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AH|AEL AT PujdA HAoA AT EAL BE 714, 7199 94, HA= 7K § O 8L 2@
719 7 AAo] NG BANNE B3] AF e a2 98 7ol diF Ao oEF BI=E dEse &
H)ASe) Aol 71gde] BE 2 Age] F8 AR FANAT. ¥R AFS WE 79 A F 9leA, B
A= oA 39HR] 5 AE o|de] T xNE gt HIeE 7199 A¥H AU (Corporate Social
Responsibility: CSR) &%°| 4¥|ARE0] 223k 7199 $a¢ 784 7IX2 Z=xHn .

CSR3} #EE 7|1& A7EL 72 8% 5719 AL &84 T3] AMAEe] gL AuEsit 1Ry £
A7E AuAF AA2 CSREZY F71d dia £ o sl YA Aoz e CSRES F719 Ui AUS
AR AR o|s|TAA AGA, A7 YA Ao PRI Az} Ao Au|AES] CSRAA nAlE 9%
2 Auugith T3 CSREFS AL 7/IQTYA, 71dHR, A5, FAE ¢ FHes} 2L LAl HelF, 3%
A whgo) ojd gL nAErtE AT FAY 2H)A 2008 e HERALE e AT 23 719l
TRA S $718 7R AA AYBFS Stk Ade] Av|zle] CSREF A7 3BAU 9%E vAE A
o2 yepgoy} 1 9o AAES AA olsi@AA AH, A71EHA AU CSREF A Fog 9% vlA
A @ Ao Jepdth aelm CSREEY AL 715U E A 799, A3, FAE £ Pz 353
ol 93e njAE Ao Yehdth £ A7E A4 2uAE ddes £33 d7EA AHAe AdS dadAez
FRIAA A, ALA, olATAA AFA, A7 EAA A)s CSR A7l A&srke Ao CSREF A7l
tjokgt Au|al ¥k )X S EHAc 2 Augite d 99E /R A7 ZFE vigeR 7|} A=A
se 7199 aIY AL 8IS Y8l A&H o2 CSRESS Aok 8l o9} FAlo] LH|AFE] CSRE
52 7AGA Aglog AAF uf A8 T IHAHQ CSREFY AZH 427, P54 WES olEopd
% oltke Aol F2aj] oo A AGALES Fdsiof & Aojrt.

FA0l: 71glel A4 AYBE, aHA AL, A7 719F9A, 7199R, A3, FHE, FRdE
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|.ME HlA] B4 o] Bojuj7] 4 e 2A CSR &
B9 84S Q4dta 7197499 €54

&5F72 AT 253 dEd &, 84, 28, A

259 7199 AlA AU(CSR) 852 71972 3 8A T d¢d ¥He CSREF A54o=

de] A9z HFHT Aok B /IYEL & FFaz Aok 20099 A=ABAAARE S} AN
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* o] =E& 201045 A5ugha ATl ot A7HAE
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‘%2749 ¥3 ¢ CSR 3 Ae) A9 A3}
029, F 95%9 71950l &eB9ERS Ei
dla S 9nse AYse § oA #d
g A2EE AgAY 452 e AL v
woh =3 oladAge] A£%S A BB &
9, A&7FsRaA U3t 5o =8E 71&0lx 3
o8, o 70%9] 719E°] CSR AFFAE 9
she Aoz Yt ol CSRe| ti@ ola 2
Aol 837} s Aol wet B2 71dEel AAA
2Agold FgAe] CSR F2A4Y S wgsiz 3l
ouj 7|19 392 £ CSRY oA dial 24
Fela 98-S HAFTHAZAAAAFE, 2009).

A7 CSRE%F #d 7]1& A7EL CSREF
o] {37149 olvlx & MAAII 7IH7AE S
23719, 2H|Ae] A F] A H, Foiee
2 aAFHT FAAA 9FE VA A E 2
B¢tH(Brown and Dacin, 1997: Sen and
Bhattacharya, 2004: Forehand and Grier,
2003: H&Y, o|zA, FFA, 2009). =¥ CSR
852 FA9H 7199 LA 3HAY ¥
o) 12, 244 = A7} ol&e] LA
2. o184, 2010), FAA FHLYA FAAESAA
CSREEL ¥%9 A3 (signal) 48T Fo2H
FAAES 787]1% FH(Turban and Greening,
1996). @t CSREFLS Avzsd B
2339 CSRAAE A&ste AL EE2 719 W
HAogr IAHQ 9FE A Ao A
F i,

g4, ARA, A A, €748 AL T 49
M4So| AH|AE9 CSREF Aol 43S 1A
£ Aoz 98 Fh(Becker-Olsen et al., 2006:
Ellen et al., 2006: &2, A4, 2007). &8]&
2 3loF CSR¥E $718 FEIES: U=e
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ST

ALY 7382 FAs}A 712 dFEL URE F
718 %3 e.g., A1YAF vs. A o] A F
TE eRIAE vs. A7IAE) A APATE 73
3t tHEllen et al., 2006). 22 @4 33t
A 2z AL 9% H3ea q3E + IS
JE EFdn AFAAE g8 2HA=9] CSRe
3 A4S $33A2] 23 CSREFY F71 A
Ao Ui A7Ae uf$- AdHoT. AA=2
CSRE%l AFAQ 719 A fdx 2HAE o
Aoz &g By ARE 2R Rk A8
< Slth 719E0] AAke) CSRES 439 i3l A
FUAolA sted AdFAY AFAA AfUA0l
A B5L A g% = U deA 71
& 2H|A7} CSRESS 334oE A +
T2 fx3te Ao Fodt. 7|E 475 93t
A ol AAAES] AU Q%L FE CSREF
o] 5710 thg A 1 Aol i F1jo] o3
43k2 w2 4 9lch(Bhattacharya et al., 2009).

B AFE CSREF 5719 did 2 AYS
Az st CSREF Azt vAe o
&2 paagct, £3 CSREE Azt A%z 7|
AEYA, 7199, Ag, 14 FAE 9 FHAYE
£ AAste CSREF 7] AYe] CSREF A4
< 72 dle 71gE #AG v g A
23, P54 o oy YL A AE
Amugit, nlAgte s B A7 ARE EY=
CSRZ%9| 719 did ALle] A4 CSRAH
2 7S F USS FAstn FF Ao Ui A
A g 71de] FdAES AT A7H NS A
39t

Ao a1 M2E 20124 48



7lede) AbajE| sfolgsol chgt Auixtel el xj2t J2|1 wkg

e O R

IIl. 012 iZ ¥ 71d o3

2.1 CSRES1} 28|xte] #el

A (Attribution)& | FAfo] PSS o
1 99E FEdke A2 visty A3 g
e 52 e A o] E(Attribution Theory)
< AAle AS T ofye} g RopollA &
493 . Kelly(1972)& A |8 AHEE
o] ojgA A=A d92 stn AR %A U
ekl B o] olgtx Ao, Azto] A%
Aoy g5 435 Fu 99< 45 33
o] A FHFoln 1 HFE AA A8y ¢goly
B=7t 283 4 3. Heider(1958)= ¢1zto]
Ug9 =gAoln TR WHos 4% 52 9
9lo) Ao & 4AE FEIThn YIAN 49
o FEHH S 59, 5719 22 /YA 844 9
& Uy AL 33%A sS4 2L 8§43 849
g 93 AUz T AYsiHtt. Weiner
(1994)& Heider(1958)¢ 4+& 2¢AAA AY
o AUA 40| AA w3 o dFS 1|
 Aed, AL AR Y, =¥, T4 Bl
&, 223 & o 7k 84 7k A9 94
< F&s dda 4394 o F F¥L vuA
A &A1 i1 FAlstl A e vk =FH L
g AolA Rsta Wzt 7heAe] Ex MUY
FAse lon A dolee v mA A &HolH
g Aot Qe FAlstel YA B B A
£Ao| A} g Aelx] Ratx Q12 FAlst 3
A gE Aoz B3 o]HY v 84 ¥
27 (locus), e84 (stability), 283 §A7}s
A3 (controllability) e ZHellA A2 Aoldta )

AU q41A H2E 20124 44

S B T T T P —

Qo] oG A A sheAld wet HelF, PFA u
€ £ geixittn Bolth. Weiner(1985) € AHE
go| d71A Zg 3ol FFHQ Ao A
€ 53] U4 Alwrt $Z43c|n A@H o FE
34 €dxz F33o. Hibbard et al.(2001)¢]
AFdM e el A PFo| BAd F3
A 92 v 35 21 Bl 93 HHE B
2 e B59 A waly 1 whgo] gl
A Add, 271 A4, aeja 9% 874 7k
Yol 9202 oo FeA o we} ¥hgo] g2al
e 2 BAFUY. o9 Zo] AU fdd 7]
Fo 98 £72 + 3 AUH Alze Azt F
A g, 22n g5 ¥ A RS ¢+
ot

CSRE%Y 5719 #¥F A& BA g%y
F2 7140 AEA AUEFS YA e Tl A7
A wep 2v[Re] Q140 Gelite WEges
ATFEo] 85 $trH(Klein and Dawar, 2004:
Becker-Olsen et al., 2006: Ellen et al.,
2006). =2tM CSRY| &71% A4 CSRe| £3 0
ope}t &H|z7} Q14 gk F71E ¥ FE53of
& AL AEEo] 714°] 3% CSREFS 1
2 Polsol Zo| ol o|h 9| F7| & sjotet
71 f8 8 3 & ARG Holg. 1 o)fe
28 AEL 7190 AL A Boe d A
o d% F& 71€°]7] W&o|H(Gilbert and
Malone, 1995). Klein and Dawar(2004)= CSR
A/go] weollle T2 &7 halo effect)7H 7R 3
T2 A%ske 999 2A(locus), 874 (stability),
541754 (controllability) 9] Al &g vl
3 ol TA] BAEg 7|l g Btz o]ojR
O3 F4san. A7 Ao 29 719 Al
A AY¥FL 7194 F4AA 4AE AFA e
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AT 971 B Av|AEe] AL Yo IF
< v|A)7] g FFHo2E BAE Hrlof o)X
€ YA E FaAle b F8% 48 +YPFt
AZ YN e o153, 3720119 A7
F4 o] CSREFY A3 d3l AUste B
o w2t CSREF0| 23 d Autd AAE Zs
€ oFr2d T 420 2 £k ddn ¥ F,
F44°] CSRE%Z A4 B3I FrE A
PFoz AU 7+ FAYY HLFE F9
CSRE% i o9 ZAANFYFL ZaHn
BHAHE A8 EE ST SR $Y949
CSR¥%FS AR B34 HEE 9T P2
AL E ¥ CSRE 5ol @ JaF7} 7Has 3,
1 A3 FY99 2AA NP5 Sk vk b
AE A8 F L Fashe Aol

CSRY %7l 7A=Y b3 71ed g3l
AgH F719% =94 5712 FEH/|E ta(Ven
van de and Graafland, 2006) 93 %719 Al
34 F712 7897]1% Flh(Becker-Olsen et al.,
2006). Ellen et al. (2006)& 7]& 91E°] CSR
5 A 284 AQLS WA, 97 5L A7) 3
A, 987 5oz vuA gded 253 A
Astn 4 AReM AHae 9% o BFsia
iAoz AUPgGn FHHc}. 25 CSRE
F9 F700] W AL 7HAA S A (value-
driven attribution), °cla|&A A AFH A
(stakeholder-driven attribution), A4 <
(strategic attribution), Z71¥%3 A<l (egoistic
attribution) 22 EF3IAh. 7HXA A 2 of3
A2} A A AYL 7129 EQIAFA A, 2
g1 Ay 4 27| 294 AL AR FA A<
o MFo &3t 25L Zzte] A wet 71g
of tig AuAEe 7t 28l Aolgtn FE3
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t. o2t £ A& Ellen et al. (2006)9] &7
AAE A43tod A¥AE9 CSREF 719 A
Aol AMAES] CSRAZF gt 4214, 8
T3 3 nAe 4 n&uA o,
YA 0 2 713 (value) & £F5H 97ln dn
A =8she dde2A A% Axst €4 719
o] F7dhe 77t ALY 4 AKE] P 53] 2
A o] Uk 1 7K€ 719 ARlA Ay
8% 7Yl A d F88 Ixst E e A9
o}, Ellen et al. (2006)2 Swanson(1995)¢]
TE EUE CSR $718 7IAA %S, A%4, o4
WA A L A1 EHF o T3 LvA
7t CSRY %718 AYsteAE AFsAT. 97
A ZRA A F717 FAFo|n AlF] $UE 8F
o2 AAHE F712 CSREF $71d dial 71
AFHoZ AQgde AL ZF AH¥ap} CSR
Y9 olf T2 EHo] 7149 71A 749 3
3 FEFE 9v|Jd, Grahn et al. (1987)9 &
Tl oJska 71g9) AP FL ElE FaAshe
S zo|M v R0 7]go] A 0|9 U] 7
gt AR EA 22 8 WA A 5L
=g ZldEda At &, AFEElA CSRE
T HoflFo ZL oJelFod Uz o|FT &
e B9 o5 BFLR 4QUH sle A9
o =3 ddAEE 7o) o &FT e 23
o] opd AlZl9] § FAYCE WY YA AYL
gl 719219 (corporate citizen) 2249 g
< FY}EE 87 FH(Carroll, 1991). oo m
gt 7190l ARA Tz A3 220 ¢4, 7
IR Fq 52 B3 719NN ENY d¥ S 0
dEle =82 7| 2Udd AHAER 9T 7Y
o dg FFAN AL F=E F U2 Aol
gA avRbE0] 7199 ABA AYETFY TS

YT Ha13 H2E 20124 48



T

NAgHR ez AYsHE 2H|RES] CSREF
Azto) 3BAQ L vld Aojge 7HE 4%
ok ia=

7M1 AR AL 2vakee] 7199 A
33 A9 8F AZd B9 9%= 1A
Ao},

A2 CSR ol 7hedl 53] F5& e 454
CSR 7199 CSRE%E A& §sin 7|
A9 0|92 A&she= =2 o3t AFAH CSR
Aol 479 Porter and Kramer(2006)9] 2|
e AFA CSREFS FaA 719e Akl
2 fold 4FL A 2 A FAE AE T
ot =g A2k CSRE H]4< 7do] ohd 7]
3], A, 724999 dAolzz A4 o} v, 7]
e 719 ZAAY BAE A3 Robdl FAE &
o 2M 7143 A3 25 0]9S F 4 Slojof &
th. w2ty CSR 710l thg AFH AQdo@d 4|
A7t CSREEY 43 24 710 AREA
7dete AL B8 A9EFS A% A dge
2 388 Aoz o8 + Ut

Burt(1983)& 7199 A4d&%Fo] vlAE Ao
8oz PHAcn FEYed CSREFO| 24
< A8 fA%E AFos gdve Ao,
o|g}g A4 CSRE CSREF 4-&3te AFA
o]9] g HAito] o]Fojz|7]d] Tzt A& T
tH(Quester and Thompson, 2001). Whetten
and Mackey(2002)& 174 85 9 #A% 22
AGA 2x9 #AE AAL AF F9ARA 7]
o] Ao WAEo] 9 2HAEL o & 78T
g FAs%. &, 2HAE 719 499 24
BHo] o] 3T S FE| AA s A7)

ZAodstod L M1 M2% 20124 48

7leie AtelA siej@Sol chgt Au|xtel el xj2t 22|11 ¥

tlo

2ol 71¢10] A}E1A HES YA AFH R A3
A 852 FYPgd vjae d971d9 ABA
g52 A Wolso]A €t Ven van de
and Graafland(2006)E CSRE7I¢ A% 79|
HAQTE ol 09, 32 24, AAAL AL
3 5 oAl ol BAA JdS ez 2AE A
Naat. AFAEL CSRY 5718 A F7I
9 =84 Fr]2 7R A7 4% CSRY §
719 A3} ol FAAY FA} o, 53] &
|zloke] BA M AFH 719 =94 F7] BF
Z83lthe AL wadld. Ellen et al. (2006)9
Ao M e 2¥|A7} CSREEY 5718 7HIAE
A9l FAlo] AFAolgn AU A= 71
o g Bt IFHYES WY AHAEL 7]
o] AAle 74 F75 8 ARH AYEFS
Fsle AAY HolA| g 79 o|Ads 1A F
Z, fA 9 2L 4894 EA YA He] o o
71E ZAolth, ol aM|A} Fad] =29 W I
A 7233 $3HA A0 A Lojdrin w93l
Williams and Aaker(2002)8 9+& AA|st=
Aoty AT AHA7F CSREFY 5718 7HA
A gAolHM AgAo|gtn AU A= 714
o dg Hrte FEH)7l9 CSREAE EoI7]
&M AuAE slodg CSREFO| 7HASH
Aot ohz Ay ZAGME FPdETE AM
< 2z 287} 9o, sk B A=y A
& 7IAEA A vhsiA 2 CSREFS] A%
of 3842 9% vAH 7ol B4 B2 A
H3l2 FEslE 247 2 F ok webA Ly
o] 7199 A3y AYBF F718 AFHo=
A d9 av|AES CSR A2 33AY
J&< o)A Rolghs /M-S A staxt gt
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ULy - 7E2 - PEY
N ot

7 2: A AL MRS 7199 A
A 4 B Az B9 9% v
Rolct.

ZYde 7199 BE 850 779 o4& F
seted TALE 23T 2t 7199 9
F3t ol AAAES TFaE Adez 1 HHsL
#4599, getd 719e AdAEY 1 F49S
ilE sk 852 FRdthe Al 942 9 71
2 B tF FHAY B7HE o8 7
o] At}, d& E9}, vlo]ARAZEjtE T A
dgigy FErlE AAFEE A% FEUHLS A
Asld YL 23 AN S Fuag S vt oh
A9l ngo] 7]dste] AGABN 54 ©f
0|28 1528 5 IA oA 254 7Y ¥
& ok 87 E AGAEE 3 o #ARE
(stakeholders)dl &g Ao 434S A et

Evans and Freeman(1988)& 714 &%l 4
nh} AFFo dojsheAd we o BAAE
Al Aoz 2Rt 12k 719F, 75, 49
2, 249olx, 2 14, ¥YAA, A4 =
Zzo|0], 3xhe AGFY, v, BF, o
golt}, 719d0] FF9 A9 0|4 Sdistsi]
o8 ZAltn LAETE AZolA Bojut 71 &
S| 93 d&FS We FF o9 b #d g
ol RE o] AAXNE T FASY oA AAE
FZA Aok 31 53] 9P F=E 123} §
A ola|BAANA FhF £ai7t 2T 7Hsol
ZAsA =R 2 olsi @AY @oo] M WA
Bisojol gt FAHL 4FHQ 7B 9=
JalME e o BAAE Ui ola st #A
o] o3y oS $34 WA 5 £F T
# ¢l Zo|tH(Donaldson and Preston, 1995).
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P U e

gety 714e olslAAAES 7l 371
A8 A8 4 AYBFE BA/|E skt 9714 o]
HBAAY 4 - AR 7Y 859 9% F
£ F45< 9Jv]stz(Evans and Freeman, 1988)
CSRZ7]9 i@ olsi#AA A4 AUL CSR
F3o] 24 L olaj@AA 7yt o]g S A&t
= Aoz 2L sl 23y 4749 a7
olE CSREE| 7199 ol dAAESAA &
€ ggolztn A4 2S¢ AvzE0] FAAHY W
22 ¥Qckz ¥A. Ellen et al. (2006)2 7
A9 ¥lzUx¢ CSR 7t A= Foldxd
nX e 4% d7agn 4749 7RASA A
Qdojut AA AU L Frjo=E F7HAZ WA o]
A AFH AL Fujoed ZAaAUTE
AL vy, =3¢ CSREEF| ERIE A
= Ao gl me} Au|ze wEe AZd ¢
9]& Ao|th. Swanson(1995)2 ERIZEAHQ CSR
5o A AR AZsA T of & #A A
o 98 #$=E CSREFS #3402 Az
E AL ¥aFn o] wa xAH Y9dAME
eERQIAFA 7oA $8€ CSREF LA %E 7|
ol ZHXA A FAM 1 =82 7]&olE A9
ohe}t o|g AR Lo g kol A7}
v AuzE 7199 CSREES #3402 H7t
Joe AL HoFy mehd Au|ASe] 7149
AA AddEe §718 ols AR AFHo=
A9sA =R CSR Azl #4A 4%E A
Rolgte 72 & AAstnAt ot

7K 3: ol #AA AFH AL &HAEY 7]

A9l AA 4 BF A7 7o 9%
£ 1A ol

ZAdstol ya1a M2z 20124 4¥



71gel AlH Helgso cist .‘L*HI_IIEI Fel, x|zt 18|32 e

71ge ABA 4985S FYPFEdx 7199
ol9jd) Arh} Bstertes $AAoE B 7}
$40] sFac g Al AYEFd #E
u 42 228 o AAA 8o BAHA Ferd
714 e A3 olg BAY FAU AEE A %2
RAolth, &, 719 LT AZAAIM $9E A
Fatnzt 719 AN AT ALY AYeEe T
& 7h540] & Aolth. wWeA CSR 719 thd
2712914 AQlo|d 2¥A7L CSRY 3 54 &
719 AL g8 Fete Ao FEGS 9T
Lii=3

232 CSRe) EA A2 Blake Mycoskie?}
AYg TOMSitE 28A7} & Ao Ads 7+
oj& wjoj} Zhda Agoz ¥ W Wi o
ol A g Ay ALE 7]¥ 3= One for One
Movement & $3 Au|AZ sloiF &HE &
2B ga A3E rgez AFEm 9l
g o5 AE 7= ABle & FAYeE 7
AR Bowet oz YA, =94 AYE fite
2o 7|9A)9 (corporate citizen)22A9] ¥
23S 7lgshed ol g ol TOMSiHtE &
RS A £ 71gA%eR A4E Rold, a8
U 7190 ARz oud BHoz ARY 8%
83t setar| e 44 o £ AR
71go] e AN E TR AEA AYE

& 398 = 3ot o]y F7o FReEX
A3A H8ES giste AY 7= U

Becker-Olsen et al. (2006)& CSR 259 A
ST B0l g Azt S AT,
d7AYE 2HA50 54 74T 1 71| 73
s CSRte] Asst ¥tz Azdte 2+ R
CSRY %717} &4stttn Azshes 29T CSR
o] 2ol ZAHA FFL VA E AR UG

Hodstodl mig1d H2% 20124 44

wh 28U CSREEC] 7199 o19e el +3
ge Aoz #dsd CSREF sl of ZHol A
Ztal7) "o o2 Q8 71l tE BT 2 ol
w7} BRAoz WAyt oHH AvzE 7Yl
S 98 AR AYBFS St Aoz F
2% 7% 719 Bx BAd=d b $3He2 A
7+8 Ao|tH(Ellen et al., 1996). &4 AF3IA
Zo] 27 Y5 2 fA 9 2 A ZHe} B
g A0le ABA #9424 719l WA=HANT
AH|A7} o) & F&3ted el 7] AAbe H|=
Y22 gd A13A B8-S a4sAY e 24
3} Fshe 5 A71FA4E dFelM st A
A AJggoleln AU A5 L¥lAe 44
922 89 Aol (Whetten and Mackey, 2002).
oA 23 AHAEL AL AYBF o= o
# AL ZA g1 1 £ AF3 2AAAY
BAREE AL & 5 Aot wetd 2HAE
2 7|go] A71ESAQ 712 AR AYEEES
sy@n AJYske A CSREFS FAHAoE
A2+ Rojghe M & AR staAt o

M 4: AZ1EGA AL 2RSS 71999 AL
34 A9 % N7 ¥ 9%& v
Rolg,

2.2 2H|XHEC| CSRES X2

AAA 2N 7|19 A9 224 FHL
o] 27 9ltk. Friedman(1970)9] 23t 7]
e ol& 23e Fste Avezx ASlY A
0l dale Zol7] wWZo] 1 9 F7HHA AL
A Y25 498 Dot ot ARAAAA}
oM B Ao /HYE Fuo| ohd AFHEE
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‘tiﬁ- TEL - ?:IEE

TSP ST S T PR

QAT feiF o2 879 Polu 1 4] ofd
A AYE 2T Yast grke Aol

a2y 7199 F27 AX D 29 vlalete Y3

F%E £ Fdgd wet oo F8dte 719
A A A9 F3E aTste BAs AA g
7199 At A Aol s 334 Al4E 71A A
3A A9 3HEAEE 7199 BAH 437t 71K
9| 4atAQ AR Aol AS TN &
. A4 ALH LS BAE F e FF
oS WA Rt 7IgE qAUHoE AlgHos
FAYE 71 oleke Aot AT AAA st
7199 FE@ YL opgn 9. o) 25
7190 A2Fe AAAM oj&E FFHANE
A3 G483 o dof she AxH EAYES 9]
gH(Carroll, 1979: Shaw and Post, 1993).

CSR&5 g 2244 d+& Bowen(1953)
o] CSR= 719e] Atgld disf AYe 972 39
3t 719 12 ARlY BAR 7R R{she
AL FPoksin] JAAR S dtu PFT 7
& 71Adn AFF o|Fo AUk & 4 3
o. CSR¥} #dF g A7/ APd 712
Carroll(1991)2 719¢] At3E HAYE 4744 #
4, F 344, ¥4, §213, A Aoz F¥
gt ‘FolF 53 AFA A7} 71l disle
7K Qe ZA4, 483, &84, AZH 70
2 A95l9tt. Maignan and Ferrel(2001)& 7]
A o] &FT BF oo FYAY, 7%, ALE
AL 5 ABA g g Feske 8522 Fdig
. 25¢ 7IdS ¥ A3 44Tl diF 8
79 Fage AA AR dn 7P 7198 )
nA e ASA FES nestd tdgt CSREFS
A7sta

Au|zte #Aste] 79do] AlslE AYEFE ¥
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A olfre tdsitt. AF7AA Y APAFgME
F2 719 oig 94, 28| ukgate] #A Sl
23 933 JH(Brown and Dacin, 1997:
Sen and Bhattacharya, 2001, 2004: 453,
3%, 2009). Brown and Dacin (1997)2 4¥]
27} 719l W8l 7= 444% 719958 (corporate
ability: CA)# 71949 Ar313 AYEF (corporate
social responsibility: CSR)¢l| #3 ddoz 2
ot 7199 A8 A EAlo tig 7l =9} #AP
2|zt A4 AAFo i A, H7F 2 o)
A% Fo Mz} uhge] FABAY 4L vjAgn
A3l Lichtenstein et al. (2004)2 7|
o] A31A Ao h A ko] AH|A7IH FYA
g Fal 2HAe] FufdFe B8 o] AAse
H|ge] 22d g Lu|ze 7| Rox FEgS v
g 93, ¥9 opje}t CSREFL F29xg
22 934 Bt ozt YA ogddA ¢ ¢
ol #g Y= FFAA 9% 2 + 3o
AE7F BAY 2948 o CSREF] €29 A
3249 9L oz FAA FAAS £
< 7Y% = UK (Greening and Turban,
2000: Sparks and Cowton, 2004). wzty
o =olE< TP LA CSREFS A9EF o9
o A3 71A & 7|t g Fshe gt EFo
2ZA 2HAR s 7|l A FHAA a4
st FFA 2HA g3 7194 HE fE
gt

2.3 CSRE32| x|zt 2H|A} S

2.3.1 CSRE%9 X243 7|14 FLAl

AEA2IE BofdlA JiEE ALElH FUA o]
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(Social Identification theory)& AlgEo| o%
A Aol 2&d Fdelv 54 2o dis] LA
Z Ee TYAE A5t o3 LAV A E
o] =gl o J&2 nAe A& FEHS
B3, 0|73, 2004). dE& €9, AHAEL LA
A& 2 g 7199 AFE Mul2Eg dAZtS
e 7199 AFH Hul28 o AssA 2 Ao
3 27 FALEE 23 dAZS 7 9 A4l
o] 273} A7 &< AZstn 29 A
A 2% AE A9 =He Aot (Ashforth
and Meal, 1992). Ashforth and Meal(1992)
< AH3lA FYA o] 89 2AIA AldEe] §3F
A digl Zm gle Ade] ke Aojdted|
3ol 2 o 1 A3 FUA}F G F
At 53 2A e FAE AT 2HY T+
AASET o2t 1 279 FAHU0| ofd AEE
d gz F7E F Ut F, 7199 9%

T5 FoHAE A3 DHAEL AolE FY
e BA0A 9u| gl ujH A AL A AotE
AZste 719ERS] TYAE F7E 5 e A
o. 718 248 71T LAY Bl LEAE
o] Aotg B3t £+ FFAIcH B
FE 7IAET FYAE FFE 1 o|FojZ, 7]
A-2H|A} YA A, AFH|AN AgFo
2 o]FojA)7] fgd A 71dud P F
g3t o7} 571% @k (Dutton et al., 1994).
Bhattacharya et al. (1995)2 54 7|39 &
A A 2 7190] Huljsts AlFo|u} AH| 2
W3 A& FojE YA FAo] glon HE
Rlzgl FUA| 2o 33A A7 Aok 33
% &, 5% 71439 YA Axe 2 7140A
R sk Aoy Mul2 A&H FulE F7H
712 74 85 AT 9= FFAY A¥S

AT 41 M2 20124 4%

ojzickes Aol Oliver(1989)« AH|Aks} 714
T FEAZL F7FeHA J1el U Eis E3 F
gD Bgih metd #d-d AFE bigez 7]
HEYA & AvjAte] whe 2 AFo) IHAA 9%
S 0dE ¢ At

3AAQ vzt vk 7|ANFHE =28 + 4
. FldM e AsE o|F=(2010)0] 719 2
493 CSR €59 Aol CSR 94, 23%
YA R ARG oud FE A AE A
Ac. A+ 23 7199 AEA HdeFe F
LEAA 384 A4 7HAE &+ dom 23T
YA 2 2AZLA IFAA dPe BYo=H
CSRE%o] W47 #AF5S AT &3
AQ o] d F 35S BAFU. metA 4y
A= CSREEY A7k AHAEe 7952
of 38R F&E A Aoz dAiso g
Zo| 7Md & 4Astazt gt

M 5 AuAE F19e) ABA B8s A
Ze zuASY 795N B9 9
g v Rol,

2.3.2 CSRE%9| Az 71H s

7199 #L 7190 218 4 de M3 8%
Azkg A F spdelth, v E |dHBe T3
Aol At A Z1gH R Al /A E 32
F 7] WEoldt. E He F¥A &4 o o o}
€ 734 71989 ¥l BAE oA vEd.
23719 7194 R 7H]e ol F83cH(Dowling,
2004). 2 7|HE RS FHYLR AT Y72
O vjgdAeR o7ln o g4 4948 F J=%
FHA7IH AT e THY] 71dl YAlES
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AZE FAY oAsA g3 FoRlER: & v&
ock, EF 7|gH AL AR o F AET A
H|AE Pojale s §AY g2 AlsdA 2 AF
7 AHAE FHAES FEPIE dn FAA
A 9% nd £ Qi B5k opye} /| 9EHL
25 ARE 5o 9 Bxo FHo 4F2 v
AL AGY2EE 53 0% 3 A& BEE
8152 & 4 917 ¥cHFombrun and Riel, 2003).
Aula and Heinonen(2002)& 344 Hgo] 7]
A9 AAA 7 F2E + U=E ddn 74
d3, ‘EAY + BH = AFolge FHeE 7Y
Ao gxe 71ggRe /A& BT £,
H %42 & (Return On Reputation)o|gte 7
< 53 HAEA A 4F EHE JEY. F
FeEE JHe 7Y 97 ol 2 IFE
oo 719 &3 Aol oig A A 4
&2 A, A3 JHE 7|99 AFARY I
S Zo2H 7Y o 2 AR A E FE
ste Aol

CSR Z%3 71g%9 %9 A4S 73 A7
1984'd v]= FortuneX|7} 7} £7%e 714l
& ZALS AE o] Fo] £AH 0 Ao &
t}. Fortune#9] 719%8/3214(Corporate Reputation
Quotient)® E814 CSRel digh 943} AAH
A3 7t BAE 2HE & Y1 CSREFS &
23] AAfste 719e 234 ¥L 7193 vl wste
g £ 719 A%E devdes 2738 AT+ 3
At £F AYPAFoHE CSREFo| AH|AZ 3
oAF FAR 7IUAFIE s frdke ez Y
EbsttHFombrun, 1996: Sen and Bhattachrya,
2001: Ellen et al., 2006). Brown and Dacin
(1997) 7199 Al3]4 &g AuAR 3o
2 A 71998E rEdtn 719%s R AF
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e i =

o A AYAl frojd YT nide S
#3ch wdetd CSREF dE A4 Lvxz
sl g +3AQ 719FBE o Eo] & Aozt o4
o] T3 Zo] 7Hd S AAstaA .

7Hd 6: 2u|aES 7199 A3A A9EF A
& 2HAEY J1dH e B 9%=
7|d Aolg.

2.3.3 CSRZ% A 434 A8

AE7to] A7t AR el didt e &
o Ao|n FAA o2 Wl Yo} B71AQA #AS
#-S 71sAde] ARk, Morgan and Hunt(1994)
£ Az 2 gy Zoi} o] Rgutetn @
AN 97 T Aojgke Z-goln A A
Hto] M2 gL Ysla 9FE g Aol 7]
2 AoJsld 2 Sirdeshmukh et al. (2002)&
AUE AT F dz g A3E Aojga ¥
£ 7Id2 Fejsiict. 3 A3 E 2@ dde o
g 9F9 Adog ZHFHr7|= Fh(Gansean,
1994). &, A9 /MdE FAAHY A 32 &
Aoz Ba glE Aojh. wehA Ao g o
3 d3AHE £¢a] 29 Age Al Wi
F9Ao|n Aol Toju} g IHAY B
< /e Ao gad & .

MRS S FoihA e thkdTt BRGeR U
23h4g 3t A A9 BFALE A4
A& o AR GME Tl 59 Age &
HZLE A A Foj st tid AzE A8E A

FE ¥4 9o o]§dt(Everard and
Galleta, 2006). A9} 2-& @A o] §42 &Y
ASoA A2l Aol(trust transfer)E F&st

ZAASAT 412 M2% 20124 49



T

AFe) 44 971E deled =22 AZIHStewart,
2003). g xn|Ae] Ae 124 geFA
A4 98 nHe AR A Y. 7Y
& Ao A&AQ FAGIRE FAE] W
4349 44 Azt obd A71HoH ALHA
IABAE Asshed AF%H F2E AAFLR
71&ciel dch. nARe] F7H WATES AT
7199 3L 249 NS FANA Fed 9%
< n|A|7] o A=) Ad2M FACY FEA
g o 23S 237|% Fch(Sirdeshmukh et al.,
2002).

CSR&% 3} Ae] #AE 4HE Pivato and
Tencati(2008)9] A-FoA 7199 AHdEF] &
HZIER sledF | 71 AlEol distd AEE
A7 2 o Yol 34 FAETA o]Eod &
A< Y3, oldE, WEFA(2009)°] Carroll
(1979)¢] A31A FYP&F 29 2AA, HEA,
&2, 2 A el 2z AF L 71d%H71 9
32 oA ed glo ou g A2l vjAYFo] A&
SEAE 4B, CSRol dl% 7] dig A
22 FEAF)7) B AFE L 1At 3HA
o 9L mAe7tE Wolua Pdod. 25 A
g AR AE 9 394 AFE P AHESE
ed 2 23 ZAF 3485 AFAH, s94
ZAE A3 255 /2 st AF L 7148
o 3349 932 v|FHn, W&, &2l4, A4H
AYBFL oA 2AF A E vjfste] IF
< A e Aoz ekt 7199 AlEA Ayd
Fol dig aHztEe] F71AU0] CSRAZ 33
A 4% vjAgdE 79 A SEE 35 o
Sola] A Ao|tt, Wt 919 =2& Ed2 3o
7199 AtElA A EF Azho] Au|ate] 7]¢id
et A g o FHAA %S A Aol o

AASAT a1 M2z 20124 44

7|de] AtE sgEo| Cijgh u|xte) el X
LR A LR S e R

2t 132i3 gg

Ry

e} &3} 2] 7S ARstaA I

7K 70 2d|AES 7199 ARBA Al e A
£ 7199 did Ao o] %< v
ol

2.3.4 CSRES A3} 24E

F4 = (loyalty) = 2749 T} gFo|ut Bx}
#Asle] kst A el= =4l Oliver and Wayne
(1988)& FAEE AT FF = AT AT
€ st 54 AR U 22 250z 39
31c}h. Zeithaml and Bitner(2000)= 719i°l
FPohe 3 7hed sht 249 FHEE ¥
e g AN 7|geldE FMTE
Aoz nAe] FAE7t o Fofl: R FolF
o] Z7}, v 49 A, 394U +AEI 59 o]y
< 71dE & gz F43A4.

olg} FAH AFoMe FALE HEH FHE
9 PFA FATE FEsld ASED e, |
A FATE AR 243, AY 38 34
dte Aoz eloA FHE o, Fujdx,
O £ 7H2 AEE A%, AT A 72
A o2 Jeidd, 354 FA=e Fuleoly
JHE Fofe)E ol AT H28eloh. Chaudhuri
and Holbrook(2001)8 dFelXe F4=E H
A FARS Tl FAEE TR HEY 59
7} P54 FUE 2F 15t A7y ol
FATE BHUco] HHEAQ Fuj2 o FojA| &t
ug QT FAEE YT =S X3
3 3T} o9} Zo] FAES} AARE MY A9
Me B8, A7) g, 8% g4 38F +
A, Zugstd &9 § o9 &S 23}
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e o A

o FY=E Fostn FFsA.

CSREFH FAEY #AE FHshe dT7dlA
€ CSREFo] A& v/l THAY 982 |
Adke A4} ANV = Slc (g, 34E,
2009). =¥ CSREFS SallA 7199482 =3t
1 3AAQ Mzt whga) 7|PATHE o] Bl E &
At (Fombrun, 1996: Sen and Bhattachrya,
2001: Ellen et al., 2006). W2t $e] =92
EQ2 do] A¥AE9] CSREFY A7 4%
o AFAY YFE A + YL Aoz JAEy
o 2o 74 & AAstaA g,

7Hd 8: 2H|AEY 719 ARElA AYEE A
zhe A=l 39 9%2 v Aot

2.3.5 CSRZF A#3 4=

T4 AR o) (word-of-mouth communication)
2 AF, Al FL2 ofojdojq] tid AUY B4
o H7kE eERIH Fhohs AE vl Av)AE
o] 54 A|Fo|u Hu|2d dig] A - 2FdA AF
2 58 903 FRE 29 34U ol T3
e dEE B3l vFAH ez adshs ARYA
old e #HF < wIHFYE, AR, 1995).
White (1954)9] gja] +4 #AFUA|Ae] 27¢
o|F AR T FopilM T FA A1) o] Fo
Ao, 53] 79 EoklMe FHFRY &l
W42 T2 A7 JPHAL 1 FANE 74
AB7 FojBR o X G B} A7) dlF
2 2. 74 e AFAHY 8909 93
A S Wk = AFY M, T, 234
7H, FeleAER @A Fol metM o ZHut 4
o]&A veh= Aoz 98 (Stanley, 1977).
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g AUl AAToY AEE T3 A
Aol 3% 714, AF, Mul29} AhE B4 &
< 384 AAE b AHAENA Adhe 28l
T7o] 4 o] FolA = (Henning-Thurau
et al., 2003) 22 &£Y29] FFH} L AHEF
71, AEEF §33]9 ARYH, AFolYd Hulx
ARUE, 287 i ARAIE Sl 74 3
27} 3484 2352 9)ch(Ward and Ostrom,
2003). #¥, Chevalier and Mayzlin(2004)&
TA 23] ZAA 4o BA4L A8 dIAHQ
ofelE3} ¥2A LT YAlo|Ed ke de A
2ol 22l 2 [ TAste] AMAESY FAo|
29 vlA e 9% ARG, AT 29, 289
AAdle 334 it diE ez ggkm ofrt
Eo| Wz =B vla] o 2n @& gH7t &
o A er 2vjzt 2ol dig /jAe] A ujE
= 7Y E 2 848 4 A

Bhattacharya and Sen(2004)2 ¥A2AIF
Ae & 53l CSRE5H 749 #HAN S 243}
AL AEHF AL AslHoz AYzt sle &
T2 3te 7199 U olopr|E AF, 7HF, T8l
A A% 7bsAe] ¥9a $EAT. £ &4, 24
4(2007)€ CSREE U4°] T4 = (word-of-
mouth intention)ell V| & 7 - 7+ 4§& A
T 23}, 3 - F R 2F A 43Po] 7
432 5. CSREF0| 719 2 BHcd g
2H|A} Bl 33FQ 9L vjAn FHE R 7
e e AML APATFES T3 ol
S oE2 CSRY tid AM|AHES] R)Zto] 4]
Az 37 FAYEE IR 4 £
At metA SJelA =9@ ulE Edi2 dl9 CSR
259 Azo] FAx] IHAQ 9% 1A A
ojg} o }ate th3} 2o 7Md & AAstuA .
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{FIGURE 1> CONCEPTUAL MODEL

M 9 avAEY 7199 AZA 48T A2}
& Aoz o) 9L )4 Aolt}

lll. Sk

3.1 Z2dA A2sE

CSRE% %719 i@ 2u|ae] A, AuAESe]
CSRAZ, a3 Avzt#d 7|94 34 719
FYA, 7149, A2 2 FAE L Tz
WAE AR EY] Hste, g7 249 P &
A 2 wAY 2059 tdoz HEZAE AA5
Aok F205%9 HAEA 7hed 23287 23
AEA 555 Astae F200%8 AFEN A AHE
At Ak AL Aol 106%(53%), 44
o] 94%(47%) 22 dul9] Aole AR Fhx A
22 207} 175%(87.5%), 30cH7F 219 (10.5%),
40t °1’3 (2%)°] 48 o2 20t) 9 vl &o] 71 ¥

Ao Ha1A HM2E 20124 4%

2 Aoz Jepgd. d2d AL AT AY/E
el 2% (1%), N Ag/EH0] 1579(78.5%),
e AF/ES ool 419 (20.5%) 2.2 el
WeH(TABLE 1) #2).

3.2 H+EH

2 d7dMe SHAEANA A3E AYeFS
2 syt Adste 719 el ¥ A
A FHI=E 2T ZE AFEL 53
AE AEE AHedle] i Eoe A8 o
A 7199 AE A AY8F F71 AYL Ellen et
al. (2006)9] 97 Edl2 &L¥|A7} 71d0] 43
she AlEA A8 94U FEe FHPo=
Aottt AFAoz TIAAFH AL L 71|
Agshs 74 o £gsl7] W CSREFS F3
g FEste Aoz FYsidn, A AY”
<24 32 9 §A, £9 & A3 BHo2 CSR
%52 FYIa Fse Aoz Fsgd.
ABAL A AQ'e A, A, 35 49 F
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(TABLE 1) DEMOGRAPHICS OF RESPONDENTS

Cateaory Frequency Percent

(n=200) (%)

gender male 106 53
female 94 47
age 20-29 years 175 87.5
30-39 years 21 10.5

over 40 years 4 2

educational college 2 1
background undergraduate 157 78.5
graduate student 41 20.5

ol #AAESS 71t wEq CSREFS F33ct
Fashe Aoz Aosin, AlEA AL
7199 ARl =80l HAY Al dig #4
#1537 9% #9402 CSREFS F¥dtn
FE5H A2 F98A ). Ellen et al. (2006)
9o AN AHEHAE 7EAFE AL 5 =,
AZA A ) =, o AA AFH AL 40
2 A7 EAA 4 F5E A7l #A 53
st ARESIT 7199 AR AYEF AL
7199 AAA o] &3 FHE EF 0|9 Al
A go g FYste 5 g A4oz Fosu
o] &7, ZA5¢(2007)9 AFNA AHEE 370
2-g ARSI, AM} kg W5 7HeH V1Y
F9A'e AHAEY ALY, AYAQ Aoz
7190 dal 7HAA He AR £ 2570
Aojslglon HEE, ©]213](2004)9 ATlA A
449 34 F5E FH51A AT VIdER e
oA Azt AA AvAES0] 71 b e
AvtAel Hrtz Foagon &2, ZA4(2007)
o] AFoM ALEE 13709 FEL, "AEH'E 714
o PFo gzl LA} e 2R FAleg

o rlo [

lo
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Aolat1 Sirdeshmukh et al. (2002)9] 474 3
52 FA8d AHEEY. ‘g e AT E2
ALE FF< fdshe 54 71 A AL 2
deg FoJsta Zeithaml and Bitner(1996)<]
571 &5& 389 AHstglen, siAgoR 3
Ax"e AF, A2 dig /AH B3P B}
g RF FRnat e 92 Fsn &4,
ZA%(2007)9] 3/ FEE AHEEe SR A
B a7 Alge 2E F3E2 (Appendix)l Al
AlEo] A

V. Gz

41 2=2d Bl HE

B AFoM AAse ME Al A 4 9
7o ZHYEE o A AEE 98l SPSS
18.0% o] &3l WA A S 7IAEAE 3
12k Cronbach’s agte Fatddt. 24 747089
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Cronbach’s agke g¥HAQ A7]E 702 7
Fo2 ZAESI 7} W] AL Adfdte &
FEES AAFAGCRAEFE A 133-VALS,
A71 294 A 135-EGO4, 719% % 633
RPT2/3/5/7/11/13). 1 A%}, 2E ¥4 Cronbach’s
agko] .70< A3lsid WA d@yol e Az ¥
T A 84 A =941, W A0 =.844
ol BAA A A<A=.908, A7ENH AL
=.888). =& B33 = (composite reliability:
CR), H##45%3(average variance extracted;
AVE)S 283 WA 434S A%, 5
A xe B4 gutad F4 71EL 70 o]%0
o JFEAFZ A4 50 oldez £ d79
ZANFEL BF £8 $F S Ue 222 e
TH((TABLE 2) #%). gety /MdFE 353
£ Ag4ol d&S Il

zR88o AP E AFTT ¥ HIY HES
918 LISREL 8.70% o] &3l &4 2§~
(confirmatory factor analysis: CFA)<S AAls}
At} (Bagozzi and Yi, 1988). 9A FHEIIAY
& oA Ao Avte] gAHAX | T thS
%ﬁﬂﬂ 943 5 el ZE FE59 89 AAH

£ .602 435 p < .01 FENA FARS 2

“11*.:_ Adt. maty 4 b FFYEEL 7
g34do] gl Aoz Yyt wEgdde %
TFANEZY AREA7 25 B g o
el A#aA Y 3ol 00 7H7HE-E HERFE LS
xtin & 4 o eI L AFske A B
) g 2 $LditE 7MY V4R e B
gL FAd & sled 95%9 AsTFdA
@ + 2+3.E.9 ol 10] opd wetdAo] e
Ao Eti(Anderson and Gerbing, 1988).
(TABLE 3)% A#yd 7AMG 2t 3dAF

AU M41A M2E 20124 49

T AT | e W

7V 2 e A1 E9A AR ol BAR A A
AQ 7+ ABAFA 0.4770)2 EF2AE 0.01°]
o ggA 0.4779 EFAE w5t HsiAY
W Zke 19 n|AA Esog HEEFAY] s
¢ 4 9tk LISREL# 22 SAUYE o 83le
Agole FaEAFZg] A3 ABAFY AF
9 & A3eAE FiM 3gsHA wod
ot} (TABLE 3)dlME BE 48AT AFY &
o] YFEAFZZEG F2 AL YA + U
njAgto 2 B dFd AHLE BE WSS A%
7VetA] L AR E el Chi-square#t¥ 7Hs @
RE Z3e T S5 AWAFE 12 AYT A
%F2 39| Chi-square#tS AET 27 AFrY9
Chi-squaregtol ¥lA|%2ge] Chi-squaredt2th
FoHez 2 Aoz yeht gl U
grolstg cH(AChi-square > 3.84, p <.05).
(TABLE 3)ellX ¢} 2] 2t 470de Had+ B
FHAE 7AASH AJA(m=4.06. 5.d.=0.92),
AZA AA(m=4.11, 5.d.=0.77), c|HAAA} A
82 AA(m=4.63, 5.d.=0.50), #7147 AY
(m=4.42, s.d.=0.74), CSRY AZ(m=4.52,
s5.d.=0.48), 719 &Y (n=4.58, 5.d.=0.47),
7199 #(m=4.65, 5.d.=0.38), A2 (m=4.47,
s.d.=0.51), $4%=(m=4.48. s.d.=0.50), +
A% (m=4.49, s.d.=0.59) ¢ Zo] Jelytr},
g 2 AF9 2o] A7} S (self-reported) A
g¢ %A (common method bias)e &
A AE7 223y d¥A 02 Harman's single
factor testZ &l A53sHA EcH(Podsakoff and
Organ, 1986). 844 89 ¥4 (Exploratory
Factor Analysis: EFA)E &l 3f-gk(eigen
value)o] 1 &<l 89le] sttt EEHAY o2
e 890 =2ddels & 890 £
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(TABLE 2) RESULT OF RELIABILITY AND VALIDITY CHECK

item Factor | Cronbach’s T-value CR AVE
loadings alpha
VAL1 .88 -
Values driven VAL2 .93 19.77
attribution VAL3 89 L 18.04 s ot
VAL4 .88 17.79
) STR1 .90 -
il STR2 70 844 10.24 876 705
STR3 .81 11.51
STA1 .83 -
stakeholder driven STAZ2 .86 14.28
attribution STA3 87 308 14.67 869 884
STA4 .82 13.34
. EGO1 .86 -
siatie EGO2 84 888 13.94 922 798
EGO3 .86 14.35
. PERI .19 =
sy PER2 83 834 10.58 942 845
PER3 .15 10.05
IDN1 .86 =
, dgl‘i{f’fj’;:f; ) IDN2 84 895 14.16 969 913
IDN3 .88 14.79
RPT1 .67 =
RPT4 T 8.70
RPT6 73 8.89
Corporate reputation | RPT8 71 872 8.69 .964 194
RPT9 .70 8.55
RPT10 73 8.87
RPT12 .68 8.32
TRS1 74 2
TRS2 .80 10.59
Trust TRS3 a4 .863 11.02 944 .828
TRS4 D 9.94
LOY1 .84 =
LOY2 81 12.96
Loyalty LOY3 .78 .894 12.43 .960 .828
LOY4 76 12.00
LOY5 17 12.25
WOMI1 87 -
WOM intention WOM2 .83 .896 14.14 .954 873
WOM3 89 15.14

Chi-square = 651.45 (p=0.00, df = 558). RMR=0.020, NNFI=0.97, CFI=0.97, IFI=0.97

* All items are significant at p < .01
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(TABLE 3) CORRELATION MATRIX

Constructs 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Va‘lues 0.807
driven
. 0.117
Strategic (0.014) 0.705
Stakeholder |0.214** 0.052
driven | (0.046) (0.003) ©-884
;o 0.300** 0.099 0477
Beoistic | (0.090) (0.010) (0.228) ©-798
perception |0.186** 0.065 0.080 0.062 0.845
of CSR (0.035) (0.004) (0.006) (0.004) ™
Corporate | -0.006 -0.035 -0.064 -0.058 0.074 0.913
identification | (0.004) (0.001) (0.004) (0.003) (0.005) "
Corporate | -0.002  0.066  0.141 0076 0116 0132 .o,
reputation | (0.000) (0.004) (0.020) (0.006) (0.013) (0.017) ™
Teish 0.023 0.050 0.070 0.037 0.140 0.047 -0.094 0.828
(0.005) (0.003) (0.005) (0.005) (0.020) (0.002) (0.009)
Lovalty -0.096 0.032 0.063 -0.017 0.191** 0.092 0.156 0.197** 0.828
4 (0.009) (0.001) (0.004) (0.003) (0.036) (0.008) (0.024) (0.039)
WOM intent 0.059 0.112 0.054 -0.006 0.138 0.201** 0.047 0.168* 0.161" 0.873
(0.003) (0.012) (0.003) (0.000) (0.019) (0.040) (0.002) (0.028) (0.026) -
Mean 4.06 4.11 4.63 4.42 4.52 4.58 4.65 4.47 4.48 4.49
SD 0.92 0.77 0.50 0.74 0.48 0.47 0.38 0.51 0.50 0.59
* p<0.05 **: p<0.01

Aoz Fod FEWHAUY/ e Ao &
TH(Podsakoff et al., 2003). AZZ% n&3to]
1] 82le 2% 477} &35 on wake)
fiEs Adels 9o g8 EAskA 9t
Zt g9le] A= (8911: 35.5%, 8912: 20.6%.
2213: 16.9%, 894: 8.4%)< BF@H} vluF
<1 12 EXE BAY meby FEEA)
4 A 24 7teA e v ddee 723
423 449,
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4.2 7¥4 A3

2 d7oA AAZE 97le 7ME AZFe] Yt
o] LISREL 8.70% o| &3l xg4 nyo)
TS AAEgd. dFRdo AukAe AP
(TABLE 4)% #v°| Chi-square = 826.74(p=
0.00, d.f.= 687), RMR=0.029, NNFI1=0.96,
CFI=0.96, IFI=0.962 ++3t A3 xS Ho g
o7} R¥o] & A Aoz eyt ey
€ 22 A7 4% S AZEslld A%
st £ 4 gtk B dolA 43 979 7}
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(TABLE 4) THE RESULT OF TESTING HYPOTHESES

H Path Costicient | T Standard Result
value Coefficient

Value driven attribution

H1 —» Perception of CSR 0.09 2.08 0.18 Supported
Strategic attribution Not

H2 — Perception of CSR 0.08 0.86 0.07 supported
Stakeholder driven attribution Not

H3 — Perception of CSR 0.04 0.90 0.09 supported
Egoistic attribution o E Not

H4 — Perception of CSR -0.02 0.38 0.04 supported
Perception of CSR Not

H5 — Corporate identification 0.09 1.08 0.09 supported
Perception of CSR

H6 — Corporabe:repualion 0.09 1.71 0.14 Supported

H7 Perception of CSR — Trust 0.18 2.15 0.18 Supported

H8 Perception of CSR — Loyalty 0.28 2.85 0.23 Supported
Perception of CSR

H9 — WOM intention 0.23 2.26 0.18 Supported

Chi-square = 826.74 (p = 0.00, d.f. = 687), RMR=0.029, NNFI=0.96, CFI=0.96, IF1=0.96

Ao U A% A= (TABLE 4)¢ 24

£ A7E CSREF 4@ 2¥A A F 71
A% 2 A%A §7] ALL CSREF A7 %4
A9 4gg nX 3, ol AAR AF L A7 &S
3 371 AQe #34A 9%2 v Aojge 7t
4& Agd. 79 A% 23, CSREE $719
7HA %4 Aol CSREF Az 3FAA 9%
£ ) Zojgke (M $AF L2 AAFAH
(r=0.09, t=2.08, p<.01). (7Md2)= CSR%
% 3719 A%A Aol CSREF A9 #Id
e vAA g Aoz Jehd 71A3EAd(r =
0.08, t=0.86, p<.01). (7Md3)& CSREF &7
o) ojaj#AA A g4 Aol CSREF A
g 9 vAA gE Aoz Yept 714H90e
o (7 =0.04, t=0.90, p<.01), (Md4)& CSRE
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T 5719 A71E9A Aol CSREF A9 #
o 9L v|AA g Ao e 1A= UG
(7 =-0.02, t=-0.38, p<.01). ¥423} CSRE
£ 700 g A 7 7RG AU
CSREE AZd] IAAYA 92 71Ae A=
EpA=]

CSRZF AZo] 7|FEYA, 719% %, A8, 2
A 24 2 A o5 vlAe JFS AR
A8 43§ /M E 7hed (FMd5)E CSREF A
Zto] 7145 LA o o GF2 nAA ge AL
2 Jeh} 7148 92(8=0.09, t=1.08, p<.01),
(71d6)& CSREF A|Zto| 714 dell 384 2
&2 oA Aoz Yeht AAH AL (B=0.09,
t=1.71, p<.01), (ZH37)& CSREF AlZo] 4
go] 2AAA & vA e A2 et AA|H
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(TABLE 5) THE RESULT OF COMPARING MODELS

Chi-square degree of freedom
complete mediation model 826.74* 687
partial mediation model 810.06* 667

* pc01

A2(B=0.18, t=2.15, p<.01), (7Hd8)& CSR
8% Azo| 3 FAxd FPAA 4FE viAe
Aoz veht AU (B=0.28, t=2.85, p<
.01). slA e 2 (7Hd9)& CSRES AZo] 74
o%o FAAYA 4FE vjA e A Yeht AR
HAHB=0.23, t=2.26, p<.01).

4.3 pHEDt AS

B AFE CSREEFS 7l did 2ua AL
J1AELA, 7198 H, A9, FAE, FAYE F9
ook M|zt wbg- 7 FACAH CSREF dig
2| Ae] A\ zto] ¢hAvlA) o ¥ & Ao 7}
A% d7rdE AASHAG. 2de AR
g A%37) 98 CSRE7IY W@ 7 AAF 4H]
A whg Wzte) A7 23E AR S 2
A7edy vudFaNc. Ao 1} AR 2
gL AYRE A5E Hufeozd 2FHeH FA
2do] 9JA (hierarchical) %< W¥(nested) &
¥ 7% Chi-square o] %32 53 #A% +
ltt. w2bA Chi-square o] A4S AASAR
(TABLE 5)° AAE 2%& 53 d7+2d# 73
A2de| Chi-square #ole FAZLE {94
F&< 3AF & AU (AChi-square=16.68, d.f
=20, p<.01). WA A AAEHD SAAR

S d7rde HF A&t
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V. 28

5.1 A7 Y AIARY

25d AHAR T 7Ig dF IBAA
g fxdte AL 7149 F8F FAoqg. o
A & dFE 2H|A7F CSREFS +435H o
€ AAYSA FEHD. 71&9 dFEL FE
CSRZ%°] 71g94% ¢ Auz ¥ v|X e ¥
g (Drumwright, 1996: Brown and Dacin,
1997: Sen and Bhattacharya, 2001)& %3] A
U A, A&A A, €54 A F°] CSRE
59 Azl vjx e GFS 937 A8 s ASG
(Becker- Olsen et al., 2006: & Z, ZA+,
2007). Bhattacharya et al. (2009)< °]3j &7
g FAAY Aol F2 CSREFY F719

?} ?1"'4} 1 Ao i3 Aol o3 FFS T
< F U952 #3319 28y CSREFY Az &
&‘E‘: "5"’” o)X Az AL g A7 o)
$ &3 Ao|t, detA £ AFdME CSRE
T Azt 9% )3 F de ¥5E4 CSREF
9] E71o g datdel Aut AQJQS APFE
ANS] 1 43S 22, E3 CSREF A
zto] AR 719 ELAl, 7198 H, A8, FHE R
THYEE A|Asld CSREF 7] AUl CSRE
F ALE 2 st Aapigd ojujd FFS
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oA X g AN Rt 7245 Az A b
g 7H)A &4 7L CSREFS Azt 334
Y-S AR, olHfBA AFA, AFH, A&
A% ALL CSREFY Aol fold 92 vl
AA %= Ao Jepygd. CSREFY Az 7]
AELAY @ 9FLS AR I, 7199
%, A3, s, FAYEdE 3FHY 9gS 1
Ae Aoz Yepyt, 472898 nigez 2 4
T o] 24 AAELE g 2

AR, € 7 489771 obd A4 2¥AE
2 Aoz 439 A2 CSREEY 579 #
dd 71E9 AFE0| UFE AHATE 53 57
£ ¥k CSRel did &g AAHg 3
AR FAHC] EAske o2 5 Bedt

g £9], 7|1& A7EL CSRESY 54 B2
A& 5€ APF 22 AAdo Fusid d+4
e 28 F AU 2y ol 4 A¥Ie
oA 3po]7} 9l YA e 0| Yk Ho] A
o2 A=} gk}(Bhattacharya et al., 2009).
g B A7E 44 28RS AL HYF
ddstn A7l YAEFAHE Fol7] g8 HEX
A B3 A8 FEg

€4, CSREF 719 g 2|z AL 7|&
AFED 9o dAdFez TR Anjugitt
AHAEL dUAoR 7|9 Al3lA AYeFe
5 Ee ASAL A7) Boe AAE2e ¥
gatdA ez AYE 7hsAo] ¥ot. A 9A3 9 7
9L AT AUQA, oA BAAEY 870 9
AQA, T2 AFHoz FYde AAA § 4
&g BN AHE 27} It (Ellen et al.,
2006). & AFe AvAe] A2 /82 A
A, AR, o)A AYH, 27| 2YF Ao
2 Bfdtd Ztzte] FQle] CSREF S AZs=H
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old L nAAE A E. ATEH 714
AP AUL CSR &% A 344 43S
oA n Ay, ol A A, AEHA A
AL CSREFY AZel & 82 AR £
e 2102 Ul o|88ogE AHRlEe] CSR
8B5S H718e Slo] 719 o] 947 Aot
ZL2 o7 A3A dog A Aol o]
o|Hel F7|(ulterior motive) & Hetsleid A3
g AAA o] gFHT ek ofz} M H
Ao Bee o|AdF AEAHQ CSREF did
A ALgoft o] F715 vhetd 2o A
HE e Aolth(&Z, 24, 2007).

AR, CSRES A o] thkgt AH|zt ukgd w]
A 9% TRH o2 AnEgt. 7|&9 AFE
& CSRe] &H[#k9] 7]9jel i H7l 32 484,
HEH g nlAe 982 dHoz nEsg
4. 28y £ A3 71E 7%= 23 CSRE
TY g AAFES nASAn 71GFYA,
7199, A, FAE, FAYEE AFE A
At 1 9% S Avjugict, d743% CSRE
Y AGL 719N dEe FAF 9FS vHA
gston 719 e, A, FAE € FHgxd F
AR 4% vA 1 e Aoz YEd. CSR
25 A7) 719ELAde /T 9L A
A @ Aoz Uepdrld 719E2AY F4 o
g AukA9l APEs e g Aojg, dpAe
AgtA o g AuA7 CSREEY did AL &
3% 7140l tig Av)zt g2 FAAYE B S
9.

EAd7E ARHo2E 023} 28 AL A
g,

AR, CSREF dd ¥ 39A< A7}
£ OBl AF o] Fasit E AFe
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CSRZ% %7ld dig ol 7K ALY /82
CSRAIZe| 982 nld + e 8322 AAlst
Ax A7AT 7NN BAH Ao] AM|A7L CSRE
5& Agdsked 384U 982 vAe Ao ¥
ettt by 719 AAberE 913 o)l (FIE) A
22 E2 ol TAAY 7 HES AY FH A
CSRE%¢ FAsiuete 2HASA %9 ¥
717} 7199 71A 789 S AAAAG & A
ot} &, CSRE%Y FIY= FaspAw Lu|A7}
CSR¥%F< Azsted oM &5 F71d U
A& fEdhe Aol oS Fosithe 28 Y
F ld. AA2 CSREFA A5 7ol
T EE g A3 E =3 ulA Rsle A5
AEH 719 E0°] Arte CSREF 3 sl #A
FUAelA sed A AY 54 ARyA-ol
A 8% Axz3 512 ¥ 7hedol Act o
A 7I4EL /M E&Aoln AFE ARYA ol
A =78 G40} gt

€4, CSRE%FS nA#e 74 84 52
A% F8¢ siot. dFi9 7|9 FFAAY
7199%8E o] 8ozl el ddd B85S T
B esddE 7199 sHET oig} CSR#Y #
A NP9 E 1 F84° A #4Hn Ao
(Brown and Dacin, 1997). & ¥+2 %3l CSR
5o Azo] 7]1}49] B, A3, FAE, FHE
T Azt Azt oizg BFH W 33
A9 9FS v|Ade A P 2RHeR
CSR¥%°] 7158w 37 719E A48t U=
E8AYS oA ¥ g & 5 AU gEA
7192 aAze B714Q A 7% L FAE 4
& CSRE5 < A&H o2 Fydof & Ao},
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5.2 H7e| Y o % ALY

2 d7e 2 /K #AdE AYx ded FF
AT = £ 9771 7R FAHES Badlo] &
Y1715 71t 94 & dFdA e CSREF
£719 A3} #As Ellen et al. (2006)9] ¥
FAAE =¢85 ed 259 dFE CSRo| i
oxd e %S nFFHEA 7143 CSR A
olo] Agxe CSRel| Wig Eo] ojd =HA}
g /HEA ARugid. w2y g5 7N
=9 290 7199 CSREEH A33lo ojd
z4 395 /REA A4Fd £ 9271 ey o
Qo x Ao AQNA A, Bk, AMAAY F
ol 982 v ez Adse 8089 =3
AHE AFske Aol vl F88 Aot &F £
AT A% 25l APATA A 88 2o
o 498 =28 Ao, dFog § A7
M CSREF9 AZ< ¢ AdoA] AxEgin,
a2y gF A7 ME Carolle] AAF CSRY 4
7HA 2gd dig Azog Bgsie] dHEo2H
ztzte] AR 71dAH 2 AH|A wHgd od
dFE nA A& AREE 77t S H88 A
oz AZEY, £, S8R Ale] 48k 7|
S A2 2 survey questiond digste AU &
3 Wo] ti Fert ke AlZe] EARRE
3ol AFoAE oo i FHG | A o] B
€712 g3} vgez E AFqME AE
SHA7 EFARQ dFAGe] aH|AE 59, &
Ao AFEo] e dAH] EA%d, g
A g% 43 Qi 7heAdE g5l AsA
gk JAFEAGH S84 71 RS g
o2 Y% "art g,
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Consumers’ Attributions, Perception, and
Responses on CSR Activities

Soyun Park* - Dong-Mo Koo** - Bohyeon Kang***

Abstract

Most of companies recognize the importance of corporate social responsibility (CSR) activities
to attract consumers’ attention and focus on different facets of CSR activities (e.g., ethical
management, environmental campaign, human employee, and social welfare) with the pursuit
of profit, one of the most fundamental purposes of corporate management. So far, CSR activities
are perceived to improve corporate images, to enhance competitiveness of companies, and to
have positive effects on consumers” product attitude, purchase intention, and customer loyalty
in the prior research related to CSR activities.

However, in some of recent studies, the effect of CSR was not positive. It is because consumers
actually do not recognize CSR activities well. In addition, in the prior research, it have been
identified various antecedents of CSR, such as fit, attribution of motivation, and consistency
that affect the perception of CSR activities. Although the type of consumers’ attribution can
be more complex than traditional view, the prior research was conducted by experimental method
that polarized the motivation of CSR activities (e.g., profit-oriented vs. social issue-oriented
or other-oriented vs self-oriented). As a result, the findings related to consumers” attribution
for CSR activities are limited to understand.

This study examines consumers’ attributions of CSR activities as antecedents influencing
the perception of CSR activities, and corporate identification, corporate reputation, trust, loyalty
and word-of-mouth intention as consequences of perceived CSR activities.

The result of this study with survey data of 200 customers shows that consumers respond

Master student, School of Business, Kyungpook National University
* Associate Professor, School of Business, Kyungpook National University
*** Assistant Professor, School of Business. Kyungpook National University
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positively to CSR activities when they recognize values driven motivation, not to CSR activities
when they recognize strategic, stakeholder driven, or egoistic motivation. In other words, consumers
recognize CSR activities are companies’ values driven motivation. Also, the perception of CSR
activities have significant influences on corporate reputation, trust, customer loyalty, and word-
of-mouth intention, except for corporate identification. CSR is a type of corporate associations
related to corporate ability association. CSR has significant effects on consumers’ attitude and
response to corporation, Finally, the result of this study will guide and help managers understand
the attributions of CSR activities and plan the effective and efficient business strategies.
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