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Abstract

In recent years, under the new normal of economic growth, Chinese party and state leaders have
emphasized green development for several times. The 5th Plenary Session of the 15th National Congress of
the CPC emphasized that in order to achieve the development goals of the 13th Five-Year Plan, to resolve
challenging issues in development, and to consolidate development advantages, we must firmly establish and
conscientiously implement the idea of innovative, coordinated, green, open and shared development. Green
development can not only serve as a solution to fundamentally solve current serious environmental problems,
but also promote the sustainable and harmonious development of economic society. Green development is
a systematic project concerning the whole society, where corporate social responsibility plays an important
role. Corporate social responsibility has become the new “green trade barrier” after traditional international
trade barriers, and it influences international trade through governments, non-governmental organizations,
purchasers and consumers and some other various means. Different from traditional trade barriers, corporate
social responsibility barrier is a kind of trade barrier which the whole society are committed to constructing and
maintaining for its benefits to harmonious and sustainable development. Consequently, international standard
of corporate social responsibility is the only effective method to avoid responsibility barrier’s obstruction to
trade development. Corporate social responsibility has become one of the important strategic factors for every
country and every region to build competence in the future.

Both theory and practice of Chinese corporate social responsibility started later compared to Western
countries, however, they are developing rapidly. Moreover, the expanding foreign communication greatly
accelerates the popularization of this idea. Promoting the excellent performance of corporation in undertaking
social responsibility, is not peculiar to corporation, but people in theoretical circle also should play the
guiding role, because it is the combination of practice with theory that can go further. Considering the reality,
theoretical circle do not have many means and methods to play its guiding role effectively, and its lead power
is also weak. And the point is that the absence of authoritative institutions and relevant systems leads to
the current situation which corporations do not have suitable legislations or paths to follow. The Report on
Corporate Social Responsibility Development of China's Transportation Industry, compiled by Collaborative
Innovation Center for Transport Studies of Dalian Maritime University, aims at promoting to solve this
problem, and finally achieves continuous improvement in corporate social responsibility and consequently
realizes harmonious development of society.

Transportation industry, including many sub-industries such as railway transportation, road transportation,
water transportation and air transportation, is one of the fundamental industries that matter vital to national

well-being and people’s livelihood, and it provides indispensable infrastructures for the improvement of
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people’s living standard. Under the international environment that energy is deficient and all countries reduce
carbon emission, transportation industry, as a large energy consumer, receives increasing attention in its social
responsibility. This is an important work from macroscopic to microcosmic, whose overall fulfillment of social
responsibility plays a significant role in development of industry quality and transformation of economic
development patterns. And its decisive industry position determines the necessity and significant influence in
undertaking social responsibility.

The Report on Corporate Social Responsibility Development of China's Transportation Industry
(2018) (hereinafter referred to as “this report”) consists of three parts, Integrated Assessment on Corporate
Social Responsibility Quality, Integrated Assessment on Corporate Social Responsibility Achievement, and
Assessment on Corporate Social Responsibility Industry Development. This report is based on ISO 26000
Guidance on Social Responsibility and GRI Sustainability Reporting Guidelines (G 4.0 version), constructing
assessment index system of transportation industry corporate social responsibility by mass-electing and
filtering the indexes. This report comprehensively applies various assessment methods including R-clustering
analysis, coefficient of variation, grey relational analysis, correlational analysis, partial correlational analysis
and principal component analysis. Various solutions verify mutually to make a contrast, trying to assess
transportation industry’s practical activities in undertaking social responsibility in a more objective and more
scientific way. Based on assessment system of transportation industry corporate social responsibility quality
and performance assessment model of corporate social responsibility developed by this report, this report
assesses performances of 63 transportation industry corporate social responsibility from three aspects, quality
of corporate social responsibility report, application level of corporate social responsibility and achievement
of corporate social responsibility. In the achievement assessment of corporate social responsibility, this report
assesses the overall industry performance and the criterion layers of industry performance, emphasizing the
analysis of top-ten, bottom-ten, notably-rising and notably-declining corporations. Furthermore, this report
analyzes the specific performance of sub-industries of transportation industry in detail, and pinpoints strengths
and weaknesses of practical development of corporate social responsibility, which helps transportation industry
better undertake corporate social responsibility.

In the process of assessing corporate social responsibility of transportation industry, this report
continuously improves assessment index system, revises assessment methods, deeply analyzes the existing
weaknesses and problems in the practice of corporate social responsibility in a professional and scientific way,
and gives targeted and constructive comments and suggestions. A series of assessment work of transportation
industry corporate social responsibility carried out by this report, is of great significance to the development
of transportation industry corporate social responsibility. It is not only an important guideline to effectively
guide corporation in concrete implementation of corporate social responsibility, but also a booster to promote
innovation and actuation, transformation and upgrading, and realization of sustainable development of

transformation industry.
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