EHEEN PR EBS A

5 &

RELYHEFNE-FEENURAXZNE MAARLTHEHR
By, EAETENHLRETLRT —HERFENALIAR, EHFFN
HERNENHE NEAGRKEARNRBER BB BTN LB %
REBAEEEN, AXERT 5EHEF RO Y0 ERMHRAA A X
WE R X, 38 i U AT R D ot P TR R R Rk T, Rk
HESRHA R AL ER LB EMBANRBETRHE R,

XRE ANEFN AFTH-HK BEER HETR

B, A XRBRRE B2 LT 2 B $E AR 0 7 3 3 B 7 AR B R
EE, AMHEOAREEEERARBNBIUNE R BRI
T, SN S M EE A TR E A BRI G A AR S IE X
(BFFNE,2013), FWHE, —LBAREEFRNESA LA R HEE
M EHIFMEH, RIIARER . LA ASANEELEE
BRAEERAREAERSER? ZAMNESH A AW REHEMNE
2 X ATERNAFIMEERBr i 15 0 B KP4 2 T iU 73X ik
Mgtk B B A& E SRR AR S X e AR X T %
PEEM A SFHREIT T UBRIHREIRE R,

4l #E 5 (interlocking directorates ) ¥ i & —~/ &) B B 535 [ A 7E
HAA A EF IR S (Mizruchi, 1996 ) , i E S E BT SR B R A
H T B B X 48 #R AE 3% 41 3 25 B (interlocking directorates networks Yo
AE] [ ENEENE M EEMHS MK RMERE, BB
AFAHEAERERBAEER

AREYSESIMOME FBEEFERNTE, L—BHERX A

* AXRELEAMEIAIFIEFARIAERR. ARLHTHEHLHFALTX
BFRE BEFEAG I E ZHHR" (11&ZD035) H 2k F4985 T4" = Jp&Kik
BREHRSHEFEAALD SRFANHMELE HELAHEHRLER PP EHEL
ERNEALSES2 G ERE (355 :2012M520868) t f-8h, BMHIEELIFFA
HERL, XhEaA.
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LRI T B R A, R4 iriX fh AL 2RI 4R 7E M R At
HRZEEHRAE RO SHEFmE RS, RAITKBOUA] LB X
TRR A AF T NEE. AR H, ~ S EENES
WE VERIEFBEE R (elite cohesion) ) F- B, A R LRI HIER — KA H
FIE AR 1R AL T I X W9 SS WIS, X R R T A B
WATHEE T 2 @

LR, IR E R R E S EE MM TR ERME, AR E R
R R EAT B B SINER R HTRANR RS =R, —&
MREI, RESRYEERE TESEF ML, R T S
ARFERANFEA E LA R R R BRPUEAL.

B N ARERERERMALEEG AR R SRR EE
RFEE AR, FI, %8183 M5 B — 1 TR AT LB B AU
BIEE” (traces of power) , FEEN R MR R S, R HE T X8
iz B #9454 A ( Carroll & Sapinski,2011) ,

REHERENMWERAENS, MEMRZEPELALREE, UL
TR LR BT B B = A B AL AL, X SR SR B A W] LUE o
KL TIHIR” Wk, RIS IE R R H L (resources
dependency theory) . Wi 7B 2 4/ ##1£ ( monitoring and controlling theory) |
4>t $ 4| B4 (financial control theory) . & £ ( collusion theory ) FI
i FR 75 8] HL ] ( geography and space mechanism)

RETE RA TS WA Z AT MR FRIMKIEHHET RO X4

O AXEASAHEREFR L, 4BHF IR ALY EFABLELRE (7
%,2007,2009) , AARRB, B AEHEFFL KN/ RAFEERYN I REFER
%-(Mizruchi, 1996 ) , $ud , 4o/ WAL BRI N A A MR AR B AT EYETFR, #4532
AYEERGELAE S LEE ALBRETAR,HAPRSRLEWE F LML
HH/ ARG XS] PREEEERSF TR ER, AEEFEZTEEAHAA, —A
AEARNNEEEE ANZBAGUEF AFANRCAINHLETRART. &1
RABEERIRBAALN N EEE BEIZLTERS ANLSAES AL P
BN BIEFERSFUARFA S A HAPYETE, i/ iz LR REmEHL kY
ANE RN AN HREHAENETRA,

@ LR MEBRRENEBASHG , AME—AREAR A4S . FL  AABEGLETY
F BN EREEE, AL LR AR REFARGARES,

@ HEHFEAEHFEAKRLATHESFLALYEENBRAALYHERFIBHHER, 4
o, —~SARERTALEF BOSHAEENE AL HFARFRESHER 2L
R, PPRABRBTRHHETHRGNE L 2R, A TR, RANERAELEHLE A
ABFFREAGHERE HANRRAEFFTE NPT HRMEAL, X AREHE
WS, BHELRTFARBX -5,
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FRRIF EPEE . I EB S RS

ATk A TR L AR 6] P 4 BRI T L B, SR R AR 7E — 4 HE LA BB 8
ERMBRANEL, WXEEPHES LB, —EARARENIRH
BT , BN ZIR] ¢ FR A7 7E I BE ZE R ( Galaskiewicz, 1985) o il BE
3 4 4 B] B4 TR AR L T — B AR RIS, ER/H SR
JiE 7 32 4 ( Stinchombe, 1965 ) 7§ 1, ERHRME MR B S E T
B HLIER SN HAF R R EPR T — MR MR

FEE B R REREFAFE M ERHMBES. RE
EIRIERRRH T SREA—HNERRR, BR S MERXRERE
AW FEXRMEERTER T EEMEM (Scott, 1991) o Mo, BRK
BHARMEREA T L ER, A — M RIS (5
FIRBUR) T T AR, X8/ TI™ L aR RN, B
AHEAAWITAEBAEITZ R ML, MAFEREHBUN R BT
25 & R AET T BT P 4% (Provan et al. ,2007)

A2 3R R T L5 3 B 2 ) B S 5 SR TR BUBIL R A OG B P A
S5 EESIOR N ESEE MR TS R THPE, 3R
THERNREEHEFENAREFHERZ L,

ERC N5 ENAE S & LA & LS &
S EHEF RS IT

FERE, R BB A R Rl A BRTEIESF 32 5 B L AL 5 . 2005 4F
HiAn B rh A A RFEME A Al ) (RIARC A AliE ) ) A B[R 22 7
WEES, RN 519 A,

T E B A IR Y BN E R A&, X SN AR E I R B A
WE R T 5 E EA D I B S E B S HR I T B R h . 4
an, 3 EA B EHA R MM, 2006 £ A K EA B BT
(A ) SEHBAUBUR IAAT A0k ) 16 Hh, SN IRE 3 2 th B B BUBER
WILR AR ERA A REBRA A LS AR (A2 R RER
AR THSNBAR) HENES ., SMREFAEARBEESNESR
SENBZREARPFSIHMBRS , A RFMTRENSES, SHEE
EFMAFAFENBREREA ERTIMNPEFREFHLR,

IR, A A Al IR X I E R A —HigE )ALk EER
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FEN R BIPAT B 2 (executive directors) . 54 ERE F AHXT L, AR E
HRMAAFAARBEHFARPITE THERNEE, RITEERIEA A
RHESEMEHINEE S, SHOFLEAREARESE,

XS EE, PENES B EER R & (HR“IEE4”)2001 4
AR TE LT ARSI EFHE R RN, My &
HRPEBEAEARBEREFSIOEAARS, FSHFZEH E
WA R R ERBR A AT AR BT A s B LA T 0 6 R i
M EEREN ERETES K EWAFARMEMLEF,; EHAFAES
SBRAPRHEDRRE /3 My #EF,; EHARN YA TR EHEE
LHRN, BRI Z S, M EREAN AR R FERARRAFEF
FE MY RBAS B R T B8R AR 25

REREF R SM I EH AN K— &, 2008 4 LIBIESRZH
P A ) € b W2 32 B B BB i A ) S e, A AR I A BT A ALY
EHBE T THEMFZ—, IR RBRE R, XA EHE . A5
XF 75 5 R 5 Xt U7 (O EL BRI B A TR S M T R, B
sl ] He %A 5 o T R v A B 4R %38 5 3 O B R
i B N BB SUE R s 32 5 % 7 B B B s IR B2 i B 6
EX IS AR B RO D BN kA EIE T A NGO N i
RAEHARKXRBUHRERS ; P EIEKS GERAT LT F
HLRE B HABIE L o

G ERTR, BRATE AT AT NREE AT R RS EF WA
REFSHSOUNESESEE, KA SM RS0V REME. SHEE
HELAT AR M EE, ] RERSCBRE R XU TN EF RS HIML
HWEBMHEEERNARAZEAEMRERR KEKEF AR RER N
B ROV RBRE AR E R L SIME LR R AR 5 B, RITIR
BEUAENA AFEFER, NRETRAXAFRAR T BEMNALFAAH
KAWL B E LA R MEREGT T4, OO0 1,

BRITERE-T LREFMSSEUERXR . METHTR, #
PEERHE AR ERFENEL A REEEERS . Tikk
SRS NEREE R RIS E ORI R AA W RO B R, A

O BAMBEZANIADSTEFHBRA, ZARA(ATH)ARME, BBMARERATRAA
B ARG ERFAENE,
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KR IF EYEER . FREHRSEE

KEREH KEEE
4t 3
# ]
X B2
¥ YA E wH AEEH
RFRER T EH

H1 HEEHTRASEENRHS RS E

BB A EFETEL T - RN EELER, BATEH,
EAEHE N E AR T RARE B AE ERFRIRITE A
[Fl2 Bl E] K 2R 5 T _E RTINS LR SRR, M B — %K
AT KIS AR EE RN TR TS S R E.

—ESEENAEEER AT —
S vs. METLHRIR

(—) ¥ —RhEE B L R USSR R E B

#H £ [8] ¥ 4% ( inter-organizational networks) 224 S5 HAEM
EHEN—-NEEHREIR.O EEXEENE—FAEFHHHEER
FIEMALEE TR, RET AR ML S IE PR S,
MEEZHETMEPHEFAHEZEEKPEHFERMEER.
L6 F1) 25 A7 2 (Podolny & Page, 1998 ;Z2E 1;,2010) ,

FEH KA TR LR RGP P, R85 AT B EX ESE
H P KBTS (Mizruchi, 2007) . ZFFLHEMERENE -FERHAHA
ERGERR, FER 3 ANER . H—  EFLEARAARHELEHTH
BORERMIT, ERTEESRAKWRE, LR EURERH T8N
Al T, EE A R Al AT Al S B R R A AR
EWMETABEEN, X—KETHESENA R B)5, FHARHE
HERBARAX LR B FE NN —RAETIT A AR BB

@ H#AH“MpE £ A" (inter-organizational relations, IOR) , 3 R R 445 A 509, “ AR B A
B “AEMERAT CHENRASEARFESEALTTURELRE,
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£ W28 ISR ( Granovetter, 1985) , BT 2 £ 22 BV Aol 6] R 45 5K H BF
ROUSBEA W RN RER, BREARERSLEXRNLE,E
IAR G A — A5t fiall [8] 5% 2 B9 F7 30 B (Mizruchi, 1996)

() EYEBEN S ARETR . ARS8

HEUEF MR LA P 20 HEEE., B 1914
4F, 5% (Dixon, 1914 ) Bi7E X HE 2 W LT F I RI(BUA B HF ¥ 4
) (Journal of Political Economy) bF#83CHE Y, B E L PR B R
Z B i 2% 7% B (interlocking of interest) . FE RS H F T AL #1T
fRIERYE ., Tl ZRHALE > SHE REHERE,

e — R AR BB EMERN, W5 T Kt ¥ 7 mER
ERBEHPHITHR, L ZHE T AFGERRIELEREHAR
PIER I JR TH] ( Pfeffer & Salancik ,1978) , 7EX—#84>, AN EFEEPE
HAZEm, B BESEE XA TIT A B SBRRN

LA EEM 5N 47H

EYEBEMNEEHET 3 HULHEmA TR F—, ERAFERIE
BUEEEE, A F T AR E 88 EE S 1E, o el E g
5 A, A7 i h 4k B9 4H 43 25 4 ( Cronin, 2011 ; Keister, 1998 ;
Palmer et al. ,1993) ;55— B B —M G EERIMES , TLMER A Al
SNRAERE G VAR S R BE (prisms) , B—Fh Xt 4 BT 0 ISME G i
(Podolny,2001) ;58 =, A EHEAR ML TR REFRKBRWET, &M
i/ BB A S SR E WA B TR RAZ T E RN EEEA
HRBHXRZREA RSN L E FE LI (Hillman & Dalziel ,2003) , X
HWRRMNAFRIWEANGFEZ LA RREFEFRAREREML
EHMN—-IMEERHE,

AR B XA AT AR, EEEPEUTILITH:
A TSI SOl A B B EME S A L R 5 RS AT | R
B BaEN HASGHIERSE, EFRFSWETE, — PR,
AFITEEER M P AL B 2 BT L4 2w H gl 4 5 3 (Palmer et
al. ,1995) BBl AT A B B & KR N—REB“FH” RO 2 “H

@ “HEATEN AR GG T, R B RR RIS — PR,
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Ert e EYEEM FRER SRR

S FRIEA" B3O ( Davis, 1991 ; Davis & Greve,1997) LA /ERER I
W HoAh 4N &) ( Haunschild , 1993 ) (/2 5] B E 4 [ %) ( Bohman , 2006 ) %5, J&
HEEY EE M EFA %% 5 8 W I B8 (Davis, 1991 ; Davis & Greve,
1997 ; Haunschild , 1993 ; Haunschild & Beckman,1998) , 8E65#5 B2\ &) 8¢
ST B , 3 B AR X R BT BOAT A A R 4 R AR 1,
bl U 378 33 A5 BT Aol B 02 R R T AE A T 9o v

FEHEAE RSERE RSB SE, SR E Ay, ERE
FERES AT RS A, TR E T Al 8] 5 R & KR
F1% > 8817 (Heracleous & Murray,2001) , {348 T 23 6] 8] 3¢ £ ( Glasberg
& Schwartz,1983) , 384k T /4 & [8] i 3 5 A1 Bt %% 5 & (Lincoln et al. ,
1992 ; Mizruchi et al. ,2006) 5 [ , 325 S 2 2 PO X Mt Bk B3 )T A BBk B
R R S B AR AL B LR R SR S R e A TR
R ( Gulati, 1998 ; Gulati & Westphal ,1999) .,

BH— SR EAENEERSEEEMNEN . MR
$#(Uzzi & Lancaster,2004) AR & BB AN Z ST R,
Fl A R ik APER 2 e RAEFTRIZE R . MfiTX 36 I R BUAR M3 45 T B
BIRREMETR R, BITESFITZRNEYERTRN RSB EH
WURAR ST S

2.EBEFEFEM L NG Gk

XREYEENERCV RPN R RFE NS, EHERRYET
MBI T HER B T M35 A, BER T 15 A E T4
WHE, B THEERHEE MR T LML ESH
(Keister, 1998 ,2007,2009 ; Liang ,2009)

B H MBS N R B, HE I R REAR T il M S B0K F
(Rommens et al. ,2007; Non & Franses, 2007 ; Richardson, 1987 ; Ren,
2005), RERE, EUEFEHRFAIZIBOF 1408, TR HEHR
s RERETHT WS EEE, ERFBOKE TR XBER, &
PEHMER T L RFEH RS REG/NE T, XA ME T
MEME R T —CARFTAHESE, AT F T 1RSSO sREA
AR 2% , BEAR T )k SRUKF

O “HLBESLAMAMABRTH-—HLEER, AHNAB TR I LN HLT
HARG—HBRNAMERE

223



S 2014.1

AR R EYEFE NI RSN SHE A B
(Fligstein & Brantley,1992) ., 41, %k #5 % A (Lincoln et al. ,1996) %
NV EANTHESERN EEATRARA SRR EFS
BoSE B AR TR, X AL B2 Al B3R B o

WA M TFESEE S SR BN ERLR, LR IEEE
i (Mizruchi, 1996 ) . —EH R R IR AR F S SBOKF#m T
HEURER X RV AR, AR (Richardson, 1987) ,

EYERIRX ML SEE LW, R E R, AREERTE
A, RS S, EERFAEREHLEHART LI Fla, JUse
(Keister,1998 ,2007 ,2009 ) %/ [ 20 47 90 4E4 B30 4k 58 B 3
ESEFARNVIREZY, EUEFASUBER T R S FIEAK
S T R R X i Ml 2R T RS M E F BT ST, k5 % A (Lincoln et
al. ,1996) X H Ax 4>l &8 B N SR BB R R BT WU 2R B , 2 B 2 = W%
BR AN MESEBORA LT, XERRERWEFRE, HEHHK
WHR AV EHEFEANEREEBRET SEEHNETR, AF
Al REMERR IR E P E BN S SRZ E R R,

(=) %%ﬁ§$lﬂ ST 2

SERMEIRFR U EHE R MRIL 7R, 2
E%:lb—fﬁﬁf’?ﬁ"f’?ﬂkf}(@%h}:ﬁ%%%@%#ﬁ!"I"in,és,;% P
R 22 AN SEBE IR 19 F- Bt ( Davis,2005) .

FLTE 1956 47, A SEZFBAF - R/RHTNEBIBAE & - “ B
HEAUURRX ML B J T RE R A R 8, BRI T R AEEH
RERE, B REAN R R EHEN L, ERATHRE A
FIECR A3 A — R " (Mills, 1956:123) . R/RETRGTERH,
EUEFRAUNE—NAFREHETTHAR, RN @i AR T ik
e BB, I BIX 0 A T BE 2 % BUR Il 5 7 A SE R
-2

B AR AR ) S RIS, B P 4k R BB T bk . — 5 R
MEFRANSLEMN o BK B BKEFTERM, B H Y %K (managerial
class) BE B — N HEHHESHE, IANETEN SL BN,
FR R WARGERA T XERHRAT, =B REE RN INL
ARESHMBELMAHT , F%. H—RUNBBRLTHRAHE,
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EEEYd RN S E S L

ERENEBEMNAFEERBIRITAWEW, U RXEBIGT RS
FHA T ERBORNHE, BUAE RN B EHE AR A LERHK
AH L BUAKE R 5 2O B BT 4 U0E

L. RARGHBER

AFIFIK BHT (Berle & Means,1932) JFj8 T & X B R BT A K
52BN ERFTNAR . MITAK , BEE BARA Bt B 2 A
FEAES, —MRBEEEF RO ERARCE M A, AH EBR, X4
EHE W RHA R

R, HE%2FRMMARETHAAMMKRBRTNERE X
(managerialism ) 38, A M & HAUR R B A E B — AR NEE
% (Roy & Bonacich,1988) , Ff & BUA A& b F S B Hu A7 , 4 b B 45 B BY
J2 SR B AE A — A 57 B B G T 4 1 22 B 45 T b S ( Miizruchii,,
2004 ; Zeitlin et al. ,1974; Zeitlin,1974) ;O £ B XTEEAW R, &
YEHEMHERT R T EHRIEAFH— 5 F B (Palmer & Barber,
2001) . A FFIE AR RFEAR R R, MR, B —
R A A ERA R M R IRE S K ZHE, EA— 1 Br R 8
A % AR 22 AR 28 Sy 3 R T 5 4% 4% # P 45 A2 5k (Roy & Bonacich,
1988) , LR T —~HFB/NB T (Useem, 1979 ) ; KAl TS E BRI K
P HE, A TR B SR AL T Hl4 (Useem, 1980) .

— ST E R EE N RN EE , BRA T R U RERY
e BEEXENARTEFHRN SN GRS FTENHNZENRES
HEASE MEXLEHEFTET BT EENEZHEE, URXMAF
BERERRE M, B0, 455 (Ren,2005) Xt [ B 172 B B BORH 47
#H EYEENIRTEEENERRATEERST MEFTARAR
RAE, BT el S5

2. 453 % % (elite cohesion)

S5RARNNSERER AR, BREREN TR A ENHEEW
B—FECH S, ERERARIERANTE, —RBUARE R ELFHER

@ Fib,AFI—AAEH, THEH(Mizuchi,2004) A AR ER I A B HMBLFE
BT A AR BRI B IR R R R, 20 2B 20 #4430 £R, £ BT
43 F AR R M e, A A KBRS~ AT L EFR 2RO EEAR TR
BREEANNHNBESFTA, BCRNEBR— MBI O EFRRE, ASTH B RN
FHENABAGHE, Gk, T RETERILAR,
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HIAHE B 1% (Freitag, 1975 ) , — 2 WA 2 5] 8] 9 AR BUA 4T 3l ( Buis,
2005 ; Bond et al. ,2010;Bond & Harrigan,2011) , Z#ERIIA K, /A F[E]
EHEEXRANIEREN T AR ETE . A ABEFKEIA (Useem &
McCormack,1981) , if i 2H 234k 1) i 25 £ B R ULIBUR (Useem, 1984)
MR R K ( Galaskiewicz, 1985 ) $5X R R ZUFR Ky BUIA HE 30 ( political
advocacy ) B,

AFBOATTSI R Z BT UEE , AMURR e &S ilLESE, FH
NESTERWMBFEAE KRNI R . MESHH AT
IR AT A BESE, B R A R B R 4 XF A B BUIE AT sh — B
( political unity ) BYR0H

HAHh MG E RS THE, MR RERMER X R
BSE R PR . 8525 B AT (Mizruchi , 2007 ) $5 H , 38 & B 55 43 6] 6] i 09
HRR, T URGAH R R FIE R MER L RMEEGE, B
FEA M ] I8 Rk RO BOE BB BURTT NIRRT BES RS I
A LA £ KR E F S BSG—BRRTTEN,

XM BRENE R, 8§, IR EE R ERNENE
FMAER T RS TRHA IR R BB 1, BB AR RAUS 3k
T Hok , WF T 388 B AR R A AR RBUAR T 3 R BB M R e B B o %
B, AR IE R (BORAT SRR A Bl A BB SEM R 5 BR, BF 5T
BV BRI A R W 48 G5 PEFE AR AL 38 0o ( centrality ) (%8 B
(cohesion) G5 ZE{H 4 ( structural equivalence) 5 ; OB 5, HF o7 &1k £
HIEIETT e a3 — A B (dyads®) BUIG AT 8 B —BUME (B2 F)
BEA-TREERAEESHELE WM ARRESN TR —-BURER
£ WMAREAGBORE LR EREMEINAES) A FAERR
TR ERBIRS) R ﬁﬁﬁ(%@ﬁlﬂl{“?ﬁﬂgﬁﬁ B EIEA IR IR
BB .

WELBMRAITE T EHEEN S AR BUATTIINX R, R
ER, AEAEHNEREXRNAFARAD THLAUMBISHE BT R
(Mizruchi, 1989 ; Lee & Lee,2012) , A 6k )8 THE R AU BLIE = &R

@ ABRBBHBRGREALE AT K645 %%, £ Bond & Harrigan, 2011
201 =205,

@ A E A(dyads) B —MAEA MBS HE A RS, 100 R RSP AT A K (Hlde
MIR)ZRAWE R, AL ARBLRBHREAMEZE,
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R EHEER FHERS RS
(Bond et al. ,2010) ; 20 5] B9 B 2% ix A PERRIR, 2 #F B i R B BUR AT
i FR % ( Dreiling & Darves,2011) ,2£%%

SR, TEEMEREN S AR BT ANR S, — M AEZM
Ik R R mPLE BRI N, BERAFEBINELEZE W T A A
MBUARTT N , B RIREA BUR MR A RS F 3By B ER R
#, AMORAEHEHBOAREF? W E S , Wil LI e B
AL H R B R, (B X B SRR B LB B =

= EHEERETE R

TEA REE R I AL B E MRS, RATIEAR & A2 Bt
BRFEL AR HARERITE RN CRMERN “HHIE” M
IR, R PHRAOB NG B R B0 | SRS EE SR A 3
Z[EPLHISE, T RIS ZE— R

TRV, B THLRENERZI, AR, Br & Ak
WRER L MRG T MATE RN —F M, B EMEHNINFER A
TEAHESEERBE . MERE X MK R # B S R, &
H—HHFEE AR AR KR  EXRER RBURTT3I—
BRI TR B E B E S AR (Palmer, 1983) BB 7R H KIE RN
FHESBUE, RTRIE, RITERAMETT

(—) BrIRfkEAR

BRRBEIS RASBI R NARA T S FEBANAR X RN —IE
R, B B iR M2 22 JB 7 (Pleffer & Salanick,1978) B H AT
AR o RS BT IR f AR R AR BE RS R KR , e & 5 AR
IEHATE S, BN B B B 9 PR R (Selznick, 1949) .
FEREFARRE TR BRI R & , LA I R BUA S I RO A R E
T A B E] < R 1) 2 F X ( Galaskiewicz, 1985) ,

MB RIS E , AR A REHEH X RN —1 B RREK
Xt B FTIR A OB R R B IR B ST R A B e . AT 4
HEE S BRI Al A0 BT IR VR BEIRAKR B U, B
AMANTA SHEEMESHAENRXRRARAGATEFIAFAR

227



IR 3TN 2014.1

BEBEIRAYRE ST , BER B E S XA Z A PE IR LN & (Hillman & Dalziel,
2003) , SHMMERKBNAFAFTERNENEELR, RAARRS
R R LB IR A —F A 3 F- Bt (Johnson et al. ,1996) ,

I EME RN, S AR L 5N F R R R P
e, WA RA L BB EZSHNEREIN , BB FEE, NFE
R Al BT TET i BB € 1 ( Schoorman et al. ,1981) , —S5BF5E R I, 38
o S ERARAT RN B O R A ) T X B PR AT R, 1
WA e (A B B W) 19 9T B ( Baker, 1990 ; Palmer et al. |
1995),

Ak, B EEE BRI K MR A R T #I¥ ( Galaskiewicz,
1985 ) , AR X B IR 3¢ R B BFA i 2238 08 1 A7k [ 9 A 4
MZR T ERF BRI RS, BARLAEEPERENHA R
Ehr ERERENBENS ML TIERN, AT B RMTGE
DI EMEE

() B Shhpmig

W SEHERRTEREEISHHR, FTRKEEIS MR
BRI — B RHR RIS R T B, T B -5 E 30 W MR AR R
— T ERHRBRRNE R REISIAN, FRR A S s IR
B BRENSEERER, DR IER BB A%, AR
UL, BAR(EFEAVERPHEAR) HNA(BFEMBELSBA
) VTR L F R AT, B E S R EEF N Rk
WEAFEE, RHHEERHMER,

W SER N EEREEAF AR, KEXIE
ML EECRNBIR RN, IARAMEEN AR A8, &
HA R ETE, —E R EE XA (Roy & Bonacich,1988 ; Mizruchi 2004 ;
Lincoln et al. , 1992; Rommens et al. , 2007 ; Windolf & Beyer, 1996;
Bohman,2012 ;Kono et al. ,1998) , #2%% B 4 ( Mizruchi, 1996 ) 2845 i,
20 HEAA4, 5% E RIBR L 7 (US Steel) #1J7 E Wi HIHLA A (Intermational
Harvester) Wi B2 B, 58 B4R 1T X BE AR (JP Morgan ) 2 8B S04% H 1X B
RN, FEERESR AN ERTRELSMAFRT . X 1905 FEXEE&k
BN R BT MR B , 22 ) 18] BT AR AU SG R Ay S EE 35 W 9% Y14 2% (Roy
& Bonacich,1988) , ZEMEE, B TA KBRS WA E S, EEE
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CEE S R BT S
R T KB ARER AR TR, E910 HWERS T RBARMFZ, X
BT IE “ & VE M 89 2 £ X7 ([ cooperative capitalism ], Windolf &
Beyer,1996) :

BRTHSE—BRBUNBARMEERAVESEREMRRZ
Ah e R —FRREBR A L E RY A £\l 48 B (business groups ) , H A F/A A
ZEIMEHILRBWEEYHESE SN — N EEFKE (Rommens et al.
2007 ; Lincoln et al. ,1992)

(=) SR

S RE R ERA AT 4R T I S B, BT A R, SR
A5 IR S B L FY b 7 % S EE 3 W A A% O M7 ( Mizruchi , 2007 ) , 3%
FEEHEMIMBARERT A FUE I RPHEEERFIREN, &
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Interlocking Directorate Networks: Review and reflection

N ' P ) b

Abstract: The interlocking directorate network is a very important kind of inter-
organizational network. With the establishment of modern company system in China,
it also becomes a common organizational phenomenon in Chinese business networks.
Interlocking directorate networks have great significance for understanding such topics
as corporate governance, firm performance, class cohesion of the capitalists, and the
political unity of the business elites. This article reviews literature on the formation
mechanism and consequences of interlocking directorate networks, and criticizes
previous studies for ignoring institutional backgrounds on which the networks depend.
The author argues that future research should focus on the political economic
background of the networks’ formation and evolution.
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