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31% 16%
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21%
54% 46% 25%
1
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1. 30 31 21.1% 1.2 27 18.4%
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4, 61 41.5% |4. 68  46.25%
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B =0.185, p<0.05

B =0.561 B =0.383 B =0.311
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0.544%%x 0.311%*
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ANOVA

3 ANOVA
5
5 ANOVA
F p-value  Scheffe
3.526  0.018**
1.942 0.127
0.594 0.620
2983  0.035** 1 3 2 3
0.605 0.613
0.749 0.525
* 0.1 ok 0.05 ok 0.01
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t-test

112




t-test

t p-value
0.002  0.965
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0.1 *x 0.05 Hokk 0.01
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The Sudy on Sock Investor’s Perception of Cor porate

Governancein the Taiwanese Listed Companies

Yu-Chuan Lin*, Yu-Ju Lin**

Abstract

After the domestic capital market recent experiences of the storm of mine
companies, the government has legislated on corporate governance to regulate the
listed companies. This study would like to know what the stock investors’ opinions
about the corporate governance in the listed companies by means of questionnaire. It
is a research approach that is rarely seen in previous studies. This study surveyed 164
stock investors with 147 validate questionnaires. The results are as follows: 1 Most
of the investors show negative opinions toward the mechanism of corporate
governance in the listed companies. 2 The boards’ function, followed by information
transparency, and major shareholders’ trustworthiness show significant positive
relation to the opinions about the mechanism of corporate governance. 3 Not much

significant difference exists between the investors with different backgrounds.

Keywords: corporate governance, boards’ function, information transparency, major

shareholders’ trustworthiness
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