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il i T — MR 1T B B A A — E 2 R LU B AT R
Kt (Herrera, 2016) » #55 [ #H A% DL & 5 PR RS T B 56 B & 35 M0 H AR
(Haveman & Gualtieri, 2017; Pache & Santos, 2010, 2013) » 3 3 EAH A% 1Y
SE{ERE X (Greenwood et al., 2011; Fitzgerald & Shepherd, 2018) o & />3
eE e TR E A g an AR > AR @i FANRR & T B
5T B ) v S i B oy (o ) A AR A SO A & A [
I R dEE ) — R &8 (hybrid) $H#% (Maibom & Smith, 2016; Mikolajczak,
2020; Pache & Santos, 2010, 2013; von der Heydte, 2020: 17 ) - A [t fd 57 5 i
B R AR R S AR A A RS R R O S EET
% Bt g7 (i an el i 2RI R A IREATR - WO S & ) 1 R RS
& KA B A RREE (Child, 2012) - #1352 » 7 i & fE 1] B i 5
o A R R AN R B g R A EMER E AL (Mairetal., 2012) »
2 8 it 1 S A SRR KB R i i 2R O e > JREN
{Fean@af%Z (Mission Drift) F9&%0L8 5% (Weisbrod, 2004 ) o
AANEM TS T B E W S H S 8 Gt 5 R 7T e 1 (The
world of reality has its limits; the world of imagination is boundless) o Iz |
[ P B2 5 ot iy BAL SR 9 [ A ] R o 1 S B P G ol 1) B L o (B S
MIRGSE B BRI A - KA & H RO H i S BRI R o 1 S A A
Pt 5 FREARC H R Bt g (i 2 2 UL > A LA BT B A f o e
e B ER » SEF Janis-Fadner AN f1{% 8 (Janis-Fadner Coefficient of
Imbalance » LU f&#§ J-F (R85 BMHRRMETET 047 - Z8h s &
1 25 o A o B S P Ao 3 DA B T RS (R 1) 52 2 o

B - MRS
— ~ HlIfE#EEE (Institutional logics )

s R E LR B H e % E & (the New Institutionalism in Soci-
ology) - Meyer Eid Rowan (1977) ~ Zucker (1977) & 4/ b Bl 250745 AHH
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sl B B o3 Al e - 5 R A1 R G (Y JEL © Meyer & Rowan i 72 8
FEPRET B LMl & PR 5SS AN EAVEUE » s CRH A I =CRs R Y [R] 20 F 28
(Isomorphism) ; ZEHIEL T —MEFEHEE R - L SGEFFT AR
B B ZERE (rule-like frameworks) ~ FHIERY K (rationale myths) DL
GIEMERY ARG (Meyer & Rowan: 1977, p.341) » HIEEIRETH) 2 oTIE T - #
i R A A A2 A o 2 SR e OR L BB Y Sk BR N RS € (Meyer & Rowan:
1977, p.356) » [A]IRFthZENETE S ERER R A TR 5K > DUIUES SEMEELIE - 1 1
AR - GHMHEMSATF o KELAHRRA & B A B O R D AR R > — HiRA
Buii & (loosely coupled) Hy3A#f o Zucker #EEil Meyer ~ Rowan 28 A\ —fx %
THIEARERE S AZE ~ BATE RRE > (B Zucker {EREM A R H 5
PRSI — MR AT AN F2 AR - AR S L B AR A E I B oy TRy A L o B
% DiMaggio & Powell (1983) i —70 /% Meyer & Rowan & H Y [a] B =+ F4%
GE M AEAER A - $R I IEE 1 (Legitimacy ) (£AH A A AR LAk A #H A%
Bl Il B A Bl vy A € o BT AR H SR ] (coercive) ~ ETE (moral )
Baf&{7j (mimetic) =ff[RBI 2T {5 2 o Fribl B amMeRE 1 fn] LUAH
i e Y FE B o BRI R M AL B R > DL TR TR A R R R A A A
(Tolbert & Zucker, 1983) -

HTHI BE G R B 1T R & S O Bl B R A TR 2 H A0 Tl S S I
HIERE » BR 1 WEtar 2 T1TEh & A S 89 E LSt - B S0 HI R Gt m]
15 il 6 5 S Bt IR i 1l B UG o A 5 R e R 1 M EUE %€ (Thornton et al,
2012) - Z it » Friedland & Alford (1991) 4R 17 8h & Bl 17 B 2 275 (0] ]
FERRSE » P2 7 I ##EE (Institutional Logic) HYRMERTE » 1 70 # £E B i
g /) FaRATE)# [ th g AU 98 ~ O8I iH (Thornton, 2004) -
FHI il B G » 1l B B8R R T £E BL £ I RE %48 (Institutional Change) il
I FE A 2E RS f (Institutional Entrepreneurship ) 5@ 8 £ —fHiR 5+ - 1T
B & A S ~ ARy SRR A B A R IR - SRS TT B & (e A )
TR FRAE R ~ HE B FR M T A A B R (Scott, 2013) -

il e 2 A Y~ AR R IR B E 8 IRE A
ERR S > A8 E — R A AR S V) E A0 ~ ARSI IR 22 6]~ 4t
HHERMAE S (Thornton & Ocasio, 1999) o $# ik (£ il B B i HLIEI ¥ 2%
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TG T 178 E R T A RR A G LA FER R & R e AT E) /7 20
38 BT 5 L B 1l SR A T R R A T RE R TT R AR - BRI AR
B — L LR R R N i AR AR A - B
PRt A A B A Bl B R 2 5 (B ~ [BIHE BL R A2 R L R R 1) B 755 B
o —DRLL - B HES - B2 HIEBEE —E Y
B BRI R AT oA s > AR — (5 SR A S HI > 31w A Ak B (A A
INLARD 1> © 2 TSRV AR ~ AHAREY RS ~ BOG rY ¥5 17 B 5 il B E Y
FREI - KA B RIE R s FRE] ) (Friedland & Alford, 1991, pp.248-249) -
WA I AR — M o S 2 A PR v ) e B (R (E R > AU T
TR ERIEFIZENS - BRI ETHAEESENAUEE (Dunn & Jones, 2010,
pp.114-149; Friedland & Alford, 1991, pp.232-236; Lounsbury, 2007; Thornton,
2002) » th 3 fd 1 AHAGE T ~ ook B [m] fE A 7 HI] (Fitzgerald & Shepherd, 2018;
Greenwood et al., 2011 ) o & H k] sl o A= oo > HCREARRA T /5 (50 e 2 o
{t.» 5140 Thornton & Ocasio (1999) 3 3¢ B /5 < 2 Hh i S 17 i 5 3
LTS o B T M E NI EEE o Ot > RIS A
T R T B R ZR AR - RS R R 5| A B ARSI > R
(AT REE A 53 — MUY B 2 KU RS B Rt AT LIRS 7 AR AT 8 ~
Ve At AT R @ AR % & (Lounsbury, 2007) < {3411 Alvarez ~ Mazza ~
Strandgaard ~ Pedersen Ei Svejenova (Alvarez et al., 2005) %% IR BN B8 &2 7
FEE KRR FE&Fs 14 (optimal distinctiveness) #9771 I » B/EARBHAS &
SRy B 8 I ) 1 R, o A L Pt - I R A I R A B A T B R
& (Thornton & Ocasio, 2008) » sk A 1T B & AME Sl BE Pl - b
BN R - (R 0R — M AL RS IR SRR BH CR 5 #8 B 9 Il R e R Y B
g2 » W] LA fe pEL A BB A B R (B B B R iR R i ~ B S AR A AR
BLATEUER - s LB AN AT AR B o

— B EENEETIEEE

8 3% LI ST RS T B DU ALy R RE R IR & RURH A - At
7 A 1) S 25 i A ol S SR (] ey th SR ik rERH AR - BT HAR R E S o R
B o W5 LR - SRS B e & 0 - RIE B TSR H A RIS 4
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BRI B RERS AN s 12 0F H AR b RISEERAS AR > A 85 BRSSO
oilig b HIL F k%0 REER T g FRIRESH AR (2RE L)

(Boschee, 2008; Dees, 2012; Galaskiewicz & Bielefeld, 2003; Garrow &
Hasenfeld, 2012; Haugh, 2007; Seanor et al., 2013) -

x£1
M BRI B R

=il e B % E B
wm B HEEB SEEE
£ I8 & fE B P
B R = T 5
STEE  HERAEBEE B W

BRIZR - AREIE

() EEHE BB PE

AANASE IR ER A HEBR TR & AU RH i KR P RE R HE TR IRE < (R &l

Ak [FLT i 25 A5 5 (7 2 R ) ) 1B > KT L A2 VR 25 PN IS SERLA'F  DABHE e - A
AR HATR LIFAHE (The Economist, 2009) o i il f& a5 (] 15 1 7 BT
WK=& AEL A7 T 2 A [R R 3 B R AR ANRIFR 5K (Smith & Lewis, 2011) » g%
SH R i e P SR AR B JE 4 IE (Foster & Bradach, 2005; Mikolajczak, 2020) »
e A Rk [ e — ' o B HR (7R} (Royce, 2007) o Griffin & Mahon (1997)
LIAb 27 2 R o i 3 +E & 45 %4 (corporate social performance ) Bilflf 5
#8543 (corporate financial performance ) [ (% 5 2 & HH A £ e {01 55 H A
LB AR RE A E AR 8 A s (trade-off) BRER o MUREASZP st itk &
M E » AW R TE#ERESC (Pache & Santos, 2010, 2013) 5 FHtL&
1 ZEVZR RN R 2 T BIRG ER1 ~ B TENREE FE RN ERRAT K
(Nicholls, 2010; Perrini & Marino, 2006; Yang & Wu, 2016 ) » — H 2 {é {5 &r
s B PRI H AR R PP BLE R 0 BC -SSR AR SR ARRH % (Doherty et al.,
2014; Young & Kim, 2015) » EE{#Hay @ a5 £ (Battilana & Dorado,
2010; Ben-Ner, 2002; Grimes et al., 2019) - # H i & 2 4215 £ 0538
(Muhammad Yunus) A #REER (The New York Times) &8 SCHEERE0 7 1%
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REFK (microfinance) HERERY [RG 2L ME Al THAYSE RIS > BEIR H BTG
I BN B T A0 T ar i 10 (Yunus, 2011) » HLPEERAY
ISR R Bt & R E A e > S 2 S e E AR
o fo B A AU AN B o f Young (2012) TR & A A2 (ITH b
Mg T B A - REE M ) 2 RREEE Tl (2RE 1) - B2
Z A ST BRAGEAT 1 SE B A AR A A PR Tl B 2 i SR S o HE
5 o I SRR i R ) ) < R AN R T R T Y PR B (Cooney, 2006;
Garrow & Hasenfeld, 2012; Smith et al., 2013 ) » th @HEREAEM: (Mair et
al., 2012) ~ yx B FRME A & {50 an B H A8 S AR (Double Bottom-Line)
LACRARARRS AR BREE (Emerson & Twersky, 1996, pp.20-30) -

B 1
HEEEMEE

&
M I8

=LN=E S IFERIEE

BRIIKE : {EIE8 Young, D. R. (2012). The state of theory and research on social
enterprises. In B. Gidron & Y. Hasenfeld (Eds.), Social enterprises: An
organizational perspective (p. 25). Palgrave Macmillan.

DR S 2 1) 1 8 S i A AL AR 1 F R 2 75 0 IR AR AR A ARIRTE 2 B
Feis 2 n] DL 2 IR I Al 5 5 i - 9140 Orlitzky ~ Schmidt Ed Rynes (Orlitzky
etal., 2003) 73 4fr 1975~1997 ] 52 f A B 1 5+ & A 00 U 55 Al B
Tt 72 58 B0 DL 22 i w18 E AR T 56 1T 5 B B A S MR BA{R 5 Jay (2013)
H @l fERe IR 5 B (the Cambridge Energy Alliance, CEA) 31T/ HH 2 4 (2008~
2010 ) HYEIE I 7T th S 3L S oS B v S MR 1A FHIAH R 2 & = Jones
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(2007) 3 A 4 i £ 5 {51 ey SRS 1O 50 GRUIRE A1 85 HH 4 o £ S8 s S A L A 170 1 )
FRERTH AR E AL - SE MR R IRER MRS E 2 ¥5%  WEIBEE
W B A 2 - SRR AL G R  [RIRELR — M TR I e
AN O B AL B R FE T TR T AL (SR o e SRS I B 2
%GR LR L RS (Cornforth, 2014) » tha[#E3E2 S5 - Kt - A
B R o BT G SR E BSEER R B IR Y RS AL
ARG ©

(=) FRAMENRE LR

2 BB o 1 SR S R R A PARERY AL 38 (Ridley-Duff & Bull, 2011,
p.1) » BEF FER LA LA SR SRR A Er [ 2 72 FI) B R I rEL 8k 8
Z o Dees (1998) ji% & 1 3 7€ 78 F3 1l 2 35 B 8 I [T S A 1S - Allter
(2007) Al it +E & (i an Y B AR - AL & 3 Iw B TiEEhE R A
FEE R~ THg R THEEERE DR TREREEEEF
PUFERERY o Horp TiEBhaE AR A 2 IR FIHHAS 1 1 B Defourny %5 A (Defourny
et al.,, 2021) E#& .2 MBI A IEZ FHH# X (entrepreneurial nonprofit
model) | t1& 3¢ - B — M H I M MR — gt (EE
GESE N 0 2014) » AR TIRE R+ & 3¢ ) (LUT i #E NPO At
1) > AR o 1 SRR A FR 5 L 40.1% - (XA A R BURER & b
¥ (46.6%) (HBEKFA » 2016) o tHE NS & F RIREE R+ & 3% - NPO
R A C R AL E b R F i e MR AR (LU IR MR AS ) » 29 5
W IR R E R R AT o B2 2 EIFEIREAREL NPO AUt {h Bil 1
il R R b A 72 52 - HEam b B R AU A i SERY T R R ) 2 S B
TREE o BLltt » A SCAERSE ORI |- 338 152 168 T Lk Ay 1T i i 22 M R E
#E— 20 Bl NPO AU AT EL o By > LU 45 T AR A 2 ) -

L Alter (2007, p.17) % &5 T 3R 4] 4R 8 X 1 £ S B L S RIE AR P

BRBROTHEFEABINFENR > B AeEHhasbr—R BEAERAL
PAE Y] o
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HEEE

B &
REE zamagn & Al

WS A Zﬁéﬂmﬁ(gggﬁg ggﬁg ﬁégﬁ e

(NPOBEIFLIE)
B FEEEI mERE FrEEE AR
T3iE FaEn EEiE TR SRR ] hiEm
BE BEHEEE B BEITSEEE BIEEEEE

BRIZKE : {ZIEF Alter, K. (2007). Social enterprise typology (p. 14). Ventures LLC ; Dees, J. G.
(1998). Enterprising nonprofits: What do you do when traditional sources of funding fall
short? Harvard Business Review, 76(1), 60.

FEE FIREAS < H BUAERSE @ ER AR ~ Bl & (8 (5 IR Ry H
% (Berger et al., 2004; La Porta et al., 1999 ) » & & 1| %5 £ + E #E R 75
RS - ARBHNE EFSTE H 19y NPO BRI (15 - v 3 M B (E A MGE E Y
ETEBIRE NHB RS - BN LUE R (T B R 1 g
{f i (Doherty et al., 2014; Peattie & Morley, 2008) » W] 5E i Biff HAZ O 5 a
(Besharov & Smith, 2014 ) - {441 Weisbrod (2004) fiff 5¢ %5 IR JE % F1| #H A% 1Y
i S L e S B R i ML - U BE R G RUTT RS - AN EE AR ER
B I [ Rl 38 F 7% s {H Young (2012) QAR B 5 » s R BEAEATLL -
EREZ R E > R Aoz 5 1 Battilana & Lee
(2014) HIGRFPa-E IR IR B - BRASTAIE I ARAYH & 1 5680 il RE 1) 4 & 48
Pl e H 2 — (R} - KR G ERI R E - LSt > Jones
(2007) 3 — L RANEREEIT R E 5 B an T - B E IR & K
REIT e S8 — R - BIATBUM B - Wil (2019) SE M E i =50K
UM Z3E A5 77 2500 FR 7 MR AR B B IR 2 MR G By R pEL
A8 B A HERT » TECRAHAB AR AR R IR R EAV R e H B R 2 5 - L
e > ¥ B I AL R AR 77 T NPO AUt £ » W e | A5 i 2 2 5 M am 3445
JIRR ~ S EFRE RIS IR AR 2 SRR AN Young FEFHUR AL & (i dn 2 HIERE
Weisbrod %% I s/ [ 6 SE MR RE R 2 B AR FC A ik PRICH) E Z £ o

fE T H BN 25 = AR ST - MR Al C R IR IR A Pl
e FE e AT R ) BB (B2 7 » 2007 5 B ik ~ 15 73 - 20145 Dart, 2004; Kearns,
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2000; Liu et al., 2015; Toepler, 2006 ) » fii Fof 75 & FH £ G BT f B B LT 55
HEE RO KA HBEE (G35 7k K% 2007 ; Kuruppu & Lodhia,
2020; Mikeladze, 2021) » Duval Z A_(Duval et al., 2015) &% DL T BA 54t A
T 1 (financially inclined performers) —Zalff il IE= Kl #HA% o FEFE
‘B FIHMR S AR R ? B ZER AR RIS (8 78 - 1% > A

MBS E AT E 1 BISR > RIAT{R AR FE A AR R AT 28 =8 F-78 « +t
o F R A RS M RGE Ry R SR S A AT -

2 - TIFUERETERRAT
—  iRER

AW FEE Jedt B £ R — AR R R B NPO Al @ (R 8 S
F3-F (RIS SETTRET » B EHRE T T b e A R LA T 2R B 2
HeOt o fRHi Gk — « NPO AU A A (FanfEZ HYIR SR - FLK - LIRS FIRH A%
TEREEYEMETTHEAHhe e » B e NPO BY 4 £ B 88 1| e e £ 1 i |2
fAEREE 2T 5 WA LBy IR AR IR IR &5 UL HS TV 251U 1 g8,
1T ) BRI RIESTIRER — - NPO AUt o (3£ 8 JE 48 R H AR E H &1 48
R R Bl g SE MR A R AP TR = TR o iR St R = - RS R
ik 28 TIPS BT & 1 R - RS & B HAL & & @AY
FE - AT = ¢ TR FIRERRAY L o 45 1) 5 B o S 5 8 1 (RS 22

>

— - BERETEDNISEA

il S K LB S AR AR EELUE S E BRI R & SR A
T2 ERR R AE ~ PR RO R R S HE SR gs Fh 473 e BR 8 A & (Edelman, 1990;
Fligstein, 1985, 1987; Fligstein & Brantley, 1992; Ruef & Scott, 1998; Thornton
& Ocasio, 1999) o [KHHFAY = FE &R IR RAVEZ L > NMEE GBS
J3 1] o R BRAN [R] 1 B R AT A A R RO B o DI BRI i A+
GEMNESGERERER 112 F 5 TR BHEZ 224 RESFEHR
T e P AR AT B A » R AL PR I R I i JE 7 R REL A B NPO Rl
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N HEEMENER - EHERDEER TGRS HERAL &
BRAE RS NPO AL RG] 42 5% - 2 BRI FIMIE 182 5% -

J-F (REUE 1 Janis 8 Fadner 2 1943 G4 ) » 52 a1 50 1T i Bl &5 1
SERRE  HIE RN AR AT & s I HE — IR E AW
[F128 (Krippendorff, 2019) o S5 HLIEZ JE Y 5> Fiid 4 o A ks e Fk e
B BRI AN B L - (ER ISR T T 04 - B4 Sigler & Goresky
(1974) H LGRS SSINRA % RS )82 {L - Coombs & Holladay (2012) i#H] J-F
(RBI AR E E BN A HEET Sk (Amazon) f i@kl » Bhardwaj &
Imam  (2019) LUEFER 7 Bt 58 B <5 il e B SR R RE 8 IV SE AT o R B 5
& (pre-IPO) ARIFIHENEE TIGHE ONREHRRZE - —MRER
J-FRREUEA E 2 LIN B o0 M 75 2CaT AL e e PR 72 g e A rp S 38 2 58
P EGRRE A R BRI ~ i a0 A R B > A HE { b B gy R 17 B
Fre FrRERE L e ) - (HA A LA S Hr S 5L 0E - 40 Sigler & Goresky
(1974) LU BGREUR et 5 J-F (REL -

AW ISR 224 SRE S G RE IR M GRG0 R - [ B 2E
B2 TSR (U DISR Y B U DU - e LA T A AE 25 (2023
F) b EESENMH G - YR R SRS Y 1 RS
HIE R » tRIGHRIE (2006) BB ST - JEE FIRHRAIRZ O H BULERS 52 (AR5 ~
{5 A 7 L S TR T E AR o HORE o o 8 P R E B o3 75 — (18] S

Mot e faleE 1~ THORARPSET SR 1 Fe THRTF AR it e J o v S8 i {1 e
PRI B TR d DL T B0 o B TER (il B TAEss0 ) ORs i
I BESh T idET 3 0 (business plan) gk R EEFANERERK - B
fi H AR AR EE A - Wi S i ~ AT - B TEE - BIRS SR

? RIERE 9243 A 20 B EHALT H 0920450889 3 [ F [ 8t7E A etk 2K E T

BERMAFHRAZLRE ] > MAZEZEHERURTHIWRANABEST 1 (—)
BALE s BEBNREFRN B THECHIFTH ) ks (&) B2BUEM %
BRIECRKEG w8k » FTARZILT RAEMB TR & THEEWRTH K
A (2) ZE KM AR T AL G R AR 2 RS T R BB R B I AR B £ AT
HREGUEZEBAMG T R BRAHRBETHIIRAGE > kB THHE YRG5
BN 5 () BEBEARF RN > 3B THETWRETH ) R AR RREZLAL
FTHEMARANFBELERFALRKNAT THETYRG RN A HTE -
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FC B RS RT3 - AMERRRAVEZ TR (Alter, 2001) » 72 W b+t B 3
REE A 25 2 Tt O £ 8 SRS B v 5B RR H — VR R BE - DBl e L0 45
AU B TRl B TAER s ARG 0 S R BUE AT A - 5Ol Thasd
BT AR = (B A - DU ATk R (AR A R o

Al SRR R R v R LRV E R - LURTIRE ~ B 13 R~ BF
LR-FF 23X -BH LR BH 2~3 X~ AED 1 RZGmEE
SRILL I~ SETTHIE » BUEBCR > SlamrosaRiig o Ad S R4 d
AP EE S A AS - C AR SBT3 oE2s 5 J-F (REIE NS -1~1 -
LA 5 1E AU IREZAH AR H 38 ({6 e 41 o Ao > HLE Ao ge  &E
FITEEIR 52 v Sl o B - AV VRRE 5 -F (RERS O I > RIARAE
1|2 50 L Lk A B S S ) o 2 P g

(82-5sC)

=50 issc
-Fipm= | 8O (AR 1)
((SC‘C)) IfS>C
S+C)?

= AREE

AW AR SER 112 51 TOEGT 25 2 A9 2 B PR I R A A &
oy MEHERTHEIESR TIAEEYEE B L & EES NPO it
EF 42 5% 0 ° BREBIFE RIS 182 5K - WAHRKBESGWTR - bHE
Ryet BEREEHEAER o /ED RMERE - 55 —PEEL 2024 2 F
19 HE 5 A 31 HEFEFREET S E - WRERRE - ZLES T
FOETT > AR AR A 60 473 - Hort NPO B #1416 5% ~ JEE FIFHAN 44 5K -
PRI A RO AR AR A < BESE - (B2 2024 £ 11 H 25 HE 12 A
7 HEH B RIREER R SE Rk A 2 26 58 NPO MU A FERGHEA TER AR 234 - RIS
PSRRI RR - (EFTHE 6 (A R A » I A Ak AR R 66 5% » Hrft NPO
A4 22 5% FEEFIRARR 44 X o SBINERGHERTT S Ra e A > AH
{R s b g il SR B B — P BRI A R — B (A H 2 H A - Al R AR

P A2



50  fherflan B SE R R 5 A] LA fF 2 BRI
T FIURE AR Ly {3 LR 2 /) A7
At zesett f1a o AR TERE R B 'L TR I-F (REU A
AR Bl 72 S i AL 5 R - BB R AR RS B R Bt — D PR AU TR 353K -
®3
BAHEEME B ~ SR SIS HEN SR A Z LEA
HEBMIBHRA ZPRA  BUEHEED

dlsd (RE) RB)  (RE)
0 44 39 32
1-20 0 4 5
21-40 0 1 2
JEEREH  41-60 0 0 3
61-80 0 0 1
81-100 0 0 1
N Bt 44 44 44
0 0 10 8
1-20 15 9 1
21-40 4 1 2
NGOBUttiE  41-60 2 2 1
61-80 0 0
81-100 1 0 0
&t 22 22 22

BERIZR : AFRRIE

i - OGIGRT8

— » BABRERELFE
AW FE LA se s -Coh RO 5 52 B AR e o 4 5 i v S s %
— (AR (= R AR AT AR R SR B )-F (REBGEEI TR e E - B
B A TER ThaalEdat 51 b irERE PO RFE VD ERR EEGH%
a1 X BLE - Hoy THe Tt A e o R 83.89 i - HARIKF 13 The
BRI D (3.77) ~ THEDRAL il (3.73) B TER{ B T (3.35) -
Mg EE a3 ) PR 2.95 GHamsAR R > BP0 1~3 X -
£ NPO RItt fetx A rh BIVYNE AR P B 2 2D GERM £ 8 &%
T E 2~3 KLAE - Erp DU TR ARES e 1 P39 4.45 BE7R e » The
B BRI ) (4.27) JE 20 » TR AL G IR ) Bl TEFh B Thasiy BL4.18 J&
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BB Theat et 30 LIPS 8 4.00 HESDULL o A asrdErh Ll THEX
MR R 1 FIEamSHAR R - FI98E 3.36 » R EER VA G als £
it 1 K LLE < ISR AR FE R L TR I mE ) (3.61)
Bl T G BSIRIL D (3.52) WURTaEm AR FROEE » THRRIRF B R 1 DI H
3.5 B 3.27 7y f& =~ DUf » HEFeRiPURyGEEE R 2 /Dot 1 RULE s TEFE
BT (2.93) B TgadE @it &) (2.43) HRKE » BF 1~3 K °
AT S - bR TR R D 91 » NPO A {1 Hfth 5 RE A 31 3 SEAR 4
B BT NPO AU A 7E THRORARFS BTG 0~ THR T IR S 1~ T L
PEARUL L ~ TER Al B TR B Thaat 5@t 38 0 St i) B LR E B i
B RH RS = o A2 AR 4 ER6 -

x4
BREEARNSZEE 2 EIlHEt (N=66)

2 i B @& RKiE ®IME F9E  EEE
R ERIE 7 1 3.73 1.759
HEEAEEE BERRBES 7 1 3.30 1.736
EHRERES 7 1 3.89 1.746
TR BAFER T 7 1 3.77 1.634
[EES MEETHEW 7 1 3.35 1.741
fmETEEETE 6 1 2.95 1.364

BRIZR : ARRIE

x5
NPO Bt ERIBZBIEZ WitiffEt (n=22)

il s B @& BKiE ®TIME TEIE W 1REE
R ERE 6 1 4.18 1.468
HEIRN EEE BARBHSR 6 1 3.36 1.432
BHERZ®RE 6 2 4.45 1.262
TR BAFEIR T 6 2 4.27 1.032
[SE3 MEETHEW 7 2 4.18 1.296
mETEEETE 6 2 4.00 1.024

BRI : ARRIE
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*o6
EEFEEBEERZBIEZHIMHAET (n=44)
il E g B & RAE SIME I mEE
R ERE 7 1 3.50 1.861
HtERFEE EPNi e IE 7 1 3.27 1.885
BHRBERE 7 1 3.61 1.895
IR 7 1 3.52 1.823
EE3td: MEETEN 7 1 2.93 1.797
BETEER S 6 1 2.43 1.208

BRIZR : ARRE

o BE— NPORMEREERREMARIRR

22 % NPO Uit £ J-F (REFIFELR -0.012 » Fp{i#(f -0.009 » HiUR
10 S R JELREREL R S o 255 AHI 2 T » 44 SRIEE FIREARAY J-F (R EK
FIMERS 0.039 > FR{i By 0.029 - HIf S B 4 & 15 KIS B A 1) £ 5 1
IH R Bl R REL A L o £ S OC AN P A _E Y RH 2 L 1 A E o
5 17— SRS NPO B4t i v @ 5 7 (£ (E an BRAL AU B 5% AT e LL
AN[RI T RE A A G R BUR SR B A R o R AR A B/ -
JeETT Shapiro-Wilk # REVERRHI - foE il RANSR 7 Ao » FrE S IHE 23
FEHTES M o 12 LL Q-Q plot [ETfERE 1 - MERRE FHE S H REME G - LR
I Wilcoxon 755 & o3t » it SRAN SR 8 o i e it SREEUTS 1 6 4 71 5 i 2k R
(Mdn =4.00) Eilpg 3¢ iEaaiE (Mdn=4.15) B3}z SAZS 1) HERAZE 2 2 -
W=37-7=-1.912>p=.056 - BE{HAEMGT R > (2 p EETEHREE K
# (a=0.05) ; BERERABED ~ WEIHEHAAE » F LE AL

fo LRt o J-F (RIS NPO Bt i pry i 36 iEg EL RS, - SR 1T W e
o] S ] 1) 72 BB RGO AT RO - MU L IRFr A 1E o I H R
NPO AUt & 32 A3 7 A (E an BRSO B R A (RE - fa HEA TR o
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x7

Shapiro-Wilk ERED G E

g2 BB W p

J-F {REY .932 .001
R EEE .907 <.001

BRI EEE HEINGEEIES 910 <.001
EBARZmE 919 <.001
R AR .905 <.001

[ZE 30 FHETEW .907 <.001
IBETEESTE 913 <.001

BRIAR : AREE

®8
NPO Bzt (> EZ @88 Wilcoxon [F5Ri&E

neg/pos/ties n Mean Rank  Sum of ranks 4 p
Neg. 5 7.40 37.0
Pos. 12 9.67 116.0 -1.912 .056
Ties. 5

BRIZR - AFRRIE

= RERZ:NPO Bt B REIFSFiEmE L Eiaf B EEH R

EBENRIEEIBHEESR

BB BT NPO AU oy 1> 5 BRI RE AR A J-F (R3S AH R dr i b 2R
HEAT TRRATARAE - LLPRET & TE R SERI L & (R e | RIS S 7 TER
BT o NSBHU 2R AN - #efk Mann-Whitney U SEITERE - #5
RANEK 9 ot e il R NPO AU 1 J-F (/&L (Mdn =-.009, n = 22) &
ZRPIEE R A% (Mdn=.029,n=44)>U=2205>72=-3.64>p<.001-
At HTE NPO ARt £ vy » 1 S8 8 R 0 RHA8GE (F RO -2 8 ) 8 K JR &
fik » R I B B AL o 1@ A i o

A — U B R A T 3 AT R o WREREL RS £ A o (RR A RS BT B
(R 72 52 o SR TE PG S5 IR RO RS 1D L - NPORU 7 = g Eragk b itam T35
1t B A0 By R B (Mdn = 4.00, n =22) B4 = 52 & R A% (Mdn = 2.00,
n=44)>U=231.0>7=-295>p=.003; Lo} - 7£ M@ate@at &l raT
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A o NPO AUt > (Mdn =4.00, n=22) [ 4% 802 = 10 I & FlHH A%

(Mdn=2.00,n=44)>U=155.05Z=-4.60>p<.001c kg EfERLET
{Ba% — > HI} NPO U € £ 3¢ B I 7 FIHE A% 10 1o 1 1) i Bl g 2 B ) 32
WA A2 R & TR R SR TRl B T B2 T
AT TS ) WESRE AN o MHEL.Z T o 18 Tha L BRI o T A e
M AR R IEE RS Z1(E Duval 2 A (Duval et al., 2015) ffif
() TEABSE M BRI TE 1 BLR » B8 e pH A OE B 15 58 B T T ) B A
B NPO AUt A FH{ML o

)

£9
NPO AUzt & b5 B I I 4B #5  Z # #§ Mann-Whitney U &€

NPO Bttt  JEEFUEME

(n=22) (n = 44) v & p
Mean Rank Mean Rank
J-FRE 21.52 39.49 2205 -3.64 <.001
R ERIE 38.14 31.18 382.0 -1.42 156
HEREMNRE BARBYHS 35.34 32.58 435.5 -.56 574
RHRBRE 39.41 30.55 2440 -1.81 071
IRIREI B 38.43 31.03 2875 -1.52 128
EES i TEETEM 42.09 29.20 231.0 -2.95 .003
IBETETE 48.48 26.01 155.0 -4.60 <.001

BRRR - AAREE

g~ ek = FFEFBENA T EE AR R E AR ER

1Rz — o xE Hh 2 B R R REL A AT B 765 R R ) B 4 B NPO AU A AH (75
MmA T ER T ) R > (B —38 5T 0k 18 F 3 B s 56 e
TEFEE R E b b7 18 - BRETE Lutgef] - #—28 L Wilcoxon
FraftmE > A5 AR 10 o 45 R R - EEFE#E (Mdn = 3.67) Bipg3E
g (Mdn=3.00) ZRIFE/EREE =% » W=4105>2=-3.695 p<.001 o
ST AE IR FIRHRR A E I o E @A B R R E S e o
IRIB AT ARG SR RER = AEKGL - 85 2 > SRS KA I IR R AR BA )
W EE RS - (HIE WA 2 DAYRED H & g vk (Han B SE 1tk o 18 — 38 8sdal 1Bl
(EAE IR B B TR IGO0 T - RS MRS R B R LAtk e fE B E EH AR
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HRE A RS

& 10
FFE N B EHIE #EE Wilcoxon fF5EHEE
neg/pos/ties n Mean Rank Sum of ranks z p
Neg. 26 15.79 410.5
Pos. 4 13.63 545 -3.695 <.001
Ties. 14

BRER - AARERE

1h ~ RS
— ~
i R AN [RIF 25 BRGR B TR3K o A7 R RHLA I ) 1 8 4 1 B i S
fai 1| e Rl P R R 1 S BRI BH B L R o AL R BT 1E Al
EEaBHR - KIBHREBY S B Z A M5 77 5 I FIHH % B
NPO AUt 1> bl 3 A » [RIRE B J-F (REUAAS R A AT HRET - 3BT
5 FI AR AR B 18 5 2609 NPO AUt /b 7R il B B dE 22 0 L fE A AR Midm &
% P BRAY) B B4 & 1 ZE (U A AL AR L o ANTHSTA RN o DUT $H4
MG » 73 HIERBA B S i o
B A B OTERA AT EE S R E T 19 NPO AUt /2 75 8
W R R - R&— 7 H7 NPO Al 4> J-F (REUE & {E (M = -.012,
Mdn = -0.09) » 3¢ BHE% KEAH AE {'F Hh 8 1) pig i + o A6 1 R R ) L e
REMAT LAVEEE 2252 (p = .056) » (HE B FCERAEIR D » 90 M5
#2 NPO AUt 1 2 75 (5 A SRS T 51 o (H TR R — BT S1 T gk th & Rl RE L~ T 4
KARAE G 1 A TR RS i 55 1 i 1S B S 1 17 43 A7 38 B NPO AU
{1 B 62 FIIAH 4% SR 722 B 3REAA 7 NPO AU 4 1316 5 [RIE A 1 2217 7% 1T
PG G Har o &7 LFm - NPO BIM (B rT RES (Hdn RS AUBI R » (HR
s B H AT E i anay )R - tL#E I EL Thornton & Ocasio (1999) £ Hi i il i i
HEHE ~ Weisbrod (2004) %113 dn f F5 U #2 & LI K Young (2012) EB {5t
o i R B G B R B ST HY NPO AU 1 1 52 30 8 T il (7 R 720
(Alvarez etal., 2005) « ¥}t 2 & » & FIFHABRIY J-F (RE05 ({E (0.39) »
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Sl LA A A A L S R TP 2 i B R - SRR A
AELAR P AR R R ) B - G T2 B SR ETE, - fR R
i > A FeRE TR T NPO AU £ i AR B g SE g ] LLG 77 - RS IRE R
FHAR AT LATE S| AP 31T 5 Z BRI IR B <P Ay EH AR I T TR -

R > AERET NPO FU A i Bl I8 TR REL e 1 ol FEE v 22 B o > S B i 2
[ RS = 52 o NPO AUt (Y J-F (RECR & fE (M = -.012, Mdn =-0.09) -
RIATE NPO BY 1 i R 5 470068 ) 7 (0 A 0 2 4 o A i S A B -
i - JEE FIRHARAY 9-F FRECHI 2 BLIE(E (M =.039 » Mdn =.029) » Mann-
Whitney U #€ th#miE — 72 RAEMGET LB A RS - IR R SR Alter
(2007) 71 Dees (1998) 7£ 1 i 13 e Al A R 5> RELARK (2 1 O B B © 85 M
L R R (HAE AL (R R R ) = (8 £ S - TR AL )
w1 THERARPSEI SR 0 A TER AR E 1 £ > NPO Rl £ B I 2 Fll H sk
T AR B ) 7 5 - Bt PO R4 £ 5 IE T 1) ) R4 R B2 B DA 7 ol
Bl ) I8 R RHABAE & o M — 12 o S I rh 2B AN ORI (e
S BSAIRDL L - B I 95 8 BEE — RERE AR B M BE (H b 2 ] > 3§ 8 Duval
SN (2015) fifiliry THAFS (A HIBIT & ) REHERENVI G - R
5 s L e 2 R TR R A a B L

HeBIE B NPO AL >+ B2 LUPERE T 855 812 MIH AR AT e S 26 R £
TRIRE - BUTBORMMIR (E3H % S08s - * (HER ISR E EE s ?ﬁf.:
FH@BIZ - 3% e T35 E (BN 5 (Bskk - 80847 - 2021) -
BLEe It B A LA Ligi 5+ ) Bl S48 i 3R SR iR B e ﬁaﬂ‘%a&f%?ﬁ‘%
TR BASE o SBOHEH IR IR - NPO RIM: 4655 I HESHET B R IR b - 3H
)55 EEE g T PSS A SO SRS RS AR PR s EL ot FE S AT b L - 08
PABEHET A TRP G B TR0 A TRRat & At & - IR 20 ~ SR

Yol (oA R TR S R AMBER) B 15 MIRELREY - (F S HER A A

RIEE) % 4045 % 2 ZM T § 8 B TIHRAE M ~ (URRIR L) % 2245 %
1785 12 XX RAIMBERTRE 521458 2 ARTREIRAAZRE - LA (&
ARG SRR MR R TG A S BRI L) & s E LT 2011 F4
AR G sk FAGERA 7 RMBR D) MBI LA E b T e sk IR
HAg o
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(2007) ~ Kuruppu i Lodhia (2020) &2 Mikeladze (2021) (R4S » B 7<% 50
RIS > ZBESEELSE > WHEIEEN B AEaHSEEE -
Bt TS AR ) A& am 7 728 FAE AR E VE rp th 885 H @ 4% M B2 NPO

\\\\\\

— -~ FRHASR RREERR I

AR AE 3 [ 1) FEE SR R A BRI I 92 20 IR 1 V5 0k » P2 SOt 18] 2 o1 S
LS > B BB RR R A 2R RN 5 a2 SR A SR
iy Bl 72 S A i R ' S P G b A FE AR RO ARG - A RS R (ot e
SRS R TR AT AR 238 > S ST e o 58 W L 1| i rEL A& (F R
PETERE T o ARFIERE G J-F (REEAHRRA /5 - LB R A
A B AR < R AR » o0 A A o 4 B g S 0 L S B (2 NPO LY
BB THEA T FI K 58 2 T R A 5 18 NPO AU et £i B 372 T L ik
e 4 B o S o RSB R B B S8 NPO U A A R e ol f e B
0 SE TG B R /P M B AR - S I TS NPO BRIt @ A4 il an (i #% I — 44
oM E RPN RE - this R PR L o SRRt 1
B LAOSCRs 5 o - mERE I & Bt 3EOCAE A E I 1 - IR AL
o (g R Ry e JE 2 Rl Ay £ 5 i - (HE /MBI T & 150

A EFFZ RS E IR IMRSE A R AR » AHESE A= B M
WA AN AL e AR R B R 1 224 FREL S @ B IFTREI & > ARURAH
66 {73 - (AERMEFATARE » W — e A B A ATRER » BA
RPFSE R o Lot - fdr hSERERR % IT - ASCIELRET NPO AL 1 - iR
i A AL AN A - AR ST RR AR 5 — Ukh B < A EE K
TERGSEAT RS » T SH A T35 350 P U0 6 P e » @ o i it 80 O L 1 i A
MR ERA A G WG E L FRHRRT o BLOh » RWFFELIBAL AR T - B
FEE NPO AU 107 oA 58 2E WA SR i e SRS B SR - (HE S Kk E MR E
Bt RIS B BT (R L 1 SRR A B AP R ] DA SR (e 1 oy R = 5
SRR R AL & R B SR Tl (T - MR ASHZE R — (BRI - SRR AR AT 52
A% R 7T LTS A B NPO B 1 15 1 B SRR R 55 1) ~ 7
My B - WA ZE R RE MR Ko ZER 7T
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Aoy IR FE NPO e 1 (538 ' R R » 4 48 1] Bl o 5 o i 52
HL T e 22 il FE e 2 R R 16 - WFIE S B AR A & (SR R
BIBEAER 52 2 MR TE - (HAEHL & o o Bl g 58 T B L TR AT T AR O ZR
iy o 85 . o S TR & i an RO A 7 JE AR £ NPO U £ AH %k
E(EHE R H R R S TR G i Y DR 28 o L — S s A
MEEMEECBAEEEE A ERaEHE e EERRNBHK
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Can Social Mission and_CommerciaI
Interests Coexist?

An Analysis of the Institutional Logics of
NPO-Type Social Enterprises*

Cheng-chung Wu**

Abstract

Social enterprises are hybrid organizations that pursue social missions
through commercial activities, thereby integrating two distinct yet often
competing institutional logics: welfare and commerce. The welfare logic
emphasizes the provision of social services and the resolution of societal
problems, whereas the commercial logic prioritizes revenue generation and
market competitiveness. The coexistence of these divergent logics raises
concerns about potential mission drift when commercial imperatives are
introduced. This tension between sustaining social objectives and pursuing
market-oriented goals has long been a focal point of scholarly inquiry and
practical debate. It also raises the question of whether such balance is a
normative ideal or an empirical reality.

To investigate this issue, the present study examines national social welfare
foundations in Taiwan, drawing on data from 44 nonprofit organizations (NPOs)
and 22 nonprofit-type social enterprises (NPO-SEs). The analysis employs the
Janis-Fadner Imbalance Coefficient alongside statistical methods to test the
proposed hypotheses. The findings reveal that although NPO-SEs may exhibit
signs of mission drift, they do not differ significantly from NPOs in terms of
welfare logic. This suggests that NPO-SEs remain aligned with their social
missions, reflecting a near-equilibrium between welfare and commercial
logics, or what may be described as dual institutional alignment. In contrast,
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while traditional NPOs display the “financially inclined performer” tendency
noted in the literature, their operations continue to be primarily guided by
welfare logic. These results contribute to the legitimacy discourse on social
enterprises and indicate that adopting a social enterprise model can serve as a
viable strategic pathway for NPOs pursuing sustainable development.

Keywords: Social Enterprises, Institutional Logics, Mission Drift, Nonprofit
Organizations, Janis-Fadner Coefficient of Imbalance



