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1 X< R ¥ : Jacques Defourny and Marthe Nyssens, 2009, “Conceptions of Social Enterprise and Social
Entrepreneurship in Europe and the United States: Convergences and Divergences,”
2 University of Liege, HEC-ULg Department of Economics and Centre for Social Economy.
% Catholic University of Louvain, Department of Economics and CIRTES.
Both authors are members of the EMES European Research Network.
4 See for instance Defourny and Kuan (2011)
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® With some exceptions, such as the UK since 2002, as will be shown below.

® Scientific meetings gathering North-American and European researchers in the field of social enterprise and
social entrepreneurship also took place at the Skoll Centre for Social Entrepreneurship, as well as during the
annual Skoll World Forum for Social Entrepreneurship in Oxford. Joint EMES-ISTR European Conferences in
2005 and 2008 proved to be fruitful events as well. The International Social Entrepreneurship Research
Conference (ISERC) series, which have been organized since 2005, aim to gather researchers, mainly from
business schools, in the field of social entrepreneurship.



i@ﬁ[ﬂﬁ’xﬁﬁﬁ{/[[i ;AF»[:L ;cyIFEJIL{_J,}JF'p‘I L‘%ﬂ%ﬂﬂr,ﬁ,ﬂ_iﬁiv , t[ﬁﬁlﬂ\[ﬁ’?}""ﬂ'%\
BT o 21 S ITR RIS ﬁ%l%ﬁ ORGP I T B b
@%‘Vﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’iwdﬁﬁ%ﬁ %:’ﬂﬁmﬁaTm%ﬁ%’
PG IR (BTG > T S R PSR -

AL § T RIR B T S

L1 B O

BT KA PN > T RO IR ST AR o TR AR
’Fﬁ . ﬁ,"e@ﬁl:j{@@ﬁuﬁﬁ s T R ﬁ’kﬁ ﬂgwj%j‘r g Z A Q@FME-JD[ o
FEE 10950 F L FEE - A Y HAIE AR T p@ﬂ B 2
= FIEIRES 51 = PRI RSV E P 122 [ UEAT - 3 og s IR (HEF)
[RGEPUEER » PO 252 (participation ) #1Z “JFL!]] (mutual aid principles )
OBH - 5 1960 &[R4 PRI 1970 & % - ,Fﬁtzijdgflr[,[%gﬂ IS e
AT 2 N Gy PR S A e O o )
i fries B i R -

1970 £ [R5 ] 1980 & (OFIIVIAR] o AEAR IRV MO A R R
B SRRSOt RO 2 4 P »
(FTETTRI S350 = PR ) ”’ﬁﬁrﬁ&ﬁ%‘xﬁﬁ?“ﬁ’?&*m *E"*E@Pﬂ? F Ayt rﬁ{’?gh
HYRG T BN ) ORI B GRS ] AR
- R R AL U RIS srm e
oot O (RIRERE S B R o S5 T S 2 SR PR - T R
BEUTE S o B W +ﬂ‘”lﬂﬁj TRV SRR L AR, ,»Jrrg. R AR A T
[Fil PR R R T B e

”#‘,’-} ﬂ/l? ﬁﬂyﬁ

f5LBEsping-Anderseni & F{lfsi o KEH 53 &F - B! [EM'T*FE'THJ[E?WJ@F”@“'?\
i B LA f,} 5 (corporatist ) [ R (Y[IEFIIEY ~ 1 ol ~ s ~ RS

" Defourny et al. (1998); Spear et al. (2001); Nyssens (2006).

® The inclusion of Ireland in this first group may seem rather odd. However, Ireland has one of the highest shares
of employment in the non-profit sector, and the latter relies heavily on public funding. Actually, some research has
shown that Ireland is a borderline case between the "liberal” and the "corporatist” state (Hicks and Kenworthy
2003).
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P A ot 8 PR 5 P iy F“‘%ﬂﬁﬁ CERIBY R AR TR RO IRY 2 fa
rﬁ[ﬂt j [f' putEF] [asulé;zigm F*’f—‘ Bl j IH f:[%lp JleF{_?T‘E P 2 HAE R
_I/IE_ =0 (forms) [fy JE%%E‘VE'EJ LR BN A R RS RN £ 1= 51
w%Jﬂ%miﬁmﬁwkw@“@ﬁwﬁ*%iﬂg%mﬁiﬂ@ =
(quasi-markets ) {1455 e fifjls? ey A{IRE A v~ 78 R ERRS T 1 OB RIS Pty A
AR O -

j
s 25 PR TR P TR & QORS¢ T, TU%“J? el £
SRR IRV E e o R ‘MF’?T PR e T IR J%Eﬁ JUEE [ RER T
RUTEL 6 - USRI~ DI RRpVRGTE S < IR - SRR
ES"'?WE » PrIREp I’EEPZF Bk -5 ply 4 liﬂvﬁ“ﬁﬁ‘“ I%fgl = 5
EZRERUTIC lﬁﬁ A AT 1) RS OB o R
F&?ﬂ“’? R l“jlf'% T UFSEEEE RS o 5 ﬁ ?&E\ﬂj é% s ST
SR — SRR AR AR IR T 2 U R B B R I
RN B LA R SEEEE SR SN UG DA (SO RS S R
B QAo B fomt @ - pOFL 2 @ VIR S TRIRY - o SR 2 s

_-Ellll

10 For adiscussion of this concept see Defourny, 2001.
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FY R AR EAURI R B RO (R
m‘%ﬁﬂ@a%WWT?iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwwﬁ%w%’ﬁﬁmﬁz&

T (L BB =~ A 25 PRS- S (R SRR

—_g;,

2. AL FFEAE LI ERM hL BiwE

Hi SR ELBUATRS ] * TR 2 [ PR
F11980 & (R¥UipL = EIH\}—H[ i@yl@;ﬁ.@; Ejmiﬂlg. FIAYRY - i T SRS E'i?
7 VRS 4 TR o (IR I T P = s B TR A
A9 g14% 5 (non-profit venture ) ~ [ ZEF A2 3 iy A% ¥5 # ,  (non-profit
entrepreneurship) ~ 2 'JJTJ”*FE AYAY = EL | (social-purpose endeavour) rﬁfrrﬁ
fl#r, (social innovation) ~ T 2%k FIRV[ivEis - (social-purpose business) -
CakEh B EVEH ¥, (community wealth enterprise ) ~ Tt H A kS, (public
entrepreneurship) - '] FT“'H#%J (social enterprise ) 3~ = FEGRZ FFYF A APk
T+ﬁﬁiﬁuw;J *mﬁﬁﬁﬁ fﬁﬁw PSR - IR %ﬁgwﬁlwﬁi SR T
F’v@gﬁat“{? F[j'iiﬁﬂx_,eﬁﬂt o £y glﬁ:fj [H E p[:gfv JDJ 53 ;;FJ , iliff% ( Dees) =2 i
A< (Anderson) (2006) = 3= 77 ET"FK{FL\J\EIE}?j o 57— ’[alé Egﬁirﬁ% @Uﬁ){*ﬂgﬁﬁgﬂ
ﬁﬁiﬁ“ﬂ’fﬁ'*if ’ J?FIH*;JI%E ralEsE e rpfriiﬁgwﬁ&fgm@ﬁt AR 0
f1 > Dees and Anderson (2006) :&- Hj?F“ Vo BT IRV RUEEEYTAL VA Fr@r%’ﬁ
AllFT, (social innovation ) S99 > i "o F =, (Ashoka) SRR By e

AEIR T2 O & (YRR iy J’FE‘P%EIJ%YF??JE'W o B P [ R - ]
i ﬁ\ﬂjﬁﬂrﬁf (e AR £ et ]~ FREOIET iy PR ey
O 2 E o T AR - 7 ?@%w’~@me@ﬁﬁrﬁ
/—?fﬁpﬁﬂ 0 [Ypuid EJJfHE HaﬂjfﬁFpJ AU A AR RV T AT ﬁjﬁj[
&L TEMES WPt i, (EMES European Research Network ) » 250175 %
ORI P o Wi B HIREAL » SR AP Ry
TEF PR AR o AT AR I BRI SR O
PSS A Hgﬁgﬂﬁ' LT 2 o BT RE 7 LU B PURy S TS > I Mair == Marti
(2006) ~ Nicholls (2006) ~ Mair, Robinson == Hockerts (2006)= +ﬂ‘”ﬁlﬁ$ﬂ%w f JTu%H
q“?@‘éﬂﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁb T - AR LR Wwﬁ%ﬁm
s W SRS R PPV GARLT B L A
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B Rpofiarh o 2 S FROR GOk R SN (Dees) A A
(Anderson) FHEFURY [ RUAEZYTE > '] TEMES PP RS ) R

e SR

2.1 TRCEVERE | RUBSAT

I I RURET - A tﬁ*'ﬁki roBLReReg b A SFUR IRV I U - 9
i FE TR AR J%\wﬁ%fﬁl’l SRR A ggﬁg:ﬂﬂjr 'gg,at 5o b
= PREHT 2 RAOBBRIRE A - SRLE AR RS [ R
P [PPSR AEL CAIEETERY ) (prescriptive) > SR EEY ﬂjﬂf”ﬂ:{gg BT T
[PV Y FETY EAYEIFIT% (Massarsky, 2006) - Skloot (1983, 1987) [~ % ff-
FAREOZ BIAIBES L= BIRERIRE T EEIRTRRE AR 2 - (e
i S R il B T TR o 1 ]
% Vil > CrimmingsZ*Kiel (1983) [i'BthLaT- fliF) ?1ﬁﬂ?~ﬁg‘[ B
Ry PR VSR

T 90 F PO~ fli PSR R B R £4% A[ﬁi«'f‘?’f ; (National
Gathering ) ﬁﬁﬁ@w s ", T*rfﬂki‘ﬂ’ﬁfaﬁ . (Social Enterprise Alliance) - Xl ji
%ﬁﬁﬁi%rFﬁw¢%ﬂﬂﬁmfﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁvm@WVmiﬁ*W"%@
AR 2~ S m%ﬁ’%J!Jouf#*wii~ﬂ%@?ﬁ LS
A1) B ) o %’“J P BESRE) A O G S E R FUR Y AT
(social-purpose venture)@ﬁ%ﬁ (Rl o @E[EI% gi/[}{‘—“j TEVFIIRS A (for-profit
companies ) Eﬁ?ﬁ TP B Fﬁ[ij_/i' INNIEa B[l JT“AﬂLFiTE?V SR E
I L Ef’?;'\r[gszlf—”fpﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ %ﬁg,’ Fﬁjrﬁfﬁzﬁ il (Somal Enterprise Unit) I']#
%TJNAI, = G [Eylgajr s R ﬁ%%}%#r &G ELFF[ ( Department
of Industry and Trade) [*] = 8 - YAt GBI JTi”*"ngﬁ %gﬁ‘ﬂ JRLY
i#ﬁ@? FES rﬂ“ﬁ_ﬂ—i F' JP i+ CIC % (the Community Interest Companies Law )

[itﬁirﬁwﬁi Lﬂﬁﬂj Faoh PSR o FERISR T SR T T AR %

11 Skloot (1987, p. 381) as quoted by Dees and Anderson (2006), who also list a few other early authors addressing
the same nonprofits’ quest for earned income.
12 As the Social Enterprise Alliance defined the social enterprise on its website (www.se-alliance.orq) for a long

period of time. Social enterprise is now defined as follows on its homepage: "An organization or venture that
advances its social mission through entrepreneurial, earned income strategies. This vision is also found for
example in the various programmes of the NESsT (Nonprofit Enterprise and Self-sustainability Team).

'3 For instance, the Hass School of Business at UC-Berkeley. See also Boschee (1995) and Austin (2000), the latter
stressing particularly partnerships between nonprofits and for-profit companies.
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PEGIY TR SRy F[l_j}% THUZNE L 4 Fl]ﬁ[&lqyﬂ F[[F[J%@%ﬁw (@F{ + 50%
ﬁk/JJJA) , Tt [il 1 B %U?&U:]ii ‘}[—JF[F’?EE FT+%A|'4F$\J F[Jg}ﬁa - Alter

(2002)%L1Nicholls (2006) i [fil— {5 F & [~ ,F§Jt FGF%FJ rTJmf’*I;ﬂ_i N
URLZ RE I ZS ERIVARE PURE RS i/[l[HJHaughE**Tracy (2004)f47, ngtﬂ“—lﬂﬁl =&l

FLI) r'ﬁiﬁﬁ VAU [EER D pAAY— 8 % 5758 , (a business that trades for a social

purpose) o ™

[ER rﬂ"’ﬁ'ﬁ—éﬁ' L E'#’??[‘HI'EBE' > T i WSTR[ P R flRESE
Dees = Anderson (2006 : 41) Ay kL EEGRE - 5 [WET S IR pufpisl 9 5
i5h = EEA] S B rm*ﬁﬂ—i RUFELZE9% | (Social Enterprise School of
Thought ) ° FEZY [k JE&E??P =0 IS M LR P e TpU L ’%&J%Iﬂﬁ
RIPC# -] rﬁiﬁiﬁﬁ E‘ ]tr..]gii?rfﬁ i JJ/ﬁlfﬁg%yﬁﬁﬁrp S o T
P R S PR Y- f[ﬁ'?ij iy Bt TRV PO RMEEMT , (Earned Income
School of Thought ) © & IFRUEEEEPE 1> 2 s~ T 55 R T ugﬁlg#— LT
EFTFIA A JiﬁEl*J ’ ny:f"' U EL TRy RO ERT AR A48, (Commercial Non-profit
Approach) 5 pi= 1 E[ch’?q,ﬂp Jﬁl&#— H—“qu»l VETE Y PR FJsrlylFEJ
T IEIH VLIV A5 ) (Mission-driven Business Approach)

i&lf"ﬂ“ﬂ%’ﬁé‘{ =285 Emerson and Twersky (1996 ) [ilﬁﬂjpﬂf)lzﬁ S U=
B RIS - R - 7] S pEE Urrfriiﬂiﬁinﬁﬁ[fﬁﬁ/@%f’ N5
WT*“’??(F'F’F"@?% GEE fﬁf’fi%‘iﬁ'ﬂ\ BRVE IS ) PR e PTG iy
FX]uel5E ey, 2000 & Ju&ﬁ jl” ESHERR T [ EDDLYE’@F;%F%Q’%&&J ( double
bottom line ) F”ﬁ'gﬂ‘ g #EIF_L{%FL PEpuf “;@, | [EER rgf&? "[;\:mﬁlﬂrﬁgl
e \F*E ( Emerson, 2006) o EETFIJ/ » YTF Wslﬁﬂfu IRy E :’M?“{h@ rfﬁ?vﬂ?
H ) RUEESYT (A pupy st ) = ot [ RUELSFYT V[ 1 1980 & (I s A v i
Z gl o

22 TR AT RUEEIT

Anderson == Dees (2006)1 27~ {5 ’fffﬁ L rﬂﬂﬁ &, (social innovation )
RUEEESDT o Hidy b I'J 65 i i (Schumpeterian) fflr = | @l d i JF' . F%‘»i’fél@?ﬁp@
ﬂrﬁﬁfkﬁ'%‘g ('social entrepreneurs ) fiUETfoI 4 > IP@%“WL A% Young( 1983, 1986 )
ER ARG Ea el rfﬁ[\ekﬁmlg;l/%gﬁ i FEFJ rr+ﬁ¢§;\a;; ) 2 H T@EPHJE = RETSHE

fiil 5 (change makers) » JR4[I[F] 17 1 JMM IS IR e = b SRR

4 As quoted by Mair and Marti (2006).
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AUFSVIESS - AIFHIRTSRLTT ~ AIFFI S 3 - QRS BRIk - AR
RHFSEEOT B o IR rﬂrﬁm#’*ﬁﬂh (social entrepreneurship ) & Eix" T a5
(outcomes ) == FTH‘“ §2§“J ('social impact ) F} IREAPESE > RISLATEIV Y 27) T AT
fH , (incomes) EJF% E‘E o S8 Cohen (1995) ~ Leadbeather (1997) ~ Dees (1998) ~

Alvord = * (2003) ~ Bornstein (2004) ~ Kramer (2005)#1 Mulgan (2007)=" * » 5%}t
£1 Al AE AR R 2 AR G RO YR 7 T TR R ELRL R S R T
( Bornstein, 2004 ; Kramer, 2005 ; Mulgan, 2007 ) ﬁmﬂ%‘Fﬁ:}ﬁJ;@ﬁU—?{ﬁ[f&iﬁﬁqf[
R P AT PR -

Tt TR ) RUEETION S5 H ] > Dees (1998:4) JLIfIUTL G 4
é‘\ﬁjiayﬁ Erg EF@[ o I%ngtﬂqﬂﬁ'ﬁiii r"‘}jﬂ*ﬁ“{%{ﬁﬂ“[}}ﬂﬁj J rj E{T%F[JI—&%
CEpe s SR T $*@¢%ﬂﬁ®@‘ﬂm$@ it e
PRI g - 48 %‘ﬂﬁ %HI EIJ RS E - P EE TOE Emifﬂjﬁfi
FIEGEI I Fﬁfﬁﬂﬁj@ﬂ I [ﬁ%ﬁ%& PR ’E'Fffp Eﬂjl‘ﬁf"— [ﬁﬁ&ﬁp gL |

B 2§ K QTR L1 PRt R » PSP

R Sﬁ FF eSS IRy & v - 4 A1 717 ﬁﬂjg [BRF A H Fk[ i
Fl i 2 3, 4 et e ﬂ&‘fg o MR- AL - T*fﬁﬁ%i**%ﬁﬂﬁ U T
Fer— EHE[E VR IR R = IFE'“’?ZEJ "SElEf# , (SE flags)
MGl e

2.3.EMES F'fﬁdﬁfﬁi’ E‘F%iﬁﬁl?‘?

] 1996 £+ iRLH 5 BV O 1 5] IR AR H
SRR i — PEREITE IEKEE%T FABSIF S B — g FE'«EE%KF ff“J
( European Commission ) HreyZfip: J’“JIDI S o ] fﬁf??{ﬁ&”ﬁdu J‘EE} - L
r EMES[EK?’\'\"FEE“JD@ ,_m[ﬁmm | (EMES European Research Network ) EE’J%EFJ‘[\QEET]E[U%F‘E
[gulgﬁg}le , Fgf[@l?g?[ A 2 t[ﬁ%ﬁfﬁﬁ_i AU Ceriteria) > I3RS
PSR P PR 2 (g OB o Fy A 2 T R

15 See Mair & Marti (2006), among other authors.

16 The letters EMES stood for "EMergence des Enterprises Sociales en Europe” — i.e. the title in French of the vast
research project carried out from 1996 through 2000 by the network. The acronym EMES was subsequently
retained when the network decided to become a formal international association and went on to conduct other
research projects on social enterprises and, more broadly, on the third sector as a whole. Nowadays, the EMES
European Research Network brings together ten university research centers and individual researchers specialized
in these fields throughout Europe.
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(working hypothesis) » &3 fﬂfxﬁiﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁ i GELHRI AP fgﬁﬁvﬂ;ﬁ%?&
ESER I)FEF[ ?E%ﬂ = b= f[ﬁ'ﬁ‘f?f,’"ﬁ e _Lfé{f[ HTA, #Wﬁ .

EMES F‘”*"ﬁ'iﬁﬁ'wu_ﬁ:\ ’ d‘ﬁﬂ B R LR EJ' S S
FRATIVET (I S F[Eﬁﬁ‘tﬁﬂﬁl@&) G571 B
I ) 2 i quﬁw SRS - [ 2 EMES [umf S
P b I/#;}‘ﬁi R i s o2 [#%@Erﬁ?ﬁ/,%‘@g%%# & Jer,l ﬁg;@g\l Jjé » EI
0~ BT T ORI 2R TR 35,

SRETRIIVRL » G SRR et (el 2 R RS Rl B A PR 7 et
HLEG rﬁfﬁﬁ—i’ - EMES - Tiélﬁﬁé Ftﬁﬁ[ﬁrj (prescrlptlve criteria) fIU¥EH] >
MELF & {1 (M. Weber ) [y "ERLGE] ) (ideal-type ) 3E¢$}ﬁiﬁzﬁ;ﬁ{jﬁl POl >
HE] - EMES ZHEE - [ =050 1Sl e R 0BT ET [
Bk prel o giyHT§E » EMES Fqﬁ e T L et g’@%ﬂ ‘»lqéjgyriﬁ&’ I ﬁzrjﬂrprzj‘é
PO O S ST [ RSP PRI R
ﬁiﬁ\]«#?ﬁéﬁﬁ =STRY ST e

T IS MY IL[ﬂLHHF|$ﬁ &;fﬁq::a],y,qiﬁﬁﬁ Tl EE P FU ; rﬂj?‘ﬁj.&ﬁrlf
=4t EMESP ”*%7 =& T”L fEnEE Frml_frﬁ;f rﬂf*ﬂrﬁ“ R BRI
ZSME] ﬁT e

7 EMES [0 f - s b #) = [ IIpv - PR 1 hs
fii[e1p) (economic and entrepreneurial dimensions)

- 2 AR BRA D B - BEF AR
GRBEF LM
S AENE SO E- ) B

&\54

| I'[E'iff:bﬂljﬁ?ﬁ"%ﬁﬁﬁ}fﬁﬁfﬁfy‘w ('social dimensions )
-£3 - fﬂf’ﬁ EMWAT® AP EP &
- B - FEaAEREF AR
- F AR AL fR o
Eigﬁfﬁ ¢ 3F’~,Eglp’[ff1$j<fﬂz‘[\gk (specificity of the governance ) fi= f[a'?ﬁfﬁ%! :
- B REPp AL

7 Defourny (2001: 16-18). This set of criteria had already been identified in interim reports to the European
Commission (EMES European Research Network 1997 and 1998).
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- ;J_. *Em,;,\ﬁ.;,:tk B’é&%’*;}%ﬁ; %%

- A FEAF o AT EEHEBEOL R R nE R 3G gl o

(B3 EMES 2t - SRR IMA S IR o - SR i
PISATIOIT TR YR I ETAIERE O R R RIORIRS » 4 AR R T
mﬁ%[géﬁ%ﬁ&a¢mgmveg}mmﬁﬁji,Pr~pﬂ@[_@%ﬁ@ﬁ@%wﬁo—@&
ﬁ'JF' 5 |%|F'ﬁ[7l<~7ﬁig |[al:'%\?ﬂp ngfu » HEL “[ﬁﬂ TM (stakeholders ) | * ?[HF"[
AL IR R SRR (012 (> 0% i PR ORI -

Hidlh - SRR PRI SRR B R R
ﬁwmﬁﬂawm%W%mfﬁ%ﬁV@ipwﬂ#ﬁwiﬁFo

EME$ﬁ§$@?‘W¢mﬁi%5W*W%H I - G Al e T
S Fug@ﬁéf ) TJmPHFi A Pl B fL— 78 %E"EI;@ bw%”ﬁﬁgﬁ SN Y
REEERRE u@s%{“”’%‘u (multiple-goal, multi-stakeholder and multiple-resource
enterprise ) - E"ﬂ’zﬁlﬁﬂ—““@ ﬁ_«liﬁlpﬁéﬁfﬁﬁé H]‘E[ /JI”}IapJﬁﬁ > SR T ER A e
p Jﬁmﬁ’&ﬁ]ﬂﬁw [T = AU g - iﬁ%i—ﬁﬂﬂ 1" FR{ EMES T 2001  []5¢p - ,pg%lp Bjlas
@%{ﬁﬁ@Fﬁw%m@Wiwﬁﬁﬁﬁ’[ﬁFﬁﬁ%F%W“Wﬁ 18&
ST (R (57 IR HEER - B T R - R
Aga%5 > T B 22 R ETpy ARosspus il - (R B 3 puppte ﬁ* » KE
e b |‘ﬁ%ZF[j(JT+rﬁ¢§ ; (WISEs) FIJ};’&F—‘T ; Pdt ViR M RE S A ST EGRVES
B P ST AT o T LR R Y SRS T RS WISE R mff’fﬁ
i’ﬁﬁﬂWﬂH%ﬁ&a?ﬁ%7WZ’EWMﬂﬁﬁﬂgﬁBHﬁE%%ﬁé
AT R o 1

3. AR ALBERMELBEY

P ES PSSR T [ USSR FLF” YIRS ) PR RER » iri
ol F[fjﬁ:«]‘ﬂm“ (g il Y U g o
3.1 ;ﬁiﬁfﬁlﬁ]

'8 Named PERSE, this project focused on the "Performance of Social Enterprises" in the field of work integration.
Funded by the 5th Framework Programme of the European Commission (DG Research), it was carried out in
twelve EU countries from 2001 through 2004.

19 Nyssens (2006).
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SFE PRSI o PR EURAL A A2 SR F A AR €7 1
@,MTEHENP’y?iﬁﬁﬁiﬁw?@ﬁﬁiwm“@ﬂ
" fy ) kL EMES Ao B« i b SUSCEMES AT
R, > SR J#ﬁ%ﬁgﬁj - I PV e B S RLTE: 2 (O] ) E‘%F:?’
ﬂﬁ@%ﬁ”ﬁ'ﬁWWﬁ%@WOL%itmdﬁ@%Eﬂﬁ@# Il
TSR ~ ST AR S E Y B - 1) R ERRLEY IR D
=7 J}F{ SR e gL A sipy CIC 357 15”“5@?+E¢‘FIJE Ay Pﬂjﬁ\ﬂjgu rTifTﬁE Ay
2l (social purpose company) * 7 ﬁ“?&?& E?E?jf“ﬁ“ F'I*IJEFUETHE Ml fi”ﬁ'
YRR L o SR 2 J%’”%%I*E%E o P91 ’;«ﬁ\ﬂJEJ rTifﬁ (=t (social
cooperatives ) ﬁ[’ejﬁcﬁiﬁ? "k U A 2L R *fffﬁ"@@”—'l”l“?wfﬁﬁfﬁg
by T
B B » Ty TRV ) FORVBEEIE - W P GER s OR) T e eT
m%ﬁﬂﬁfJW@@’wﬁﬁﬁ%wWEHMWW#ﬁ@W°*“rﬂﬁm%%
1w QSRR IR R LRV AE R 1 R R E PRI RS -
EJRORLET AL RTIORTAS  T 0 TS RIEE R LR o R - gl
SRR PSS -

ARN] > T 1990 RSB I A2 IR e SR H R T e SR
(= 4 (corporate social responsibility, CSR ) [fij#£g Qz':pﬁll}gﬂ HF[;{*J e saf=y o
P SEPERGIRLT ] QR 34 A9 L (Boschee, 1995; Austin,
20000+ R FE IRl R AT ﬁF*@TEW—IHLP B
HRESE JT*F’?F%% = »Jug;‘&'ﬁi? T RIBE(F “%w@g;@m%}@jp I AL
AL RS e L
HIHRES Ty - O -

0 b BRI | R SR A oy
ﬁﬁgkﬁﬁwﬂﬁﬁ’@*wWW’#ﬁWiFWp'%ﬁti (RS
ST A

2 A large part of the "cross-sector collaboration continuum™ proposed by Austin (2000) to analyze partnering
relations between corporations and non-profits may fall in this category. More precisely, traditional donations
(representing the "philanthropic stage” of relations) or collaborations described as the “transactional stage”, such
as event sponsorships, cause-related marketing activities or employee volunteer activities, do not, in our view,
transform corporations into social enterprises.
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3.2. fHET= quﬂ}]fwif ﬁz'}yﬂ‘&'—ﬂ—ﬁ ﬁ‘ﬁ[ F'J%I

AR SE R O B T K Centerprise) — FERL

RIS ETRO RSO 7 o g0 T UL AR o T (R
“LE P PR 2 RIEVRRETE Y TR T A ﬁﬁjbbiﬁlt*Z?'?iﬁJﬁ1%H47ﬁ :
@J’%ﬁﬁiﬁd FERARTL R 3 7 L G0 SR o 2

> HES PO RIS S BT o USSR 55
Hids o gi;p : :“E'[zlﬁb[g&@p ““bfﬁi » ELR ETEYARFSEOE A £ iRl A j\TJﬂFAI.
Ao - %w"’ﬁmﬁﬁW¢ﬁi§ﬂﬁ@m - R
@i?mﬁ@ihMﬁUFﬁgﬁi HPfe O e DR e e 15 25
AL R I - I R R PR ISR - S
iﬁgﬂ#)&:ﬁﬁﬁﬁqw;ﬂaﬂrﬁ; BESRAETY 5 £ Fljf@ EL 2 POEAE RS RLET ETEAR
7}‘11ij\_F[ J_}U:i\‘ > IE 47 FIE{?F‘T?T+KAIIIED FJ'TFJ%IE:_ , [—K[ = Ebj ETF&@B;%‘F[ J?Eg[ﬁi_t'r i
E‘.E%mir%’ﬁ: FIAY > lﬁj’iﬂ”ﬁ'ﬁi T AU SR

o A TS IR S EAURE S eS| ~,%wm¢gdﬁ§ﬁ'*ﬁ?&§@
ﬁm— PRI 2 LR TR IE T B LT EE - |
ﬁ%ﬂ’%ﬁ&ifﬂwmiﬁﬁ’iqdﬁﬁﬁ%%wl WHﬁ’ﬁ
ﬁ?ﬁmﬁﬁ?%g@ﬁﬁrﬁﬁ

3.3. AP fw
—%MH’ ﬁ@#ﬁwiﬂ—ﬁ%%£Wﬁ%@§%@%wﬁﬁo

fffqz%EMESl% ERUvEH] [Pﬁkﬁ'r+ﬁ¢§ F[JEW,JH“ )JEJF;,J,J ’rlﬁ,fFJJEI “”’%‘,J}&E Ve
?Vi%ﬁ,}»g»i’ﬁﬂﬂ»ﬁﬂ Tirrf’*[pj AEVE A I lﬁﬁg YRS E iﬁif[p UFET (hybrid
dwmdﬂ)tf%ﬁﬁﬁ?$ﬁﬁwa¢$wﬁgﬂﬂa P PRI R
%\’E@ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁwﬂﬁﬁgﬂﬁ o 22 Ei‘%’]i@?'fl?rr%?ﬁ;?’?@“ﬁﬁm%ﬁ wﬁl =] R SR
ﬁ%ﬁ@é%$ﬁ’wﬁmmﬁﬁﬁﬁimjﬁ@%,fﬁuﬂﬁwiuw%F%
LR (AT A LR | R -

P AP R TR A USRS A9 - i AU Dees
(1998) pHEIE > Timﬁ;@w g Jf:[%@?rjﬁ AR Jqélj dogo /\ , o ﬁfﬁﬁiﬁg\

2L \We are aware of the possibility to argue that advocating nonprofits may also be described, to a certain extent, as
service providers.

22 For an empirical analysis of the resource mixes in European work integration social enterprises, see Gardin
(2006).
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2 gee Defourny (2001, 16-18) for all comments of the EMES criteria.

2% In Italian social cooperatives, workers are members of the cooperative and disadvantaged workers should be
members of the B-type cooperative that employs them, if this is compatible with their situation. The statutes may
also foresee the presence of volunteers in the membership. In Portuguese “social solidarity co-operatives”, users
and workers must be effective members. In French "“collective interest co-operative societies", at least three types
of stakeholders must be represented: workers, users and at least a third category, defined according to the project
carried out by the cooperative. As to Greek social co-operatives, they are based on a partnership between
individuals of the "target group”, psychiatric hospital workers and institutions from the community, and these
different stakeholders have to be represented in the board of the organization.

% Nicholls (2006) explains that Banks (1972), interestingly, first coined the term “social entrepreneur” while
referring to management approaches inspired by values such as those promoted by Robert Owen, a major utopian
widely considered as a father of... the cooperative movement.
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% 1t is the case for the Italian "social cooperative", the Portuguese "social solidarity co-operative”, the Spanish
"social initiative cooperative” and the French "collective interest co-operative society”. In the Belgian “social
purpose company”, no single person can have more than 1/10™ of the total number of votes linked to the shares
being represented. The Belgian social purpose company also provides for procedures allowing each employee to
participate in the enterprise’s governance through the ownership of capital shares.

% In Portuguese "social solidarity co-operatives” and Spanish "social initiative cooperatives”, any distribution of
profit is forbidden.

2 Distribution of profit is limited by strong rules in Italian "social cooperatives” and Belgian "social purpose
companies”. The British "community interest company" includes an asset lock which restricts the distribution of
profits and assets to its members; the dividend payable on the shares is subject to a cap set by the regulator.
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2 A key example, often referred to, is provided by the Grameen Bank, which underwent a remarkable growth
before it inspired other microfinance initiatives across the world.
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% For instance, when collaborating with the UNDP to analyze the potential for promoting social enterprise in
Central and Eastern European countries and in the Community of Independent States, the EMES Network decided
to radically simplify its approach based on Western European experiences (EMES — UNDP, 2008) .
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