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ABSTRACT

This study draws on a sociopolitical perspective to investigate the possible impact of
champion leadership by project leaders on project viability(resource supply and
organizational support) and team members' team efficacy by analyzing the empirical data
of 92 ongoing projects collected from 22 public and private R&D institutes in the
electronics, telecommunication, machinery, and chemical industries. Results revealed that
higher level of project championing by project leader tended to positively related to a
high level of organizational support and resource supply. It was also found that teams
members who experienced higher level of project championing by project leader tended
to have higher team efficacy. Furthermore, project type and innovative climate moderate
the champion leadership-project performance relationships,

The results found in this study offer several theoretical and managerial implications.
First, champion leadership by project leaders is quite helpful to get more moral support
and legitimacy of the organization for the project, and thus for acquisition of more
tangible and intangible resources required for successful implementation of the R&D
project. Champion leadership by project leaders also impacts the morale and
self-confidence of the team members. Project leaders gives a sense of purpose and
meaning to project members by actively and enthusiastically promoting the project, and
by expressing confidence in team members' capabilities to perform a given task. In
addition, his or her soliciting assistance and additional resources can contribute th
building the confidence of members that the project can be performed well, Second, the
relationship between champion leadership and project performances is context-specific
(i.e., project type and innovative climate). This study is one of the few to have tested
the moderating effects between champion leadership and project performances with a
empirical research design. This study extends the cument knowledge on champion
leadership in the innovation process by generalizing their importance in R&D projects to
a new industdalizing context, Korea, and further sheds light on the contingent
relationship between champion leadership and project performances in the innovation
process, Based on these findings, some areas for future research are discussed.
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I.A &

A 71do] AW e AYREL JIeHAS T AAE LS Vg A
7348, A& vi$ F93 848 eI JJrHEmmanuelides, 1993; Kivimaki et al,
2000). 71E8Ael glo] AL 5o FaAdol A=A B2 ATALEC] ARAY
AW &5 FHS % O UL 978 grh iAoz el A gl
2oy A 24 2 FAHYEY FFHE 2 BF o3 Bo] FAEdn £+ A
. 53], dhd gl S Alasks Bxy Sl digh S4lol AR = 3%
M TrAE i FoF AT Eolz thFolXn e FAloltt. Ay z2A
E e 8 Z2AE gole] 937 2oidel 98l JrhKim, Min & Cha, 1999;
Wolff, 1986). 2gel= Tttt @3N FEL 2uil] 780l THHo AT 224
E oy ez He #4E wolgith(Scott & Bruce, 1994), &g, Uit 3 9%
oM =29 oS SN A3 ad2 J843os Z2AE gy A4S
Az wtodsix) gl JckAgulalE, 1994). G Z2A4E e did
5o E5A000 718 FoAQ olojriole] A& A, 7IEH FL 2AF HH A
Z3 e 71&H AgAe 9w Qith(Farmis, 1988). X2AE gole] 7|43 oFe
o] Aol AAQ FFE Feu), ol ANE BF-E olue Fa3% 7I5E0l d
9] 71&x Ao 2] wiFEelthMcCall Jr, 1983). 1¥Xg, T2AE 2tE g
AT 373 ) EAkE e idE 22 23F EA diAsjor gt

71€83L 718 #AQA FAl A818AA Aol (Page, Jr. & Dyer, Jr, 1990),
7182l 3L 1 A Fodste Fo AEESS FFHol oARA A== 2
3] 234 2 4 qthHowell & Higgins, 1990). 23 ] XAAMEE FAgo=H =7
U AL FS5sln ZRAE 3o a3 dgd Ag, g dojlie FUE FL
g AT g9loz 71550] YrHAncona & Caldwell, 1992), A7/ ZZAE g9
A% o3 9o 71ed =8e AFse del XA ga 23 duke] wEke] digh
g, =3 2 gRzREe] A4d 9 XY R F& 53 23 Ul o] Az A
g = Qv E wksolol IHGemmil & Wilemon, 1994; McCall Jr., 1983).

8 142 33 Kim, Min, & Cha (199 Z=2AEZHY 932 I 7I<dE7}
(technical expert), kA8 AR (strategic planner), ¥ ARl (team builder), g
(champion), B221%5(gatekeepen) 22 T3 . o] F FEA 92 71&FAl
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o] JFaclez yaEgo] A, Aoz H2 AL wolgty AFA7E A A
gxjo] grhHowell & Higgins, 1990; Scott & Bruce, 1994), £ @7 ) A7
=2AE g3 g9 ddes E2AE v Ao uiye] el dist A4 37
2 23 A4, ¥ 7YY ° 589 vx= 9T wHslaL, o vopl 3ol #3
oA Z2AE {3 27 JA 24714 gt ol Aol AR BAPL of9Al Wl
= e AF3Foz 13390}

1, Z2HE 2G4y

A Z2AE § ue L AN AT7EHE U JEES Y L
g oz Fsjopt g}, HgolE@H(role theory perspective)e] ATAEL 71&H
A #4A3L HA AAQol] FofFlar ghe AEE] FPsle JEE FAHLE oHE 4 3l
22 A8}l YrHChakrabarti & Hauschildt, 1989). Z2AHE ztj4le] B3 ATET
AWl #4 2 AFAE otz dlell ol ¥kl R D (role-based leadership
model)®] F84& A Bk ¢rHHirst & Mann, 2004; Kim, Min, & Cha, 1999).

Farris(1988)= &#H  71%4 2|tl(technical leader)®] ¥z M 2R s 44
3k, Exo ERIBIEE = WHA o |, PP a7 IFES PR

234 g |, 71&d s &Y ololdo] bt Jhsd Yie AP 9%
7 7 F8 V& AR 35S ke WIS e |, 749y sEEs 9%

AEAF , FHAAQ EH7E A2 FARe  BEEA 98 58 AAEka
k.

Ancona & Caldwell(1990)2 AAF/NEHol F3fsfof h= o TFom ‘9R9
dHgozrE S B3I gHE AYNESE RIS A5 Ade g5k 98
(ambassador) , THFE A U 2L QR FA ZL2 U5 4FE A J
= H8H(task coordinator) ,  ZAAZIGoNt A, Zlgel digt oleltie] 2 HRE &
k= Jscouty , HHoll tiFt FRO FEE FABKE Hd¥(guard) & AABIL 9k
Hirst & Mann(20049)2 #YL A3 FQ ols|dAAe} A 2 EXE Pt A
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HE 25l 5 ¥ A8 sl Al boundary spanning) |, 8 W
4374 2 FAE AefblaL olo|t]olE TR3t=E Adske  FAfacilitator) |, ©
HEo] AZL BAHANN ZAE HZFsl=F Fefsle A nnovator) , @79 E&
o} 9RAIE, Ar1es A8l 2ske AFAdirector)  Ho] ZZAE A3t
A 7lefElal Ylg-& sk gt

Farris (1988)0] o8l Z=2AE ltirt sk gt GTSo] izt AAAJA A7
HoA4E AV olF Z2AE gt Q% 4 5] B3 B2 Gt ofFoFt 2
A ol ATelr =EE ZAE e JF 2L J%e /NFFHeE FFAR
%3 AAAYL 5 olFoAA] ¢ it} E2AE riid ditt £H 13E 5
Kim, Min & Cha (1999 Z=2AE g9 9%8& A 7ledE7Htechnical
experty , ‘AZAIE AAAstrategic planner) , B PAAteam builder) , W]
(champion) , ‘“ARAXZ(gatekeeper) 28 AAFo2 F3slx, ] AFA: ==
AE g guiste] 8% JelfF 2 AFATE 53 9% £/ @3S ANk ok
71AF7Rs 2 ololtjold] A& 9 A, AF A=F, gt otolrjo] W s AA ] F
B3} e Qe 8310, Hirst & Mann(2004)2] 3214}, Farris(1988)9] 71&HE7} 7
ge ¥l ok, AGAY A4 gL 4T ZeAES] AXH Wekst 7AH
J ERE A8, g U 4FE B2 2 s, 93AFE A8l FrFes A
ek 9¥=, Hirst & Mann(2004)¢] A%}, Farris(1988)9] Ak Zvle] 7/ige obF
I gtk © ¥4k GT9EEe] d7dE-S AT FAA AYE 98 + e
g B9 whEolF = 9¥E, Hirst & Mann(2004)8] 33IA}, Farris(1988)2] 1&j7id
2 2 B2713EAN] 93 ¥3sta gk AR A% JlE 2 AR JRE 53
I A FE= 8=, Famis(1988)9] T4 ZIgolt FH 35S Ask= HIFTHF €
tit Ancona & Caldwell(1990)8] 7A71dol A, Zlgel dig oleltjo] & AHHE
SAsl g8 ouisia ok, AR TAE AN L ApREo R E4JeH
IR og FAFFo N ATJER doF 55U AAE Z2A 39, =3 Felo] ut
v Asie] 918l AuNe o T2AE U3 ARG B3 dYow FYe A5
313 923 Aot AYE Y53 9= Ao =T Jrh. Hirst & Mann(2004)2] 73
ARzl 9, Faris(1988)9] =AF eulel g GXEa Yo Ancona &
Caldwell(1990)9] AFoM= o o2 RE BE B3I HE AL3=s RIS
AEIAY A 53k 982 AAlEY gt

ATAEL AANEL Y= gk GTEL ] 5P Ades 8 AFE Fol7]
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A8 2ldvt 3ol & F83 Jlsoleke Aol T3l JrkKim, Min & Cha,
1999). o}5 ¥& Foll Pyl G PUSd 23 FA=r] Hoke ¥ el o3 &
Pslojop & YA Az zEHo] FANL AFAHY AT A AFH ot
(Howell & Higgins, 1990).

2.

o2

ol 2oy

A 7PFL Schon(1963)9] =& F3 3 vehd olFe] 23 o & &
ke 908 B A7AlEY] #4E X 3 I #7848 IR o, 59
A=ste 87 ol a& deire Fude] EApt 2 BrHEg 2919s A5
olth(Howell & Higgins, 1990; Markham, 1998).

Fudo]l A ol Fa3 e FPske o2 A L= AL EILS
=4 UF AgEY] g 7€ EUELS JFAHLE ARIGTY U3lE 7AE] 3o,
A o] Ao oAGA JFE Ferledl tiE dH £ AST AT =53] A7
¥o] gt} (Markham & Griffin, 1998). th=¢] A7EL AYA TS tFoltSl=
A3 B EAE0] AAHA & A GAA Yot Markham, 2000). @EHA] Fisher et
al. (1986)2 "2l A Pl giEixx, o] S QA thFolof 3= Aol 3
M ol= wih A gith'a AAs AF A7 daAds AxIAN, 2o AFd
Tto] Fud FAg thFolsitd Ul EHET AMA /MES A Jidezs e 9l
= 47 % =EY, JAE 1 2L Ve A Al 938 FE OSE Agus
E T = QYA EAE thFAY AlEGTA A FeAds MdHes
AR e Bolt}. R, 0)&SFHUF200) = AZEA A W AHE S
z2AE i 93 Y goieE FEHIY =2AET} AfEo] A5 A4S
2 5 YATHE V1S glom, Lee & Na(1994) A7 AAF /e zgHES o
dog g A7 A A4 € A Ul AYE AAFE ML Ao AP w2
kL gl

ATAEL Hudde] ZIeFHA E2 AAFE N AAd 2RF J|dE Ao AR
Foskar ith(Howell & Higgins, 1990; Markham, 1998). Kessler & Chakrabarti
(1996)= AHJL A7l &5 AR FRE P8t 2831, Halof gis) F4a o]
AR ol E HAFHoR du AEE FHIe =S B3 AFHN AZE 95
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Al 4 9lee FA3sta Ut Howell & Shea(2001)¢] 7% A=A 371 A7)
W ZZAE Aol IRFAHA JRE F e I7EHAE AAE Fa gtk 1A
gk, Markham, Green, & Basu (1991)2 o] EAlshe TeAEE B} B2 AY
21, GA FEEA FAN, Fude] ARIER(F, Y4, viEd, AR e
HE A $L F 928 Husla ok Markham (200002 FFdo] AAE x2A)
E9| A3ATe] HHZA 9 g3k FAE o tvt ExeE Jil Z2AEe Z 4
A, AY 23 22 =2AE # PHE 58 HAY 9%L /MRE BoFa gl
Markham (2000) zHd€] wiiolt =A U X4 $£F § Z=AE I W9 2ol
Aol Gl digh Mo} 2 AxE T 4% 4 293e AMEa gl 4
THEE EFARE Sole FAFoz AI7FsAE Eol7] HEixe 7w AR 49
E8447 7 =74, A Fde E8440) didsjopst dhleifer, O Connor, &
Rice, 2001). W2 A7 Z2AES AF 7|85 Fols Aoz WA= Ad 37
4 27 A 23E& 253 Z2AE 2t A goio] ofE Wl ofudt o
FE FH © TALES © & oY rddserkE 1astas gt

¢

ol o

m &7 29 %7

AL ZRAEY i mRAEQ] JlEA At 4 4dH 4AE 4 Ax
2 AMg3] grkSouder, 1987, Griffin & Page, 1993). I} ZZ2A|E9] 7|&3 3o
23 A7 F83% AR A Yol FA & F U ¥ FFol /HAAFE, #
A 9 B F 4™ QQlEel o3 FYE ethe Aok /P ZRAE £E9
A ZR2AE AAF 78S Eolet Zldshe 48 AYRUFES EME Faol
A71=)2 JrhEmmanuelides, 1993). AHAL T2 A Eo|| AMYZE 23 GAFHoR
ZsiH 919 vk Asjje] el AEPE o T ARFEF FP7E 453 He
g Aoy AYE 5 9¥= AHoE 4 vk FuAd EP Aol FHe ¥
A A, BAA AYE B3 FAld 7ot S-S A F ok(Beath, 1991
Kanter, 1983). ¢}%-¢]Z@#(external dependence perspective) TTEE AAE 7
do] & oizng Hed AR L Y, AEE FS3fodor i FHs Yo
(Ancona & Caldwell, 1992). Markham (1998)2] A7+ © AEA(team viability) 70'd
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< B3 ==AE Aje) Padt FES 23] AdH AY FFo] Z2AE HFTFsA
S Foled 718l J2-& ABIE Qith £ A7 I FQ) ZRAEE gies
v 2eiye] =z=AE 9 ggEe] FMF ko) ulXe g3 adsty] A3 ST
M =2AES] A3 32 A $a3 TeAE J2YRY IF 2L 23 ADF &
7A | Z28g st

=2AE o) o3 Fud 4L E=AE] J&7IA J¥e F & ok A
e AR Al ofoltjeld =&l VAT A8 719 W A AgE B
918 don, AAL 53 dlo A =¥E BBl girt, Z2AE ol =
z2AEe AW JAEA XA JFHE T3 Z2AE AFS=F 3= wHel 4F
o, TIAEE 22 59 23 A € Ad AL FE F Uk ITAEL
Ao EA} 7Y Ul B2 FE9 XA A4 BEEY & FHEa o
(Markham, Green & Basu, 1991). Q7% @2l9] F4 o paA Fof shihe 7iE =
ZAE 2 Y BjEolHGreen, 1995). Madique(1980)& ¥ &% 719 U 53
zzAEZ Y A viE FHo= Jdssia ot ATALe ZeAEl] QA EA
Ao} HlE-S 78 4 9lom(Schilling & Hill, 1998), Markham (2000) 52 Hu]¢
9] &4t Z2AE U3 Hr} B g wEd FHHY IS AFHOR HoFa
At

Z2AES] Ayl 1 Z2AE FoElaL e HEEY =¥ o3 dREde &
Holli & o, HAE] APIE olFo] ¥ F & ZZAE #AZRe] HHAHQ i
ol¢ Fe3a B 4 v, ZRAE #Aejxle] e 2459 A el 932
u]x)aL, Yoyl Z2AE] AFA fPoE 93-S wA £ ot A7) AE(self-efficacy)
2 Bandura (1986)2] A}5}# slggo]E(social leaming theory)dlld 22 =2d /de
Z JlQle] AReA Foiz EARARJFE TR YT & vk Al Yol digt
1203 Aojsw, oja}e HA¢ HEE G EE e oA Foll ¥FE ulA thst
23 A3l AFAHA # F9F SHAY #AE D JSE RAFy o
(Bandura & Wood, 1989; Conger & Kanungo, 1988). A71&¥8 7)de Fdolx 33
sto] Hg3 £ UrKGist, 1987). B FH(team-efficacy) B0l M= FHdlo HJF
& A3FHeE 798 4+ vk ¥ Y U@ AR AR ololtjo] &R} F
Aleia, s5HoE Jdo Adtd 7|48 4 [l

Z2AE 2l Z2AHE g U9 oyt ohvel Z2AE § 9 digh 23Sl
FFEE T3 TAHEEY AU TR FFE £ F UokKaz & Tushman,
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1981). ZZAE elofe TTAES G4H0T $IHL, TeAES AUSHEE el
2L ofFol U, 714 AU Fustel, Tl FYL FAH: LS Il
Ae BEFORA AY ASHYS B3 9 4T Jhsel dE 333 42
2SS WS 4 vk Makham(1998)e A ZSAES thgoz & AT AT
o ERlele] e Fal WASY | & Azl FAAY ke F3 lee A
a gict.

off re no

M 1A, ZAE 2ge) AW 2ty £2E Hol it A T Be) WAl g,
714 1B, Z2AE Fuiel AW oy S5 ol Bt 274 Ads Pl WA Sk
M 1C. ZzAE 2de] AN Bty SEe Y99Sl B A2 49 B g

H3gol2 Bl ol Fasol S ZzAlE B4 AU ZeAE A% Ao|
o #AY} a3 zAAFE e 5 i (Barczak & Wilemon, 1991). Zp7] thg =
2AE 49 zzded] U=l e A 7 2 9o wet A Hgep
87EHE 2Zoyel o] zolE HY 4 tt (Green, Markham & Basu, 1990;
Markham, 2000).

ATNE ZeAe 4R diHeD SRAT, $4UT, ML, AR TR
4 ok Katz & Tushman (1979)2 349 B wet Z2AE 535 71297
(basic research), 3-8+ (general or applied research), 7J¥H(development), 71&A{H]
2(technical service)® TR 7124 $8ATY Arole Wies ez =
ZIAER o299 Wixrl 3 B4 JhsAde] W2 BT F]id AUt BaL, Jidol
U ZleAlas ddideg 7IE 71es S8k d7E ERENOl v £ 5
(FAGHAEY, 1994). Keller(1986)2 EAo] £& 71287 2 3847 Z=2AEY
739 g R JisAnla ZRAEL HE) ZRAE AR o] Al B 2 B
¥ vRS A% o

BP0 £ dNE Z2AEE AA 73 Fol VA B2 dSo] dofd 7hs
Aol Et. ol B ZAE uis AR Z2AE ¢ W @93 F3, o4F
2ZXE2] Ad 2 Ad 35 T A uiid T8 2 A4S w0l B
At vl s "Ege] AIRE 2A & 5 KA AN, 1994). Y B
7Fs7del B3 <f9le] Hwr) W HAYS FPshe T=AEL Feolle RFslA 45
3p7] ol EAPL dold 7hsAdol ddidez von, HAHF 4 Af w2} 47 E
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A8 Zo| Badd Addos AN ogel Fayol FE £ I Kim, Min &
Cha (1999)9] P7E T A7/NE € IS e & A7dN © e o4
Fopgo] TRlel BEAAe] wet DRl ANGL o BEAYe] Ee ZzAEs
Za31el WAEo] Qe 7167, 498 BGAA6 7128 Fgle) 4 A1Fe UE
B3 glom, ZeAEs} AT g ZAGIE B7sE 27 U AP Beg 4 9l
THGreen, 1995). Wk 24 U Ashe I2sy) 93 A% Pniyel eFEdT 2
4 QItHVeryzer, Jr, 1998). S AAE 72 Z2AES o2 3 Lee & Na(1994)
A7E Aujdde] AL AT HAAY o A o Po] Jlofd & PLe HoE
2 3l

4 24, N ZeAEd] vs A7 TAEE S48 o Zzie rje) g
Ao A TR BAE B 2 Rold

449 2B, M ZgAed v 97 TAES S o Z2de Do) A
uie 21 Al WAk BTk 2 ol

A4 2¢, g ZzAEd v A7 TAEE $98 o s o Puol
Aois © meel W B e Aol

z2e] 54 =3 T2AE o @ oY D T Hot Alle] A
FFE £ 7 ok 239 A Ee 27 FALEY A Y98 F3NE £
(Kanter, 1983; Scott & Bruce, 1994). Howell, Shea & Higgins (1998)2 Aloj] i3t
Z3Ze] A o7 A9 B9 =74 Fo Bl 32L& A gk P gRle
T8 oA 9 23 &3] Aoz vehhs 23 739 AL EAIE AlslEE
STEAAA AEd kA A V13l AL AT £ 4 JUkDutton &
Ashford, 1993). Z3Zo] &0 LHEHE TH, A 7ol 7IXE Hogsia, A
e SHE Hislel, FAAge S dlol AP} F23 A, AF, AZH
< AFE W, FAA e A oA AR gA £8H9 FolHel uhg-g

o)F = & Heolnt.

71 34 24 E9OF SAAY 45 zeAE et A9 Ao A9 I3
W BT} 2 Rl

M 3B, 21 R4/t SAAY 4% ZeAE ool A9 il 29 A1)
A= B 2 Zol.
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71 3C. & B2 AAY &8 z2AE gro ¥ uis | a8 B
A B 78 Aol

olgel L vigew ¢ B dvel R =AY (2F DI 2ot ArEe
zeAE rje] A e Yol tE Ad Tt 279 A9, Y59 Y 5
Agael Je vAn, Z2AE 43 % 5 Revle WY ot AAEF, 2
A4, § 59 Aolo] BAS 2ARH: WA AN ek

(38 1) 8979 =2

TRME SF
2al 28| 2 —| K& =2
A+
OO 21HY 18 == X
1C ]
\ el =24
3a| 38 3d = =5
& A2
v, 97 ¥

LT Y " Xz aH

A7 =2AE 2] AYA Eciie] ZAE OiFt Ad I3 £ A AY, ©

TAQe] ° ade) nxE 3ke sy 3 Ul AREA, 74, slEhiel 2278 |
T2 12097) =2AE €2 Yo J7E APt A5 FHL AR AY ¥
ZE2 o] d7At FH GFEL WEsle dT7o] AF AL 3 F AEAME uiEs)

51
°
=

siste Ao ARHG. F 77499 Bl T} 43297} SEchEl
S50, e B Q7 ZzAE 9 $MFEoE 3 gle] AR ol4d



FEL g8 HEF 29 Vo] HY8 AEe] 3d 2l Hom FA HojHHHT
B 48%). TRAEE F¥ER AIRY, 7l2aT 17(19.3%), $-8IT 17(19.3 %),
W 37(42.0 %), ZIEAHE 14(15.9 %] 84& Wi k37l Be 58w, 4 X
ZAE g W 108 Wl a7des FAHe] L, B 69 8d T =9
Ahg 7L gtk ATEES] B AFL 32248, ¥ It 543 A= 247)
e JHAR o @TEES tiRES giEold085%e e I IHE}
27.7%, AL 52.6%, 2AL 183%). AT Ul AHAAC] oshd du 308%, FUF
203%, AAF 37.9% ALF oV¥ 81%& ANHTL k.

x

2. B+ 83

i

Z39] HA #9971 Scott & Bruce (1994)0] oj3 /iEd HA=E o83l SA330t.
ATE 2] gl HAEHE FH, HF Fgol JHAE FofEia, Add wE s
g Fxsletr, H094S 283k el A% Fa% AAQY, A, ARDe] FoA
2 glokw glalske g 67 PEo2 ZYskgickCronbach alpha = 0.75).

Ho| £33l Z2AE {3 Katz & Tushman(1979) 5¢] ¥5el we} 71247,
S8GT, L, JIsANAE TSI, ZRAE Eue ZRAESL A¥sle ERl
w2} o] W¥FE AdseE 27U} Keller(1986)2] £5F AAlel wet 7% L 3§
AT ZRAES A7 ZRAEO)E, /ME L JIeMHIAE P ZRAEDRE TR
EAel o] 83t

Z2AE i A oy F¥ Jzel gt 9¥4Ee A2 Kim, Min, & Cha
(1999)0l o3 AR FEE A7 Al =S £t SHE 5L €E 9%
HezReY Hsdhs 9%, ERle] B9 A EAE APRIEs A5 98, €98 4
g A, AT A8 2 ) DS Y53 98, 23 FAYLE Aol Z2AES
AGIEE k= 9, 279 Yz Edta @434 T2AES AWl 9%
X3star glot. 2 g5 daf 998 74 A= Z2AE o) ANE J8ES ¢
g} =9p8la QIE7HE $HEESE @7 E Ut Cronbach alpha = 0.89).

A FF(resource supply)¥®} =3 A9(organizational support)& Markham (1998)
2] § W& (team viability) 7Hdell 7123t Z2AE Hajof Hagh FEG =4 A
7 AP FFo] olFolR A=E eI T=AE |o] "adt A, v, A7 T



218 RD Z2AE 2tle] Av eoiie] Z2AE YEA 2 o A uXe 9%

e 83 BRI 388 Ad 398 TEAEE J{YE gske dWl 9
83 FES ALE VY, EZRAHEE QS ke d 8% SRS UJ¥Ee
dAEF , EZRAEE JPE D8k U 8§ IR ASE AdeF , TR
AeE QS A8k bl FRg g AUerF = #A3EHJHCronbach alpha =
0.76). 23 AYL Z2AE Fol 7| W e € A HA=E 9ujey, =
BAEE 297 & o ¥NF9F AdE UeF, ‘TZRAEs e @ 9o
£ §A9 AYE ¥, TRAEE 9% o & 59 AEE WAt

“E’HJE"E Z2 U 797 43¢0 B didolierl o 4l $Eer FAH
o] Itk (Cronbach alpha = 0.73).

Y Z¥(team-efficacy)& T o TALE] Z2AEE A3ZFo2 9 5 o
E U2 B2 &4319rHGreen, Welsh & Dehler, 1985). © &8 HJx=x ZeAE
o] 71e3 STARY 55, ZRAES] FJ| £, FE e FF, AR Z=AE
B 24, 2 183 Jisold A2 i, 234 7R s ] ¢, © &9
o] 584, Z2AES JFAR FoE thE ATENA AME A Hx9 438 fA
g 548 Hola ot © AL o7l ¥E 73 HE I dESel €2 AAE IE
S disll grht F 98T £ Jdria 2 AR SAHAL, § JAFE AE37] A3
HAE] HFE T Haste] Bl o]83%rHCronbach alpha = 0.90).

Aol AR TRE FH: #igEe] e FME H3) 288kt YK (Cronbach’ s
alpha)7} FA3=gct. #4283 HARNA7] S FEA 2| FFel, © A 17)
FEo| AAE & I7EF U A5 A=ATIE BF 0.7 o322 Van de Ven &
Ferry(1980)7} AXBR= 71EXE SFA1710 A3 {2 Yelsitt

HLE] B34S EAE7] f8 8908AE ATEF sl ATES FAl
¥ F9984(Principal Component Analysis)ol] ¢]§ dho g AAstgdar 3442
2 AZ}YY(Varimax) WA ARSSIET. 89w A (& Dol AAEIL e vk
o] AFA7E 107341 57 alo] =&AL AARAL] 62%F st o 5 F
EEL ougdd a9ldl 89 FHAF(factor loading) 0.4 oFe 2 AHAHIL, 3 =
gho] T2 aglel= 0.4 o FHAHUARN A==HAT 2lele] ad¥A o] FA] oo}
adiz FA=AC Q8 A= A7 2ok aEstdd Aeet FYsA 5709 3t
9l 89lo2 Jepdo g AxHow WIS FRIYS ¢ F I
B AT 2O Z2AE golung § £Fo] HFE vEY] 8 @ A $EA
59 M $HAE Tt O SEAES] EAQ] SHAE © FELR



MEY 219

ikl Aol E1FRAE AHEI] Y3 74 AFER wg()) 48 FH8 T (ames,
Demaree, & Wolfe, 1984). Z} W8 Hd wg()) 2 08 o= olE UL E &
Fogo] o] 7t gle-g AAE Fa Ut

(B 1) 290 B4M

HE % 9 A" A4 =3 il a9
oo 9 g4 G A4 9171 A AF

EFFICACY 8 83 19 12 15 03 7853
EFFICACY 4 79 12 17 10 01 6918
EFFICACY 6 75 A1 01 27 02 6657
EFFICACY 9 _72 17 14 10 10 6014
EFFICACY 1 _.68 .09 26 10 11 5727
EFFICACY 2 _67 .09 35 -01 .00 .5896
EFFICACY 7 _66 13 07 20 14 5238
EFFICACY 5 _60 14 -.03 14 36 .5491
CHAMPION 4 07 86 10 01 15 .7900
CHAMPION 1 08 81 20 12 .00 7281
CHAMPION 3 21 80 -.04 01 08 7084
CHAMPION 2 20 80 .09 13 03 7199
CHAMPION 5 19 78 -.02 09 04 6660
RESOURCE 6 16 01 79 05 11 6796
RESOURCE 8 11 21 70 14 .10 5957
RESOURCE 4 24 02 66 24 16 5946
RESOURCE 7 22 07 47 12 43 4808
SUPPORT 2 20 07 04 76 10 6425
SUPPORT 3 .10 12 31 70 15 6414
SUPPORT 1 14 24 26 68 17 6523
SUPPORT 5 22 .00 03 61 00 4350
CLIMATE 3 13 .10 17 05 82 7391
CLIMATE 6 02 06 04 05 J7 6159
CLIMATE 1 11 07 32 21 62 5642
CLIMATE 2 .28 -.03 33 19 46 4359
ofelal 3k 7.97 270 218 1.42 1.24
(Eigenvalue)
A&
(Proportion) 31 11 09 06 05
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V. 97 A3

A P AT ZAEUR AA AFE Alolo] HBVA F42 ANt
WSS Alole] ABRAE FHT B (E 2ol ANl glek

(# 2) g2 24

3T | BEER 1 2 3 4 5
1. A938 4.07 0.63
2. 23A4 411 0.64 48+
3.9 &Y 4.50 0.50 S50%* | 42
4, A9 QA 2oy 4.69 0.56 35 | 34m | 35
5. HA #4171 3.67 0.46 62 | 43 26* 32
6. (ﬁiiﬁf " 0.60 0.49 07 02 .08 09 -15

* p( 05’ - P( 01, o p( 005

7Held AAd 22 ZHE AT s d¥e AFH A A Al
A9 AENe] FRHEUT. AR DA A I, 23 AY, H ZEHE P F
g, TRAE {39 A 29718 SHAFR st IHAEHE FP =4
AN Z2AE 2t AN o] 3H A FriHes IFEUR, AA BA
dXe AHA Juid Z2AE {3 4ee 3, A9 Jui A 49719 4
328 ol Zz FuHd 2709 BRAo] FHHUS. A A BY I (& 3l
AAE it

7Hd 1A= Z2AE Zu9 A 2y el i A F50 39 dAld s
S AP Qlvk. @A 29 B Ade ZeAE 3ol A B4 A e
o= FAA ool 23 W A vl 9FE A Z2AEC gF A F5
T ol Y& AN Yot 7HE 1BE Z2AE rie] A9 Zuide "ol o
g 3] AL Ao BA Y5 ANsl o BY 23 A i Z=AE
of g B} & £E FXH AYE ofFo e AR veht 7H 1B AAEN
o 7K 1CE ==AE 2de] P9 ride "e9se] s | 283 o] BA
AE AR dr 24 29 A9 AuidE A Adshes B 7AEEES 1%




22 © Tl HE) AT e Ho d3HeE 458 £ oA

U 7H 1CE AAEAH.

(7 3) ASH 2H=2A

ol
=

rlr
E
§

A4 = z3 A4 g 59
EF3ld B Ag | BEEslE 8 A | BF3l8 B A
ZZAE §3 18 .08 13
‘g/}l %_?47] .66&&* .44u* .30*:“
@A 1 F 34,01 10.48**+ 4.63*
R2 44 19 .09
Z2AE £ 15t .06 .08
A 471 60" 360 18+t
A =AgA 19* 22 320
ﬂ'?ﬂ 2 F 25.064** 8_51‘" 6.36&"
R2 47 23 .18
AF 5.08* 4.69* 9.34**
AR2 .03 04 09
ZZ2AE §3 15+ 06 .08
A 2471 60** 37+ .20
A e 224 .26* 37%
A5 AelTiA 18" 22 32
*3L e 0
uA 3 | e
F 21.,05* 8.14* 8.43*
R2 50 .28 28
AF 5.22* 5.60* 12.14*
AR2 .03 .05 .10
=ZAE §3 12 .03 05
A £4971 520 28" .08
A oy 18* 21° 31
A A 21* 23 28"
i I
Al 3-2.
F 21.95%** 8.08*** 10,324+
R2 Sl .28 33
AF 7.12%* 5.44* 7.78"
AR2 .04 .05 A5
t 10, * p( .05, * p( 01, ** p( 005
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7Wd 2 Z=2AE {30] AYQ 2o A 35 23 A, © 59 T #A
€ A%t JMEE AARIL Stk @A 3-164 A Sloid Z2AE §39 4
328 o] IFHJE W A IEFH A AY, 8 5Y9 R2 g2 72 3%, 5%,
10% S7FH, 883te 39 Adte RO Jepla Joi(B=-0.18, p(0.05; B=-0.22,
p<0.05; £=-0.32, p<0.005). ol /¢ ZRAE Hu= A7 ZZAEE FPsl= B4
o Z2AE grle] H 4ol A FFH 23 Y, ¥ "ol B} FAHHA
FE T J2S ARBI k. Z2AE {30l A Bdidd Ad IFH 23 A
4, § &9 Alolo] #AE 3= 7H 24, 2B, 2CE AAHU

7Md 32 A9 A B9717F AU ol Ad 35 23 A9, ¥ 59 719
A =A% 73S AN k. Al 32004, AFA Eldyds) Hal 2479
A5 o] EFEHUS o AW IFT A AY, @ 5YY R2 32 A7 4%, %,
15% rolstAl S71sk, BEste 37 Ase BT AWeE Jea Itk(B=0.21,
p<0.01; £=0.23, p<0.05; £=0.28, p<0.01). A7TAFH= A Y A7} A9 2]
oy A T8 23 AY, § 59 Alole] BAE 2EethE 7Md 3A, 3B, 3C BF
£ AAst ot

VI B 2 ZE

A7e " A Aok "HEY SFel tig dio] AR I M 2
AE rie FAA ride] Z2AE ol tiF A F53 =2 AY, eS8 &£
g 2zt vale 9 A Z2AE ¥ 2 A EW1Y 2 5HE AFHew
ATHo=A Z=AE iy AR dde A8 7Fede AT 7HEAT
st @ojzl B FEA| AR disf =ejshd g 2o

A, Z2AE v AU uide ol i A F53 27 A9, 9esd ©
Y Azbe]l frofdt Ao FFE F= Ao YEiztt. Z2AE i) A ridol
=Z2AE dof g =3 Y 2 Ad TH FEL A% 9T 8= Hesn
VS A £ ok =3, A7 Z2AE o] A ol 58 =4 3
t ¥ 7MY S JE Z2AE AQS Ao 95 ¥ T Jue AE

L = §

2 whe & JEE ARRE Qltt 719 AAEe] ddes dide] F8Me] HxH
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3 QE A3 ATERY &8F 2L SEiMe ¥ Eoe I Oig 93
< PAtld 23] Aoy N EE Fro} 3, FAALSC] TF ERE Pl B
S 9Fe A 23T £ JeE EWIE ARl FAEES] VIR &4 7L
Aok gt 719 AFAEL WL FAoM Z2AE oyt sk FA 2oi
o] FQAL olfsiortt It B 7IEAEI A Qo] 9 Y 9T Z2AE
#At, =2AE de] 7)€ 9P Yol A APAA e £ 5 Yok 1%
g, z2AE gois ge AR 37 Ul EAsls g gigdy 3 23H EAl o
Aol g}, ZeAE el AAFE /AL Qs JEES Adety, 34 2 9,
A7 o} F3j =3 UiR g 9B ARUAIA vESAY sEe EXFOEH =2
AE rle] gL FRFHo e FY& F IeE AL AAY JaUt o

E4, do] F£3sh= TAE 32 ZoAE it o3 A i el g
A9 FF, 24 A 2 9959 ¥ 19 oo FAE 2. dve g ==
AEHDR= AF T2AEZ £33 ©e 3¢ ZZAE grie] A9 oie] B
288 AN Fa ot a7 Z2AE9] Po] Esia BN 0] & AYUE Y
3= ge) Zide Z2AE] AFFsEE Fol7) f8 ZIEd AY Sde BEdR
A AQa 27 Eqe B84S el dlel 2o B I =¥E Jgodok
39, o]l B4 2958 I e 58 AAFHY HHeE HA2AE F e
ot Fir},

AR, 24 U A Eslie Z2AE e o ¥ uiild gl dig A4
FEH 23 AY, 995 ¥ 59 A Aol #AE -8l Yo &, AH9A 2H
AL YHae Aesle 2FM 28x] g2 x| b3 ZZAE P& 9 HUE9
g f594 Ho} & 9% F gtk 47 28IE 7ol 8418 Atk £971E S
gozn A oyl 78 7S Bola IFHeE HAE A + UE A
AlstaL i}, o= =3 #73:](context management: Ghoshal & Barlett, 1994)¢] &
829 g F= X QUck F9Ae] FE e Ao BB S w=EE ATl
Fo glom, o3 AN AFE FTstn Al AFEE o1 ARAMEY o] 8ol
7F3=E e 4due FAL B3 A Ul AL FFE EHWNE S Ao
FQ33r8 AP 32 YoHKanter, 1983).

AT Z2AE g A9 Zgie]l TAE AT AFPAYN FFE F= A
2 948z Ad I 23 AY, "HYs e 9L € 7 dvhs AHEE 4%
o2 AAZtezA T3 AW zlojie] ZeAE Ao o]FA FFE FErl AT
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F& o] o2 EYE AR 4 e Aotk EF, Avd JTSe Ane) T2
AE A7) $ol8 de T3 Jee AN A%, AN Puis zede Yoo
o] Bl Yol e F= ARacde waEsA 21 gk B dTE Aol B4
M AHR A AAE T2AE Ao FALeE sldeiNe, A il &
o] |ol] Foid TeAE 437 zAe] YRl gat gebd 5 ks UL
HolFoan Jl& B8 Sgolehs oA ol2d elojg A 3.

A7el @AN L FE A7 AAS Avud ey 2o,

A, AN AN ATEE olEA Aide] BHFSA Fx AR AZATE B
o] olzolAA] 2z glow, oz s PTE RaHow YAl 4de W Ut of
2 s ur) Ay A7 2 FME AR 2SS e 48 AU I =
3, AT WSS Aolo] AABAE AT YA, JBA AT AR Je Ak
BAE 22 Yol FAS AU Aok SA, A0 vlee Aeke Qs xzA
E 4 x2AE gy 2 9959 A Wl dEgees Friae] Axd) &
A7d gled, AT WESe 4o glo] FUMHe] ol HiHcommon method
variance) 0 2 <1t EAIEL 71 & o). §F AoiE okt Qdoeny Aes
S35k B4le) ATS AW Wavl ook AW, dTE ZAE ue AN o
G 555 A5 Alole] BAl] FPL F= 990D ZAE 43 © xde] HA B
12 nEHSHQAR, olE olglels ZzAE rie] AUE EHop} xzAE @ T4,
zedEe] At 9, 719 N A4 Ack 53} Ze WSEe e AugosA A
72 9% Yavt o ZeAE aue) Auq Agye addos B ddal @
A Bolo] ZeAE vz s v Juie AR T8 RodehrE ol
sslopt i, meAE el ATEARE B0t 94 B4 So B d7s
RSD 2N L2AE de] Auw 4, Wl ARE ANHL ATE & 9 A
olct. aTE et AW AiAlel el Tk Be olsle Waw sa ALS A
2 9ok, FF AT Al el dg Bt W g sk 3 B Wes
2 PSR ATRFL LT o)F FUH AT AAS T3 ASsok T Rolk.
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