691 ZYSIAT m46H M3 20174 62 (pp. 691~714)

OlAl=[2] 0 R} 719 AlelX 24
REX vs. 7|28 2™ &0

2 9 olfs] o e Dbl o1del Al A v
2 gor A% ¥
s L A5 shax
Aoz ettt 54 olg@ 9ol Jge o4 okt A
A e gl 7144 olawAA(IA, 2%, F99)urk: 497

HE 20139 717ke] 21807 mI=714
R g oAk ARle] AR

25D E 99 84
4 o2zt 71519l A8l 9%

oﬁ, H'l

Eﬁmﬁﬁ

S A YeRh
FAoY: o o)A}, o]t

7199¢] AR1A A (Corporate Social Responsihility,
CSR)< 719 &2 (business ethics), 147573
(sustainability) 3 #2 &ol2 QdFet &4
& Wol gtom HI 5o O AT FeAL Y
gz g¥ 1 9t (Aguinis and Glavas, 2012;
Campbell, 2007: Christensen, Mackey, and
Whetten, 2014; Jamali and Mirshak, 2007).
dE £0], CSR B34 % ISO 260003 2-& =4

£ A go] 7] Fhd: FAE Ae 2 o),

}% ﬁﬂgzq 1 ?L OJo}O# 71%‘4 CSR ﬂcrl
R }019}

719] A4 Y (CSR), =

http://dx.doi.org/10.17287/kmr.2017.46.3.691

01I OjXj= Hek

2 ]]o

20| 3|(Fx{})

KAIST Zddchst
(mich@business.kaist.ac.kr)

O R|BH(mAIx{x})

KAIST Zddchst

(jihwanlee @business. kaist.ac.kr)

Oéfi}:% spetah=el %ﬁ < Fu 2l CoE H?‘SH 19999
3|

ZA7)E
AR o skl 71943 4449 A9 A
Q) WS A gk ARA ARG

B i 27 ekl 54, b olibe WA 2 AR ool 27 9
AARNE A%E B/ o, tee] 9% 7199 Aslelg S A2
% 199 CSR A9% 0% ZAAIE ASE G 59 R B9 24 Eoke We e ol
JHE SR Y el Arldon & e

10

71E o e A olelBAANE AT A2l EEelA

CSRE o] 7192 FAYIAEANA =3t 7id
o] T tH Campbell, 2007: Christensen et al.,
2014). CSR 7Hdo] o] A w2A Z4ke o]

42190 Qe At g Bael e
oz wEAA] cleldl A9l A Beg &

A FAe B ot 719 A Bfeta AAA
A SellA A S 2P ststr] 913k she] W
Ho g AL A Dol AF Fostr] A2 wE

olth(Jamali and Mirshak, 2007).

CSRZF°] 7199 AFAQl 43 ZZ27A ©f
oA & AYA HalAe o7 = o] EE

SEA T (Orlitzky, Schmidt, and Rynes, 2003),

g 2016. 11,1

=5 o (14 2017. 3.9)
e

Z|
*

ArietE: 2017. 4. 6

=g
201635 mlefdzatett KAIST 29et =484t 94 A9l og =54



2ol8] - ofx|2

3 A m g}, FAZoR 7] o] Hxu
1921 ©]A}3] (board of directors)d &
8
%!

1o x
S~
-
s
ox
\1_1

& 7199 CSR gAER e 435 niAe F
gk aRlo R dEe] #AS o} gt} A4
o = 750 7 gt A2HYH

71999 01*@% S5 7199 M garEA
Bt} A5407 Hojstn ZAdste (@) 4B
(Supra-TMT: Supra Top Management Team)
ogxe gz gt 7] wEolth(Daily,
Dalton, and Cannella, 2003: Finkelstein and
Hambrick, 1996: Hillman and Dalziel, 2003:
Johnson, Daily, and Ellstrand, 1996). 53]
oJAIEE FAshE Wi Eo] oW AlgESUtE
8381H(Bear, Rahman, and Post, 2010; Johnson
and Greening, 1999: Post, Rahman, and Rubow,
2011). o|A} 7jole] EAo] = (SRe]
71 2] EFox| ek, AAE a3 FA &
= A%dte FAE 719 W 7ele]7] wEeltt
(Christensen et al., 2014). ¥t olyg}, CSR
o] 71919 AMekA Aun,] & g A7 o)A
43 ohale 2% 5 9 PIFAGE 42 1
elel 2w, 719 o) 39 EEFAL Q43 7}
e 2 9F< vAA 2 Aotk (Agle, Mitchell,
and Sonnenfeld, 1999; Kang, 2016).

S AT sFF o] st & AT oA

=93 o]&

W o]AH(director) &< E“o] 7191¢] CSRel| m]%]
© Gl diel Wole A& FHor drh. 53] £
ATE oAk AFEAA 54 shtEA AdEd
242 Fol AuEaz gvk AHES 1Y 7HA
o, HE, A4, AE SN FAg 2o]E LA
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71e 588 SAYE B35t (Adams and Funk,
2012; Croson and Gneezy, 2009: Schwartz
and Rubel, 2005), Aoz &3 93:117} o
FolA A 5gk dHolrt. 7]E¢] CSR #d A
M A49d8S CSRY & FFo1x 23=< <
o] gk SR HIete Aol A, A4
oJAb7} CSRY A ellerA zsd + Jve
e Bol o] FoAA &k}, 71EY 71 A
TZ AFolM AA] A4 olAke] HlF 7} Hl
A 2ol zol YA o] FolA ofH 2 259 ¥
of tief el HalAA Xkt E}EW 24+
Al Y AR 5

Y FoQl oAk ’H‘ﬁo] 71‘”/] CSRel m]#]
€ 9l di&l A H oA} g}

2 A7 o] 714 A A PE e AA sk
olfre &2 AT Palof drhe Bgel ZAS
W2 olfr(normative reasons)d FE UE FA
o, MAA 5&2E 2Ae7] A =1 o]

T olrl

(instrumental reasons)¥ %= the 74 A
%md‘:} 1ﬂr"] e, & 04—7“‘ O]/\}ﬂ Evﬁl el
&

,] CSR #olo] Jgrs
LR 31‘4% xd% getel] B3zl gt Hiol
CSR9| ¢9o| tpatglelgh= H2 aelste (Carroll,
1979) CSRY 499 dg=e] Aol tairz
A Au Rttt ol& &, 7193 AHAA A
Aol A7t BAsEA] b= A=A olsf #AA e g,
A998, a5 9 A 2Ea, 7199
AHAQ Ao A E Futste 71eA ola A
AHe.g., 1A, F7, A4S A A3|7 DFolzt
R A *(Bear et al., 2010: Mattingly
and Berman, 2006) &-&3}14} 3t}
1998-20134 7]7te] 2,0807H n= 7S S

HASATL Ha6A ®M3z 20174 62



OfAFS]2| 04 BT} 7|de| ARSIH =

Z 3l ATEAE FPT A, o)Ak ] o4 9
He] EAl= 1E50] 7H Hhef ol o} B o] 714
o d¥tE = PFE st sk A o= st
o] Axpzlor 7]99 CSR S FUrlde
Ag AT £ At} 53] ojzfst
A o|Ate] Akl Aoz sk, 71T
A B e 71E4 s RAARLE
ol BAE 7HAA Fe A=H ol BAAES 913
314 dFolA v AstA veRgt ¥Rk ol
o} o]Ak= ARl 1A WA ZFElelr] Hle
T4 ol f= 71949 AkEA PG5S AA gz
Al Slo, 0] T o FolabAl s HA
o 719 CSR #E O Furgle
Eiith 53] ol2fd o 2MA =
olgl AR 7UE FZAHOZHN S
ARz 2 anE 7|dE F e xﬂE%—i ol sf#
AAE 9138 CSR E5olA g 4

£ =79 o]% %—Erv&- Tk 2ol %“é%v}. 2%
A= CSR¥ A7+ Eofe] #dd 7|E d7S
azk] Bekom 3 oAk o W el g
FJr 1%01 gk Agte] 71999 CSR ool mX|=
o|F 4l HE A
=g i7H a1, 53 E 7Hd
ME& Fdsisith. AR R 6
AT AA Y A S A Ed

(e}

®
ol
.
rir

]

N
o

4

]

N
o 2

4
> Lo R

o
KD

O,

r o
o

],

N
ofr
o r
}-FU o,
o . Jo 12 K1

o, v FF
oo W
oE
Ho

OIEH HiZ

2.1 712l A=A HA(CSR)

COSRe] 99 AAE el sArse] o3 A4

AASoI H4sA M3E 20174 6%

oll olxl= FE: MY vs. 72X 2 W

go] gtov} 1 Jide] REstu ¥EAHoY dF
2] ektth(Carroll, 1999: Christensen et al.,
2014). WEH 22 Aguinist CSRE 7149 o
AR} AAA, Abs]A, SAA 18 E A e
2 o|RoAE 48 S3td 24 &5 FH |
21 st th(Aguinis, 2011 Aguinis and
Glavas, 2012). 28] Carroll> CSRe AAE
AAA, B4, #8014, AFH CSRelge 47H4]
goz & A (Carroll, 1979). Wood=
7199 Akl A2 Corporate Social Performance,
CSP) RdoA Al3A P53 st L2 H 7
4, agla A dhef dutqoz Alketglon,
o] 7kl HA | |Fete dFEor S TL, of
s AR} #Hel, olfrde]E AT Wood, 1991).
dubd o2 el CSRel| thek thF2<] Foe +
T o= YW WHejd EAste vgFd olsj#A
Ak ik 7199 Hed, AR A F
o] WS dol S AR VAR E E
gkttt @ 4= 9lthH(Christensen et al., 2014;
Freeman, 1984, 1999). & 94 A|Algt A
AA & 4= d%e], CSRE 7199l A4 5ol
T AR ofet Ae gt A FG7HA|
= 9% gth(Carroll, 1979).
A9l gA5E CSRY ok A4S 1esH
3 F AR G FFsted A5 At o
£ E°], Sharma (2000)= 71¢°] Gup} S K
S TEH LR FAstus seAE AT L
Lewis, Walls, and Dowell(2014)<& 3734 A H
ol thet 222 F7 7FsAel, Williams(2003) =
7199 AAA 7152 JFokitt. g dF-e

)

B

Kl

[¢]

)

A5 CSRY 54 99l FF37] Brje ol &
aFsksle A= sl dlE £91, Johnson

and Greening(1999)& CSRe 99& Al
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(people dimension) ¥} A1E52494 (product quality
dimension) &2 &3t olu] Algrd ol A
AR (KLD 71 community), 25 %Hminority),
XA (employee) & X, AlFFLGHo|&
%74 (environment) 2 Al ¥ (product)& E g},
%] 3 Mattingly and Berman(2006)-% KLD
o EFAAE A=A 7F4 (institutional strength)
3} 71424 7F4 (technical strength) &2 %314
) o];q] ﬂ ;54‘ 71—;<4.€L 7104“'} x];dz%o] Z}%ﬂ?}
| $le A=AQL olsj AAAL] A HALS 9} Ay
w2 9fsl 719ol S A AEA PEs she A
= 9njske ¥, 71eA e 7193 ARAQ
ol AAA 17
T, AdE sl 7190l %7@*401 AF3] A 63%
ghek. shA| Rt olejgh aFE A
ASdTE B ¥t weA 2 AT
Mattingly and Berman(2006)°] #|A&+ CSR
T AAL A=A A 7 s &8
el Bzt gt

ol

ko)

[
Jﬁ B

o,

i

rE

2,

ot
o

1o rr

_O‘L
Q.
i
o\
[40
-
m\m

2.2 O|At=|e| CSRof CHgh et

7149l 21814 Bgo] ARA 32 oo} A
SR E RS wm 2349 0 (Orlitzky
L1 BeAd geaE Yl a4
o] A Al B4 oo
dgrtoze 23477 oja 7]

2 = ApEststr] 9
afo] ARS|A dpo] Foid JJBL“O] AA L 7
irshak, 2007). o] w}
TASE 7199 CSRE
grelu7] Sl dde] AT

=

Hd
NOEL
o

2 T
e S
M
o B
B =
s 5
OFlOO"
rﬁz
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£ Fdota ith dE 50, SAQI WA 7]
1ol 1% (Hackston and Milne, 1996), 17
(Vogel, 2005), 3% 11 (Dawkins and Lewis,
2003)2 719¢] CSR & ZAs= F+9 29
o7 Y. 2AH FHORE 7Y 27
(Fombrun and Shanley, 1990; Stanwick and
Stanwick, 1998), oI+ A (Waddock and Graves,
1997), #H7ddx1e] =94 41%(Davis, Schoorman,
and Donaldson, 1997) &°] $& 9g8lle=z
A= o] ket

olg|g AT TF &AM, 7IHY o]Ak3] Egk
shute] Fadh gaFaclor QAHA AFHn
Ak, g AGHE AA e AAARAM Y 9E
(controlling role)dl] X|FH oA 3= 2 &
7199 A Ao B ASH o7 Jofs)
= 2AAZAM 9] & (advisory role) 7= &
3] st 17l wEolth(Daily et al., 2003:
Finkelstein and Hambrick, 1996; Hillman
and Dalziel, 2003; Johnson et al., 1996). ©]
AbSlE CSR ¥ A3 S5 59 +8 JAEs
o tigt AES} Sl 7HE B opet, AR
oAl #H 2AL sl HEY} LS AT N
CSR #& AAA o A4 Jd= nd + Aok
(Daily et al., 2003; Hambrick, Werder, and
Zajac, 2008). Egt o|Als]= A fxe] ThE 4
Aol JeFS m)2 4= 9ol (e.g., AGRY Mol H
3,9, A IS AT 7199 A
Mol Jgk& nX Al Bt (Rindova, 1999).
oA E FA sk olAEY JHQIH §AE CSR
«VV‘WOH 839 4&& Foh CSRe] 7199 4



OfAFS]2| 04 BT} 7|de| ARSIH =

7199 Wl 7iQle]7] wjio]tH Christensen et al.,
2014). 7199 oAkl o Wiug EES 59
sfube] A2 EUstER S9EH = A AR
A, oAb 7Rl AlFete A X FH, el JoF
< WA "dh(Hambrick et al., 2008: Kosnik,
1990; Zahra and Pearce, 1989). o]= CSRe]
7199 A Mge] dFolgte HAA, 719 W
JARAR ALY Q1A THA], Q149 FEks wete
550l Z(upper echelon theory)el &#3t o]
o ATEIE dHHTH Carpenter, Geletkanyez,
and Sanders, 2004; Hambrick and Mason,
1984). 7k ofug}, CSR FAks 24401 7}HA]
A AE YeRYZ] & v, OE 9oz
T2 71318 S4A1A @749 719 Aol 74
29l Jge F7I% o, AR A oA7F v
=931} (Kang, 2016; Mahapatra, 1984; Ogden
and Watson, 1999; Zadek, 2004). &A| 2 o]A}
o] 4ol CSRel WA= ‘ﬂﬂ% ojH e AFA
o EQlEo] it dE , o|AkS] W Abelo At
H|5(Johnson and Greenmg 1999; Wang and
Coffey, 1992)3} o]A}e] F4 B { H]F(Wang and
Coffey, 1992)&

& 39 9908 ABdo gt
A2t ogA™e] 435 Ag0] Fuige] wel,
ool A oA 2@ 890w 483 5 ot
& o] 9490 oy olael I g AT

AZ=E 3 9tk (Bear et al.,

2011; Williams, 2003).
a3y oA 719e] CSRell Uigt 94 o]Ale

ek diel] Bell ke FEskA] Zaith CSR &

of9] o] AFEL AIYS CSRY & Il
]cﬂ qq zh;}q_ E}Ob\j o= {}_7’:-5}_{; 73

8, 25°] 7199 AkElA sl %

Yedoz A48Y & Qo 1S A Lk

2010; Post et al.,

ZESAT 7462 F3E 2017d 6%

Qlof| ojxle 9 MITH vs. 7|&2H 2N =0

[e]
fékoﬂ “JMWT: oﬂV-‘# A7} mwEtsint. ol
oJgQlgl el “4E%-(upper-echelon management)
2% o] 22 209 Wd7 §43] o] FoIA (Daily,
Certo, and Dalton, 1999; Hillman, Cannella,
and Harris, 2002), 97 /o2 oA o]Ake]
8ol QAE 7Rkl 2EA 2A ¢47] wEol
ok 7199 CSRell that o4 o|Ake] Gk dis)
AR A77E A EASA R e.g. Bear at al.,
2010), °]AFs] U B (diversity) & YA 7=
ofg] 891 F9 shtaEA Ade neste F2WY
o] Bol 94 olate] EAE WA= ZEA
Aol & Aratrld= F53o] At o2 ¢
ARE Bgstual Aol 7k 2249 54 Apo
(gender differences)o] F&slo] 1E0] 7149
4*}73784 atel mx= gk mAYF] el
Hel Atk she A77F 2 ofFoiA|aL e »} (Williams,
2003) ofAlE WA ¥} uhepr B = 94
Qe o}y Qe ZEAQ 54} ] Azt
oA oAb} 7199 CSRell m|Al= gl i) &
HE 2} g

P

)

2.3 CSRe| 37I: A vs. =74

B AL 7] A8 H PES oln
24 A ol et =74 ol fE W 1

& e 294 A9 5
&

_.Vi
ol
&
>
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D

2 AFE o2 @ FHA o] fi ohleh /0] o
W B4L ega] sddtel Edon slge
CSR 52 AT $E Yok =74 ol oA

A mefstaatl gt ol et F FRY FiEe 71E
o] Ao 7|¥hE Fa k. FAHCZ, Aguinis
and Glavas(2012)= 259 2§ =&, 714

& && AL duA sk 7 71 A
olf2 dd) AR BEol Felalw AAT, A
Ux% }iﬂ %/ﬂﬁr paeX c:[l.ﬁ o] LE’H /\}g]zj‘

gz FoJay|= gt Aekstt. o] CSR

i

= 2 dS PFgoN AEH 58 FUE o F
1A &= o|ekd CSR(altruistic CSR)3 714
A AL A Ao T2 Bdstan A st
+ =73 CSR(instrumental CSR)& A &3t

Christensen et al.(2014)9] F+&3= FAFsith,
olg 3 TR 719 FEMe CSRY 715 +
W3k ZolA| gk, o] & gt B ATE

2 el =

AANE ksl FEE CSRe) E717F A5 A
1k ek, oA e, Jlole grha wejx]
£ 9¢ a4 CSRE AXIE s A

[

A ol2E olgg F7el] e FdeR CSRE
A A el7| % 3t} o]eldt FEL A2k oAPAH
A 7HQle] el el tig Ao tiEAQl =
7R AL A1 #8 Rk A2 (cognitive-

science-based approach)@} 71 714ke]
(economic-based approach)®] T+(Kang, 2016)
e AV S 7T oA B, A ae] ¢
& 259 AAA ZY Y YR UEE =
o dF9 dlglQl(agent) 24 APl o]
= F7ohe FH A Yehg £ e Aol
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2ol8] - ofx|2

Il ¢4

3.1 044 OJAZ} CSRo| olxl= de

HA TPHAQL o] SHA o] ZHA = 71
of disf Azsl Bzt gt} ool EAHE ZE
How b 54, 71, 94, A5, HEE 7RIt
© AL O dAFE T LdEet WA gt
(Croson and Gneezy, 2009). 45 A& 4

T8 7oA 9] Algl sk (workplace socialization)®
Qlste] FEFol AXg ddolAE A Apol7}
olgta Fs7| = kAR, o] gk Apol=
Sl d (general traits)o]7] wjZel f2d
P B3 7199 e ek o4 o-ri‘r
gt YA Aol FAHE A5t B

(Adams and Funk, 2012; Powell and Ansic,
1997). b opel, A &2lAQl dEelM Jd

)

=
5
[e]

_l[m o

o Aol7k gl AAY Vet AZole gxg
= 7199 Aol BaeA) e g gL
25 ol vle) B a2dow dEaE Aow

YebttH(Post et al., 2011: Smith and Rogers,
2000). mepA B =7 ARl 7199 A
2 ol taixe Al Apol7t A2 Aol
04 & el Hsl Hhel 9] (benevolence) 9F B
A9 (universalism) ol Tt 7Fx7}F =0 Schwartz
1992 7F AN 10714 7EA] S 7122 49
of Aol tha Tetet o AFA FEHoE
o] g2 Aol vlg B8 AefEa, EHAQ] A
FAlBke A ake] Adte] FE At (Adams and
Funk, 2012; Schwartz and Rubel, 2005). ©]
wf who o) ek RIHaHA Hote AFgEY] BEAE B
Edta AslstaAt s A ovleta, By o
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OfAFS]2| 04 BT} 7|de| ARSIH =

Age] B\ A olsfeta s BE
e A€ ovlac ogel oleia e Pus
& ol AAE S e F A= e =S
e, ool SRR FASh: TS 4%
o2 Qlstel, ol U] AYIE T B3 7]
el 75 CSRel s =9sta Fofshll 2 Aol
o BRIF @ te 2 7S Rejahe Al
o] olkel WM Felshe A%, AEL oAl
20 A 7NE ge gds Ane A3
7Fs7dol wow ARle] ZiR|ol At ¢
AL doayn Aypdog MeEE 7
34 875 FFANE b8 S wdE Aol ol
@ g sholl thest e /1% IS FY s

ol Hj
fe rn

7Hd 1

o|Akg] Ul oA oA} BE4E 7]H9
CSR ¥+ =old Aot
3.2 04M oA} F&Y CSRol| oJxl= A&t

A oA} Al Fshe Hhel o) o HulFofof o
ot 7k = 7199 WS vlojy FHLdskA EA4s)
< BRI BAE FAIgtE SHA HRkdom
7199 CSR< #3td &+ gloy, CSRY 32
T AR gkl Yrodle Abo|7t BT ¢
< Zlojt}.

kA 71&3k nkep o] B A= Mattingly and
Berman(2006)9] 75 Zaste] 7|99 CSR=
7]€x4 7Lxh+ Xﬂ 791 A -]OE :r!.%g]_oq }\1-_\7151‘3_,_
Z} 5}‘4 7] ! @01%, 71?3

o]
DA

AASoI H4sA M3E 20174 6%

oll olxl= FE: MY vs. 72X 2 W

£ 338 $UE A, FFE 9 A5 -
4 44E TP Haste A, F99% %’4611 3
A% 0y A9 AZHE A BE BEE

4 AH(Bear et al., 2000: Mattingly and
Berman, 2006). W, A =2 7Fdo|@ A=A o
2 EASkE ol HAAR] NG| o} thekdt A

A e.q, O, BoN9, 4A 257 Aste] 7]
2 AQEA, AE, dEFT 2e AN AQE

ote As oulght(Bear et al.,
and Berman, 2006).

olg]dt T g gt oA o]Ate] JTtS 4
g B oA o|At= 7)eA FAH AxAd kA
TE A3AIE Aotk o4 o|AF HArgh dhof
4 7};4_ 71044 0431 -631:4],] zquo 3&@0]
/‘}‘j} o] BAE Fas AZete SHA]

T, A 2L ol #AAE A 71w A

$¢ Z0N2 5 ok w3 HAF

2000; Mattingly

2 AN o2

!

o -
(@)
w2
=
m&‘&

Q—hﬁmﬁ_ll}lvtﬂr
o 2L f g )
g
o
fo
rO
rJ

SV
[e]
— 0
%o

rorr
i}
Ho
ot
oE
o
o
huj
ro,
o,

)]
oo
0
o oj Mo
=
>,
Yy
4
%2
luj

A A o o]ALe]
Qo] g& AA yeRE Zloltt. Hillman et al.
2002)< Hillman, Cannella, and Paetzold
2000)7} AAGE o]} ERAAE L&dte] A
o|ate]l £ tiell et A, oA o|Ak= AMY
2} X—‘,’Q@Qi #AAH Fok(i.e., business experts)
B &, 79, s@AY 2 A58 A4
l‘Qrolt(i.e., support specialists)4 AAQ1, T
o, Ats| AT 2 ﬂw‘/]ﬂ #d fo ]:(1 e.
community influential)ol] A& A7} ”Hﬂr
3 skt /g€ ol /‘éz’é}@ Zpol & 1E &

(
(
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A B (Cook and Glass, 2014: Glass and
Cook, 2016: Oakley, 2000). 7}<1e] ZAL3| A<
P thE Ao oo et olsfet A8, 4
A7 A= F2 A48 & o (Zahn-Waxler,
Radke-Yarrow, Wagner, and Chapman, 1992),
oA o]ALe] ol gt ek AL VYo ® stodg
Ats]A o8 mefElojol & ol BAAS] Theket &
TG A S et 25S AT AHEA

2 o4 olxbe ARA AU 124 %
o=
B

%0 ol
ol
feiei)

L b

o
o
3
=

7H 2: o4 olA7} CSRe) AEA el
£ ool gge 7144 Bl vAE

(<]
o

Jguct 2 Ao,

3.3 044 olAle| IF ofAt AZXo[ CSRofl olxl=

=R

A o] B4 WA AR AN Y] FE

& A ol et £ ol gl /19

4 o
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2ol8] - ofx|2

Atte HAS Az = o, ool CSR A|A
P52 150 A4le] 7Hl 7EA| o H]Fo] Kol &
O AeE7] g dojd Fx o, e
P go] Al A o] 2 S = Aol drtato]
dojd & it F, MY =4 24 A
=74 o] f GA] oAbt 7199 CSR &5 A4
ot o] S = F Ut

olglg =74 o|fr9 AFel FF¥= vE + A
T8 8Rle2A oJAHE9] F7](motivation) &
T Atk oA B, oAbzt oW g F7o Lnt
At sejEeAlo uet o]AkE] Yo Ao
g a, AHH R 7199 oArA
A A "k, o3t =2l B wel )
I At deprita FAel 2 @ w5 3et
tote d#ETH(Hillman and Dalziel,
2003). oJAkEo] 7= F8 B7IEA 1A B
(remuneration), ©JAF 4] (retention), 7HS14]
W4 (reputation) ol AAIEo] gk (Yermack,
2004).

o

off
o

o

P}

Lol o2

2o oot o e
lo,

N offt

o

un Ao,
o2t
B

% 7ol wE 544
Shivdasani, 2007), 7H¢ F83ta ZE4< 57
228§ 9t AAZ AT F J
7 $99 ojiks HAS Ao o B2 oA
de v, L7 F 7199 AL £

715 AJD o]Aks WAdol AEH oA de
O Aol oe] dFE Fall AA=E $h(Fich,
2005: Fich and Shivdasani, 2007: Gilson,
1990: Harford, 2003). WepA] o]AFE2 o]AM 9]
T o of e}, oAk Y 8, 12 a AR
Aol o| 271744 oA A M AL BAE
A, Zyaket7] 918 =23tk (Fich and Shivdasani,
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OfAFS]2| 04 BT} 7|de| ARSIH =

2007 Johnson, Schnatterly, Bolton and Tuggle,
2011; Masulis and Mobbs, 2014). d& &
Johnson et al(2011)& ©]AMAe o5 4
A ) FHEL T o]Ak2]9] 7]E WHEY T
de adste], A9 e WHER FAE KB E
Azgvta F3stgien, Masulis and Mobbs
(2014)& oAbz HA o= Qe gl & A
SJo|Abe2 A4l W vlX e Gl 2 Aol
FoE = =2 99 71 S AR wE6s
FARcE Fshe o] Avta 5?91‘3}. oy
Fich and Shivdasani(2007)& &%
B3t 7199 Atelojale 2R Qs A4l I
A& 9A Ha, 2de A4EL s st A
Aol AbelolatE Hel F¢l tE O

A g

2]
A7E ol 71949 o] Akl of FAlol Feiste=
i stA Bt 9lom, ol gt HAFHEL oA}
7} Asie $a8 494 249
Shivdasani, 2006: Kor and Sundaramurthy,
2009; Tian, Haleblian, and Rajagopalan, 2011).
FAROR oS o] BT ASIOIAH 74
Ao we} 259 HAo] RE wEH = 74
o Aok AT Q43 A B el

o g oA e @Y =2 5 . A
27N A3 E7lel 71 olate] FEE A

ATl A A ol 7HA S sk

At dE E9], Fich and Shivdasani(2007)&
A ASE G AL9o|Ae o]AMH o' #F
< Aol Z oAbl AlM HE gds] Yehdtia

ZASHAT M6 HM3z 20174 62

oll o|xl= FE: MY vs. 7=

28 &0

st om | Masulis and Mobbs(2014)& A7}
oA 2R, &9 59 7IFdM et w7
HYTE AIGCZRYH O g g Je5 8
A 7] e, o]AFES 1eld 7199 AAd o
& FgE w03 k. wepa] & A=
Akelojabal A2 Aol o]Ab=e] EF 7199 CSR
Yol A= Gl el A E A} gt

ojAbEo] 9N 7|He| Abgo|AHA T HYE
TE A5 & 7RIS 7 Hof, Ao
Aol digk g 7ketk ohE S i A, AA oA E
53l A4 7|9Ee] o 174]‘5_ 5319(i.e., interlock
%2 double tie) ARE F1 ¥ It S A
Zva) & w(Kor and Sundaramurthy, 2009:
Stuart and Yim, 2010; Tian et al., 2011), ©]
AL tigt AE A 1 BAE FEl HF 71He
2 94 7ksAdol o webA BE 7199 oAb
= 21 e oMEE Ty AR AHEE Q8 =
& TR ZHAA = A, ALl g 7t 3
Al 0]7]E u}a]..‘: VAL, 1-E_|:] S Hl—}” Qr/}

71999 MK A g5 7199 WA o2k (Bear
et al., 2010; Fombrun and Shanley, 1990:
Minor and Morgan, 2011), 123 ZA ] F2
g S vHE Aol ZdiH e 719 Wl oA
7] BAdE 240 932 vE F dve
g A8 & w(Barnea and Rubin, 2010),
o] ARlel A g HAStAL e oate2 AR
o WAE Astslr] flek shue] FHoRA 7149
A A G HE ASAE BY 7ol At
AR, o|Akg] wiw et 2 WF AR AEY
AA, Ae 250l &t 7193 AAH
AXH = ol e, AtEA SEd
199 A A= theket ofsia

7
L EFF Auolek: a4 By
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< ¢ dth(Barnea and Rubin, 2010). 1%
el 25 A AAA WS P 95
o CSRell #=3 FAE ok 43e o7l gt
(Barnea and Rubin, 2010; Borghesi, Houston,
Naranjo, 2014). & 7|Q1& #Apalel HA S 73}s)

7) 9% E7AQ o §2 <3 71999 CSRE A
PN a8, olde ZHo Fudele g

A QA8 AACAES B & CSR AR 4
kS e Aot} o] o4t tel| oo e
7HdE& FHsksith

7Hd 3: o3 o]ALe] €5 71 Abelo|al HA o]
BS4E 950 7]9)9 CSR AT

PR s Fol Y v sk Aok

3.4 ofA olAlel 22 olAb Z=o]

ojxle

7 CSRof

o|Al7} 7199] CSR &2 AATeZA A st
17} sk 7193 dolrt Apile) A ol s iARt
£0| 719l disl 72 dle A4 7dE gt
U g3dor FEgeAd tig HrkE S8l ol F
o7 HFombrun and Shanley, 1990: Siltaoja,
2006). thA] el ol #AAE 7199 dFol 1
50| 7I 7l BT ta ddE e A5 7199
B = dAse Wi, 7199 el 259
el XA xevta AdEE A5 7199 B4
< gt webs 719 ol @A Al o
g WA 2 2Aste] AkSA AQle theta
Atk A3 (signal) & Eui7] 9fsf thdet 5=
Adsla Aggslut HH Fombrun and Shanley,
1990). atA|Ek o 1214 %"%«] A= 2

o] Hgstuz 7] ] B-M (cost-benefit

b
ol

Mo ro Jm
>~

r —“-i
=
P
ol
1

700

analysis)& B3 249 CSR w2 A% s 3
Aol &3 A1 el :=H @ McWilliams and
Siegel, 2001).

HA 53 AES AT g9 4o
< oW o #ARY 7 FEs s
7ol 71 AR LA taf 1wl sl
S AAAES 7ol dsf ApaInte] #4137
o4 e TRl o= e s e 2 e s s B e = e £
LA 7H]0]7] WZe] (BE IFe] obd) A
dgs A 7199 594 sl et 7H
Atk 9717] wjFe]th(Donaldson and Preston,
1995). wekA 7192 Ale] 54 242 98 o
& 2 3345 7dE F e ol #AAL v
Ao dief 1S A 52 o A3 A &
o e E A& o gol] FYsHAl Hrt

olg gt SHN, WA 715 Hall 7199 CSR
G5 AA S sk oAb AEA ofwlHAR
£ 9% 2o b A4 Aot 79L& v
Absl e AR FA 0]7] o), obre] 2 7ol
Y= 7193 AHAA Adwst #AE 71 o
saAAs dE Wl mFET. v e
7193 AHAQ #HHd A Fout Agldl &
Ashs A=A olal#AAE v FHHsty T
oAl EAE Aolth, wabA 12 A=A o]t
AZE A ALEA S o B AFEdA

i =
i

= O
A==

& grkg il ol, 0% 2 349 AN g
Bk Bl @A AslE Hst o] ol
oA} A Yt GO A3 AR olshe

AAES A Ak8A &5 o+
2(Cook and Glass, 2014; Glass and Cook,
2016: Hillman et al., 2002: Oakley, 2000),
AA oAt =4 olf = CSR &< AAstn
A & wjol = &AF4le] HAae} Zhbe A=A 2 ol

A5 0k 4

HASATL Ha6A ®M3z 20174 62



OfAFS]2| 04 BT} 7|de| ARSIH =

& B4 F12 A oy olake wﬂud o
WA Y 35S B 9% wHHo|n W
WAl ALE A 5 9l W ol Al )
el Haghe AuHE AR 2He Zatel] 4
YAz Bg 2 98 A Roln. ol o4
3ol ofelsh e ML ShadT

oA o]Ate} CSR A ZE BA o 1%
ol zHEIE Ve BHEG A
A A 6 A yeRd Aol

Mo

4.1 #2 Y X2

AAE 7K ASE ste], 1999-20134d 7]
k9] 2,18070 ml=7]d S RECZ &85t ¢
5717 71999 Azl tigk At Al
d Al7]24 (e.g., Sarbanes-Oxley Act in 2002),
o] o|ate] HlFo] 9u] e FAEZ T A
olg} dligEo] B Ao Aglsitt. AAZ Catalyst
Census HuAdl| w2 Fortune 500t 7] <]
oA o]ARS] ®IH H|F 19959 9.6% FrolA]
20039 13.6%, 20139 16.9%7HA F7Fet Ao
2 YEhsth

2 A7 B4 HolgE gray] fal oY
o|HHlo] ~E S&3IGiTt WA o]ANS| 9} 2w P2
#HH ZA5E A7) dstd A AA T2 7|l tg

o)

ZASHAT M6 HM3z 20174 62

oll olxl= FE: MY vs. 72X 2 W

MHL o i A HRE AFots BoardEX—Ei

3ttt =3 719 CSRel tig & a7
HOHHL CSR #d 499 77 #wsfs 7&?1*
AFsta, Aol e €851 9= KLD(Kinder,
Lydenberg, and Domini) & &-&3}5ith. nixete
2 7199 AT EE sH817] #ste] COMPUSTAT
= W 4514

=~ X

o

4.2 g

A

& d7elA AuEnz o= F5U5E CSR A
Holm o]F& CSR Tv= L83t st
CSR &#+2 CSRel tigt 719 9] ot 342 &
Qlatr] Sl #d dAFelA de] AHEH I e 7
°]t}(Oh, Chang, and Martynov, 2011). CSR
79 4L 98t Fobd A (strengths) 7}
% (concerns) 9] MEE FJAS KLD H7/HEE
Laten, A e AFH - HdF Aol
7b EAetER HER Aujutol dtte oA Fa
3tef (Mattingly and Berman, 2006) ©] 7}&H|
A Z2dd) At FAAC R Aed HH
71ed AHos agskeion, oy Ak

< AGAB o 2T Fofel|A o] 7he] e g
O &, VEA RS AE, AT, THY ok
A Ao o] Fo R ALtatid

SHHFQ oA W o oAk EAle 1
bl AFoA de] LEuol2 tiEA SHAE
o g olAL BlF, F HA| o|Ab F oA o|Ab} AA|
sh= H|E=2 2481t Farrell and Hersch, 2005:
Terjesen and Singh, 2008: Williams, 2003).
2R 5 ALgjojAbz o HA dgE 7]E
o AFE Fastd, 2 AFE VIR FH o
At (Fich and Shivdasani, 2006; Kor and

m&?L 19, ol ni

w4 7

offt

-0,
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Sundaramurthy, 2009; Tian et al., 2011).
Al e, 54 7199 A4 olAksol AA 3
o] t& 714l AbefolAtE At
Ak & oA o)A} FE e e
2 Attt Eg 37149
Axtek SWFE Hebgow
/\Lx1-7104,] 7L H] 7] 237
7 aFgoR QlE tS & /HAE 7K 3
7] wZe]th(Baker, Powell, and Weaver, 1999;
Capron and Shen, 2007).

2 AFE oA o oAuIe EA7E 7199
CSRoﬂ nx = ‘ﬂfﬂ“’ﬂ el sefele A SO

SRR, 7]E ATE 3l 7199 A8 A 535711

“eroﬂ J= H% Aor Ild v 89l
SARMTE 3t WA 7] SHlA A ]Q
o] & F8 QA 71de] 271, 83, AEE BA
39t Kang, 2016; Manner, 2010). oW 714
o A7) F AR te 21 XS g2, 4

9 FAE(EPS)S, 98L& At ] Faiu]
Lottt TR oAk A ¢ A
g 09 A5 AAsH] s, Bdd
75 2o x3teiict. o|Akg] #H W
ZA O]*}ﬂgl TR, ARSlo] A} H]Z, o]ALE] o3}
A AR o]AlES] Hit Yol & FAlSHA
om CEOY 49 A BAHTE 23slqitt, nt
Aoz, AIERE AAG7] el A= o
TG AA] Bl E3kE| ),

ol

=4> ofl
it N
o not x@ <

\—J
%2,
rir

X o

ok
RUN)

£ x
, o,
>~
>,
0

! “‘\0
ot

3

=
o et
on o

o

*Q

Sh3
1%
°

119
i
_Q
n}
bote)

rE m
oot

=X H; wo r|r
B O

43 Fyd

& d7e 7K AR S Setel wg I Hd g4

X (panel regressions with fixed effects)<

S5t th. aF-= A4 (Hausman test) A3

StEq E‘ii-lljr "WEJ% ‘”{} oln] 9le Aoz}
oo

>~£—Y~

7}** HSo WA, AHEHE F& Hgl] O3
A M ARdAE k2
EE‘r. 2 @?Oﬂfﬂ AHg-g ;{{i_ A
eho® F4H O]/\M =
A o|Al= ok 11/ I
G A e @ 7 o w40 g
AA HHEG 2% 2 948 o R
Bl oF 18%9] o/ olAke A +95e AL
2 et
APt AaA S Auuy, A 7HdA o)
gk o} ol o:]/ﬂ oJAb H|E2 CSR 5w frejv]

®

a3 o] AHBAE e Ao I eH,
A=A 74 —i‘—ﬂdﬂ 42H0.37)7} 71=4 7Hd &
mo] A3H0.23) Bt & ARAAE R E AL
2 Ut TS o4 ofxke] WA A et
AL AA S 2 ARAAES BHH0.92). ©

< A} o] ALA S Z A oW%‘—‘@— T 4

2
oln) sl uE o A - AR A
2ol el chrel Akl Aol el T

o] 27| wjoltt. spARt F W ke 2R

1) AA#E H4E 7] Yste] Pairwise correlation
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OAtEle] oY e} T|dol ALS|E #elof o= I MTH vs. 72X 2 £

ik Mean SD (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
(1) CSR T5A=4 24 0.95 0.02 1.00
(2) CSR T5-71=4 24 0.74 0.01 0.47* 1.00
(3) o7 olAl vl 0.18 0.00 | 0.37" 0.23" 1.00
(4) o424 o]l AF - HA 0.44 0.01 0.07* 0.03* 0.12* 1.00
(5) A4 oJAF AF -3 0.30 0.01 0.08* 0.03* 0.14* 0.92* 1.00
(6) 714 271 7.28 0.02 | 0.49* 0.40" 0.32* 0.03* 0.05* 1.00
(7) FETYE 1.12  0.04 | 0.03* 0.05* 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 1.00
(8) FAH& 0.22 0.00 | 0.02" -0.01 0.01 -.00 -0.00 0.03* -0.00
(9) oAk TR 9.48 0.02 | 0.39" 0.28" 0.31* 0.01 0.02 0.63* -0.01
(10) Ar&JojAl HF 0.76 0.00 | 0.10" 0.10" 0.14* 0.04* 0.05* 0.18" 0.01*
(1D) °]AH] 94-CEO A4 0.66 0.01 | 0.12% 0.06" 0.05* -0.02* -0.01 0.15* 0.01
(12) o]A} 1 o] 59.43 0.04 | -0.01 0.05" -0.02* 0.00 0.01 0.11* 0.01
(13) @4 CEO 0.05 000 | 0.13° 001 024* 0.04° 0.05° -0.00 0.00
HE (8) 9) (10) (11) (12) (13)
(8) FAjul& - - 1.00
(9) oAk TR - - 0.04* 1.00
(10) ArJoJAl W5 - - -0.05* 0.11* 1.00
(11) A+ 94-CEO A4 - - 0.01* 0.08* -0.08" 1.00
(12) oA} Hit o] - - -0.01* 0.09* 0.14* 0.07" 1.00
(13) 44 CEO - - 0.02*  0.00 0.02* -0.04* -0.05" 1.00
Note: N = 8,756; pair-wise correlation
*p(0.05
doflA HetHoz AlgE dFelng A& HAY A ASE dd 3 ugay JdEN A3E
A7IA & &5 Aol HE It} 1 <o 47 | Hojrh, B 13 5 244 AR A 7eH
T frovet daBATE EAshe AR ey BRE THEUFE st ARG Te XS 72
Rou, FHATE dE o ALy AAHEA ndoln olE 7|22 RY 2~49 7Yl 6~9&
2 7129 0.78 @A @gon FHRAES VIF 7M1 7HE28 AF3] ste] o4 o]A} vl
Variance Inflation Factor) A% 23 HA] & = SHHUSE F7let T
IbH 0 2 ARG S = HAREAA] 7189 108 dA

(
=]
8 ol BEFAs BAS BAATAE 22 Ao

= ddEol
(& 2= 94 oxPt viAlE F a3t

=

& 7t
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(% 2) 28=n 372 20 F =2
A=A 83 718 A
) (2) (3) 4 (5) (6) (7 8) (9
I = R I L S e I v I - Arz 3¢
o oA HF 0.75" 0.13" 0.62 022" 0.06™ 0.10™ 0.07
0.07 (0.03) (0.05) (0.08) (0.02) (0.03) (0.06)
719 7] 0.05" 0.04 0.01 0.04" 0.057  0.05™ 002" 45303  0.03"
(0.01) (0.0 (0.0 (0.01) (0.02) (0.02) (0.01) (0.0D) (0.0
FerdE 57804 -6.15e-04  -3.96¢04 -220e04  385e04 374e04 -142e04 -1.23¢03" 1.74 03
(1.37e-03)  (1.36e-03)  (6.10e04) (1.13e-03)  (1.61e-03) (1.60e-03) (4.98¢-04) (6.47e-04) (1.31e-03)
A E -1.50e-03  -2.37e-03 0.02 -0.02 0.04 0.05 0.03™ 3.66e-03 0.02
(0.03) (0.03) (0.0 (0.02) (0.04) (0.04) (0.01) (0.0 (0.03)
oA T2 32003 -6.66¢03 -6.4%05 -6.60e03  6.65e03 56303 1.04e-03 -9.78-03"*  0.01"
(0.01) (0.02 (2.61e-03)  (4.84e-03) (0.01) (0.0 (2.14-03)  (2.78¢-03)  (0.0D)
AL o] AL H)F 0.34" 0.30" 0.02 0.28" -0.03 -0.04 0.01 -0.05 3.17e-03
(0.08) (0.07 (0.03) (0.06) (0.09) (0.09 (0.03) (0.04) (0.07
9%-CEO 74 0.01 0.02 -3.74¢-03 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.02° 3.18e-03
(0.02) (0.02 (0.0 (0.02) (0.02) (0.02) (0.01) (0.0 (0.02
oA} Hirpel 0.01"  -0.01"™ -3.67¢-03" -0.01" 0.0 0,01 11803 -3.76e-03"*  -0.01"
(2.75e-03)  (2.74e-03)  (1.23¢-03) (2.27e-03)  (3.23-03) (3.23¢-03) (1.00e-03) (1.30e-03)  (2.65e-03)
a4 CEO 0.234 0.16"™ 0.04 0.12™ 017 019 0.06™ -0.06™  -0.187
(0.06) (0.06) (0.03) (0.05) (0.07 (0.07 (0.02) (0.03) (0.06)
Ca -0.13 -0.07 -0.27 0.20 0.08 0.09 -0.17 0.40° -0.13
(0.50 (0.49) (0.22) (0.41) (0.58) (0.58) (0.18) (0.23) (0.48)
# of observations 14,856 14,856 14,856 14,856 14,85 1485 14,856 14,856 14,856
# of groups 2,180 2,180 2,180 2,180 2,180 2,180 2,180 2,180 2,180
R? 0.082 0.091 0.040 0.108 0.099 0.100 0.016 0.037 0.128

Note: AETINE 71&6kA] @tot T3y 23 ok ghestandard errors.

A=A A

*p (0.1
**p (0.05
p (0.01

9¢ Bisn

B 434

9
1

A%

=2

Bo| w25 =

ATt AA

REE

Hol7] wW&Eo]tH(Brammer

and Millington, 2006: Fombrun and Shanley,
1990: Stanwick and Stanwick, 1998). 3t
okl Hit ol 7149l CSR 5 29 9%

704

= UAE AL Yelged], ol Abgel Yozt

= AGAE + 28w Ve AR = AlF 4 AR + S99

558 A28 A U AE% 5] Rold

(Ahn and Walker, 2007) A2 7idelet &
9= CSRY $84< d4eta Toksd 7hsol
stobx]7] wjzolth. g, oAt 2] o4 CEOw
A=A 23 S AglA 2ee AA7IA,

2 0
NeH 4y ZHe A BB, 759 FY

-1 "o
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OlAt2]e] 0y RE{7t 7|2 Ats|H

9 #AA) L g7 = AL Z Y o]R L o
A CEOE dHs3t ge gutdoz B A

= 7l

ol 2] 90 A7 BoHCook and Glass,
2014: Ryan and Haslam, 2007), ®]Z <4
CEO7} CSR& AAste 7HE 7Hith sitjete
B 7194A A 3B F ke 771 ol

g O]fsﬂﬂr?ﬂ%}—% A% CSR g5l 234007

4 CEoﬂ XVA 38z}

e
=4
+ e AAH, 01*3 OVH H]T‘C IFJ—*‘ =
el Abeld dEd frojvlgh el o = A
= I AAHB=0.75, p<001) —TLHV—?
Q7N 5ol el 9 33} 404 AHEH, o
A olAke A19AKE (B=0.13, p (0.01) 9} 2t
(B=0.62, p(0.01)= A% 71449 A314 25<
Aok FE AoR e, 59, asde
gk Jgke 713 2 A o 2 Vel
2d 6~9% 71%F A et oA o|Ake] o
ol el £48 datoltt. 2d 69 AdofM B
oAz AAH, o olatel HFT2 VleA A =
Ho] A dgel Fofnd Fo] dFE F= A
o2 YeEth(=0.22, p<0.01). ¥ &5
tial AuEd, THLE AT F Gl L&
72
I

X,

gt 4>
o]-rl i

7 o) E3h AZAAG. A B, 2
89 ATlA 2 4
e BE 199 AE A%

e AA™, o4 oAk A

=3
S 2o 2 ¥

Aelof| ojxl= e MEH vs, 7|58 ZE A

ofl2HB=0.06, p<0.05), FF g 71519l
AEH BEE A Fe Ao HAHATHB=
0.10, p<0.01).

ool Asg AR, olAks] Wl o olAl
9 H|Fo] gfjds= 719l CSR THel ®obd
Rolet g M 18 AAEE & % ST
& o}y oAbl w3k AR Y R /1$H
mxd| U o) 9 Fhout, ARy
AaRor & J3FS F= Ao 3

I} = Tt X

2

How ndl 29 Gof|A FR1E 4 ofA} HlF
FFE Aol & vluwar| fste], ZFshE W
AREEE S EA Y A ATE v BH, 7]
A A (8=0.03, p €0.01) 20t A=4 2o
0.07, p<0.01) B & & daFs &<
9Tk, T3k T 2dzt v EEskE Al At
A2 At e 2 Jgro] Fojug 2}
golg 4= At (z=5.15). wetd 71 2
121 =] At
F S F A2 A8 A F A taf %
ot 7Hd 3% 48 HAEs] A ny & sid iy
o] A5 HAEth oAolrte] A4 d3dE 93t
of 24 10~11& AA AtQ]o]Al A
12~13ﬂ A7 Aol A S8 24
o}oau} 4 ¥ guo oz
3 [e]

im&mmﬁ—pé

st
2o o -l> 6
;0

18 ©° ©
N
n o

M 314 2l olatel ol AR L oy olx}
717199 CSR 539w ol 232 Bl
) Aole dgsat. 29 109 AseN ® 5
AN o4 o} MZT A% A F5 )

& Hge And A fev|d ol 4%

2) z = (Bl - B2) /+/(seB1"2 + seB2"2)

AASoI H4sA M3E 20174 6%

705



olols| - ofx|&

(10) (11) (12) (13)
A=A 2 71=A A A=A A 71eA A
o}/ oJA} H|F 0.75%** 0.21** 0.74** 0.21*
(0.10) (0.11) (0.10) (0.11)
ol oAk A - AA (A) -0.02 7.36e-04
(0.01) (0.01)
o4 oAb HIF x (A) 0.09* 0.02
(0.05) (0.06)
o} oAk HH -3 (B) -0.02 -3.96e-04
(0.02) (0.02)
ol/d oJAk HlF x (B) 0.12" 0.03
(0.07) (0.08)
719 27 0.08*** 0.12*** 0.08"** 0.12%**
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*p(0.1
**p<0.05
**p (0.01
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The Effects of Female Board Members on Corporate Social
Responsibility: Institutional vs. Technical Strength*

Mi-Hee Lim** - Ji-Hwan Lee***

Abstract

This study examines the effects of the female board representation on corporate social
responsibility (CSR). The results of analyzing a sample of 2180 US firms in 1999 - 2013 provide
several findings. First, as individuals tend to behave consistently with their values (i.e.,
normative reasons), the presence of female directors, who are in general more benevolent and
universally concerned, will increase CSR commitment of the firm. Particularly, the positive
impact of female directors is greater on the socially responsible behavior for institutional
stakeholders (i.e., community, minority) than on that for technical stakeholders (i.e., customers,
shareholders, employees). Second, as individuals also tend to pursue their interests such as
reputation (i.e., instrumental reasons), female directors with multiple directorships in external
organizations will increase the CSR involvement even more. Furthermore, this positive moderating
effect of multiple directorships on the relationship between female directors and CSR involvement
is greater in CSR activities for institutional, rather than technical, stakeholders, because

satisfying institutional stakeholders is more effective to enhance their reputation.

Key words: female directors, board of directors, corporate social responsibility, institutional
strength, technical strength
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