173.70 16
355.30 15
321.61 15
361.79 14
977.82 13
108.54 12
1459.86 11
333.39 11
157.09 11
152.39 11
400.01 10
228.30 10
948.27 9
229.12 8
120.95 8

+ (1998 )
345.55 48.28
355.30 44.78
321.61 43.62
977.82 37.40
361.79 33.72
123.66 32.94
333.39 30.10
266.07 29.25
1459.86 28.79
157.09 24.55
948.27 24.31
400.01 23.43
153.06 22.28
423.53 21.05
120.95 20.67
336.89 20.46
99.99 19.95
824.71 19.77
152.39 1841

(Bonacich's centrality)
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2

(clique)

125 54

(hierarchical clustering)

(4)

(cohesive subgroups)

Wasserman and Faust 1994
(subset)



HE - RALARSEMEE 211

(1998 )
(©) (@)
.62*%* 1.33**
(.13) (:22)
( ) .00* -00f
(.00) (.00)
(ROA) 01 .01
(.01) (.01)
1.15** -.27
(-29) (.67)
1.29%* 1.34*
(.26) (.55)
1.95%* -1.11
(.42) (.98)
+ .60** .94**
(.20) (.:34)
o T3
(:22) (.36)
Alpha 2T 1.50**
(.08) (.25)
N 123 123
Log Likelihood -271.19 -319.64
@ @
f<.1,*p<.05** p<.01
Bonacich (OLS) (1998 )
(©) 4
177 2.08
(1.12) (1.64)
( ) .00** -.00
(.00) (.00)
(ROA) .05 -01
(.07) (.09)
10.91** -.39
(3.25) (4.88)
14.28** 1.97
(3.12) (4.55)
12.40* 118
(4.87) (7.16)
+ 331t 15.06**
(1.96) (2.92)
2.02 4.43
(2.05) (3.08)
N 123 123
R? .56 21
B3 @ (Bonacich's

centrality)
T<.1,*p<.05** p<.01



|

1998 125

Borgatti et a. (2002), Ucinet 6 for Windows.
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12
1998 125

125
(cliquish)

125

125
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29 0 13 16

(100%) (0.0%) (44.8%) (55.2%)

54 12 8 34

(100%) (22.2%) (14.8%) (63.0%)

(55.29%)
(22.2%)
(14.8%)
(63.0%)

7N~ Bas bRy B s i nh 8l

(broker) (brokerage)

(Burt 1992, 2005)
Gould
(Gould and Fernandez 1989; Fernandez and Gould 1994)
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29

(triad)

19 103
(18.4%)

29 Gould F A #4444k 35423 A AR M4k 0 AR o BRLAT S B BN A B B

B BEFRAMNIEE o £—1BH A-B-C ZMEXREHN=ZAREFY > & AR
BAi BRCHER (2 AR CERAETN > B RSEZEZABMMAG ¥ oyt
oMl A~B-CHTRSBAAFRTEEHR - A4 Gould ¥ Al —FRIE
M ATE A 0 B RS M T AF M AT AR 5 R B AR R Rl AP AN R A AR - B R A
FAR R R F S F R - Gould F A8yt H 5 IR 46 48 5 fmAE 5 3 > AT 31 LB RY
ATEH A ZABRE T AL R — AP AN 0 B B BT R AR Ha Ay
N BEEBE - Bl F AREF CoysEIR THB B X INRA 7 — 145205 > BB
FEZAP A0 AL & 12 - 3F4muy3t H 3% % (Gould and Fernandez 1989; Fernandez and
Gould 1994) - Aet3t H T B BB EELTHH T EHFNBN - AXHEHRM S
AR 6 S Ae i 63t AL - MAALAP A BT B BRE B o R XAR A 09T — B
A EBEFRFRRASWPTFORARBEAN -
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1998
(N=22) (N=103)
3.36 4.05
2.65 1.04
2.65 1.04
0.45 0.31
9.13 7.33
34.93 5.14
4.33 0.85
4.33 0.85
22.92 0.96
66.53 7.80
Gould and Fernandez (1989) Gould
1. AB,C B (coordinator)
2. AC B B (consultant)
3. B,C A B (gatekeeper)
4. A,B C B (representative)
5 AB,C B (liaison)
UCINET
+
(N=125)
(N=103)
(A) (B) (©) (B)-(©)
71 61 59 2
104 81 62 19

Gould
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(Fernandez and
Gould 1994: 1460-1461)

(coherence)
(Chibber 2002)

(opportunistic diversification)

(Hamilton 1997)

(Greenhalgh 1988)

(equity investments)
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(Yoshino and
Rangan 1995) o
o % 1990
o (Lee
2004)
(@)
1989
1994
_,_.
-+ o
O
(@) (@)
o (Chung 2000)

30 GEWMAAFFFENATOENBE TR LA SALETMRBEANZrZ—
HO RSB0 kR IR o — B $) 1980 4 0 A A A =R 0 A A BB ERAY R
REMRBAZNZ— RABZBEH»ZW+ o A E—H F 1990 F4 22 Mk TR
TAEHRE T LRANPE -
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1990 100
1991 50
1995 20
1996 150 8=
64
400
%
1997 BOT 600
4000
22
100
100
1998 101 206
1999 230
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1991 1996
2000
O
1997 2000

1989
1996
3L FH§A 1999 4 8 Akt ey R & MR AR S ~ BB EM AL HA B 0 K

SEIMABAEEE T BALTMGFELESENTRE - 28 ERT - T&M
HAEMAREE  ABBGRE > BRBES ZHRABFREFOEL FAF
BRINBR S K BME - RR—E o RRANMTAE LRMIBCEHE ST —EHY
FASAtR TR FRLAAREOTFE > SHRBRETEEMESR - b —
HETHRFALTTEEREZ OGN HHANLOFRRMETRHBOTEEE R4
ATHEA A BR e ALk, 0 MBI T A R o B P A AR R R W5 2 1 R E P 4y
WBEER D TEESHaAsRBARY BAEETHER  BARKEREHFELRR
e e ERRRKRAMAMARE R EBE wRF-FETREKRT > LG8
T o BABRTAMMGTE BB HALRET  TAFFH OB > BRARTAEA
BT TBE SR | ZTHREAL G LM ABFAHE - 2350ER .4 1999 £ 8
}:] °
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(signaling) (Podolny
1993)
(Baum and
Oliver 1991)
1998
1998 125
77
(dyad) (quadratic
assignment procedure, QAP) =
+
@ @

32

©) 4

ZRAND AL R —FE BT R G ik 0 W Krackhardt (1987, 1988)183# © £ %
R T MR TA P € 360 A &8 B (autocorrelation) oy B8 « S EAZ A8 R AR
R 0y FOFHE R AT — AR 00 EE 54T 0 ERAFHTAH B SRS AR - 2% 0 BERE
F a0 ER PSR SRR > B EI RGN0 A YR EH GRS e EERE
AN GRFERIEF SR AR B A RN HF GRS R R RS
R ARE B REPT RAF 09 1@ B A Bk § RAZJE B A& B A H & o #dwe > de R4 2000
REEHEHHEFI 00320k 0 B RA 100 A3 H 4743 2] 09955 45 JUR B IR R M 609
BB HRR MR T IR AR 8 R B AR KR £ 0o F 2 005 g
A B QAP T AT AR R RAESHA - S4B % 09 E B BAE R 5] 09 A 45 4T 09 2
(3 4-# Mizruchi 1992 ; Kadushin1995 ; Burris2005) - A#F 52 49 QAP 3t 1% il 48 4
#7482 UCINET (Borgatti et al. 2002) -
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ij =a+p’ ij +x

1 2 3 4 5 6
1.069*** 1.036*** 1.006**  1.033***

.693* .665* 633 574*

-.140 -.048 -.045 -.027
J59F** 2,053 ** 3,703+ **

-.102 -.082 -.055

.005*

X .068*
X .953*

X .068***

A84F*x  161FF*  154%F* 113 423 107
4.109%*%  4119%**  1762+** 1608** 1B67*** 1577+**

(ROA) .006 .006 .006 .003 .003 .002

.004* 004 .003 .002 .002 .001

.006* .005* .004* .004 .004

.088* .070* .065* .052 043

219 388 315 206 176 024

R 201 209 385 424 A42 461

*p<.05 ** p< .01, *** p<.001( )
1 (dyad)
5550
2
7 7
1
(ROA) ROA -1
(debt ratio) -1
1998
-1
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(homophily) -

(6)

(Podolny 1993)
1998 77

&~ Al BB LR
PRSI

33 s B —MERARBER - FRFEE RO RFRLEER -2 (54 Lee
2005) - K AR S 210 R E TG o KB ESEEE % 1990 £ 2008 4 -
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(Mintz and Schwartz 1985; Burt 1992)

(aternative explanations) (Pfeffer and Salancick 2003[1978];
Williamson 1994)

(Pfeffer and Salancik 2003[1978])

(co-optation)

34 HERBRBAXEBEAZ RS T HRRM TN SR RS RS RN R
BB AR BN RAEK IR T RMEE DR -



35

36

BR~REELRMLSEHEL 225

(implicit assumption)

35

(Scott 1985) *

FEE > A EMERIUE FEIRMME RRMBRA R > A RKREEHR T 22
F FRALLPAT R LB VAT R 0 B o h 4 Jeffrey Pleffer #70 (smskey s 4])
— EH PR E 0 5 (Pfeffer and Salancik 2003[1978]: xviii-xix) o Pfeffer 3538 — A2 5F %
DE BRI FIEN A BT HNE R SRR AERPT R MR - BB AR
BUR A F P 3 T 004 T TEAT®) © 145 R IR BT R 00 B RARMAIL A H R E TR
AL EfTEBBEFE (BREICER LT ) RBILLEURFELHRAE - Rb
WA E L Pleffer RAMEFIBARLS LA b REMBGTH » B &5 &AM H
WA F BT IRAREATE T o 3 B A BN B — AEEAE 4 A8 44 (Quanxi) A8
A ERIRFBCE MR H O LR RESNEE REV A S RPN E PR
5 47 (Chung 2006)#7# & # S8R h A& At EEB (R~ #A - ER - 6 ¥F)
IR BUSAIREZA G H 0 R &R R - A E EAARA Meke e
FEE D ERNIMAE N OE L MR EN  BUSARBH G AL ENHETE (5
AAL) TR R

Y F RARAR L EE R & — ) R MK T E ol 2k R R 5 (Burt 1992, 2005) ¢ 4 ¥ 0g 4844 L
F o Rl % 3 E A8 B AR o A 1% R 49 45 T8 04 % 4% (redundant) sz F R o BT by ik
o RBEHREEARMRATTROEAL T H S HBEDEA T RMAE T EHER
(structural holes) -
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37

38

GHEEEE =0

37

(Williamson 1994)

1976: 34

(Wu 1992: 188-214; Chen 1993) *

B AR T R R TAR RN H G R LR AN THEEEM P ER X
ZORELBR T RETHEEARGER - FRTIHELFEEN S RMMG - R
ER B E RETRAAGEREAEE » ARRARBBAEZHAER -
AINFHFRAALDLITZ) : TEGE AR RREFT AR EME LT 20 RARE > R
AT AERRERS B TARG KD BRAE - MAELAZRIARGLERS
#oy
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1985: 138-139

+ 1969 1998
(ROA)
+ 4

1960

39

39 FRF|LRIERBAE > EX IS EHEMNELRGAGQE S ERETLE
B REE B~ R T B L R AR AT R S T ik o
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+ (1998 )
(1) (2 (3 4
-.903  -576 374  -1.028**
(.431) (.404) (.002) (.229)
( NTS ) 001 .000 001 001**
(.000) (.000) (.000) (.000)
-.354 -.345 -.264 -492
(.873) (.880) (.399) (.377)
(ROA) -.017 -.032 021 021
(.033) (.031) (.015) (.011)
1.734
(2.189)
-.185
(2.336)
1.035*
(.203)
888+
(.258)
Alpha 6.065**  3.51%* 802¢*  241*
(2109)  (1.488) (.321) (.164)
N 100 99 100 99
Log likelihood -80.67  -7532  -13695  -117.49
o @ 3 4

* p<.05,** p<.01

1970
1990

1998 125
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1998 77
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(indigenous social structure)

Mark Granovetter (Granovetter
1985, 2002)

(anomaly) (Kuhn 1962)

40 R EE S E ML E R eHF R T 4 R Windolf (2002) ~ Scott (1991, 1997) ~ Stokman et
al. (1984) - Gerlach (1992) ~ Lincoln et a. (1998) ~ Hamilton and Biggart (1988) ~ Kogut
and Walker (2001) -
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(Aguilera and Jackson 2003;
Windolf 2002; Scott 1991, 1997; Stokman et al. 1984; Gerlach 1992)

(Hage and Alter 1997; Todevaand K noke 2002)

HHAXHOINEGERAREREEE R M "B RERANRM ) SAEHH
0 EEBRHERTARY  TRERERIZNMOITHEER  FETASE
B BB 8 i BB AT E A - ERGHERBREERHAL - 45
AR EE -~ SHH - AR BAE ~ R~ T2E - B s w2 E ~ Joseph
Wong ~ 3B R - £F A (SHATE) WEELTEN@OTH > ARAHE
fEE GA B AR AR A I~ GRS AT LR o AXIS R
MFR ARG E (SRR TIHRAS  HRRBRLER) GHEH%
95-2412-H-001-012-) #4158 » 4% B3t o
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(2003)
25
(1969)
(2004)
— (2008)
(1971)
— (1976)
(1998)
— (2006)
(1993)
— (1995)
1-36
— (1996)
(1989)

(1992)
(1994)

(1976)

(1997)
(1997)

(1985)
52-59

(1994)

(1991)

(2005)
(1989)

4 15
3 21
7
4
14:123-163
18:
139-60
13-48
- 42:
8 26
(2002)
10(3): 107-145
4 4
92: 60-63
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