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20 80 90 , “ "
(Freeman , 1984)
(Frederick , 1988)

(Charkham , 1992)
, (oontractual sakehol ders)
(community stakehol ders) (Aarkon, 1994 ; 1995) (1)

(wolurtary stakehol ders) (involuntary sakeholders) ; (2)
(Wheseler , 1998) ,
20 0 , (Mitchdl & Wood , 1997) (soore- based
approach) , ,
(D) (legtimecy)
(2 (power) |,
(3 (urgency) :
20 90 )
“ " ( ,2001)
(
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,1998 : ,2001) 20 90
2 2 ,
? ] il H
( ) ? ,
10
(Frederick , 1988 ; Qarkon, 1994) ,
, (Freeman , 1984 : darkon, 1995) ,
(Mitchell & Wood , 1997) , 1:
, ( )
( ) ( ). ( ) (Savage et
d. ,1991)
24 , 20
, 100 % 100 %, 100 %,
83.33%, 83.33%,  79.17 %, 66.67 %, 62.50%, 58.33 %, 54.17%, 25.00 %,
12.50%,  8.33%, 8.33%, 4.16 %,
0.00 % 50 %
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? 1
4:
4. ) '
2002 6 )
6 22 67
45 , 2002 6 , 2003
, 6
10
9 1
, 79 462
58.1%, 423 91.6 %
: , 319 , 75.4%; 104 |, 24.6%;
20—30 143 ,31—40 182 ,41 —50 56 ,51 42 ,
33.8% 43.0% 13.2% 9.9 %; , 82 132,
139 70 19.4% 31.2% 32.9% 16.5%;
, 202 46 119 56

47.8% 10.9% 28.1% 13.2 %; , 160 183




, 37.8% 43.3% 18.9 %; ,103 ,320
24.3% 75.7 %; , 5
159 134 80 11.8% 37.6 %
3.7% 18.9% , 40
(1)
, 10
, SPSS10. 0
, 1
1
(N) (Min) (Max) (Mean) (3dD.)
410 1 10 2.95 2.67
410 1 10 3.47 2.04
410 1 10 4.71 2.46
410 1 10 5.03 2.45
410 1 10 5.13 2.49
410 1 10 5.37 2.15
410 1 10 5.67 2.73
410 1 10 6.57 2.58
410 2 10 7.86 2.04
410 1 10 8.25 2.06
) 1
; ( ,2002) “ T " (Pared-Sanples T
Tes) 0 , 2 2
, T 95 %
99 % , * * % :
2 )
, 0
, 10 ,
T , 10, 10
1 4 —6 6 —0 ,
3 abc )
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, 4.08, 4
_6 ” T s 408
3.74 ,
2 T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

1
2 0.52"

(3.259)
3 1.76" 1.247

(8.670)  (7.197)
4 2.08" 1.56" 0.32

(11.807) (13.915) (1.719)
5 2.17" 1.66°  0.42° 0.09

(12.438) (9.315) (2.355) (0.524)
6 2.417 1.90" 0.66" 0.33 0.24

(13.585) (11.790) (4.778) (1.809) (1.372)
; 2.72" 2,207  0.9%" 0.647 054" 0.30

(12.527) (12.011) (4.842) (3.014) (2.750) (1.809)
8 3.61" 3.100 1.8" 1.53" 1.447 1.207 0.907

(19.498) (18.240) (9.452) (8.727) (7.448) (7.113) (4.526)
9 4.91" 4.39” 3.157 2.83" 2.73" 2.50" 2.19" 1.29”

(25.353) (27.488) (18.926) (15.281) (16.054) (16.343) (16.623) (7.537)
10 5.30" 4.78" 3.547 3.22" 3.127 2.89" 2.58" 1.68" 0.39°

(28.654) (28.932) (22.896) (18.266) (18.232) (19.009) (16.763) (9.176)  (3.137)

. " P<0.05, "P<0.01,
3
(1.4 [4,6) [6,10]
b
3 , 10 ,
4 1 ’
4 6 ,
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: 1,
2 :
, i(i=1,2, ,10)
PX , ji(j=1,2,3 Vi, PX
3
PXi = % Z Vi
J
10 , 4
4
(N) (Min) (Max) (Mean) (3dD.)
402 1.00 9.00 3.5050 1.5425
403 1.00 10. 00 3.6716 2.0041
403 1.00 10.00 4.0639 1. 6956
400 1.00 10.00 4.9717 2.0193
399 1.00 10.00 5.3826 1.6105
402 1.00 10.00 5.4154 1.9717
398 1.00 10.00 5. 4765 1.6731
393 1.33 10. 00 5. 6633 1. 8668
397 2.00 10.00 7.9748 1.6480
397 1.33 10. 00 8.4971 1.5528
5
F F F F F F F F
0.501 9.867" | 5.971" | 4.343" 2.000 0.404 | 12.593" | 3.967"
3.514 8.3107 | 1.668 5.435" 2.150 6.871" | 1.780 1.015
0.352 | 12.829 2.810° | 1.509 1.869 2.891 3.787" | 1.692
0.021 2.157" | 0.759 0.426 1.390 4.499° | 3.483" | 4.9%4"
1.881 1.360 1.340 0.174 2.347 0.530 1.807 0.261
13.487 | 3.358° 1.735 1.705 4.8117 | 2.118 1.767 1.399
0.009 | 10.104" |18.692" | 5.520° 4.640" [ 0.001 0.522 9.367"
2.827 6.777" | 2.097 3.564" 3.539" | 0.008 3.487" | 7.1:4”
2.359 2.666 4.205" | 1.330 1.513 1.297 6.283" | 3.720"
10.466" | 8.617" | 8.233" | 5.243" 2.372 14.752" | 10.698" | 1.925
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10 T

(3)

(ANOVA)

41 —50
5.02, 2080 3140 , 51
(1)

(2 : 41 20—30  31—40
3 , 1
(4)

(5)
(6)
(7)

(8)
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3.63 3.42 4.39 5.66 5.41 5.22 4.97 5.50 8.04 8.63

3.81 3.77 4.27 5.69 5.68 5.91 4.99 5.11 7.74 8.05

20—30 3.29 3.78 4.48 5.67 5.70 5.24 4.65 5.52 8.09 8.50
3140 3.52 3.41 4.14 5.86 5.32 5.52 4.55 5.64 8.12 8.75
41 —50 5.02 3.91 4.86 5.15 5.40 5.75 5.73 4.32 7.55 7.57
51 3.78 2.35 4.24 5.48 5.48 4.83 6.76 5.60 7.58 8.72
1 3.40 3.3 3.4 5.95 6.00 5.17 3.9 5.94 8.65 .94
1-5 3.32 3.68 4.38 5.75 5.35 5.45 4.84 5.60 8.4 8.55

6—0 3.86 3.45 4.54 5.63 5.48 5.33 4.66 5.24 8.08 8.75
11—20 3.58 3.53 4.59 5.53 534 5.75 4.93 5.12 7.60 8.42
20 5.02 3.02 4.25 5.30 5.66 4.93 7.27 4.98 7.29 7.28
4.09 4.10 4.25 5.46 5.45 5.49 4.46 5.48 7.73 8.43

3.48 3.41 4.32 5.69 5.46 5.58 5.35 5.45 7.97 8.28

3.%4 3.44 4.60 5.68 5.44 5.29 5.18 5.05 7.96 8.40

3.4 3.15 4.11 5.80 5.61 5.07 4.40 3.98 8.28 9.16

4.29 3.49 4.34 5.50 5.23 5.61 5.18 5.02 8.00 8.37

3.46 3.90 4.22 5.85 5.29 5.73 4.70 5.45 8.02 8.35

3.78 3.14 3.88 5.67 5.74 5.86 5.35 4.9 8.12 8.26

3.73 3.45 4.81 6.11 4.99 5.22 6.06 4.97 7.40 8.08

3.47 3.37 4.42 5.73 5.80 4.84 4.61 5.93 8.15 8.74

3.30 3.82 4.61 5.27 5.43 5.50 4.53 5.68 7.79 8.90

3.79 3.86 4.61 6.01 5.37 5.18 4.96 5.43 7.81 7.99

3.63 3.39 4.28 5.55 5.51 5.45 4.97 5.41 8.03 8.67

4.23 3.69 4.57 5.98 5.32 5.24 5.07 5.08 7.72 .04

3.57 3.41 4.37 5.46 5.49 5.38 4.97 5.63 7.95 8.76

2.82 3.3 3.93 5.51 5.76 5.67 4.77 5.57 8.54 8.77

3.04 3.60 3.91 5.87 5.45 4.9 4.28 6.26 8.66 8.92

3.53 3.58 3.52 5.90 5.50 5.42 5.08 5.17 7.79 8.35

3.69 3.30 4.29 5.74 5.55 5.41 4.55 5.74 8.03 8.58

4.28 3.61 4.43 4.96 5.34 5.51 5.85 4.86 7.82 8.38
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Empirical Research on Sakehdders 3-dimension Classfication
in Chinese Enterprises

Chen Honghui  Jia Shenghua
(Lingnan Qollege, Zhongshan Univerdty; School of Management , Zhegjiang Universty)

Abgract: Adopting Multi-dimendons classfication method and Mitchell soore-based gpproach which are popuar in wedern
academy , 10 gakeholders in Chinese enterprises were dasdfied , from 3 dmendons (active tendency , importance and urgency)
into 3 categories: core dakeholders, dormant sakeholders and margnd stakeholders. The data were collected by interviews with
67 enployeesin 22 enterprises and 423 vaid quegionnaires ansvered by volunteer gefs who digersed in 9 provinces or duchy
ditiesin china. Moreover , the differences of recognition on saketolders dasdfication in Chinese enterprises anong different
indvidud elements and different enterprise eements were andyzed in detail .

Key Wor ds: Sakeholder , Multi-dmenson clasdfication, Mitchell soore-based gpproach
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