OB OARSONERE AT AN AL S TR, FEIATOCH AL 2 B S, JE T W R [ 2)
T PH KT CSR P SR UF 1B DR s DA TR B AT o T8 Sk i 2 A R AR 1 R A 5 4 e 1) 5 4y AR A Y
Frgt, FRATRIL, T CSR AN T BE3E i — 5 ¥ DRI DA KIR TR J S R, 1T L3 M 3% BT B e 3 1)
T SE R AT 0 AN 25

FHA WP A S TUEIBAR, AERIT . AT I

EMEMERER: HRES T AL S TEAT A IR RS PR 5

0 SIF

B A AV AE A BREEPE R LB AT T A T EE AR T, AL 53T (CSR) #rii ik A\ 31
WH AT HH E . IR, AL S TUT AR T e &8 . % 1998 45, 80%(1H
500 SN CATFRE T At ST TGS AP R AT O AR Z AR R, ARk
IR AN AL ST AT CIE AR JE R, 5 WA R i H B g i AN L
(Murray #1 Vogel, 1997). ¥4k, BN —L ML A THRIH T CSR i53).
2008 30 1 HLRS 5 1K — FRAU AN ZEBAT I TCEEHE AT TR T CSR IR SGHEHE ] T — AT IR e
I, 326 G2 AR R R (W1, =Rk R, SR E kAR T — el
SVBGEIIAE G, N —kE, RERLSSF SR UEIa R, REeld
S AT AR 2L SR NS WA AT

IRZAUEHH DR, fERE R0, T 9 2 PO BB AT L2 574 (Carrigan I
Attalla, 2001), HZ %0 23 AR % &0 4E 2357 4F (Mohr £, 2001; Mohr #1 Webb,
2005). B oI H QSR I PR SRR AL S STTAT Ao 0, 6FF Al it R &7
J&FIIAIE (Brown F1 Dacin, 1997; Lichtenstein 2%, 2004; Marin fll Ruiz, 2007). W4T K
(Auger 4§, 2003; Olsen %5, 2006). B[ (Du %%, 2007), LLRGIRE (Salmones
&, 2005), AF4E. W M E AT SR I CSR S, B, 9T CSR BN VEA
R ERA0 TAE I CSR T H ik AR A R RIS HE L. Bk, WRFEI S5 T IA M
{5 L, WA 25 3545 1EAT RS, TRIAEAT T 1) CSR I H # N H [F) 5 F%2 FE TR 4 R (Gu

O EREEAR, ORI R EUR BRI S 4R, Email: h.gu@unsw.edu.au
® RIRF (@W’F%‘) 5 H RS2 BT 8 B R RIZ0%, E-mail: ypsong@fudan.edu.cn

© RIHEE ARBIILSHIE (W H S 70602025 F] 70832001) WHFUS M . A SR s B md goR L
K245 Pamela Morrison, 805 22 B FBT e J /R K2 #04% John Roberts % SCZ 4 0 55 S LA 1L
[ o S A FLOK 2 2 B Bt K B SO0 . T8 i R R ATV TS 2 S AE T 70 R (9 0 ) S0 H o

1



H1 Morrison, 2009). WS 9% #4T- CSR 15 B AL BEI FE v] DUAH WY M Stdk CSR 5t H (1) — 2%
FEREE, i, T H A% OMEZS UCRCRESE, Al CSR I H Be% ™= AL AR AR . 3L
W, TREM A RS RS RE, AR TAEERE AT E ). EHEERER. B
I NVE RS R R €A R7AS S uw i U I A -3t 0] LY VA |7 (o [ATINY St BU Wi B
BN GEATIATAE AL, RS TR S I & RS> (Chaiken F1 Trope, 1999): AH)%,
AR AT E CSR A5 EAL B A7 SE B SR T, 3 98 2 PR B DA 1 ) I 3 BT B ) o 1)
AaE, B AANIU AT DGR g AR AR A R, IFEaRE B2 Wit (Diagnosticity) F
SaA3E (Accessibility)

SV CSREBNIRCRAR KRE B EATH T 2 10 S e, F&AE 24T CSR STy, i 3%
HXFT CSR IR NA R T HLL . HACKTE, BEA WSO T0H 2 SR T A I3 Rl =
WS RERI AR, W20 Ak CSR A3 RFwhse Hr i 2% 2875 (Elaboration
Process) LAKIXEEIAT AR BEENEA R HE— D3 7s . A SCRAE BIAH S AL 2500 B J B
WAL LLAAN R 1 238 CSR A A A ZE M, A K W AL B S I T AT 558, SR A AT
P F CSR SCHFAT AIIBN AL, MRS 220 T4k CSR WG BN, R o T I S5
VERISEI , WIS WA b S L i i CSR kb . ZEAHEFTH, RATTKE CSR & 3) 53 g 1))
JERIEORIE,  PAREARMY STt CSR Ji, ik il ORI A 25 3 2 A BE R A3 8 0 ) 2

1 MERGRR
1.1 S RE

WRAE e 7% (Adam Smith) [FIHi7BLR, —AMhosid i T RE 8 d5 o Huif e LA K
L S AR AT B R R M A R LA AL S T B P SRR SS, IR LAY SR IR A
AT, IR T AT, BT 18 KW, Pk ST A
RAT — S A . H AR — 22/ N (R AT T8 Bh 2 AR ke, (H IR e AT 3
MK AN NAT N, TTARANAT A o 32 ik IR S SC S e, sz b, 484 19 ikl
AT AN AL 25 DT LSRR A FE R (BURIDS, 2007). HEA 20 THLLLE, Tk
RIEF=A T VR 2 AT o PRI IFUR TR DTt dh RS0 SO BRI R, I B4R A
MDA SR AH N AT AL Ti4T . Sheldon (1924) $EANVALS THAT 5 28 Wl 2078 4 3 i r= Mk P A 4%
Tt AR5 R SRR AR, JRA LA S TS A B AR 35 . Bowen (1953) 7EHZEAE (1
NI D) 45 T R AL TR e “F AT 5 H B 23 BT R 1) H A A (K )
SEBUOR, T IRBCRBGESATS)” . B, NS ST R, Wik,
WU IAUR AR K. ARV 2 2 3 A AL S ST LB, (L, HZE 20 el s
W, AR AL 2% AT (0 A Sl 7 9 DA R S it o R e LA i) R O S 009 49 B AR Sy
Bro AR, ADSENEAMERE T — S A7 AL & 537 28, RN T — 280
PEOFST, FZEOUE T A AL S TR T A2 Br R IR % M (rf 20 Orlitzky 55 (2003) (14



BN N b, ANA S THE R EL L 1) T 5 AME R R AR S K g, —SHARE) CSR
T I B, i, BEBMT R, e T HEEAE,

AN A (1) JZ R, AL A2 FR“ A H 5T AR RS S B mp LS A U4 A
—FhTiAE" (Staples, 2004). ANV ALSs ST A A 55 T8 S AL Sid Bokak i, A
[ PR G AH G A7 R AT RFEER 2 o AP AR 2 T DGTTE CSR I AT LR JLsE: (1) CSR 3%
Mg AL TR RN 5 B9 196 &« Lopez %5 A\ (2007) 7EH/F5T DISI(Dow Jones Sustainability Index.,
TR EEER AR BRI, Febr N AE S S TRV AF AT B3 2 5, % 2E
ANV AL 2 THERIAR G . EARAL S BNAE R N SR 2 1 A I 2R 00, (R7E I 2%
g Ak R il _E 3Tt . Luo A1 Bhattacharya (2006; 2008) #B37+F T LA . Johnson
Fil Greening (1999) i, FHHIMBE ¥ (institutional investors) AN, ¥ ok ik
XTI SR AN I (B, FAOROIRDE . AR DCSCRPRI A TAFE, A555) 4 TIk)E
2R, CSR BN F 5 DI E B 5T . (2) CSR BN 51 T8 E 61 T Tkl
iA[Al. Turban F1 Greening (1997) {EIARIFERFIE S HG LML FEEH T 0 TOARI B, BA,
AVAE CSR 75 1l MBI B H 5 O AN BRI 51 ) Gk Sen 45 (2006) FRIRIFFTIIIESE
CSR IR 235 Wi 27 LA A 3 Tk B AT 4% . (3D CSR S A AR LA S %
BALSHMIMI R . R EAT SHIEFFTIESE CSR 1T 4 BEME R AP I BURF IR S 6 &R, (HAE
KEZHWRF AR DRI G A G 2 —, AN RIBUR LA AL 25 16 R4 52 31 CSR 1I5%
i (Maignan Al Ferrell, 2001; Bhattacharya 5%, 2004; Chahal il Sharma, 2006). Handelman
FArnold (1999) ik, MNAFFERIFLSEVEVERR T HE RGeS 248, i rfr ot 25
FEMDRFIZ 5 o (4) CSR SZMANE 5 X T — M ilb™ it (25 BE R e, Xtk
7y CSR B HIVIA R

M CSR sEEIIH I Lichtenstein %5 (2004) U MK A b4t 25 34T e SO “ kAt 2 5%
FERTDURARA &R A LT R, 0, B8RRI SHE . b S AR RN LA R I
MR A5 &I CSR W H , IR E AL, R mmsnirie ~, o 2
YR EE S A5 R . H o 8 o kB sk R 7, i EHESh CSR 1)
K CBJ5HESE, 2005).

1.2 CSR R &b

GBI RH L  TRT A AT 6 A AL BRI AR i, T SR # AR B CSR {5 L, [RIFF:
S X AT AR Myers(2005) 5117 1838 , 0158 ) W (AR IAZ114] 8T cognitive
reaction) FHIE %K/ Cintuitive reaction) M RAEE S RIPIAT 2. NSRS FRIRAT S iHA
FRA ) R AR S, SRS L 2 AR RS . A SO S A T B i T
B NAE FFE I L R R HEPE I R Creasoning) . T L0 40 BB A2 45 A B S DA 60 RH LAAE 22 9
PRI, 20 N R DS IOk g R (Lazarus, 1991; Bagozzi 5%, 1999)
LT ABE IR 2 v (Shweder Al Haidt, 1993) Skeikid B 2 B 4 HEHI 2500, 1 B



R AT —Fh 7 2o A SCRE DR W R B X P A £ R A BB EAT X L, JEAE
WA IX N 2 ()R SE MO 1. WSO, E = A0 a5 (primary appraisal) #1551
(secondary appraisal) #RFFEIAHINZ . i, B e 2], BRBM S T
B FALATE), A RTREZAT ) EAT A O RIS TS AR B OB T O B A
A S BRAT A AR Y 2 0T AN PR AN  S AEOL CELAS A R B ) AT 18 4 4 1)
W (Folkman %%, 1986; Folkman FiI Moskowitz, 2004; Forgas, 2001). Piflifz AR f =2
DOAAE T 2 AEAT N BTG AT AT T WAERHERE (Haidt, 2001). 28B4, A SRIE Al AT
MG R ZE RN, TV 3 DO Y IAEE M 2850y, JF Db Ae O BERIAT O b f i A
M PR IR R I LAY DR TR, Vi 2l A T A s A gl A L IR T S S o A, i 2R
WHACAFENANL 28BN J5 , AHEWT H 2 AN RO AP AE A6 T A o AR, S T P4 21 ) 1%
ARV A 2 TR RS, T AN S ARV ™ it U AT DU AR e L AT 1650, A 3X Fh
S ARG A ST IS D2 A o el T PRI AR P S SO AT B R R A AR AU (A,
P A AT BESE MV B I SAT Ay AR, BT AT S — M U DTN Rk P Ak
179, IR EATRIAN R Z AR B R (Haidt 45, 1993).

AR, B4R AR A I PR B SR SR DU, W 2 e A TE A (B AN E D
(R ANMEAT A R AR AR IR, AT R 0 T-AT 2 R St 5 T R AT 28 (6D 17 B3 S i)
AEFEEE IS (EEANTELE WAL, XTI R AT T RASCEE, XM CHE
2R TARE, S5 TS EHRE . B, ASCEPEX P RIE B )
GRAE N X 7 W VI R
12.1 A0

YA At A B SR, T 2 MR A 1K CSR WIEFTA, B4t PRV 2l o v B ) R
ESET BRI L. M4 K2 % CSR BEPEAANELR AL 3L T Kohlberg (1969; 1971) fy#E{E
TEMEHE 2 I (Moral Reasoning Framework i # Cognitive Moral Development Framework,
CMD). ZHIRHIAIA S, TEEAT RBP4 AL, IR AR AR T AE B 5 R /AN BY
B, HAF—TERER R 2 e o Aewr— 2 i L

F1 DANBEEEEENASIHE
BBt el

F—ME LA T ANE AT R A T

k- il 19213 PR TG AT O G A ) M ORI ST AN TG A AT N AR Sk

H=HrEL T PEAT g 0 A AT T AR 11 U K

BB BRI R Y R4 2T, RSB RN, S N RAT N # A B T X LB
HEWZ T, SZRAREZ AL R

FHHME IR X (Utilitarianism):  SEAEIAT A 25 AN A7 RS R SRR # 1 25
& IF 3 3 (Contractarianism) B AT A E AN AR ST U —Fg e 324, 1E R %24
M A 2B H K

FBAE PR RS AR T AR X, BT i g (Deontology), IV, &7 AT A — B BT
IR S, R T LA




ANV o B T IS BRI WA 21, A S0 b AR SAT A AT VA SR R . R
s, ANRATEEAT 0t E - E RS S, i S AL AT A
oK S L TE A RN A S SR o 1T g —— 0 9 5 A T DR A SO RN 5 ) SO0, e
ANEAE A AT R A S me N, LRI SS R RS, A AR R e gD (Klein 4%,
2004). 8 S8 S XS ANV A A ARAEAH . S5 AEAR SRR L ) S A B, ARk I TE 44T
W2 32 2 e BRI N, . 25 ERTId, WA A N B AR KP PP 2 52 0 2 g P & A A
TEGARL, 5T AAT A 1 B 2 VP ANt S e 0 S B R 4 b T BB A Ak 2 4k
AR AR, IR T I RIS B RTELE CEO . PRI, DA AT S (13 9
B SAHA —AIEFE R B, 0T AL R R A R . AR IR B 2, A
ERx) CEABECE B 17 H RS ——AM s TZAT AR B AE R — AN GAE 1 T 7 s ik
HIBRAE, AT R 2% 1 ELRR R N o

MSEEWTTT ERFE, R ZHEFHCR X — A B S T BRI U 2 b e i,
Sen F1 Bhattacharya (2001). Lichtenstein %% (2004). Marin Al Ruiz (2007), LA Du % (2007)
R Z AL I R Ak A 2 Ak Rl CConsumer-Company Identification) . Folkes Al Kamins
(1999) #1 Salmones 55 (2005) MR AV HE A PPN /1 —Ffof CSR AT 25 A AERLFE . Brown
F1 Dacin (1997) [AFFULT T S5 AN R E S, B Al 4125 DA 25 SE A 9l 5 0 2w
K= PR . A, Oppewal 2% (2006) @ik A5 i MG FRCa ) CSR T H JT e 455 i,
SR, W PR W P O AL X SRR R I LR AL 25 5 | MV Sy o IR LB
FUHRHG I D0 T AP A B AL CSR RBLBR R ALK, M SCHE 73 24 71 CSR {5 B4k
PRI R B R A
1.2.2 EREFIKr

—7J71il, Kohlberg (1) CMD #7448 K 241 CSR BT 2% 3 B 3% (1, Trevino, 1986; Trevino
&, 2006); Ui, BEE X TIEEAT R AKIRN, A EE AL CMD R P
AN T e AL R R IE AT W ELE . BI4n, Gilligan (1977) A1 Donleavy (2008) A
VARV R AT IEAEAT A i A b, AR OGP (Caring Theory) J& BEH LK KIZR . AHEL Y
P, P> B A A B s TR, R AR 2 TE A G IR T, 2B L S P s vy
(FIIE B . Roberts (1996) KAZ5FRHY, Xk JE 4k (1) e = RSE 5 24 AT My S IR R 1R
JE 7R TG AEFYER 1 . Reynolds Fl Ceranic (2007) Ay, i F-fhi 55T BRI S ad il
SHFAS N ERRE TR FAE 1) 200 Reynolds (2008) 1842 i, JEANE FiAT I AR — (I

EEAT A Gy AR SCVE RS, AU 2o B D og RN FTETER Sh s A 28 M —
U8 (k) AT A R R ERAR NGB T2 . R AEA B, Reynolds (2006) L1 X2 Moberg fi1 Caldwell
(2007) #EH TiEME LA (Moral Attentiveness). i1 (Moral Awareness) FlIEfHEALS:
(Moral Imagination) &5— R&¥HLss ARG MES . Nasir #1 Kirshner (2003) 115 4517 A 4T
%f Kohlberg ) CMD BRI STIN RN, 8B e A S 2 a8 A A B s R I A AT AT



A TC W3 78 o IX U, BRPETEZE SR BEAEARRE ) BB, R I B ]
SRR SE AR . Haidt (2001) A4, WEREAT— P A AREL 2 (I E TR SR, A
TR ASAR S AR AE T AV (AL DeAT: 19 5. Blasi (1984) 45 5 A WFFT & 18 N MH P LR b2 4 i
TR R EAC AW CRE IR S N ) EIE AT R 5 m0 7 2 DA I S 3 (1) L[]
Mo FTIH BRI, A fE AR AT BRI H AR B2 HR 28, 52 A O B R 1) B e DR
FEHIFTIE W (Bargh Al Chartrand, 1999). fEMCH 3L T HAC VAT,  J04E 5 £ Hh i Bh
i AR AR e, DU T SR B AN BRI b o X B Bk e ke T AATTH H 11
JUWTIHERE, IR AT BEE P 7 (Gigerenzer #11 Todd, 1999; Frijda, 1986; Lanteri %5,
2008; Pham %5, 2001).

1.3 HREENSEATE —DRliHSREKEHDNER

AR SO R BATT AT LA 2, DA N ORT Lo S 7R 9 o0 T Al CSR GBI
T R R R ) 3 AR 28 e AE TR AT P X CSR AT N I M SRt fe . Stk
FEAAEAE, WU 9 % T 22 2 BT 00 CSR W 2 A B (W ARBR s PEAR S s s S EEA Bk 56
AR R, U 9 A A BT CSR VBN SCIR B A, I I dek 1 A R A T2 1 A
W RARNE AL 2 AR IRAR SR AR S R rh A AR i, PR T R A7 A

(B A7 SR, AWEIER ], BEAE AT ML A A A AL 2 TEAE KT (BRI, 3 9 5
SRR AR AN R (ERAD . BRAh, Ellen 25 (2006) #7791 238 U1 DRI 1% 3 i 22 ) 1)
§kZ; Arora Al Henderson (2007) ABLFIN 1AL T H (17 i B Sy 3R 4391 BB W e, |

ot oRIL H Jisa : Y AR RRUER . B 22 ) SCHR I [R] I S 177
P WAL BPE AR R A B 3 th CSR TUH 51 E VR AT g, B 2 AE B oy A
W JEPEFE T LRAEZ A, BRI LRt ORIH AL (fl: Sen 5%, 2006; Olsen 5%, 2006;
Lafferty, 2007; Mohr il Webb, 2005; Du %, 2007).

PR S ARBE R R Y, BT 8 X T CSR AL R — MR 4
[iAZ 5 (Partial Mediator), %45 CSR 1l H FITH 2 & W o AR SCIEHL AV AL 25 D7 AT IR AR
(Corporate CSR Association) X2 MEE ok B AR 2 & 1 A AL

T O E R T AL BT AT TR A DA R A AT 6 X — Ak R« Al BB AR ( Corporate
Association). Brown Fl Dacin (1997) KA MVIAR e SOA W 9 5 42 1) 56 T i — DI B
Dowling (1993; 2004) 45, AR MV IEARAE Y o Kb i AR SR i), Al TE S A3
LT AR 2kt k. MSI (Marketing Science Institute) (1992) BV AR X —HE &2 4“4
AL RE T BEAR” (Corporate Ability (CA) Association) Fl“fml it £5i(FHcARL” (Corporate Social
Responsibility (CSR) Association). 1X—/7r2 5k fa kAR 2 2% Wyl (i, Brown il Dacin,
1997; Berens %%, 2005; 2007; Luo il Bhattacharya, 2006). 11k 9 BN A b e AR ) B8
YESE, CSR AR IEFRIN 9l 5 5L TN B I A b AL 25 DTAR AL G577 A2 1) — Fh S EERIPEART (Brown
1 Dacin, 1997).

NN
A



2 R

AT RN AL S THTIRAR I P A ERT, CSR T H M A S Ml AR T 2 AR . AR
75117 CSR T H ANE I A b AL 25 TTAERAR, T 145 RS 5 2 (170 2 5 0 S5 RS, 84 CSR {5 A
LW H AT AT (B AR F5 1 CSR IH #5253 4y il i AR 1 A gk 2
TOEBARL T T 2 I SR, AN AR A2 GARIERAE) R 5 B AR RN AE 7R
A F51) CSR I H i AU SRR K Al AL 25 ST AR A e 5 kS 5 22 (R 6 RS, A %0
AR N 5 RAL BRI T2

EF51) CSR WH W RZIRZ @ e, B, THiFralE (Andrews F1 Smith, 1996;
Bhattacharya 1 Sen, 2004). & BRI 7 (Olsen %5, 2006). HA | I A I HL (Folkes
Al Kamins, 1999). EAFFIAR (Ellen %, 2006). HEUf 45 R (Osterhus, 1997), LA
S R Ap AT H UCECRE (Lafferty, 2007) %5, ASSCIEEUG —=#, RUAR, 455 piHH
VERCEE, At @AM AL 2 DT I H o SHURIRE BN A 2 KT R I i 22 (1 P9 DX 35 ( Ajzen,
1996). Pieters %5 (1998) ANy, %X Tt SEARI0 H LAl 58 i H 1) fE
77 (0T S A5 B CSR 30 H (3 AR S 4. Gu A1l Morrison (2009) 33— K Sh LIRS T 34 W HE
oAby CSR M5 i 2 A DRSS ST o T3 O — B A D B A L S B 71 oLy
(i1, Simmons 1 Olsen, 2006; Szykman %%, 2004). JEFiX —Ff CSR i H J& 1 1) 21k,
ARSCH G INIX = AN JE A 7 9% 5 % 1350 CSR VS B IR A1 o
2.1 HERERH

TEAE YA PR AR 9 A A B AT A S HLR RS (Whalen 45, 1991, KA LK, TR
PR — B AR AN AL 1 1] LA B st PR B I T 47 1) R A OG &R 1) S % (Folkes,  1988).
A Kruglanski (1975) $EH RS, PAIAPEAT A3k EIHERT  FmIshpL, ARG —4
2, MAMEIHPAT A&l ) &S — 4540, LURRSERZR HbR. JrLing g mxl CSR
WA, T RESS A A A B I X R Bk B B G GG H i, BERL AR L,
W AMERAR . Si4b—TJ7 T, T eE R e A AR A A R s Ak, B, A
fr s JoRAN, R A TR o SRR R H IOTE TR S 8 OO IR RARE B 1
Ko WAT BANIE R, U A R ) P VA BRI A R SR AT SRR e g d Mk . LA,
5 TR R 22 A VA FH CSR T H SRE A0 25 R[] I, 3 9 2 A DR B2k e K 3 T
XA A SR PR A A A AN B B R A

AV T AL 23 TTATAE SR B S B A A B 4L 2 ok, sl ik B 5 R
BRI IS, s PSS (Smith, 2003). FTLL, AT @ SO 206 T AL 45 ST
FBHUEHE EEAWE: —HNHS T, g N R —R A
BT m, W E A A G IR

YT NATDR D347 A 35 at DR, T 98/ T AR 10 ¥ CSR AT 0 LUk . TRV 2k



BEK, ATEANEAT S DRI AR T AR S, i AT A L H . — BT
DARRANEAS BIAT R PEAN BORIF ST A R I, B R TR Ak X SN 2638 AR H B A4
(1 I 2, AR A SRR 2 I 2435 AR 2 ¥ H A——" 2l 3 3 SO I U5 % AT 3%:
AT 19.5% 8% U7 A, IR K SN AR TGS “ 22— FhalAT A, B g8 2%
WA R H g & LBl 77.5% (28, 2004). iX—45i 5 Yoon i Canli (2003) (¥t
FAERE B, T Rz R H I 26 s, R IRl & IER AL W T Rl 2
AT AREN) T H AT I 2SS, W RS LR R PRI ERAT AR

Hla: yH%%# %1 CSR AT NI AT MIHE GESFARED S9fk FémD x4
ML f#) CSR AL

Hib: 8% T CSR AT A AR IHNE G SRIAED Swdk e LT
Al i PR ) S
2.2 BAER

T 9 VA TR BUR MRS T Al AE CSR AT N IR BERE S, H TGk HR AV AR HE AL 25 DT
(R fE D)o 2 REARE ) 4R 26 I8 3 O & VP A S 0 1) e T SR O D R . O B TR R 45 R

(Awareness of Consequence) fgfEAILANLAE CSR _LIIfiE f1. AEE D BR2EIIBTITIA N, T
IR B ) 25 O AW R ) AN E (Marr, 1982)

AT 8 B AT A RIS R TR) IR 6 F R TRNAT R 1R 5% 0 (Knoblich AT Flach, 2001) . A
AIREFAT g 45 FE T A . T 45 S I Jones (1991) WFTfgHY, X Tl KV K 4G
AT AT, e ARG 25 A I AT BETE RN o RV O AN ROR A b T
W, AR T 45 BT Re AT AN KB PRAL, BRI 2tk CSR IR RE 45 R E0HI T o
Fritzsche 711 Becker (1983) fESZIG T ARHL, 452158 82 2047 0 I 3 S0 45 RA R K HIRIK
SEMy, AT SEIA X FERTEZEAT . 2R, Hunt A1 Vitell (1986) /& H Y TE 78 FiA
RIFPALEE T g5 Wmil, Bangt WS sgmixt1E XA H ) (Deontology #1 Teleology) [IVFA/
KX LR WY B AL CSR AT A st e LA, 243 2 PO A AL 2 DT AR TS B 1
RPN A RN, AT 20 IZ RIS ST 5 L, I HARE AT AR 2 45 ph 2 e kA
Flo R

H2a: W20 T CSR I H fym () BAngs Rasfem Gl o Tk CSR BAR;

H2b: 20T CSR T H i () g At m QAR JLXF Tl b iy ey 5%

3 BEITERE

EANERA T AR, AMUAEREAA R W ARES, R WBAEAE NS
DURC. bR H il RS AR s F - 308 55— AT 1) i R TR) AT B 4 7 25 1 ot BB R A K
FIFEE R, fEAETTRE CSR WS FERT, kA5 B e TR B A SRS A TEXT S
FEFTAT X LB A g v, GG E o e DA A A2 A SCHE ) (Aaker AT Keller, 1990; Drumwright,

el



1996; Kamins fl Gupta, 1994; Rifon %%, 2004) .

FEG T T, AR 2 2 F AEWT T U8 T 9 AN B L2 b, UM R 2
BER B NS 1) 25 DU B & S R LI (Aaker AT Keller, 1990; Lichtenstein %5, 2004). FrlA
FEATIFFE T FAT TR o AN B VLR BEARE A AR B2 —. CSR i 8) Ak VL B B2 ]
DRI T2 0710, Eetar, PO @& 1 i) [m) — R S A (gl an, M 2 vl O 8 1 35 B 2 PR
LRSS« WERMEWZE 2 (Bl sEAn BG4 R EL P FafhmE
RorhhD A, 2 CSROIG AR EN B 1 TE R A IR I — SRR, TEIRIX R — 2k
kB TS, ST T BORL JEvE, SO, AT E AT UL HEC B
S B, ABFFUEATH Nan Rl Heo (2007) SHDUECEEM e SC, B, VCFCEEALES T s
JEANEI ) CSR TGS AR MY % 77 TR I 8] ) — S0k sAR B .

Hig EME, SR SEESINIZ S ARS R4 MBS EE S ER . HER
T4 HIUCE (Cone %%, 2003; Varadarajan F1 Menon, 1988) . Hoeffler £ Keller (2002)
Fid i, A TGS AR OS5 1) R UCHC 235 B 2 B AR B AS b ) ke, I HL
FEF X BETT B (R A AL R T A w0 I ATBETTER A SR 2 i AN 2 ) CSR W Bl A
ANV AZ NV S5 AH — SRR BE By, IS 2 T AL iE Ok 2542 & (Olsen 4%, 2006
Lafferty, 2007; Simmons Fl Olsen, 2006) . Pracejus 1 Olsen (2004) ZERFFEICHELEXTT7H
WFIEFAT N RIS F5 Y, A TARVCACE, fEDCRCEE Mt o0, W 2 S Rk %1%
ANV o Olsen &5 (2006) K, 2w 1A iG a5 A v AL (VLK BRI AT 254
T B RANE A Ly AR S Ay R AR SR . PRI AT TR -

H3a: {30 T4k AT CSR T H (17U C R YR RINRE L 17 5% i H Al i) CSR AL

H3b: 71 20 T AMb AT CSR I H FA UL C 2 SR RS 1T 1) 5 e 0SB Y S
2.4 HBREPQE. BHMLRNBMTEE

Fein (1996) WFFUAIL, AL CSR 2l il A% Lol 55 B8 & 5 A7 W T-iH BR i 3 1
BEIE. X0l U MZ e 7 DUiRe, B, THDA S UEECEE) CSR ITH , W 2 A %N
WAMIZ CSR T H IFAF G, BT LA A ) S A N gD o 24978 2 (PR BEANEAE R, Y
(BT 1) R0V 2RAT AU SE AT R A e 5 —ANTTIH, 244k i) CSR G S AN Al AT AR i (R UL L BE I
TS BRI A IX DI 5K (Hoeffler Rl Keller, 2002) o Jl# A2k L K AE N
HOE KK TAEN AR h TS S B S TESHRH CSR 3, AMvf
2R BHR UL AGXTTIRIIRG )0, Bt DMl A3 B el BRIk, FeAiThe

H4: 12860 TP AT CSR 1 H UL AT B2 )RR IF 1) 530 Hoo T+ CSR 3 H 4k 4 3
I Y1 AT

H5: 3% &% AL A CSR T H VAL EE R RILRS 1E [ 52 M EL T CSR I5UH (1N £
Ko



2.5 PUHSHERENEREMEEENEIE
ANV AL 2 DT AEBERE T 7 ) R AMES)),  BEACEEN T B ik B8 o A K Stk s 0 (B 5
WESE, 2005) o IEDRDYMIE, AR AAL 2 DU I B W SRR 2 18] G AR IFIT H 23 52
FEAR B TE (Auger %5 A, 2003; Mohr Al Webb, 2005; Olsen % A, 2006). Lafferty fil
Goldsmith (1999) WFFUAIL, ANbAL 2 DTN IH 21 W SRR S PP A 25 5. 0 fr
BTN, ATME A R AP AL 25 DEAT AT 53 9 385 0 S I A- AR A G E AT b A IR AR DR A
MV 2e DA A8 ey, T 2l 1R I % i Bt gt v AL, 5K 74, 2007) - Sen Hi1 Bhattacharya
(2001) tAA, O3 LRATLZ TOAG RIS A DX 1R DT iR 2 5% WA 21 28 R A b PR 2 B LA R ABAT ) ey 3
M. Mohr I Webb (2005) A2 i Sl AIFRSE R P AN T7 IHIE ST T Al At 2 DEAEX I 2
VSRR ) (R, BEUA R o, AL 2 DT AR AN AR # 25 M v 2 I SR In), Ak A7
SOE AT J 4 1F 18] 500 1 B 5 AV PR A R SR, AR R A A 2 TR AR A P4 KK
S99 P i S . R, BRI
H6: M9 & B AR A AL 2 DT ARIRARRE ol COReg9) 19 25 SR ARl ™ il

y’

A A
H1b

kit 4 4
AR r3a Eoynliog ot
\%\\ 4

A RN

H3b

B1 AHRHRIER

3 MRDLE
3.1 ARKIt
TEARMSCH, BATRHAME SO MR a2 Ui & MR e i — M5, R
ST RN B R AN UC LB . W S AR BN 4 S DL R A AL 2 THAT AR A5 A8 A W4t B
AR
MR Z V8 H ORI 220 — RS SE 7k (BEZ U5 B Sz 20— Ak
A THERES, I HPPRILIEZIULECEE ), SXFE 0 7] U S ac 12 AR o 22, TR ¥ 2
AIREXS 2 AT — L b AL TG SC A AEH TS T (Carrigan F1 Attalla, 2001), =3 Hidfs
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— LRI AN B o

DX SRR BE (R4 2 9 T3 9% 5 Ak At £ ST 8 22 RO KA (194, Osterhus,
1997; Pirsch &%, 2007). fEIX PSS B BN R i AR AL s AR AR . AL X S
AR B ARt o v [R3 B 8 T S K 7 2005 4E TFUG K — 35 8 45 e 5 e E e A& v, 4
SRARBUN L) R 9 35 G & PR o e AL BT S e o b — SO0 R X 2ok
HEWH TIRZ S, FAMMEHGEIERT PN, SRR T E AL X ARl T
[ ¥ 2l 3 1) R DA S % SR BRI S U AR, 85 AR ST B T ARG IR R Wi S B )
AR, LERF AT RS, BRATA EZAT R A A, AU T T R,
AR U7 A e 1) 4 Rl (5 5 S0 A s fi et RO . ABFFUER I, 4R 52 = W AT L AR
ARSI P AT ML S 3G T A AL s AR BEIE,  BRUOA R AT g 5 R 9 5 B 22 56
TN AL THT I (Strahilevitz #1 Myers, 1998). %54 Bk [E, Al )adkdt 75 A
ATl ORBE R A0 .

ARILHFEMRF LM CSR {5 BALH AR, E55 S ek sp B 4R RR 7 300 H SIS 4
(Cause-related Marketing) iXFft CSR*“EEAR AT A, I H L e 0 T4l il CSR T5 311
{5 RAL B K ILFT = A A S e PR 300 H OCIBEE B SR Ak SR IR AL 3 AT 1 — MR /NI
Gy, TP BLRRR T TR — IR AR I B AT S . S Ah, TR RN, T
I CREBIE SIS O A G & T AR (Reed %, 2007). H 2 W ffEBz il CSR
{5 BIHESZ T A B (il )5 I BOR s AMFRREEIR A, IR AT ok
IS ERAT N S SO AN P B2 Al CSR FEBHI RN o R, FEAHIFST A S i 3k
A3 G T A oAl CSR W& B0 AR5 B AN U ME A, TR B0 o T4
MV —T5 CSR RS A S T ik

2 8 B 52 U 0O0F T B Sl WS AT ) — S SR AN A I B B, T IR G SRR AT AT R 2 S A
WEFCIN S, WS IRATR A T R0, A5 SRS e B U I 2 R A2 T e A R I — L
22 o 75 ot W E B U RO RIE 5 T VR BRATT RO B AT AT AT e (R B9k, iy ELZE AN ) 10
)45 B2 (Charlton A1 Ehrenberg, 1976). ARSI &S WL 5% 1.

3.2 R E

BT UMERZ R T 2E CSR HIBEFTARRH] 72/ EREA (B, Auger 4%, 2003; Sen
%, 2006), HixXSHPRua R G ERER IS R —50 BULIRATMBE TR T 2R
R NE st JE N DNINIZ N2y D M ETE SN iU ErY s d o

RIFFERHA T A4 W A, AR R P PO o BAT 3L 3 ) 4 353 47,
P R 344 . T A 200 6, 36.8% 19U & ok vk, Ml # i T 344E 6l 20.82.

PRUR BATTAN SR U A0 0] 4 B8R R ARATTI 4% 7, DR Al A 50 B A 4 R AT T PR US55,
WD DR A A2 BYE TE  BT = AR i a1 25w 25 (Socially Desirable Response, fi@#k SDR). & T %
ilE SDR FFANFEMA KW TR AR, RATLE R AN Tl & SDR ) BIDR &% (Paulhus,
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1998). Z5H R, AHFGTH T A2 B AR A SDR (A, MITHERR T #i78 Ak £ e Ik
Ty E M A TR . RN, 1) R A (R 2RT DU R DS LRI Vs 2 1R i,
W97 Hefi w22 (Researcher Interaction Bias, £ i Miyazaki #1 Taylor, 2008) &3

TELME IR A 2 4R, M SRR LA A R S e — e RE b T gl
FHOCIOA BERIAT A T TS5 B (Auger 55, 2003). FATMWFFAEH T2/ EREA, IR AEE
PR LCACHAE o 0 THEMNIAEA T RIS R Wor, 53 Aol 5 AE A7 L 147 23 A
fAEWE 7R (P>0.05),

3.3 BEME

AT T B A e (R PR R ST LB SR 2D

JEGNVLACE ) B AR YST Ellen 55 (20060 HIWTFL, SRHAIK 7 sl 2R ITEA, 73
SN MIRIBEPE s AHOCPERN G 3G e B & T 7 9% %6 T~ CSR It H Ak 8 b 45 2 (A A UL AL

T O VA DRI S 1) S T AL T AL S ST IG S s LN . AR A A 23K &
FHELT Olsen 25 A (2006) FIXTELIEE ER . XA RERAFE = MBI, A B2 S
[ YA R PR — i F B A R R — e AR T 7 sl 3, Horpermom A mAp, «“7”
Forplar T AR o Bl U5 B SR AR A A I P Sy 2 () B R B R B B ) AN B I A | 2
SHRIH MBI . X — RIS JBSRAMER G ——E SR X R i A
A A G —— R ERR GO BLA RIRNE S Sl ——LABGE L L.

M 2 2 R R UG Osterhus (1997) YRR &, IR A2 1 22 0 T A AL 25 DT
BN SE R . WA O ARG, A L CERERD B 7 4 EEAR
RO AR R BTy, MR SEE IR AEIRAT I T A S A 4 0

A AL 23 DT AR I & 55T Berens 45 A (2005; 2007) (&2, &1 9 B An 21
KT ANAL S THT I — VM5 B v AR B OOl s b, 6 1 2 AERARED
B 7 5 AEEFED MR e B EA R LEHERY I H, X A7 RN,
“X oy ) LR G B ST 7 AORAT 4R 4 A8

T 9l ) S B Y 2 W S A T e, BRI T AN IR R, BRI S X
A A B AT RENE”, 17RO AEHAR, 7 203R A . Bergkvist A1 Rossiter (2007) %f
TR RIE S M T B eSS, FRBERRE G A, AR AT T8
ST AR T BB A

A S 3R R T ERA AR A FOR A T S, N, o gl A TR R AN ST
H R SR BT AR T o 534k, BT AT R R A R 08 P SCRI 9 SO B AR RE R 3C, AR S
H SRR RE S, B T S TR R IR B EOGT, AT CRALE J5e 28 10 v S 30 42 11 P 25 Rkt
SRR IR S SRR ], AT 38 4 DRI 5 7 A PR s 22

4 BB
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AL PLS WM BB A BEAT AR o A0 50 45 AL 7R, AT v 77 & (1 21 5475 5 (Composite
Reliability) #(7£ 0.90 PA_L, i KT Fornell A1 Larcker (1981) @i [1) 0.6 LA_EEN A HAT mfis
(IbRAE . TR SRR R 3% % U7 Tl Fornell F1 Larcker (1981) #i¥ AVE #r#EEZIANT 0.5,
HARA AR AVE HE R TR SR EMKCREI I AL 2 b 14 Rk
MTPTEVE R, WESDULHCRE . W AR, T 2 4 R R Ak AL S DRI DY AR
PRI B AL AT AR G P WO SR BT A ) 88

R2 TENE. FE BXFERFHERTRE AD)

'R WA HE AVE &) (2) (3 4) (5)
(1) ¥E3)ILEEE 5.85 1.058 0.83 0.94
(2) HHEREAE 3.53 1.777 0.83 0.56 0.94
) HRELREH 4.76 1.334 0.77 0.38 0.57 0.93
(4) N HSTEBRE 470 1.429 0.78 0.23 0.33 0.36 0.93
(5) HEAHEWERE 4.68 2.107 - 0.34 0.53 0.33 0.14

VE: g BV A S S E
FRINE R FEKE o 2 0.1 T BEA K
*RIRE W MEKCE o 4 0.05 T 2K
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R?=0.059

ki
W SR

T
J&

TE: SR LB AR R R, H5 T A R T
SRR AT R EE 95% I E AR/ LR, MRARIRIEAR BB 95%I B S K EA R .

2 {RIZIEBLHY PLS 4R

B R I 25 R 1 e NIX— 2 RpIRATAT LA 2, WS3HULRCEE . T 2% )
DAl V1 2l o & SR T RIS A Ao A b A 2 AT I ARL IR 4 5 i 0 2l 2 PO ) S F M o i 8 DR T B ] T
AP AL SRR L A IE M e, ORI R . 3L, Tl 43 SiiE
TE SR A DRI 2 a5 R Ok SEBE . Ak, Hla. H2a. H3a. H4. H5 I H6 #5357 52
Fro (UL, B 1 MBIRURES 45 RAB WoR, SEShUCHCRE . W 23 UH DRI 9f 2% 4 L O T30
U IR ST W EHHSE M, Hib. H2b. H3b #SA AL

£3 REBABNEBHN

. FrifE 2= FrifEiz T it

JUARER (O) (STDEV) (STERR) (JO/ISTERR]

9 VAR > Ab At 2 ST BAR 0.395 0.058 0.058 6.764
TH B U1 DR > 7 2 o T i 0.257 0.076 0.076 3.374
Al A2 TUT AR D Vi 2 5 T % 75 i 0.489 0.084 0.084 5.815
W R NS> b & T TR 0.374 0.078 0.078 4.820
TH 9 4 R R R S T o W e 0.229 0.084 0.084 2.727
T UC D RE > 2 A 0.242 0.070 0.070 3.477
W B ICELE > Ak A 25 ST B AR 0.351 0.065 0.065 5.400
B VCHL RS > W 2 45 R 0.371 0.066 0.066 5.663
V5 B VT TC > Vi 2 2 3K 7 0.150 0.070 0.070 2.141

MK 3 G TATAT LU 2, AR AR AT IR AR S0 T30 31 28 A S T B P S i o 2%
(K10 D 72— 2D R IR r () A AR TV B B SRR AR LR, AT T
SEARIY 1o FEIZSEAHRI R, RATRER TP HR I Ak A 2 SRR BB A2, SE4 R
1R R RS I 3.



R?=0.059

EE e Bl
< A bAt 2
0.242 * TTIRAR

SN UC B . 0.491

AN (6.214)

HWH
) S
R?=0.291

B3 THEEABIPLS ISR

AT BB IUE A AL 2 TURIBAE T S W R R A T I g 4k, BiTbgst T
SO 20 AEAZAAI TR, JRATTLRR TIRSHULHCEE 3 9 A DRORIH 2l 4 AR RO T 3
W SR I LA AR SEP ALY PLS KB 45 R 2 ILIE] 4.

R?=0.058

EREEWEDS

R?=0.283

. 0532 T s
Al Aoy (10.181) o

SEAY

JSn VA 5

W SRR

M 9 AR

B4 FTHEE2B9PLS IR

SO 2 v BT AR O AR IS RN 2 R S AR R R AT A (R A B 4 R
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4 PSRRI AN 5 A AL 1Y) R-Square (LRSI LA B, R 1, E R
AP AL SURIRAR X — AR R 1) I 9 5 W SRR ¥ Bl W SR SR 5 2273 S ) A R
T 0.2%. FESEAHI 2 vh, HIRATLRR T =448 A1 908 W SRR AR AR N, X T 2
I R T 2 e AR R 0D T 0.6%. T H =AM R-Square ANFAE R .
AN PR RGLIG 25 AT, THBIVLBCRE ¥ B VA R 313 4 R O 11 9 I S M
AL D I ERESEN,  HdE— UE S AL S A — D e P A A,

F4 RFEBMTFAEEH R-Square LI
BRAT  mAMNL  meMm. CLIANIE ERRR2H

AR-Square AR-Square
HHREHA 0.059 0.059 0.058 0.000 0.001
HRELERER 0.138 0.138 0.138 0.000 0.000
kit & TR 0.475 —_— 0.474 S 0.001
HREWEER 0.289 0.291 0.283 -0.002 0.006

1F: AR-Square = AN R? - SE4RERL ) R?

5 Wb
5.1 IRZUMEELREN

Ak, kAT (CSR) JLIRAE ARSI At 52 b 5 BTG T ok #0415, ok
8 22 A T4 IS 15 B DR AL (AR 2 B4, TR A AE 25 SEATE Sl bl A (A1 A&
JAAAE R TNEI — FhAT R0 Bt o KA USROG T A AL 25 DEAR T S0 A A R B T Ak 4L
SMES), METHEAMA, BN 9 CSR {5 B ACHAL A MBI 98 3 B R R
IIPSER

ASCAE ARG AL 25 0B SR B, SR AR SR R R A, S th T A Rl 45 5
A1b PR X —— DA SR BRI R 3 A W ——— X P A L R HE S 9 06 T CSR ™ i i o 38
REFE T2 A REA I PRI 52 4 P I G5 R R BTE, K0 T3 e 6 T CSR 15 LI A B 7
AT AR TR, 0 P A AL S ST AR I B T B S il ) — AN L B YT, CSR
I H W E M IEA S EEIE S e e s /. B, 9 I CSR RN 5 BLE i — g i Rk
P (RIS 3ok R T e % SR, T B B T L B B A S R IR S A B . R
KA AL 2 THARIBAL, G ANUCHECRE . T 2 U DRIRIY 2 25 SR B RN S0 T 2 8 W S
) AR 2 . DRI, SO PR R Rl T A o A BRI S IR S, 1 B
W B AEAEA SO IR A R AL AFAE I o DA KA T8 B A AL 25 TAT: (17 9%
B RN T ARHBMAE . XS5 R Y], CSR 7RI 2 b W BLEAE 2T B
%, MANIE G T & — Mg KM R R e o ANVAR MR — ka3 JLIX 1K) CSR 11
FIAAA BN e (AL 2 OSSR, BE T L SN IR AR 2 h F AN . A, 1K
(R e T A R S AP () 2 5 N DU ] DA AR i 2l 6 T Al AL 2 TR R 3 A DA, AT =2
B e 7 il ) S i
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5.2 AIRBRIEFREKART

AT P EATREL T 2w, HIEN TRV A, HRX it
THE T g AN AL o AEARRIBETE, FAT T DUk — IR L SE i A AL 2 D3RS 3, %)
EN WIS et St =L

A SCAER G B AEAE S IFEA R BR M o SCRIFST AR AS 23 5 £ 2 A v 2 ) 45 2
TERIFEA R AT LA AN [F) XS T ARV AL 2 TTAEG S AR, SRA I SO T 43 4518 1R
.

BEAt, ASOITIFFE I VLG BE A& 17 Al AL 2 STAT WG S AARNY ) — Sk o VLA AR AR B
2, ANIRIZEHYRIUCHC RE 1 g 2060V 9 5 VA D8 DL 2 B U AEAR R AR o L, A b
AL TR B T e S R BN AKILES, HE S VM EAAHILAS CHetn, 224995 KA
PASK— L ORVE JLEE IR D), S 3K SEAN ] P DG P B 75 06 19 2 14 AL B A% = AR AN R 1)
R, A AN R 2 A RAT AR 2 XA A2 A 5 IRIFFE T 1)

i, Ch eI AR THUEIR S MR 2 i (FRFEXSCRE. T2 R, K
DY, AEAED,  RIATEE] W 9 6 AN R S 1) A Ml AL 25 TEAETE B R we Y A R e S AR K2
%l (Sen #1 Bhattacharya, 2001). Lhl1, Auger 5 A\ (2003)K&3, AHLLIHAB AN AL TTM S,
T 2 0) i T L LA ER S AR H U . AWFIEII S50 25 T IS AR A IX — ek — il
(A AL 25 TTAT I B AR T 45 A3 X — G510 & 71 S0 Ath— Lo BRI 1 s A2 75 )
FEROLAAT A 5 (R — R 5.

A, ARSCHEIE T AL TR AR — B BRI AR . BRICZAE, IS TRLE
LR AR B S AR R S A AL s AR S B N R OCR Y AT, HY
Wi 7 O SRR 2 IX I 4 PRI T e 22 [0 5 1) 1 i

W 1 R

X i 1986 A 7E FHEROL, b b I 2 B R e ERT X 2 R E LA
DRTTARIF T 11, FAEALsOR I =5 1) A1 600 %4 5 Lo X /A rl4EAR b
(R T TR OBk — 0 P T R B 1 SRRV B A1 e 2 2 B — e T o LA
Al H T BRI . 25119 CEO 2e: “KRUTIH T AM 0 it i3, 14
BEA T SEATAR R AR U5, 9 AT 143 8 TR 58 5 1 RO b A A b e 7 P 3
A0 AT RATE B — eIl AEBOUR BUR A B TRAT (5 B S AR U5, TR A o i e
ARFR AR R 2
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M 2. BIRER

1 B RSN EL

I X 2 A IR 55 HAZ Ol 55 2 TRV PRI AR A«

FEFBEERR 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 HIEWREENBR
WA 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 CAEHAHE
PFEAEE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 EEAE

2 HBREFLERENR

ik X A A ESEAE LR T AEHIEH AR
IR

A AT f1 1 5 B3
AYFAKM AN
SRR AT (R )i

N
NN
w W W w
[ O N N
(S NS, TS, B S
o o o o
N NN~

3HTEIHE

X w2 S RITH RS :
ERAMEMEE 1 7 BESRARXA AR
RKiErmAL 1 7 ORIAR S ERR RO
CLam A AZIHL 1 7 ISGRAER LB

N NN
w W w
O NN
SRS
o o o

4 W At SRR
EREZABE LREUTIE (1.7 04749, 1=FEFAE, =R ?
A A A
X 27 LA —FoE g 1 5 5t 1 0 kAT 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
PPN ESGE INTIPN 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
X A w) SCRRR AR 24T 2 (il 12 3 4 5 6 7
LEIRBEGRAP T, X 2 W] BB 5t 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

5 HRE LR
R X ATRELKE @ EHEN EESXN T, BA:
AEHAI AEH
FRIET S XA w) SR T RETE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
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Cognitive and/or Intuitional Morality: A Study of Consumer Reaction towards

Corporate Social Responsible Initiatives

Haodong Gu
(Univeristy of New South Wales, Sydney, Australia)
Yiping Song
(Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract This paper investigates corporate social responsibility from the perspective of
consumer reaction. Grounded in social cognitive theorizing, two driving factors, the cognitive
reasoning factor and the intuitive factor, are proposed to explain the consumer preference for
socially responsible products. The hypotheses are tested by competing SEMs based on the
survey data from student samples. The results reveal that corporate association process is
indispensable for basic consumer CSR perception to be transferred into purchase intention. On
the other hand, the intuition-driven purchase is not supported by the data.

Key Words Consumer CSR association, Cognitive reaction, Intuitional reaction, Purchase

intention
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