797 ZYHOIT 430 M3% 20014 8H(pp. 797~828)

CH2AI0IA(Downsizing) 0] #AlO) O|Xl= H&k :
Fat Mg #eo| ZEGI

HEs
USCIND Buciet sy
(kgmook @mail.kwandong. ac.kr)

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

2 a7e 42 Fygdee 2 32 41 e UM (Downsizing) & Wdeg s, § Aso] HAd v|X&
%S BNAG. 13 Ut A7 189K BEES oz sl M 23 tAIAe HAld #3A IS
HXE Ao yeign E£§, 299 A3 ARy, $39 A8 R T8, 2ATE AR VI B T 4
33 A5Eo] Tl HAY A viXe A AARE $HE A, §739 843 Rl Iy B
frol@ ol e A2 veiyhnh & 478 8 tole, AL {U9 FEE 2Y, WAz PYS
A £ scke A3, 2 Y Adke ol - 9% o] EF VoM AA vERE £ de AKE AR
ek okgel, 719 thiAleld e =ishet SloiM AFE Zlscl dn), = Aldle #AE AE £ e
dre] 23& FFsor dvhe A7AA AR HAEA

..........................................................................................

25 2 Aol theAtelA (Downsizing)”
o] 43N WAL 3k, 02§ LAl AL w]
2 #4953 2e A2 7QdARE 2§ 9
71& 7L vl & Ao}, @], oixlo} 5 i
B39] 719 0271744 1 Pols} Yol & Yol
ezt ok 979 #A7] o F $HBAE
e A& AGBYoz AFe Aol L
BoRgE A4 Ane Ade A3A WEL
=R, F3Aoz¢ 7199 %A AAE I E
g 2Ho] JuHANZ, o]dW, 1999, °l%HF,

1998: Freeman and Cameron, 1993). 1@t
H2 A N 49 31, Ve 39 53
7 fle A0l HAHBA 7 e B71HA
73359 #Hde FRUE HAlo] o] F23)
A HAmabile and Conti, 1999: Porter, 1998).
Aq7lelA fele AFLYA AL Hald)
ojd & v|AAYeke o EE /A dct
O opepdat ZE](Amabile and Conti,
1999)8 AAAHE AZ7HA AYE 722N o
FAe] Aol Hald vjXe FY¥E 4A /8 F
ot 22 Aol HAlo Al g A
AR 4% A7 AdF ez 2E] o 7%
714, AE7A APE Aol A g AT

=2 % © 2000.9 Ax&Ee - 2001.2

* o] 82 19994 =AW AT Ao} o ATEUS(KRF-99-033-C00292). #U¥ 2A¢ dF4 F 8o HASd

A At

1) thgrlolAold, VIgle] 23 A8A Zt A4 A9 Ang EXoz Psie A € ARYLY g=Ad 24§ T3
(Freeman and Cameron, 1993). #1Z12]% (McKinley, Zhao, and Rust, 2000)2 o|21§ ZAA2Q E7] ol<j] AH A 3
DA BR CHYET THE AR AY F AR A2l 2908 theAlelAe F8 FVE B3 Slch A Wge 4.2 WS

o A3 % 2phyY FEE B R



£ Aol A e 7B (Freeman and Cameron,
1993: Mckinley, Zaho, and Rust, 2000:
Sutton and D’Aunno, 1989), th&Ato|Hel 4
82 n]x)& 89l(Bethel and Liebeskind, 1993:
Budros, 1997: Dewitt, 1998: Greenhalgh,
Lawrence, and Sutton, 1988: Johnson, 1996:
Mckinley, Sanchez, and Shick, 1995: Mckin-
ley, Zhao, and Rust, 2000: O" Shaugnessy
and Flanagan, 1998), th&Atel% 71%j9] AeA
A 54 (Dewitt, 1998) ol i 43 &AL
ojgo] 719 AA(Barker and Mone, 1994:
Casio, Young, and Morris, 1997), &7
(Dewitt, 1993), 9% AE3H(Hatfield, Liebes-
kind, and Opler, 1996), Aopd2 =o] &4
(Brockner, 1988, 1992 Brockner et. al,
1992: Keats de Vries and Balzs, 1997:
Mishra and Spreitzer, 1998: O’Neill and
Lenn, 1995. Tombaugh and White, 1990:
Wiesenfeld, Brockner, and Martin, 1999), £
& (Fisher and White, 2000) %l vlAe
G ENo 23] Rz} B ofe}, ¥
Ato] Qo] Yilo] vjA|E FEol] 3 B =EA
#E& 7/ =oE$} ul4-eH(Dougherty and
Bowman, 1995)9] d7& ¥43#Q AHEN +
Zo MEx U3, olupd# FE|(Amabile and
Conti, 1999)9] & thAlo|A HAlo 23
Q] #A Bk YAl w7o| s FelATe #
AE HHske £ X1 At old wa} H2
37 i3 e Al ARH YPA &
) @AY FYFhe] @XE(Ketchen and
Palmer, 1999; Mckinley, Zhao, and Rust,

U=

2000) UmA & o] YA vAe ¥ £
Aghe I3 33 A A71AQY BAFA F
3E 2% 9EE <2 Ao & A7 oHd &
AHES A3, TheAtol o] AF e, itk
AE 3 e 7Y 2o U A e 9% A
AR g FAF £ A7 o2 Alxe theAt
ool #F FEAHQ A(Gap) MaTt opet B
7139 73AY ZAsle] Ego] He AUy AF
olzhe AFAQ A sAdE =go] E Aol
oAl 7Y dvtdoz B S¥d
Ae 23 9oz9¥e 24(Cameron, Free-
man, and Mishra, 1991: Cheng and Kesner,
1997: Dewitt, 1998: Freeman and Cameron,
1993), 28z AHF - A A SHeX e AR
3l (Brockner, 1992: Cameron, Freeman,
and Mishra, 1991; Dewitt, Trevino, and
Mollica, 1998)& #F 422 3lv A= ¥R
I gk, I A F7A RYE A AFE v
Fo] & o, ol thEAtolA 8AaSo] YAl nj
Ae L ket 4A ¥k duetd 49zt
19 e e 13 12w 2399 HAEF
233 992 vAvke F3(Billings, Milburn,
and Schaalman, 1980: Cheng and Kesner,
1997: D, Aunno and Sutton, 1992: Nysstrom
and Starbuck, 1984: Scot and Bruce, 1994:
Staw, Sandelands, and Dutton. 1981)%, 23]
& o|AEL BA94 Y AN & BejdoHA YAl
85+ 3@tk 4 (Bolton, 1993: Ketchen
and Palmer, 1999: Lawrence and Lorsch,
1967: Lant and Mezias, 1992: Lant, Milli-
ken, and Batra, 1992: Levinthal, 1996:

2) 2% 9JdA4Y (Organizational Slack)® ‘#Fo] A o2 ALEE = 8o AW T¥HBourgeois, 1981). 23 4o
Adole AAEQ A&g 2k ulg, 23 A4, 23 Hu] Fo] THE
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March, 1996: Mone, McKinley, and Barker,
1998)°] 33| 2 x U7] WEolt}. AHAe o
A AZY Fo| M AL ATHEY Aol
719871 % AT FAle lAET Azt #
o %A 82lo] /Y3yl WEoltx &rh. 229
F4§ WAzl 2IAPLEY Y5l vixe IFS
A3 4% MgA7o dard, zAHUES A
2 AP #9171 (Amabile and Conti, 1999:
Amabile et al., 1996: Anderson and West,
1998), 7 9#te] ¥slel] & Bl =(Anderson and
West, 1998: Bruce, 1994: Daellenbach, Mc-
Carthy. and Schoenecker, 1999: Mishra and
Sprietzer, 1998), ZZFZX(Amabile et al.,
1996 Bruce, 1994; Hurley and Hult, 1994:
Mone, Mckinley, and Barker, 1998), ¥3le] ¢
Ql(Dewitt, Trevino, and Mollica, 1998:
Mone, Mckinley, and Barker, 1998) %9 9%
& wet gely, 2R YUY Fagt A3
A3E B2z 3 Al gilo HAd
T %A 890 MUY 7ol vi¢ Avn =
F k. ol2ig A& 34, £ RN T thEAle]
A3} Al BAE =dste F8H U, ol EHE
7GR Wl g B, $H5Y, 2372, ¢
A1 71Y B4 B9 2FAAE oY BAY
o 2 A7 o] g Alze thEAbo|Ad] tid <
Ao Z gojigt opz}, 2 Yo g A7
A 23 (Context)8] F8A40] tig 94 oz
Esla 23529 i E AAAL 4F3AF
7F vid@de 4%9 AH (AW, Drazin and
Schoonhoven, 1996 Fiol, 1996)& ZAt& o,
Al thg ol3] A3l =5E F RAojth. 47

CH2AI0IE (Downsizing)ol WAlo] ojxie P& FANY HUH el

o2, thiAol o] Ao vjAle F¥E 243}
EA%E 89 wIo2N theAlold BYS &
datee 719 ozl FE22AHE S2idhe B
AGZAE F& AL AZsA 2 Aot
i 1) A8 A7 JEE Foo thAeld
3 gale) A #A % e (AR &
4, 873 B4, 2372 54, dAIB VI &
4 B)e zA A A 7S =233, 2) A
A e Adsle 4% 2AE st ¢ ¥ 24}
23 £A3t1, 3) 97 A3t Feldte uig vl
B Ao W g ERdle £A2 Jgdn

II. CH2AIOIZ0] &lofl Djx= H&

A A7k AT vt QlRe] Y AFE Fole
Aol A (71])) 8] A tistd FHAoE B
A dFEe] ed, olEE thEAld 7YY
HQ BEAoz Joxge] 7Hae 947194 ¢]
g 2 3 AA, gt S =dshe 7]
< 2 F& B9 i oM g BF
HolAgt thAle] o] 7123 BEe BH|8
Q9] AAd gltke AoltHCameron, Freeman,
and Mishra, 1991: Cheng and Kesner,
1997: Dewitt, 1998: Freeman and Cameron,
1993: Sutton and D’Aunno, 1989). o|EHIH,
Aol S DEte VI9EL ARIFEEE, ¢
g7, 83z, AdRE & YEdE 293t
e Agked, ol3d AR dAz 23 o
odAgde) #A'E 2gcke Aoty A, U

3) ohgrbolge, 48 YU (Absorbed Slack). H#5HA & YA (Unabsorbed Slack), A7 Iz (Potential
Slack) % (Bourgeois, 1981: Sharfman and Dean. 1997: Sharfman et al., 1988: Singh, 1986) 3719 23 Yozl

Z Y AT H30A H3E 2001 8Y
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9 Ao 9 Aol ¢PF F 1 =3
Wole A1 - Al2ld £47] ¥t dojddh. o
Aol od AF #5, 43 FE T
2o, AR && oz F#glol, 2 749
ZFYYE Aloldle I B3, 2EH A, AY
7 53 3 91719)40] ZAETHAA T, |9E,
1999: Amabile and Conti, 1999: Brockner,
1988: Cameron, Freeman, and Mishra, 1991:
Casio, 1993: Dewitt, Trevino, and Mollica,
1998: Freeman and Cameron, 1993. Keats
de Vries and Balzs, 1997: Mone, 1997:
O'Neill and Lenn, 1995: Tombaugh and
White, 1990: Wiesenfeld, Brockner, Martin,
1999). w2y, thgAtelAo] Ao wAje I
< BXE7] daide teAlelge A esen
g 4 e 23 JoqAY 2 7143 il
AZ EYste 9ol FART Fosith a3y,
27 Jodzd L A3 93] ¥l vAe 9
g FAH oz BN B2 AL

2.1 =& Ao{Rpnt s

AENA AP 23 JoReH gAY 4y
& 238 24, ‘23 Jode gAUg AP
dE F43 ‘23 JAAYL HAE gAgd e
F3o| B3] wAm it

HA, 23 JoA e FFAQ FAE Ax3e F
F(AAN, Cheng and Kesner, 1997: Mone,
McKinley, and Barker, 1998: Nonaka, 1997)&

Has

A% 9 7lg Wsh A 25d, B3, A - FR
A ofeo] F84L v Azt F4AT. FREG
T 23] Yo e HAl7 Wizl Wad AL 3F
e dUE FozM §79 g 4A H¥ &
AA & &tH(Carter, 1971: Cheng and Kesner,
1997: Cyert and March, 1963). 2Fsat AlA|1F 74
g o2 £, A4 (Concept) 7WdolMFE], A4,
dAYelF, T2EE]] F 4¥ ALY A=
Mgy vdg =93k tle 9AE TR Agol €
ot wehd, 2 AAiAe AME Feshe AA
E NdsEe 2 A% 595olgak £ & U0
(Carter, Melenky and Hanfield, 1995: Clark,
1989). o|¥%, 24 YAzAE A SleiM 73
8% ‘A9(Resource) & FFdhe ¥ It
(Bateman and Zeithmal, 1989: Carter, 1971:
Damanpour, 1991 Dougherty, 1996: Ettlie,
1985 Singh, 1986). B4, 3 Jqz9le &
AgAQ 2ddME n2id 4 gloh Ak EHA
A9E L3l o f7t U o] FjHQ BFE &
wahA 8132(Singh, 1986), AR lojA A
Ao] AAA ©rh(Sharfman and Dean, 1997). %t
o, o7t glow A2 AEche Ao A 5
AL F4 o2 JAEA S Bl e § A% AA7H 2A
A2art weby 27 JoAE 2] §749| W3t
of ARAoE ALE ¢ gln Y £ e A2
Ql EFE AFddn & & ot AA, 23 J97
g 23 YojA dopukes 2%, 53] 99 ¢ A9
W2 paE 25 KAE 98e #0? =
A R LM HAWS ATAA &

2, 32 #4549 24 Joee A28 AL § F At AR A E59A ¥ 24 Joiale Fhe
248 #E ed, 2R A oz, v 22 Foz By ujag Wl Frkshet J1A¢Th

4) 22}, Wayne and Rubinstein(1992)&, AYol&& #83l0], 23 oA B5¢ dAste $4% 33 £42 FA9
AUz Udcke A& g 2, 2¢) e 23] JeiAe NYEAA BHE YA V12 ABste 4T AT, ¥Y

H9l £9718 ¥IPFAQ 29712 A= Pt
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A AE A2 28 & FYSHAT R'E
48 FARY Agolgde 8T R BAIE ¥
oatn gict. A Fujel #AH 5L Aol 3§
284S ALH(Pfeffer, 1997). 4¥9 A&
(Cyert and March, 1963: Sharfman and Dean,
1997)2 Aflo] WRESE BAlS|E S A% 234
fE9) 2571 2AEdn By, 3Aaxde] viEs
Ads) e 29 2R =e A 2 333
Q x¥e 23T w) T FFLo] AR EHAE
ARne gt YA, 23 94 494
9 YPNIFVIE AFFY. ddd dF
(Bateman and Zeithaml, 1989: Miller and
Leiblein, 1996: Singh, 1986)¢] 2l&t& 23 9
dAxgle] Be&4E, 239 H¥MIFIIE ATt
Joiigdo] B xFo] P& H3dte AL F
712wl A sjA & & sled, shte dodArdol
ge thE WEo] A3 WEHRe] U 54 FAe
342 7U8 § 9 9871 Ao Aelx, TE
ke Add dg BA S0 Aoz Ave
Aolth, TR, 27 YA L Ao FE 4 ¥
& ZAA7th xU7HNonaka, 1997)9 &3}
9 gale Egolztn & 4 gl A4 AY 3
AR A2 RE YUY ol EAd 44
A%, 23 YA AAE F §JL2 e v
Ae]AL 7199 PAE AEA7e 482 o
£+ Ao

RE A0 23 Yool AT FAg
£ 2de AL opth $elA AFF vt
o], BAAAANA o] v 5 A A2
AN E 23] JoAgle it FHAA AL
€ Z1 e A5 3ot ol&HdE, £ doqA
Qe oA @il B3, 2o BAAE
Pz QD A o] Wl Ao AFA g F 3l

HodBtoi 7 M30A M3E 20014 8Y

ch2AloiE (Downsizing) of &Alol olXiE Y

=3ay

& 713 & AdAPle 9¥e Foh(Litschert and
Bonham, 1978: Long and Ravenscraft, 19
93; Thompson, 1967: Yasai-Ardekani, 1986)
e Aot =g, 2Fd Af7t A7 KiE
(Threshold)7} RobA A Aol Hutet we 717
g totEo] wHEA# ¢ (Satisfying) A=A A
5] =(Bourgeois, 1981: Simon, 1979) % &
A 3 %(Optimal Behavior) 2t £33 3%
(Suboptimal Behavior)e] A33tA Erhe =
AX 3 Yot 848, 23] JAgAd e 23 A4
23 el 1 EREIY AAE StobZhl §
1, ole d#Ho s Yo A3e 2Pve A
ojt}. Wthg 27 Jojziglo] FAEA HE 1 2
Ao JUE EA4E 7IAA E}, ol2¥ &
A e N&y e es FAE AT U
AL ABL, B4 d2& A% 498 /A EF
& 248 Hed, oHd 85S Bt EAE
HAskd b FEAE ol2A due Aot
B78 2A(2F JoqAL #Aa)-2A A LA
-A2E 8% 24-Y) Fl-dddY =2 F
o] 23 Yo ¥AH R By ¥AEY FA
e 71242 E=oldt. thEAtol o] g 3
gohe AL A% =2 (Contingency Theory)E
AE AT & Sl F, thEAlol AR o] 23
el AR wige s Qdly 7]y 8FoE 32
o] ojFA HW, 1 2L A% F&3]d AY
g A%e A$n 2FHF2E ¥ (Bolton,
1993. Cameron, Freeman, and Mishra,
1991: Ketchen and Palmer, 1999: Lawrence
and Lorsch, 1967), olgig #g&Fo] A&
ZAgh= Aot
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2.2 SP7124a HAl

271914 & gala} o Bile] 7ol thalA
E, 99 23 Jojzdo] YA ulxe FI EA
odlAjet Zol, A F 7HA] BFAM 34Y 4 Ut

A, 471948 AL JATU: el
54, A F4a9 v 8o A Ha % U9 A
wjX] 5o o] djo] 23 Ude 9473t 1
2. 53], A8 #A&e 23 4989 A3H
st} A4S MY, At A9z
28 & dde BEHE 23K (Brockner,
1988, 1992: Brockner et al., 1992; John-
son, 1996: Tombaugh and White, 1990:
Wiesenfeld, Brockner, and Martin, 1999). 1
del, ¥4¥9 #FAES(Billings, Milburn, and
Schaalman, 1980: D, Aunno and Sutton, 19
92: Nysstrom and Starbuck, 1984: Sharf-
man and Dean, 1997: Staw, Sandelands,
and Dutton, 1981)°l] &j3ld, QAz+e 947194 3}
2ol AelHQd A& LAHE 22AA FelF
oz 4B Se 5L ¥ & oA B w
A, &bl 7199 2AdEL, AFA A2F
goll 4 E7]HE, f98tn ZHS BEE S+ 9L
A€t} ol dAHEnt opet AAA, Y], A7)
AQ 438, A4, /94 F2 U8R s
(Amabile and Conti, 1999: Oreilly Il and
Tushman, 1997) Al Wsjesz 283t
A goh. £, gAlolR L Aopde FHUYET
o 253 A4 /9] AHAQ i & FF

yas

AA F8 BEE ERlA AeA %e ol8ut
v zolg 29gth(Brockner, 1992: Casio,
1993 D’Aunno and Sutton, 1992: Johnson,
1996: Sutton and D’Aunno, 1989: Sutton
and Callahan, 1987). a2¥8d 43 A7 (Ama-
bile and Conti, 1999: Fisher and White,
2000)9 oj3rd, olg ¢ ¥417] Wl FE F
ot g B, 3R AL JAske 9§
& g},

v, 97]ej4o] A Fdh: = &
2% 4 U, FGol&7F=(Bolton, 1993: Cyert
and March, 1963 Lant and Mezias, 1992:
Lant, Milliken, and Batra, 1992: Levinthal,
1996; March, 1996: Mone, McKinley, and
Barker, 1998: Singh, 1986)9] =2l& ¥ex4,
thEAlel QoA Aode ke Y7194E w7n
FAREE AT =¥<E o Bo] 7Y Byt ojY
g 34N A4EGgE ¢ A8 dF5S A |
o H o], thEAtelq] 2] JUEL EAY 9]
718 Hojupy] $i3te] RoolEA %] Folthe
Al ke Z drk(Cascio, 1993:
Ketchen and Palmer, 1999). 34|, A3 I+
t oHe FA #8& 9% xH(Cyert and
March, 1963), 22j3 #]gel] ¥ =H (Ketchen
and Palmer, 1999 Singh, 1986: Stikin and
Weingart, 1995), A4l teH(Bolton, 1993)
2 AT 2T AE AF .

ol gell A 23 JoqAtd L $1719 48] SR A
thEAtel ol YAlo nXe FES AW E3IY.

5) AL olEd VAL ‘A¥-3F AH (Threat-Rigidity Effects) &z B&dt. A¥-33 AUF 22 LreL. drldde
Azt AAAQ FE Nelg i, ol UM A BHEo} FoAA iUF FuA A2E Y 5 o € %
§ 7)&q) A8 FEA] B2o] U 9 Eo] AUAA wobd M2E {%Y Ane M 23A gt ol FF FEA
9] AE32 dds0 A JAEFH L B3 (Staw, Sandelands, and Dutton, 1981, 501), zte] BEL A0
52AQ %8 23} (Cameron, Kim, and Whetten, 1987; Sharfman and Dean, 1997).
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golt)2, ogatolgo] A AT FEL
23, A3 871 HAE APt dd, ©
Aol o] Halg At F4L H8e ¥
A ojmjurtee deof =3 2AE T3 o
add £ dpdMe tE F FRdxE 78t
31 Al AL g AR Rolgke F4l ¥l
& F712 st Ui, tteld 71de) &
8 EFozE YoM AL 27 JoqxY &4,
A7 nzx 9o FrAL AAS HF(Casio,
1993: Fisher and White, 2000), Al&e] 44
(Casio, 1993: Drazin and Schoonhoven,
1996: Mishra and Spreizer, 1998), SFUEH
9] 9}3)(Daugherty and Bowman, 1995: Fisher
and White, 2000), 23 W &=9] F7HTom-
baugh and White ,1990), &7z
(Dewitt, 1993, 1998 Freeman and Cameron,
1993) §% Husz gl7] wWielct, 14 A3
A7e ol e v A3 o|EHE =
ANPENS AR 2 Ao wRHvt §EEn
(Damanpour, 1991: Hoopes and Postrel, 1999
. Pfeffer and Sutton, 2000) 2% 4127} #AE]
o] 1% wW(Mayer, Davis, Schoorman, 1995:
Mone, 1997), &9 {AA°] & w(Bruce,
1994: Dougherty, 1996: Hurley and Hult,
1994: Mone, Mckinley, and Barker, 1998) &
Ao] Adthe S AR} tIo] 2o YR
4% A7E(dAd, Amibile and Conti, 1999:
Dougherty and Bowman, 1995)-2 theAlel% 7]
delde g4al9 AAZAY FHLEY FAol
gojAke A& AATY.
oty fele g & /S AY oA
o]Fo] Ao mX& YFE EAHI.

AYsteiat 5302 #3= 20014 8%

ci2AtolE (Downsizing)ol #4loll o|xj& ‘EQ 2;3;,_}9} 'é!§51 #o| =P

7M1 7199 BAeld Axe gAldg A9

#AE 7H Aot

. AgH @010 ZF&}

thAto] o] gAld] wjXe Gl tiF 270
Azele AL AL AFAT7t FFdivke A
oo 5 R FAE 2AH}e JAHA ¥
o] EAgthe AL v, olEHW, AR
54, 2AFZ B4, ¥4 54, d&AlA 714
B4 F %A 80 Aol HA #A
23%te Aotk FAHLR o] WHFE
ojumj g tAYFel o8] thAtelAF HA9 BAl
£ ZAsheAd s dxral

m&m

3.1 3Yx 8

dFo] AlololESt ukA|(Cyert and March,
1963) &4 Wi 944 54, 5§ AIA
5L g 239 Ag o A 94EE
goka ARG vk glvh, 29 ojH3 AH L& 3
Eoll JaiA HEoIHL e, 4R BEL =
2ol A& M€ (Daellenbach, McCarthy, and
Schoenecker, 1999. Finkelstein and Boyd,
1998 Papadakis, Lioukas, and Chambers,
1998; Tushman, Anderson, and O'Reilly, 19
INE 8 FALEY % Y¥(Bruce, 1994:
Mishra and Sprietzer, 1998: Papadakis,
Lioukas, and Chambers, 1998: Waldman and
Yammarino, 1999)°l 234 94 k= A

ol
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olg9 FAU=zE, §F 2H9 AIA B4
& gatelq 7igle] Aoz F88 42 1l
4 & i dAd, A9 98§94 4%
< 23 9 A&4(Porter, 1998) Az &
Foohd E9EY gAe AsE Aot i
ol AGAL A2 ARG B4, AAF AL
T W3 APAQd Age FARGE FHYEd
A Age AF Aot dustd, A8 A
o, 1) 4943 =st £1(Singh, 1986), ¥
so] oig HuAdo] E(Papadakis, Lioukas,
and Chambers, 1998: Sharfman and Dean.
1997) A9Ae AR Y& 3l @2 e
e A%S AU 9des, 2) ol 4%E A
Y AGAEL A FUYLES W A4,
=AZA, BEe F4, MY, F4 FE e
A717] W&otk (Amabile and Conti, 1999:
Amabile et al., 1996. Anderson and West,
1998; Bidault and Cummings, 1995).

aA Al 7199 A wst € A9
o thal] oW FFE Ad? ASAA A
o|o] AYzke} WA G vlAE Gl o)
§ A7E At Wi, kAl BYAY
W3 A3 o FAE AFste AL dA @
ot A vaAd EHG AMS thAlelA L, o
£ X3 A+(Brockner, 1992: Cameron, Free-
man, and Mishra, 1991: Dewitt, Trevino,
and Mollica, 1998: Johnson, 1996: Tom-
baugh and White, 1990: Wiesenfeld, Brock-
ner, and Martin, 1999)8 ZA4¥ 3¢ 4% 4
94 91z 2PgA e, A9AY 71EAHY
A% APATIAE Fdde Fot. 83, o

s

Aol 719 B4 Folle ARNERTL &2
Agte] tid MEHY JFE Bole A= Y& §
A a2 P Ax & £ Yo Hold

feE, ol F =-29Ae WA FAol
Yol 92 vjAvke w2 tAleld 719
BAEA ¥y ¥ FYIA dve = 7
3], 73gAe] MR Aol o] HAd
nAe 9%e =AY Aoge JHE ALt
%, t@Atelgol HAld nAe FHAY FFL
BEAS HEA B0 FeTE F AolEe M
o},

7Hd 2 BRAS] MR GYL Aol H el §
Ao njXle g% 24T Ao, F,
BB M FYol REFE teAt
o]Fo] Ao v AWM YL 2
Aolt},

3284 84

4L 249 85 P& A F8E &
27 gk, A B F(IMF) 9] del3AE 29
g $elEdAE uS TR AEE Rl
28 9 A4E A%, FR) € YA 83, 785,
ZAHQA ¥ 5L MErgge] A # e ¥F
9 Zg A APstn ot oW FAHE A=
o9 A= (Aldrich, 1979: Papadakis, Liou-
kas, and Chambers, 1998: Sharma and Vre-
denburg, 1998)2, 71g9l ¥k AL #7349
7159 9%, L Ak 844 A& Wie #F
o Eisittn FAc olEF FEAHA FFL

6) & AN WAAYHL AYNSTS} o] B AR FHA Adelct. F AEE R olfe-FEsRo|-HOEE AR
FHoz BN A, F W5 U 484 2 £E40 27] fEldh
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o 71x9 SHelA HEE TRAT, WA 2
A AL HAL A 9] FTAE SolA
WA githe ARolT

$A9] wislel YAlol #AAd g ATE BE,
0] 4FAYTE A EF E AR Ued
t}(Eisenhardt and Tabriz, 1995: Hart and
Banbury, 1994: Tushman, Newman, and
Romanelli, 1997). °l& ARH 7l ¥z
Qlate] Aobdy] A 2FEY HFEFo| IUNF
ake AL gt £ 45 #34 He}
E 24 AL 3 AAEEY o, 1L
AL AP AEaP A& JAER A
A, ggg 2ARY7], dee gy 5 5
oz e B AL FAY Yool aTF
ANA @, 28 ol §FL, AA A
¥ ulg} Zo] HAE AFse 40 AL
wehy theAto| A3 Yalel e #74 9549
g g Aotk o|ZHB, ¥ 9FHY 2
Aazz sk, thEAlelAe] Hild viie ¥
AHQA 9L §79 9%l & 2AEYE 9
BAol ge 2N o IA Jehd Aol

AF/M 3-1 @ 849 JFHL thAelA]
PNo mjAe Y Y
Aok, &, 739 FFol
ZA25E gAte]Ae] F4ld
oAE A 9FL & Aol
o

879 E8A4 (Munificence) EF HAlol] A%
< vjA}, §7e FoAold 2R AFE FAIA
4 F e 39 F9S =l (Aldrich, 1979:

Castrogiovanni, 1991: Goll and Rasheed,

GBI T H30H M3E 20014 8%

c}2AI0| B (Downsizing) 0| &Alok ajxje

2E: FHU} HYH HSe =W

1997 Keats and Hitt, 1988: Sutcliffe and
Huber, 1998), ©] $84°] 4& A& 5
2% 89lo] ¥ 4 gith(Hart and Banbury,
1994). o|BHY, 4 7Iddo] &3tn e 4
ARGl g1, 8% thgstn, HEFNE
o] i, Yo dig 7137 R AAA €t
sukste, ol Y 1) AHsL AIY Ed F
8% 842 A4y 2) il Fose 4, 4
A A9 E 38 § e 7139 YAl FodHe
AdE FFEE & e 717} ddF g 37
wj o]tk (Hart and Banbury, 1994: Sutcliffe
and Huber, 1998). ¥ 0] o|& IJdME U
Fa71 A7) g o FYPEY olFo] &o], ¥
Aol Aoz g AHQ Hzte] AdReR A
1 B & A weEd fEe, gl ez 2l
g 24 YA a9 A H4%5E 839 ¥
8A40] MYEezN, A9 F84L& bAoA
o] HAld| vlxE YT 2AY Aoz 7ML
A& 5 A

A77Md 3-2 ¢ §73Y FoAL teAlelAe] 8
Aol nAe eFE 2AT A
o & @39 F8Ho KT
g TAtelol Al mlAe
R e 2 Aol

3.3 =7 84

3 7199 23320 2 7199 ¥4 3=8
ARFSE 288 247 e AL g4 479
2 FAGeH, 7RE 4% A7E T8¢ 4%
.

thEatel 719 &3] JAHE 2 F2E A
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83=ul(D’'Aunno and Sutton, 1992: Sharf-
man and Dean, 1997. Staw, Sandelans, and
Dutton, 1981), ol& FAE WA 2 23
el 89, §7], A 2 23 9 ZAE &4A
HAg & o] DAY AR S U 5 3]
o #olch(Bolton, 1993: Dewitt, 1993; Sutton
and D’Aunno, 1989: Tushman, Newman, and
Romanelli, 1997). Z13d], JALEEATY 93]
o} glo #g 43 A+ (Abbey and Dickson,
1983: Anderson and West, 1998; Hurley and
Hult, 1998: Imai, Nonaka, and Takeuchi,
1985: Scott and Bruce, 1994)lX &, 9AdH
Ago] EAsE 2AYFE HAT Ade A7 2
HE AAst gich. dubstd, ¥AstE 23 32
dre FHLES A7 deztel 21 A49 F4
7} %8t (Schoonhoven and Jelinek, 1997),
APAHQ ol FA8A 7] o}, ol At
d 7Z12% 7%, JAstd 23 (U e =
A)o] Al AT 7 S-ol& galo] LT )49
Z, 48R 8F F°] 95Ha 2] Aol
HojA A Edstd 2R YAlo] o A 4%
Bohe 7S A4%E & Y

7H 4-1 0 23 Edgke thAtel g o] HAald
tAe 9% 22T Ao F,
Thge =7t R3TF A
Aol Ao nAe AKY JEgL
g Aol

2372 5 A 320 §Yo2 3488 &
% itk A9 A7 5, 24 Yae 4B

Has

H 20 09 APl A 2HH H52
A §T BB e HFYHY FRE 5oz
3he 23N ZzEtH(Abbey and Dickson,
1983: Amabile and Conti, 1999: Amabile et
al., 1996: Bidault and Cummings, 1995
Haveman, 1993: Imai, Nonaka, and Ta-
keuchi, 1985: Schoonhoven and Jelinek,
1997). 4% wg AFHQA BFF v]FAHQ
BE2A ] Yo F83e AL, 2529 AF
% 71e9 543 U #Ho] o}, &, e5¢
o AL S¥dtn B3] o, 23o] oy
§ WstE 25w} FoHHFe e 2 A W
Heg) EAgshe e A9 ¥rbedit. ggo

Y AT AFL A48 7R BAEQ 247 7)
€9 A7) HFe] — o} A7} A E}
ddE BE A2 ¢ 53k A Bt ga
A, A 2 ¥t 33524 (Bidault and Cum-
mings, 1995), 2|2je] mto] 7ol Wslo] 3t
Agol 33T A8€E A Huok ad 343
€ olgd AL A2e FHET olle} ¢
HEo] MgHeln sHHoz BEshed 3l
Zll7t @ch(Nonaka, 1997: Wolfe, 1994). w
A FAstt & 7194 28R 4 714 vs
o ¥ilo] gojztn & 4 Y.

Aol A FAske] #A diE ATE B
9, oo A3 A7E(dAd, Amabile et al.,
1996: Bruce, 1994; Dewitt, 1993. Hurley
and Huit, 1998 Mone, Mckinley, and
Barker, 1998: Yasai-Ardekani, 1989)& t}&
AlelAo] FA3E E1 v F4E EIY. 3
gk AR (A, Bolton, 1993: Mishra and

6) a2y 4% 249 AF(AAY, Nohria and Gulati, 1996: Zaltman, Duncan, and Holbek, 1973)el- %, ¥4lo] @ald &
BE o, HFAHQY 2AFzETE 233 FHAA 728 B2 dhe 23 o] o FAHoE: F4L YT @t
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ct2Alo|H(Downsizi

Spreitzer, 1998)€ thEAleld ¥ zHFRE
thAtol g old 2A7ze 4¥L Wol W o
2o, thgAtolq 7199 2AFE wshe 3A 4
e 42 gA7)E o, 3 4 T3
3 e 2332 22E, 9534¢& AYAUY
7} 2749 T 5o Jvegd F dde H
of 2As itk "M feEle FAY FR
ZAsE ‘& gdEAbolY 7149 T3 e T
d3A gohe 943E A% £ U

ol el A7lE F 7Y =g FHE A F
g, FAge Fudd 24 B4, YAt
oAz} Yilo BAAE 2AY Aojge /M€ A
€ 7 Ut

A77H 4-2 © FAske tAlelgol Al
plAe 4%E 24% Aol
%, 343 3=t 2545 o
EAtelge] A wAE §
Bl 9% 2 Aot

3.4 ci2AolE 71 &4

22 7199 Al S A FIRE U
& ded, e TS 3=, 949 A
54 s 5 24 HHE Aa e 7190] Fst
E 454 teAolgel s, g dhte 3471100l
BENLE 280z gl 53 dAlel|A9
tHFreeman and Cameron, 1993: McKinley,
Zhao, and Rust, 2000: Robbins and Pearce,
1992). 284, ¥4 tAle|AF $54 U
Aol o] 27 HLES] Y4l A e YL
A gdzg.

YA (AN, Dewitt, Trevino, and Molli-

YOI H30A M3E 2001 84

A% Fauel 49 o ZUEY

ca, 1998: Freeman and Cameron, 1993)¢] ¢
3, 552 Aol 2372, AR, §4
¥, ortr%, 2AES T FHAAY A}
FHQ thgAlel o) v|gte] FAEA g7 wEel
ZAQA F& FFo] A Gt} A %
A9l Aol A S e 719 Wl Axst 3A
st #4989 A3 AP AdE 21 249
(Dewitt, Trevino, and Mollica, 1998: Weise-
man and Bromiley, 1996). 2¥d], A3 A7
olahd, 7ol AL F4F WHt= AT
EAHO|UME ojZ7hEsta, B4l 7Hed BRI O
3] BEEE 54 Adrh(Amabile and Conti,
1999: Cameron, Kim, and Whetten, 1987:
Sharfman and Dean, 1997). & A17} g4l
o)A & gl tig Ay dFe A9 AVt &
242 N Axe Atge FE AAHIY
(Brown and Dugid, 1996: Schoonhoven and
Jelinek, 1997). wWetA 215 7]de] thEAateld
& ARAQ 7139 thEAlel g R, AeAY &7
dM £ o, o A3 A& JAste AAXE L
3 4+ Aok £, YA SN B 9
g1 A4471900 vdtd gilg AU F e
FEE AuFez A

olgig AL A wf, chEAo|A 7Y BAL
theAle] o] YAlo] wiXe JPE 2AY Aol
Mg 228 F U

AF7H 5 ¢ theAlA 719 B4 L oAbl
o] 4o Pl 9FE 24T A
ojtt. &, thEAtlAol YAld Tl
Ae AY TS TFH At
o|q 719 itke £F4 Al
719914 o 2A veRd Relg.

807



v. ei7t Wi

4.1 ¢ B2

2 d7dMe v gL ¥4 (53] A3deE
o] T3t Jict. wEbA AFM HAF SHPAS,
2N, FF 9 WAE TAHE fv|
A 43| HaiM e 83 B 49 BEo| ¥
838t} 96\ ol ¥, 53] IMF #HelAA AL A%
2 39 fe dgke kAl 71ge] ZlskEs
o2 Z7131% old HolM Bod 92 vkl &
B3E, & QoA ARG THES A5 BYske
H 7Pt Afe A7 o] € ¢ Aok

2 A7 Azks, thEAtolAol Al plx
© 9% vm - BA] A 4B T
2o AL IFHoE R ZFEE /H A
Eolojo} dtke HE T8I AAsl, 279
3 8ol 549 olFRl dAe AYsH. EF,
ZATZ, 874, 392 54, 71948 5 OU@
WESe B vind ZAAFHo|dN tFHoz
FEW] A8l e 7199 BgE Autgoz ot
e Ad 498 Ut Jdon #dEe, xA}
HAS A7 € Z29NNF SV AF
AAT. o] F AF, Af, Fol, 3%, nvF&P
g, 5%, 71, AR, B F 22749 &5 Az
HA(FERE dAez 3o AHE 2 75
(Archival) ZAFE AA &}

AE AR 19999 10¥dAM 200003 19 A
old] AAstHedl, Ate] HukAQl Abge] s
A2 gn e 718 2 FA JYAE gdez

uz=

3o, olEdlA Az XA} YZE FHdz, &
33 AREdA HES H4dke Wy Hag
o, A7 4Ee, F 6407 A F 189714
A2, 29.5%°1%4}.

B Al R g2 7Y J9d e 3
@2 Al B4, At 9 FhA viag
A3, dd wE AARQY M9 (Systematic
Bias)& ¥2HA @ttt ?

4.2 W59 A9 g 2AMY

tt-&A}e] g (Downsizing) : thEAleld g
& GUd oA AN FEFPP|EROE,
A5H o2 A e §o8 FFAANZ Aoy g
9 (Freeman and Cameron, 1993), 2 |7}
% o] M izt Afels} Utk B A7
dMe 71ge] 239 2gA T 748 Ax
€ EHog Yihe QLG EQiHe 84 2
AHEde] EAY HAR ot

M AF(Cameron, Freeman, and Mishra,
1991: Dewitt, 1993, 1998: Freeman and
Cameron, 1993; Robbins and Pearce, 1992)
o o&w, thAle]y L 2Z(Retrenchment),
T2 %4&(Downscaling), AF¥ ¥ %4 (Down-
scoping) §& E¥F sidoltt. 1%L ARIEY
e AEY F4 glo] dAY A2FE A (FE
gdh)ake 7hEd, A4 AFs, AR, 3FA
o ¥R, 2A9F, 9% I3 34 A4, 245
&, 9% 4949 vz & d¥se A ¢
o W), FR HaE 7|E £84 $83] 9
3to] AREH S &4 glo] 14, 83 A& £

8) |7 X#d ZIdATT THHA @2 7I9FD] o8 AFH] Aol t-testE § B3k, AT (t3h=-.97, n.s), Al
3 B4 (t@t=-74, n.5) 2FAA 5 Aol folA o7t g A2 vepyith
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AL 3o o gez ARIESY &iE 7]
de £34, £94 EFHAE Eole AT ¢
o ARIEAY Zhdle AF 2 F2 AR
&, DAAS 5 A AR 4% A 8
£3}(Backward, Forward Deintegration)$ 2
< 7HR RS AR 401 Ao

E dFdMe o8 g HAE PR 3
Z18THE, 1) tEAlelFe] #¥E AToA
o] AHgstn 13, 2) AANM ThEAelY ¥
o2 714 ol Adstn gon, 3) ¥ d79 %
Atdiatel 719 AY (Group)el ozt AHE 714
olgte g AtaA-ARIGdY F4E AP
A 2 QY 4, A4 #HF T R4l
A 2Re4g APP

273& 24¢&3 Jol A (Robbins and Pearce,
1992)9] A3 WS F=z3, 97~99d Ajojd|
dojt 91y 7E, &9ul A, 4F A, A
Wz 5o FE()g)2H 239

A%9A 54 : F9AY 54 ds2e A¥4s
=9} st digh A 5& Adged, A84d
T(Papadakis, Lioukas, and Chambers, 19
98:. Sharfman and Dean, 1997: Singh,
1986) 014 AAIG WPE FRsd 1) APMIE
' 15-299 A, R of A7 2E, o
FE AF 288 F¥Ee A7 - ME B2 T
g A9 AF(1=vl$¢ 2FHoI, 5=ml¢
AZHo|t}h) &, 2) ¥l g M BIA
3 A R (1=m$ 230, 5=u% 234
g, 3% Y (1="f HFHel}, 5=vf¢ =

AFo|t}), 2L X474 7o ¥§ F=(1=A
3 &431A el 5=r§ Wol &8¢, A=
£ 71T Ao g FALe] Fo FE(1=A
3 FojakA] xgrt, 5=v% Bo] FA¥H) FL
3oz 3o AE zA.

$4 B4 : 39 M F /A F8
g FA7F AV1EY RAe, 84 JAFHE &
Aste AR obdE A FN PSR
A1 e FFEQ7Ne Relt, 28], ¥7-9
A7 (AA, Bourgeois, 1981: Tan and
Litchert, 1994)° d&td, 222 SR e
AR #Fe 1 29 AY, 3Fx, PFH
Fol FU=7] w2, AAAHA Az AHAHA RE
Fa 3A 9% deut g ol 4L ‘23
AHRES] B Y A4S AR she A
Tl ABAE 7Hths 21 Aulgidt. A, &
AE AA (R w2 EFE F ke BA
ojtt. a¥dl, 71y 3L o AF FHLAE]
B8 98 da vF BEAE] g AA2
A &3R8k o] B7Fsdtct (Tan and Litschert,
1994). @by, $3E& FAshe 2AES ARl
sk A A&AH|AYS} BT Ad. B
AfoM e oA g F kA9 71 &AL FAHE AA
§ Adeoln 87 42 3P

FAReR, ZAMPYE MY A7 (Hart and
Banbury, 1994; Keats and Hitt, 1988:
Sutcliffe and Huber, 1998:; Tan and Litschert,
1994)8 A} W€ Fadld AE8E e &
Ao 984 FE €% 9YE T 874, 4

9) &g YEXAIY 718 (Archival) ZAHE WYt 2%, 4% 718289 A4 (Y, 2K 428 + gle 3 7 89
(8. 8A BEe wA)o] Brse], AR ol AE A W& AHYT ole AR HEZRA Y8 V1824
Yg (99 7%, 939 Az 5 U4 ANOVA $4¢ Zat, #o3Q s} glke Mol 248 F2 W= 3. % 189
A BE 3 98 & dAE 1190 (12F A T00), $9uE AR A 16270 (IR dA) 2570), ASAR A
11570 (dl2kzt A 7470), Ake izt A 12770 (mloh2 44 6270) S22 debdd.

ZAYSHT M30H 3L 20014 8%
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A 715, 28x 7lE T AR=(54 AR)EA &
APa, $49 F84L 7Y AFY 78 7Y,
% gA9 E 3 B, B2 79 34 F
(53 Ax)o2H 2335

ZATFZ 54 1 ZAFZE FNde Wi &
Ao #iHg goe AT AT, 7P gurE
e 1) 4R (¢EA 183 £ A9(+3A A
23hE o¥A AEsfst=uked, o] 89 FA %
23 & %A st 2 E 2Fo] BAde A
o|th(Dewitt, 1993). +3 ¥ FFAH A&7}
245 54 2 239 "eAe AXeH, 23§
4 243}, 3AUsHE B3l A € 2 S
#%¥cHBolton, 1993: Burns and Stalker,
1987; Minzberg, 1979: Pfeffer, 1997: Yasai-
Ardekani, 1986). wetr, & AFolX AYF F
A3} FA3} 5o ¥re 54 239 723U B
€ 7% 4 de 94 g4dn B F Ut A
Hog, Fze xelotst ZHE(Nohria and
Gulati, 1996)7} 7HEd HEE Fastqd Y4FA
2o dig 74, FA, Fx} T M3 =, AN
AW, B AT WA Ax (1=vl$ 2%A &
o}, 5=vul$- 23thaX S wd A2
Aol £d3e th$2 F (Dawes, Lee. and
Dowling, 1998)¢] &% W& Fnslo, FA9
ey, A AAFrLwg 23, FA9 Aat
A A<t Bl diF EAMZ AFA Fx(1=1F
gt} 5=vf¢ Bth2H4 33

Al 719 B d@AA viYe &
54 tAlold VIdE 83 thAleld 7Ijie
2 FEIY. 553 A JIde 23 4§
(Organization Decline)o] g3l thiAtelq&
g 719E ouisiH, §%3F thrAleld e o
A1AE BF FF V1S drig. 3L v

810

U3z

#A ¥(Barker and Mone, 1994)9] %3 2§ %
@ 718 48, Al 23 FA 349 of
29 Ee 7deldol d&AHoz 29 o FaR
< A% %4 hAlolA 719 eg, a¥A e
719€ SFH thAIY 7| o2 EEA

YAl - Ao B3 o] AF dFe AT 4
3otk (Abrahamson, 1991: Anderson and
West, 1998 Bruce, 1994: Daellenbach, Mc-
Carthy, and Schoenecker, 1999: Daman-
pour, 1991: Wolfe, 1994). olE€W, E3 iy
a1 %) 3A FYL e HA A4S IR
W RAEAQ A A PHE e AL v oY
o ek HAlo] #F AFATAM S T8
AL YA i 1A et A7 ERol.

2 dFedMe gAld g @Ho] tIFielx
27eta, 1) 99 3 Fz9 #HE AXe R
(Bolton, 1993: Wolfe, 1994), A7tlA ME2&
RAeg2 4= A(Bruce, 1994: Hirschman,
1980; Kotabe and Swan, 1995: Tushman,
Anderson, and O'Reilly, 1997), d3#o] Fut
¥ Z(O’reilly and Tushman, 1997)& Hile
2 Ry Ao gditke MyATe 33 2)
B A7t 24 A ¥ 2HE ZEE dtn
Ache FE ALslo, 993 ojAd] diujg 99d
ol¥o] 53 .84t FF AF, UAFE &4
F, ARG Y & 5(1=2A #439Y, 5=
A F7HIthH 2R Hag 233

TR & 7N e, 23 7RI Al 79
& 98%E 713+ 48 A7 (Aiken and Hage,
1971: Ettlie, 1983: Hage and Aiken, 1967:
Hurley and Hult, 1998: Meyer and Goes,
1988: Mohr, 1969; Techer, 1998: Veugelers
and Cassiman, 1999)% 7QKId, 1E2& AT

HY ST H30R A32 20014 8%



. o] o, FRE A 2713 (1998-1999)A)
£ HJ3g Aol

V. 83 2

5.1 72 &4

2 a7d THE A ¥4 BYEE ]

E}**}OI’C‘}(Downsmng)Ol tl*loll ﬂl*l: o3k AN MUY wee TREY

g3l TheAlold, ZAYAte APHNIE F W3l
g A, B30 $8A4 2 A48, 23 B
9 A3 9 213 5 T WE Sk &
=2 e g slo) 8U¥A (Factor Analysis)E
ANSATY Varimax A3l FHE 89 24
< @ Az, (F DA Ee uieh 2o 1/
(Eigen Value)7} 10] d& 8%1°] 67 =&HA
t. o] 671 8UEL FHAHLE 81%9 8YUTF
EAE Aydte o2 JEsT.

(B 1) £ gigol cipt 208N (Factor Analyses) #nt

W g = 891 | 8912 | 893 | 894 | 895 | 826 | Communality
AQAe | AL g FA 107 766| .136| -.114| .020( .014 630
duMsT | AF Aol Wid B4 | -.037] .695| .155| .039| -.213| .167 584
wlo] o Ao g 4% (R) 204| 663| .294| .006| -.085| -.123 636
e AR A (7E) && 106| 615| 2301 -.123| .270| .015 531
olotje] AR A% 211| .548| .165| -.071| .443| -.102 583
z3 AT +8 783 037 .192] -.167| .205| -.073 726
9 294 22§49 $54 7251 1541 -.000| .065| .133] .023 571
° £2 A9 AMe A% | .793| .029| .178| -.201| .127| -.041 719
AI%M g9 7154 (R)| .657| .368| -.052| .078| .034| -.214 623
FESED] 169 120 -.049] .124| .056| .639 473
84 454 | oA EY A 249 & | -.055| -.058| .012| .079| -.018| .824 691
Aabal o] 2e WA 231| -.040| .150| .140| -.421| .419 450
N gRe BA3} 214| -.026| .033] -.125| .753] .120 644
328 Az 2 e 248 263| 0101 .111| -.134| .753| .095 676
A% BA 24 040| .034] .223| .019] .710| -.165 585
A 030 .123] 781 .001| .1271 .011 642
wag A G} 1761 .162| 700|053 | .122| -.123 580
= A8, A4z S Fof | .041] .170| .742| -.034| -.014| .046 585
A7 A gt 065] 372] 622! 004! .146| .092 559
NEEE -085| -.065| .034| .853| .015| .122 755
* 49 A7 -046! .003] -.231| .723| -.123| .202 635
Ak ozt -027| 015 .106| .678| -.022| -.104 483
1§ 2612 26061 2.474| 2.397| 2.319| 1.534
ﬂ’qr“(]ogﬁ‘}"' 11.356 | 11.332 | 10.755 | 10.420 | 10.083 | 6.668

10) H& Ao =99 2¥e 2% 354tk o8 £% 3 8NNt TR} @e Y 12708 AL AT BYole 23
Aol gauto] =RIsIATh

YT H30A M3 20014 8
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(B 1A B bis} o] gAlelq, 3¢
F84, 323, 283 FY ¥FE 3= ¥
EEL EF AHFoz Fod A FAHY
3, 8% HAFH(Factor Loadings), &F¥A
A (Communality) 5% ¥z24 & a3d, 7
GAte] APz Wslo] g MNPAL FYF
Aol AAHAY. ol2F e 794 A
Azxel AYate dste] digd MNP 33l
UM FAMdo] & on@tt. FtHez F
F7r9] ¥4 (Convergence) S ZAIR A3, 3
£nl3t &9 (Cronbach ) & (.788)¢] A1, &
# AS(.537) EF 2A e, old] e F
HEE Fete] HYgzte Wst AP e P93
Aok, I, #A B Ao WA
AEE 2Hste T4 89 AR, FEIA F
o] tha ¥A Jehdt. add, $739 4F4E
233 MSER] WE dB34E AR 2

U=

Ay R MF BE AAT A5 28t
@3 o] 333 Fedte Aoz UgRH. ol
2l 2% FAdM e o] F4E Addn €39
dolx, ‘AEY F EAY & 7 20 2EUS
AR

OS2, & A7 AMSE W WA g8
< A8 2 23, A8t 9% e 849 ¥
840] 788, FArt 732, XA A
7t 744, B4R Mg Aol 768 2= H]
3 EA dEga, 49 4¥4e 50322
ozt @Al Ve

(B )¢ & 47 8 74 95E9 7€
FAZS ArER BBEAE v A,
Al L A2 YA £ fAF Zad
A7 e Aoz ueyd. EF, gAY
A9 Wzt AgY, 889 T8, I4E F
Id= f9 FAF FBBA e Aoz vepd

(B 2) & o70ll TYE F2 HS-Ee| 71284

L g BFHA} 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1. AR (44) 6626.70 19963.30

2. thAlol1A (58) 3.35 1.79 .05

3. A9A AP (5%) 3.15 70 -.01 -.14"

4. 8739 84 (5%) 3.40 73 -.01-.19* .37*

5. 8739 9%4 (53) 3.20 78 .03 .23**-01 -17T*

6. 343 (54) 3.44 16 .06-.20* -.11  .29** -.06

7. £43 (5%) 3.13 68 .09-05 .49** 26 -.02 .23*

8. tAteld 719l &A4° .38 49 -.04 42**-23**-23"* .11 -.15* -.15*

9. Y41 (54) 3.10 .66 .03 -.30** .33** .33** -05 .17 .23**-.27**
N = 189
2 3% 714 =0, 48 71d=1

*p (.10

*p(.05

**p (.01

11) 671 ¥4te] E94E 437l 918 Fed - ¥4 (Within And Between Analysis) € @ 83}, Eglo] 2% 1.0 o3} 4
gt 2¢ £398 F 3 (Corrected F-tests) & & 23, ¥4+ 25 FAAER #9314 4sid. wepd Aee =343 33

o] AR 8 2471 goda & 5 ik
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CHRAIOIE(Downsizing) 0] BAloll olxlE A% Fane MU @S xFad

(E 3) YAIN &HEA (Hierarchical Regression Analyses) @2la
o o =g 29 JEFE Ay
N e¥] =d2 9¥3 ¥4 ©8¥5 ©€5 2¥7  ©y8

124 (BA/5%)

Ak .04 02 .02 .01 .20 01 02 01
thgAto] A -31*  -17*  -.36 -73* 0 -29 -56* -.35 -.01
294 (23)

AGA AR A 14T 06 S E: AN U SRS VA V- 13
B739 F84 .19° 19 -.03 .19 .20* .19* .19
739 454 07 .07 .06 .02 .06 .07 .06

438 .07 .04 .04 .04 -.15 04 .04
233 .09 .06 .06 .06 .05 -.02 .06
oAl 719 54 -.15" -.15" -14" -.15" -.16* -.15" .19

394 (B3FE)
ch&Abo] A X

732 MR A .20
2739 84 577
279 9454 .14

343} 41
a3} .19

thgAatel A 713 B4 -.46*
4R? .13 .00 .02 .00 01 .00 .03
AF 3.87** 3 314" 11 2.03 29 4.70*

AX 289 R .09 .22 22 24 .22 23 22 .25
44 ¥ R? .08 .18 17 19 17 18 17 20
AN YUY F 773%  4.08*  4.45*  4.83** 441 449" 440" 507

AHE (2.149) (8. 141) (9, 140) (9, 140) (9. 140) (9. 140) (9, 140) (9. 140)

a 48X (Entries)e ¥%549 e}l (Beta) k.

++ p <.15

+p (.10

*p .05

*p (.01
o} ol W A FH0 AYAE EAE 23, 4 ol TN} 2E 23L& dAIAL A &
o] Fo 23 52 gRAOAL A FETe  EUE AL Ui, F, 7 45 (Bl
AL Ea7% . hAlolge] BAsS A A 7Y B thAllAR EY Rl ¥R
g9 A7 Yoke AL o 99l AFd,  AJ e Ao JElgEed, ol $EEY ¥t
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AQ A4} At

a3 e} ¥ge] FAE B9, 4L Z9A
o ¥zt A, A9 F8A, JAEAY 2
g, 43l A= EQ KT AEBAL, V14
HE (EA1A 719 54) e A foF 4
#A7E e Aoz Jebstth add, Az A
dAte] WAd, B4 FLA, £d3 714
5 59 #Ae +HEY AT €X3 UL
U, Fztele] #Ale 9uEQ Ae (A,
Bolton, 1993: Dewitt, 1993: Burns and
Stalker, 1987. Staw, Sandelands, and
Dutton, 1981: Sutton and D’Aunno, 1989:
Yasai-Ardekani, 1989)¢} “dultsled], 4% &
F(Nohria and Gulati, 1996: Zaltman,
Duncan, and Holbek, 1973)& &a3}d] 7|xt
g 239 4T #Art A& FA¥de A2
AR}, wEky, HA F2Aste] @A did
2 d7e 23 gl it 14 AgS
Foiz B F glow, Yo} ol A dF F
7HEQ AT 23 F&stn Ut

5.2 71d HH

Mol HAE A3 HAA HAERA(Hier-
archical Regression Analyses)& AAl3I%tt.
4 e, BANS A 5P oy
AelAE 19AZ Fojdan, 2AATES 294
2, 233 38 (23PE 3GARE 3o
Ye g 9y

nEFge FH7k2 sl oA (Muticollin-
earity) ¥A7t A7|sHe AL BA] A3, 28
- B% BE7) Aol EPAFEL F PR 348
(Centering) N1 ZAtHAiken and West, 1991). o]&

814

e

§ ZXNE A Fo dFFH 38X (Tolerance
Scores), ¥AHEI84(Variance Inflation Fac-
tor), Z&8A4*(Condition Indexes) ¢ 2% &
ZR 53N 3-8 A9 25 8/ BY 2R
A FS5 9 35AEe 5 RE wgee O3y
A BAEe fle Aoz JE

(F 3 944 3ALX g #AIF Aojr},
(B 39 BY1e JA& 71E ¥4 (Criterion
Variable) 2 31, A4 ¥4l 24t S8R
Aol A& A4 (Predictor Variables) 2
Z 39 43 Adjo|t}, Holr Be vk} Zo|
Aol AL Hald tidte £ {FAF FF(L
=-31, p (0¥ vAE Aoz Yeiyd, v
Atol Aol Halo] £l FF FFE rlFthe AL
Aeigro] Agate) Mgy, #7349 T84,
e A%A, F43, Bd3 d:AA 7Y
EA(HE/44) ¥ 2AAFE A1 23 204
= 439A Jdehdm i =-.17, p {.05). @
ZA thEAlel AL HAE dAE Aolgke 7M1
€ B 43 AAH a8 £ Sl
add, dAjely Wee 239 HAE 9%
ol3} ol MHEz] Rdle Aoz Jelgd. o&
Z Aol YA FAld) g ATe A9
2] ge e} ¥4, olEHE AHH ¥y o
&2 12F sl o] FoA ok Egth. oY
T F5 2Y24M ul2 FHo| sHed, EelA
B il o], ogAldA ZFWSE Frleo
243 A7, AARY e AgFHo| 13% ApEA
ez ke Aoz JEWTHJF=3.87, p
<.01). €8 olg% e, B AN A
ZAAFE (B 849 T84 dgAlA 7Y
54)0l 23 HAg skl gloA s F8
g 219 guisir|x it FAAoR 7 ¥g
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ch2A10|E (Downsizing)0l #Alol oixlE= Y8 FAUY YYFH ¢ =FPHY

o] Yalo] v FFL ANEA A9 F2  BAC vA e 2AEAE BAH] Q¢ AU, B
A(F=.19, p <053 AL WIAFA(F oM B uis} Zo] §79] F/AJL T 23R
=.14, p (15)& F #AF AFo|, thEAle]  HE vjA e ASR YN & thAbolA 3 &
A NY BA(F=-.15 p<10) &9 FoF A F-AH nIFY 3H A+(Regression
dato] QlE Ao eyttt whdd 879 9%  Coefficient) & FEIHSHAT) S F39 wiojod
A, 243, a8 5o ¥sE dadge g3 & A foAol dem(8 =57, p <.10), thEAlel A3}
o8 JgL vXA Rahe Aoz YENT B T84 3L KAY A9Y FHE 7Y
23 3-8& A9A W3l AP (2Y 3), #4  FE Ao UeHIR'=.02, 4F= 3.14, p
o £84(2Y 4), 79 454 (2F 5), 43 (10). ©|8g e §749 F8A| thEAleld
(23 6), £d3H=RY 7), bAoA 71H B4 o] Ao v 9IS 2P A& 9n g
(23 8) ¥ ¥4E9 24 ARE YU 9t a4 mvel Wy $7 FaAe AAY
AAA AN L 3 dAE BAG Aol of o3 kAol AT il FAE F ¢ Ux
AR JHd 28 AR 4T 2¥ 30M, o A AAE) Adt (2 13 Zo] AFENE 3}
Aol AT AGA MG n5ge FHHer At o o, 3 FLATH thA|AY FEH
folg Aud e AFeA] Fale Aoz eyt ) HTe 7|z 3 EFHAH(Standard
(JRP= .00, 4JF=.36, n.s.). WA £ Q74 Deviation)® - THEEM FEHc A3+ ¢
A 74 28 AASH 2 3UA gt 7F oA AP E tE, 1) AL thEAteld
23 4% 3739 F840] thEAlelAH Hale 9] ¢Fo] ¥ETTE, B T8O ¥I5rH ¥

(3 1) ck2Alo|Zn B E@A AFAR| Hil jxle Y

3.4
e
327
3.2
_ & 307 —_— Ry D
vl s . - . =EQM K
o Y
[y
»
DS
2.8 .
AERPYH
2.6
X 1l
CIR A0 A

a THEAlol R, 849 WiEe BT 71Eo2 3o ERAen, g2y e P9 F=& BN

2T H30A M3% 2001 88 815



Hays

(38 2) ci2Alolgnt ch2AlolE 7|9 &de] A2Xtgo| YAl 0|kl Iy

3.3

2.7

2.5

— 380y
-~=3&0 Y

[J]

Ct2 At0l &

P oAl Hife BHE Z1ELR 3 ERAeH, adZe) ke ¥ild FEE FAF

A Aoz ez, 2) 71€7] ¥4 A, @
739 T840 2 W(R=.18, n.s.)Et} §79
T840 @& W(R= .44, p (.01) 7|1&¥8+U ¥
Ao i thAtel o] FRYy o] AdH o
& Aoz eyt oA 7H 3-2& & A3
A A= Qlokn E 4 ok

7Hd 3-1& @79 d%A4L thAtolAe] Hal
Jd mlRle 9L 2AITE ot ad¥H, B
5ol B uis}h Zo] B Ao e 49 9
TAL fFo3 2¥at gl Aoz JEgY
(JRP=.00, 4F=.11, ns.). 8, 28 6& ¥
A3le], 2372 EAsle] 2FEHE B ¢
A, oy BE nis} Zo| F43}s} o
Nl A(JRP= .01, 4F=2.03, n.s.), A3
AL A (JRP=.00, JF=.29, n.s) 59 =m
T FAF ¥ gle Aoz eyt ¢
ghA 7P 3-18 ohiel 7Md 4-1, 7 42 F
< 2 AN AAHA ggotn £ 5 3o

816

2y 8 Aol 7Y B4, & 54 A
o|Z(HH) 7Idoluk oMW FFH thEAle|A(H
) 719901ukoll whelr] the-Ale] o] Halo ulx]&
Fato] EAE BN ot} EAM BE v
Zo] Al 71 BAL f93 2HEAHE v
Ae ALR JEsY. &, tAle] Q3 ohgAle]
A 71 54 n3ge gald dig A9 AP 9
ggo] glonj(F=-.46, p {.05), § ¥+9 F7}
2 A9Y £ folaA F7tste Aoz Jeikt
(JR'=.03, JF=4.70, p <.05). &g 237
€9 U3 2HanE My gAds] 3
o, f9l 874 F84 B+ A=, AREY
< &9 1 A, (3¥ 2)6A BE big} o)
AAZL 7N 3 EE g2, 1) gale gt
ol FFol oA HEHIIUY 1 0 FojAle
Aoz Y, 2) 71871 ¥4 A3, dAold
o] YAlol mXe FHAHQ 92 F4H 714
o] Y3l FFAY Al (R=.05, n.s.) Bt

AT H30H M3E 200144 8%



g7l ke FFAA thAIF(R= .34,
p <ODCIM pEHR & Aoz eyt w
A, 35 71949 thAteld L& B4 7149 teAlel
AR YA¢ o A dAse 8oz HEE A
ojghe 7Md 5t & A7dA A1 Yo &+
At

VI. g7 Zaie EE

Edie J2 £9 Bt UYFer 34 &
A1 Qe Aol tdez F dYel §
Ao plAE P BN 2 RFAG
WA, thgAto| o] Hald] e G| hF &
A 2 AAY 90| dsithe A& At o
$atol o] YAld mAe AP e B
A3, teAto|A L Ao A9 fo3t dFol U
E Aoz Uyt E3, thatelFe] Hild
o)X 4 AR 23, 84, hAeld 7
d BA T AZA 894 o3 z23E olge
Mg dAstn a2 9% BMsiac. o 23
#49 F8A43 geAleld 71d 54 #FF
2AaH-F82¢ 74 de JIgET A9
749 e 24, a2zl A 7I9EG HE
7199 theAtelRo] o ZA HAE A7t Sln
@79 954, 38 dAEARY] 23§ =
A4 a3t ge Ao Jeyt odAe ol
3 A7 Ay} gelshe uieh A7 o 2 A
A, v A7 W 5ol distq AHEY.

6.1 g7 #nio| g

Z Y ®30A M3E 20014 89

CHRAIOIE (Downsizing)0] WAlO) Ofxj &% Fane 4EY ¢ AN

HA, Aol Hilo A9 FojF FY¥L
e Aoz Jeed, o 23 Y9A49
st AA S&olzke T /9 F8 843H
Aol A HAlo BAE Aushs & 479
718 2¥o| glgdithe A& AlAMGTE glM &
HE ule} o], Aol L FoART 27 Jo
A9, B3 ¥ 23 doAAdY 75 53
2 PH(Freeman and Cameron, 1993). th¢
Aol oz Qldle] Hale] Ego] He 23 99
Aol ZAdAR, ol 2F FeHoln 2
Q g52 Y37 208 2y & 3
th %], AEA ZHAAM AL, K]
oae) zgow itz B4 EF9 F7HE JIA
& Aolgle FFEAS(AAU, Bolton, 1993:
Levinthal, 1996: Mone, McKinley, and
Barker, 1998)9 F4ze g2, HyHo|n ¥
oAl Aakst ANE Al AojFo] FFA
o2g A %S A3a Sl B F 4
o}, o]9jof thEFAtolg oz st A HEYO|
A £450] Hald Bag x4 Ff EIF A
2 dojur ¥gdthe F5T 7hesitt.

B4, 8§79 F84e thAelAo] ald v
Ae e 2P, T2 #49 e 7
A5} 2t @4 Sle V1Y BF, tAlAe
< o Yilo] ojale Aoz Yyttt 14|
Aol Yol wE e A3t Fre FLEE
Ao £ 71dEg Aug §Ad &3 7|
A AR g Aoz Jeigt 4% A4S 9
Aol Gre Aurgt B2 Halo] E BAo] F8
g 870 vzl A7) g HAFVIE L3t
E 3% Adzes vin £ & o mEA,
olgig ¥alo] dig #¢ ule] AtelRez
A 23 Jozgle 22, HA 9% T 2

817



gslo] Ao AE 2Ydvin & & Ut €
7, ¥88¢ 4L 2 AFdAd e e
ouiate, et 3L A5 e HH714 3l
£ AgE =g B A7 2de 4374 9
Fahe 714e Yald vieE § Ads $9E
Fax, 4471 = HdH7)d &£ VYL AE
EAE 7utez s v 899 AgE PRIt
¥e (Porter, 1998)9 F%4< #PHo= AA
e A7z .

AF, thEAlol Aol Bald X AR ¥
& 7199 4% wetd dad, FIdEde
HE7149 thEatel o] o AstA JA& At
£ Aoz Jeiygtt od Ade AEVdL, 1)
oju] Ao Wag AYS I P4 LAY
Ag)H EYo] S 23 Yozl A FiHn
A7 A goldl AeelAM (Cameron, Kim,
and Whetten, 1987. Freeman and Cameron,
1993: Sharfman and Dean, 1997), 2) th&At
olq Yoz 27 Yozl &det A 50l
< Az, dazoz FoHolm =AAQ EF
o] A %A & & A 53] HHF &
W3l #Asd APAF(Amabile and Conti,
1999: Brockner, 1992: Cameron, Freeman,
and Mishra, 1991: Dewitt, Trevino, and
Mollica, 1998: Freeman and Cameron,
1993)€, HE7199 dAtelAL AR, BAY
4 dAAE, 2AE3 B9 FAHT W%E T
37] g2 Aeld §%o] FRAY JdEg ¥
A adke 3¢ ARG =F, ol A= &
Ao 23¢ 7194 1 FAE HFA3] A%A d
22 Ag %52 AF¥d e e EAE(Bolton,
1993: Lant and Mezias, 1992: Lant,
Milliken, and Batra, 1992: Ketchen and

818

U=

Palmer, 1999: Stikin and Weingart, 1995)
o] F4L& APE APl HEE & Ude Aol
E FEx 7FeA

vprlgto 2 7oAt ¥zt A, #A4e dF
A, 2FFF 59 EA4L tAllAH il &
A 2HEN}L gleolz BFdtn 849 F8
A, Al 71 54 §& AW o
£ A7y Age, 23 ALY i A
A& 2HE FFo] thAlo|Ao] Yo v
dFE BN B d79 7E =27} gdite
A& A i ERANA F3 Ut

6.2 g2 22|

E d7e 71&8Y dAlelel #F A7t Bk
g oAl AT Al AA'E IFHoE A
oz thEAtele e A7 NS T3
the ojo¥ut opet, thEAtolAR Ao #A
g zAske ASFES ANTEZA AFTHA
AMNE kAl P9 FAC o #HE
E8Y + sl drlElE AFPde d9E Ad
o 879 $84, thEAlel VI B4 § 2
o] EAJo] wpelr] thAle] Qo] H4ld vlX]
£ 90| g 4 Avke Zo] & A7 F8
g 279d, olelg do ugE F & 479
A 2de 71& Aol 2 gald g 7
€ AYBA Aol & 5 3o

AF7HA Aol A A AFAA ThEAlo]
A Ao Ae FdHoz FHNEAG. 2
AL thgAlo[ A it AL3A Balol A AA
(Budros, 1997) 4l A& %l g £4
& FYE 439 97 AVl dAUSG 29F
of thAlel A& £ PR ofz} Al

Z AT 530 &32E 20014 8%



Z718 7HAE Relghe ool BuR7] HEol
th. olgg #AL wz2Y2 IAYH, ERP,
A%A, dA, TQM T 2L 4o 2 39
Yoz 22 HLH e, AL g
€ dAgchs & 979 Ade, FF ol 29
#Y5o] FeAo F ABHY APEE Ut
€ B2E ATdte 9ok Ado.

g 9712 Al FAFF (IMF) A3t
Eo7HA € 979 Y] oA, $2] ydN o
AL B = Yol adH, FAF
3718 (IMF) Agtd] 803t 9843 % g 4
e thEAtel Yol g 2o FiHm gl
o & d7E o8 3718 EHE thEAleld
o] Yo nlxle FFE Ux YA A £ 9
Ak, &, B A7 FA dAA AHE EX3
€ 2 239 dEAtelAd dig I A&
(e BES 5 AAHY 4FENY
2 ZogHte 99E Ado

A 2 vt Vgl e AFA A
glo] thatelAo] A &= glch. o A
71284 gA AL A% g, AR H2 2
zdstst A M FoE B 842 FAY
YA'E dAlske 29002 &, V1Y ATIAHQ
2AY A Bx & F Yde Aol ¥ 79
Aol wetd & A9 dde, oY o
Aol & AR JIEdAE APFAHLE R g
A Qe AP F de V¥ ATIAL,
3 Aol P e AR AR 28 7YgEdAE
T B TYoz A BAYE A Ba¥ ¢
gt 718E AFYE Reold. EF, EHHo|1=
A71AQ 3 AFo] F8F ol72 FHE WY,
S, AMANDA T JEENAE £ A
g AZE Fojnh

-3
TTL

=3

)
[e]

-

Z YT M302 ®32 20014 8%

CH2AI0IE (Downsizing) 0l Hdo| olxl= Y& T} Y4 w4 xJan

2 dFe #2323 182 1 1ilde 34
oA F8¢ AL AFt. & 47 EHe
A F3o] 34 FU thAolA =7t HA §
2l AAY 371420 A 9 R ugFHdvt
g F3ol A TEY. 2 849 BAAMY
A1 e AL #A AYAAS - 7
A fxol A& 2 FA nAAQ HHE
Afoted fE83 AgdsE AT, YR =
Aol 719 & 7197HEntrepreneurship)%4l
< A NEY0] Atk Aol & AT AR
o}, olu] W2 o]&(Agency Theory)e F%3}
€ HAkEo] Ak bt ARl AYAEL 71EH
o2 ¥ IYse ¥ Zn W] W,
2 4 glon HAude vg AL § ol&2
FraEe B718 /M2 Aolth wEhd, R
Aol Eele A9AEY ol sy
d PFE B ¥A4AY 7Meiol At BIAZT
< 7199 gdAelAE Eejdhe e AFE 7]
ok AV F 8L Pu iges 7YY g
Alo] Z+A2EHA] = S REAE M= uid
glof & Zlo|t}.

6.3 72| 8| 3 ojf =tofl ChEt Ao

o] AFE flolM AZIE AT7H, AFH 99
= E78ta o8 71 FAE Ad

B d7e ZAA 719 B9 HEES o
AE zPou 71RH o Y A7 84
< #HEZ 331 Yt ggAlo|Ao] YA mlAje
de dustA 243l AMe 1 7TE F
1 BMse o] gasith mEld theatelAe]
Yol viAe FHE Mo E ENste 59
7 HuEr)E Jdggc. £3 #ZR(Variance)
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o 7I%E F3 oAl Yo #AE B4
te £ d7she 2, dAlldR g4 @A
€ F 0 A33os 498 & Je =Y, o|&H
A tAleld 719 FHdEd FY 2E oA
UEs d33es F43ke 7= W% Avlsle
Z]e] 8 Ao,

2 47 4% 71824 dzds EFdtn
SEAEY Y4 &3t e WAE A
o 3%7] " £ A7 24 e Al -
A2 S4d A3 AAHoR REFE TMede
WESL o m2by & d7olM dehd 4 |
FEY Wie AAEYE AFHAY F2 HE
g 7FsAd€ drteAl AYx Qi olEHY, B
dFdNe 849 9484, 237, 2949 §
A F dFe 48 24 AHE vAA Re
Aoz veiged, AW o2y Aie, oE
Ao g £ @79 F4o] AUAA AYP
€ Ao 7AsteA T BEa. welr olg Wye
A€ Adz dgdte ARES Addd oA
g o]g WsrEe 2PAAE HFde FEAT
= w27)E 7@t

AR, BE FAolt. & ATdMe 279 A
AL TN 33714 A7 ddez g
T olE 71 dAZ ¢FAJA AR A9E &
Hata glS ¥vt ohig o dolMx A9E 7
F3ta k. mEA ol fRfFel & AdE
ez @ £ 479 23E dishle de
BE 12 dxn Yo A 729 383 7|
4< dgez ¢ A7t Anad Jdqdn

2 d7dA, Aze ool g oA
e 718 vAYEeR 23 Joge] Zie
A2A 958 ASHY. 239, fele 99
Aol FE4E, A8A 0% HLFE Ao

ol

820

Uz%

Frteherl?ehe 9449 J8¢ AVE & Yo
olZ|g olEd uisld 2o} Z}E](Nohria
and Gulati, 1996) 23 Jox3 ale #
Ae FAHelzhs A+ ZFE UEstth AT
°|g9 ATE o= Fxe 23 JAqziF HF
%] AL A= A $2A7} U 8
& AAEA R Aok e, B dFE ¥
gate 71Ee] A7 R RE A £29Y 2
A gL HA 1% A8 F e g
Aol el i Ee ml A7 Holg

upAjgte 2 ohAlel A Eale] FAC oI
€ @77 B 2Y A A Yold, Wiz, A8
Al, ¥4}, o224, ERP 5 #4Hge] 2 79
PEo| FEA4E APES = 72 oo 71
gk e Jtelx 23E ol #APSy UL
ATe FALR nYsiAYSY 1 Yrle d3E &
o olfrsh, E§jo] AR Aol vl 9 B
o MFHUG. welky, B A7E AV, BAH
olfrEt ol AtHA HBA HRee EHow
EE SlE ol AYBAEE Yoz s,
olgo] HAd mAe JFE IFHoE BMse
& A7t fw2r1E Ziddd.

&1EH

Ho

AT, o]9d (199), d3AY & =Y, N ¥
ARy,
AZBF (2000), “23 qf-(Organzational slack)7t H4lo]
nAE 48, B3P YEE st ¢E
2%,
HEg, 4% 19), V199 AE 2 A% YA
24 29", AA=EHAR 5(1), 123-163.
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Main effects and Moderators
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Abstract

Although ‘downsizing' has become a watchword, little empirical work has been done on
examining the effect of downsizing on organization’s innovation. Invoking organizational
slack and threat-rigidity effects framework, I examined the direct impact of downsizing on
innovation, and moderating role of the situational variables on relationship between
downsizing and innovation, using data from 189 listed companies in Korea. The results
demonstrate that downsizing does in fact interfere with an organization's innovation. Also,
environmental munificence and corporate characteristics were found to moderate the
relationship between downsizing and innovation. The implications for management practice
are derived and directions for future research suggested.

Key Words: Downsizing, Innovation, Organizational Slack, Threat-Rigidity Effects.
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