375 &d §.‘?_4-?L F343 F2% 20054 4¥(pp. 375~400)

oAM(chEr R Zchet
(houklee @yonsei. ac. kr)
e

O|=loiRichEt. st
(johnpark @ewha. ac.kr)

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

2 =29 54L& AYF7-50] TMTS Bddel 719483 lAle aatd] deix e 32 s A& Fetan
A Q8 B Agske Aol o]E M 2R AR FFEFYY T 2ART FEFA TMT
o 2T TMTS thddst 71983 el BA mlAle 2dastd disiy 243t 4584 23, TMTY
gl 719 Hd viAe Ede, A FAGMEG FHA A, a2n TMT 7AEE] A= He] HojA
A 2Fshe ARED FIF SFAA P 2R BN vE 3FA R delch of2id A7ATe] gig A
APt vl a3 disix Eodsiict.

Ao TMTY BHd, 7199483, $4388484, i
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| NE 4374979 74 geol Haby sge) @y
Aeolu 437k AolaA Uehd Aclghn ag
% #2399 74 Yk TMT FHeE
42 71999870 343 DQaAn B 540 oAHA AE, F TMTe ohb(TMT

Ao we} HuAGA e Aoz 71dS diversity)o el -JJr"‘% T W7 Wi, Hx
ARAoR A7) ofgA =Yt ol weh H  AYEF B oW TMTY iie] 7194w

273GA ] 93 JId BT AnAGAE £ o a3 dgg Aty & 4 M Carpenter,
3t A9 (top management team: °] 0} 2002; Priem, 1990).
TMTZ 34) Al & 7gdLde] 9% v, TMTE thedde] 71gAd e $2% 9

2
3 oJu) g zZHA FAch(Hambrick, 1994). TMT g2 vl Zolgte ¥ARL FAL %—?6}3,
o] 29842 Hambrick & Mason(1984)] #z @_504% AR dAHA @A AA =AU
73%9% ¥¥(upper echelon perspective)Z A ¥ AFIME TMTY thdio] 719433 ) 17@"4
ASPEARE 2AA R =o5r] AFaEt & Q) 98E vAE A2Z vetork(d: Eisenhardt
BAEE Bl s, AuAGAL 2 9 & Schoonhoven, 1990: Norburn & Birley,
A 325 vgog Az HdS &7 w i 1988), t& dFodMe TMTY vdAde] 7194

=2HsY: 2004, 2 AR=EY: 2004, 1
P2 EE2 20049 @58EgADe) A nd A3 ofsq 2SI,
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Fof] FFHQA QS vAe AR Ueon
(dl: Simons, Pelled. & Smith, 1999), & t
AFelMe TMTY theddo] 7194 Fa wiA|
7t £3d g JUehdth(d: Murray,
1989: Smith, Smith, Olian, Sims, O'Bannon,
& Scully, 1994). 19} Zo] 4FHF ZHE]
A §A JERA 95 dAES TMTY 9%
ol zAAI] vXE o] dsiA AFshes
7ol g o]} Feujgt Aojgtn Fsldl o2
Y (Preim, Lyon, & Dess, 1999; West &
Schwenk, 1996).

olgfg H|#AY A ]
Toln, £ dTode HBEQ] #de 2d2 &
RaedlA= s ‘9}1 ’*ﬁg?ﬂ?%"] ‘2345]?‘1 %}% il
TARES A

fr ru

A s =N
. a2

A7AAE ANE oI5} ABGTES A7
Ao WEoleslurke AdATE] F9 Y
291 23 A gl wAge] TMTY thy
o] A4 vlAE B LA Ue Aol
£ W3 A7) WRolPa A2AF, TMTS)
0‘: 00

ox ok

e S AYz Q7] o Fd, TMTY
o3 = gl
Aol A9 93-S v]A 4 glth(Bantel

2t
ol
thebgol 71dAd e FHAA dTS
&

Jackson, 1989: Milliken & Martins, 1996).
TMTY tde] EotasE TMT #H9E° #
gFoln HAAQ YAEFE & & YA Hu &
g daA o & 428 F A He 34
T e W, TMTY teddo] Eotd4E TMT

AYEC] Aol #HE 7 Ho FAYE 1Y
450l e % Slu —44@7&3‘—4 £57} A3t
Al dhe 97l FHT ATh(H &3 & #
<4, 2002: %”‘E & 27, 2002- Hambrick
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& D'Aveni, 1992). % TMT 949 w7
Zdo| 4] FHEY st X—Pl?i—l 735l
TMTE thddo] 71994 Tl 3HAY ST
A Aol 1 uge] Afole TMT«] T
71943 FAAQ d&E vl Zojrh. wheA,
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hy

=

o]
—

TMT thddel grdol &A% & ke AAE
Wolgol A HH, TMT By 2avt 333
A E2 FAAQA dsjy AFete ARG of
H oM TMT thdde 2384 &zt 243
g2 Z2 FEEA &} okste Ao il
AFste Aol % F88 AFFHA 7} % ﬂolt}

JdeR, B d3e Agdry 4z A A

s}

4oz Hsty] A o4 "Jﬁ*’ﬂ"i TMT«]
o] Z1dAdad nXe &t FHAA F
goz ZslseAd #sA At o &
o FAAoZ, TMTS dedozge TS A
(educational background), %F*4](functional
background), ©%717(tenure) 3 o 2
#HHA (job-relatedness)©] EE TEA
Jo} AL g AR AMgEIZ40] AR
A

0] 1]!3-1

4 (environmental uncertainty)® &2
el TMTY D —r(physwal proximity
f TMT members)7} TMT9] 2534 ool
71945 zte] #AlC oAEA FFE nA A
galy £ Aot FAHR FAJMETY F
g2 #7304, TMTY A5FaFd kel 714
Aao] wAe ZH7 B IFHE U A
ojm, ojg} L A4S TMT FAYEC] A= &
2] GolAA ZFate AFET FUIT IFA A
g7 2Fshe A d§ FzaAA vehd
Zolgtn FAstL ol talA AFEAE Aol

2R ‘3} 3 go] FAHAG. b HojA
TMTS AF#d gdFdel 71943 vlAe &

il
k13
)
A

o

HASHOIT X347 M2E 20054 4%



Fol g 28-S 2
443 TMT Qd2F 2-add dels 7
7 7HdE FEEY O U AdMe £ 479
22, AR 24, dF 3%, B g
A Medt. 1 oF FdN d7EF3ES A6
o, opAg doXe F8 AFEAE FH2= A
A rlg AT B S da B

Il. 0I2 & 71

2.1 TMTe| 272 clekdol a4y

TMTS thdde TMT #4989 JdFEAA
B0l AR EAo] o]AHR] AxgE 9ujg
H(Simons et al,, 1999). TMTY tiFAel &
& Z7|AFES TMTY s dd Mde=
2a TMT thekde el disid dTatct
(Murry, 1989. Roure & Keeley, 1990). 1
u, ofedt IS AT dFEe] Aold dF
ARE AASHA HA, HZE TMTY 9+
A A Adeg Ey TMTY thdde &k
Ao vFder ERsttt(H&d, BXE, &
A4, 2002: 285 & 27<, 2002; Phinney,
1996: Smith et al., 1994: Simons, et al.,
1999). 53], A%
TMTS A& st TMTY 2573

rJ

d a¥
Aol 714 mAle A e ATt
o & d7dME Aradlel L dFd 2%
Mg, dFAY, 2571 FHA4 TMT 744
9 ojdAQ H=E gt TMTY 25973 oot
A, 4FAY aFd, 25710 g 29E

AYSATR H34A ®M2% 20054 4%

TMT 7A9EY 253, 9544,
9} o]AHQ Axrt AAFE
#AANA g A4, V=, 5
(Gunz & Jalland, 1996 Milliken & Martins,
1996). TMT FA9E°] dFd AH o 71eg
BEHEFE TMT 7A9E] a3 #4ds Eh
stA Hu, o]2 Q8 Hiteh oatEA EAlY o
A B} cohepdt sAets FAQd dikke =
A 4 oA Ho| oatEA Y Fo] AuE F 3
t}(Bantel & Jackson, 1989. Wiersema &
Bantel, 1989: Zenger & Lawrence, 1989).
TMTS AFHA gL FALS0] 373Ws)
o dsid o 2 A58 £ A dcHDutton &
Duncan, 1987: Finkelstein, 1992). ¥wgo
2, ANEL Y JAA F2E uRoE §

%
tle
b
o
ob

AE z9sl7] gio AHAMo] =& FA= 44A
A dAT #dAe] dojAe A 4A
Zohfz] R} A& Eof, viAE HEY HF
A4g A3 g FUe oE 22 4Ry
£ 73 e F99 Bld s Bd 24
g &olstA Fold & 9t ksl wiA

f
o o

wg, w&AE, 4FA4, 2E71%0] dFE
FHERE TMT7I #HEFE ol80] ¥

grold Atae] WA 4ol FojEy] | Ed
(Bantel & Jackson, 1989. Jackson, 1992)
TMTY AF#A g TMT F+49E¢] &3
¢ dbas BAG A o EsseR H2d
T UEER =oen. a8n, #YI FHaM o
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o

F iAE BT TMT FH9ELS A2 434
QA EEY AATE g2 QALAR A o ol
of7] W&ol TMTS A7 3484 A
P £ ot o2 JF ZAFHLES TMTY
AR AAL FARGR 23] o Fo AT
A5 TMTY 8 38 Agd Mg Pols
ol1 Al&3sHA AsAl FrHKim & Mauborgne,
1991). ols} Zo] TMT7F vg wiAS Efs)
1 e FHEE FAETE BAS 9AER &
Aol gt FEE FPstn AGS g%
Afzte b SloiM o& a7 0)7] W&o TMT
o AW gL 79T FHAY 9T
o3 Rolth(Carpenter, 2002).

v, TMTY AF3A dedgde 71943
FAHA 432 vd £ Yot TMTY AFH
d e A d-bEA J49 EYXE &
ety o A 2 L TMT F49E
o $3YE o= £k Ji(zEE & AL
2002; Hambrick & DAveni, 1992). Ancona
& Caldwell(1992)2 TMTY ZF#H tjekAo]
F7H A% TMT 749Ut 2350°] 7kt 4%
AR Fo] ZojEde ATEHE AANTOZH
TMTS AF#d tdde 344 2347t &4
g S AFH0E BoF,

Pelled, Eisenhardt, & Xin(1999)] &j&ha,
ZATELES Alo] BRE BT fAES B
E 08 ddAE WEd 398 A
27 @& FddAE FEAA P Idon}

4dE 72 ddna sd. o F4d
osid, TMTS ool Eot24& TMT 74

T 2l ZHoAY SHA HErt BT
AT TY el oAtiFo] 4&e o] Fo
AR %sb7] Mg TMTY 2 5ad gL 7]
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A 2R 9FE ojAda 5 g
(O'Reilly, Snyder, & Boothe, 1993).

£, 357, A5, 24713k g F
42 TMT/t F4E4E FAEL Aold 34
o\ /X BE AXNA =7 Wi, TMT FAY
2 A9 AAA Ao wa} AlA /el
Wgog FHE oqFstn Mdste Aol o
(Hambrick & Mason, 1994). o]2 A& TMT
THALEL FYT JAEE FHAo dhEiM M=

€ BHAA oA Hu A g sjAnet
< 438 7t5Ade] AR o]y YAA FHolz
Adal TMT FHYE e 2%e] Vs =Ha

AU 252 TMTY gAEA 9 AL A5
A @cH(Hambrick & D'Aveni, 1992). TMT
_—rL

HYE 9] 250l AUAA & A% JAE
2 A ¥ Lo YR AR TMTY FF#
d ool g8 ERAA dgE vAA
g Ao|H(OReilly, et al., 1993: Simons &
Peterson, 2000).

ool AF3 ute} o], TMTY HF#HA
qddel 71943l AR Gt et B
BAJA FFE wA 4 7] Wi, 43 BA
fol dEHoz TMTY AFad teddel 714
el SAHolgtn FAsAL Fe FAA
1 FRske AL viAsA| ¢ge Aolth. whekA
& doMRE TMT g 334U 235
ZEATe (B2 PR ARE FAIe) 2
g5 nesta ol g JMe FRnA Tk

o

uncertainty )<
< EHMT e JFBAANM ojHF B3t

AT 5343 M2 20054 4%



DAY NPLA CINY YLD BRBYAYY oY 299 ZHED

DREA o A dFe7] ol =g v
&tk (Dess & Beard, 1984: Keats & Hitt,
1988). Hambrick & Mason(1984)& TMT
THLEC] BT FHAM GAEHE 5P
ox AAstn TMT7F B84 oapdsy 87l
FETE TMTY o] 719 Aga Meq
nAE &7t 0§ FEAA deld Rolgan
FAHAG. 189 FAE B A7 Hes)
A, ESAAe] ¥ o vig) Bl g2
A4 TMTY X-]—‘nj**?% teddel 7194 Tl
nAE A7t o FFFCE Jed Aolga 9
% 4 gith

SREFHG0] AAFE JRFHN B} E
Foti FHAQ #esh dojuy] W, 234
Aol &2 B AW 7de AR E g
5 A5 7 de FHY #FW A fAEA o
A 7 e Y& ZFe Ao VYA H AnE
A4 dadth(Hambrick & Mason, 1984;
Evans, 1991). webx 7|gdo] B34 7
AAgrE gk 2X2RYH YRE PS5 3

o7 E}C’ﬂ H}B} fradet

1
o
tlo
N
=
El
_ti?

ox, I8 ofM
foan 18
r2 oo

HalA o Y& A7)k g
W& (Ancona & Caldwell, 1992), A7} &
ARG A& ¥ 2HZHEH JHE 5T ¢
om ojz B o] HAAd IR
7ldeA Ao Ed, g iAE BRE TMT

AT M34A M2E 20054 48

7 284 %3 TMTe ®l&] 48 ZUJ"E?]-T‘:—
As s 2ol Hoh tgsty] wie} Y3
AeFod Apmol WA fgo] How BZE o
AR EAl disid Bo FeEd fduets B
A & 9lti(Bantel & Jackson, 1989: Zenger
& Lawrence, 1989). o]& <&} 7|gde %8
oA dojd e o8] AFE dvlsid F
AT ddE S Ao #9188 & du, APde
A3 webd HAUME AEEd £ 97 R
719 49zl M AR FAPE 2
ot A=%d fANES BRE e 284 23
719ET #4wsld gRdoz @ ¢
(Barney, 2002).

#3493 dF 9 g5y /N E oW 43
dXu FLAT, 7ol e 839 £F
A Az met 2 A7 dolEiA ved A
ojty. 71gde] EEFAT FHo AudLE 87
Hs % g g3y /e gobd Aot
(Hambrick & Mason, 1984: Priem, 1990).
sk, BAdAdo]l @& HFAA FAdAe
4 E vud A 458 £ UM HlLo)
AEFY 9 A 39 F840] Holx
S840 £ FHAQ AN E Y|
chz)el- 0 %73‘?‘35}01] Wt &3 o &3
gt &) AL HGE A8y Yo
oltt. watM, TMTY X—‘.-‘:r'”a tekdol 71

s} dF 2 ey Al s)dse
7HE 2 7190 E8440] ¥ &7 Fodgl

ArET B2l B2 84 FdslE 7
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AeAA e ¥3HA &7
o] oAl ¥R W3yt g7l

_‘
2°0
0] e FAAMEG EFdo]
7

d gdel 7194

2 932 TMT 45
o a9l @A oA 2
2o) ML £

2440 TMT AR8A The)
194% el BAE B (+)A
Weros 248 Aol

E8dgo] v FAdME,
A

\lﬂﬂ“

TMTH

m{m
T
i
ox
o
Hir
rlo
e -
o
2
>

ar

Jatgou, B HoMe B 2HE 2AYR
33ke] &éﬁﬂri 7|32} &k Hambrick &
Mason(1984)& TMTY 2F-#@d st =2

Az k9] #AZE TMT FRLEC] AR A
EQ}"E‘- oA 6 T A debd Aot
FA8AY. £& Carpenter(2002)< 2 714
«] TMT7F A3igle AA &3(social context)
o] ol E7stn NIPATEL ofd dhgt
FAG 72 glo] dFd VIdES shve HE
of dol BAaAtty A AetAAM vlRd T HFS
2 AR A el 2P dig 79 F-A
& AR ojg g HetelM TMTS #F#d
therdo] 71T vlHE Eobe, TMTZF A9
L e AR gl et Az tE2A veked
Aolgtn FAstna gt
TMT7F Astn Qe AA 3 wet TMT
TARYLES %4 F§(behavioral integration)
o] %18 4% g3 At 4% JtHCarpenter,
2002; Hambrick, 1994; Smith et al., 1994).
Hambrick(1994)& “TMT TFAYEC] a7t
agn FAHcR A58 st FX'E
TMTe #%4 E&(behavioral integration)©]
gtz Fosta, TMTY T&(structure) 2 B4
(incentive), 18]1 3 (process)oll et TMT
o YFA Bgo] go|stA vehd Aolgtn o|&
Aoz FAsYc}. ¥E Hambrick(1994)0) TMT
9 Y5H 5o 4TS A F e A A
Aee AN, B dFdME ARFY #
Al Bl 2 7REA TMTS U425 (physical

proximity of TMT members)oll £¥-& %32

o|Zel TMTe] ARV by s 71947 2ol
WAl AR zAET) deA AnEd
TMTS A8 e TMT FHASS A

AYstod m34A M22 20054 49



32 2F 2 SHHEE AsAE F i Hambrick
& D'Aveni, 1992). &, 4FA4,
7ho] thegt g2 FAHE TMTZE frARRE wi A

:7.!::7]

¢

£ BRE F9sR 748 TMTI e 2o
theFgt #Aol RS ZHAA =7l e, A
Ab FAE wednt FAEA A5l #EE vt
T4 B3 ol2 & TMTY AFEA a# 2 2
Heo| At 7bgiol stHEEE & A<,
2002: Hambrick & D'Aveni, 1992). d¥t&o

2 TMT TRYES AN AAH HHel wt
Ao A 23 PR FJEE ostn MEet
A1 37 Wi Y oAbAH Ao A
A2 O FHoM olsstn A2 g o 2Hst
< A3 dch(Hambrick & Mason, 1994).
ol AR o]z Q| FHHUE T 2T
FeEEn ol TMTY A nH 2 RIS
AstA7E d ZujAe dE€E dch(Hambrick
& D'Aveni, 1992).
add, TMTe A5#

FHA59 AA 1%

dgoz s TMT
3] A e A=

T TMT 7AYE] 548 2FA M &4 273
= Axd mel gd2A vebrd Zelti(Hambrick,
Nadler, & Tushman, 1998). siuvkatd, TMT

TEEC] AE He Yo ZFete FFEY
050 BY ZFANN A ZFshe A
FARYEY JrrE 9 FHTEI} UL Bist
o] FolA]7] wlFoltt. TMT T dE0] A& ZHel
HojA A 2F3te AFEG A dHEAA L7
E A5 98 19 HE 7137t Futskd o
S 1Y HEuFIF FRo2 B ohz Ao
2% Z71HA Qq(Hambrick 1995). TMT ?
AYEc] o BdetA AlaE S gt 9 AF

T

HIRE ¥42 An49Ae 9x F9sd z.;

o r_vi

&}

T

AASHA T w347 ®2% 20054 4

Folge £2% Helud shig Polge §
29 zHoz WA 95 o2 da TMT

TRLEL HzoA 3dAA 7R AFE 2
A Hn FEe ZREve 2AAA 5RE
o ZAEHA 7 d 2o ojE 7k AFA nF
2 g 6% o Zsdth(Hambrick, 1995
Katzenbach, 1997: OReilly, Caldwell, &
Barnett, 1989). ¥xt¥oz o] w2 Jd

272G guel v B 92 S 243
o =i oH g Wl W] JuHoz o &
Maow A3 U 4 AcHOuchi,
). Aol Be yue 134 B3 Y

= mo rif rlo
2
roe

©
0]
(]

-2

v THLS] 24 AwdEd A Y 2
Agel oA § Be AT wdE 617 )
2o 23¢ 3% TAd dANE o T
<]

2 UAZ 4 U (Shaw, 1981:
al., 1994).

ek, TMTO AF#A tedide] TMT +4
PE AR uf 2 SJEE AsAA 7194
o FFHQL A Jqdte A= TMT 74
AE0] MR e HolAA ZFste AgEY 1
Sol BYE IFAAAN A ZFahe AN
ghsld o =3 § Sl ol TMT T4
o] UG ZFAAM TA 2FLFE TMT
71943 WA &t
A& njgt. 19
-3—% H\%E}’émimn

tee, TMTS 2534 71443 3
A(+)Ae #AE TMTY *é%%ﬂ Mz
HA 25EFE A3E Aolgn dAd #
o, B8N 0] e A Yed FAog
He, TMTY AF#d ogfidsd 7das ¢
B ()& #AE TMTY TAY9EC] Mz s

Smith et
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1

o
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o TMTe QAHSF7F TMTY #5783
S 198 ) BAZ H(+)

9 oz 249 Ao,

7Wd 2ar B0l ¥ A E, TMTY

@E—Er’*ﬂ TMT_O,] 1113_1,].2:] ‘;}obﬂ
71945 e R(-)A BAE &

ﬂ*l%‘ Zl=3

14o] =& ﬂﬁo}m‘—

7} TMT-4 2 50

7bd 2b: TMT9]

49 ¥EZ(variation)o] W% Fo} 714
olg{ o] WE Aolgtm Btk ol e o].n_
o AAEHAY HEv} vmE e /\1-?3
HmA =L Ad7ix)9] thoks AlQER

< A2 AAstd ISP ]

‘ 5}
o
o> I=l~l -iE 2 O\N fot B o ax

—{n fe @ oMo 2 ux oo ox
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. Department of Commerce)]
o2 12709 A& e o

& 7, 71A, BEA], R 248, 98, A

2h, Ao, AAZks, BAMu A AFEH, FF7)
Az Aot} ol MPATE <sM v
2 oAl Aol AL e Ze)A 9l Aelolgtn
B7hd wb o dE B, 71 A Ae A

A2
]

[}
& ot AJEELD Aoz o kA Ak
g4 Ao HrlEAH(Athanassiou, 1995:

Bartlett & Ghoshal, 1989:. Hableblian & Fin-
kelstein, 1993: Lant, Milliken, & Batra,
1992 Wholey & Brittain, 1989).
Zahra, Ireland, & Hitt(2000)¢] &3, o=,
AFH, 37z 4 52 7R gH A
o)7] fEol BEFEA FFo ¥ Aoletn H
7HE k.

7t AR ged 28 $ME RRV|YES
F2% H dTEES FAsEY. WA, 19884
< 7IELE oY EAYA RE v3rYES
oflltt. Ward's 50,000 Largest Corporation
Ao oAz 321709 719EE AAHA X
271902 AEsAtt. agln YA olE shed
19883 78 199499l AF7|7E Bk AL &
HE AR FAHJAE 71deS @A Esioh
of HFoM A, EAZIY ARIRE, FL

R,

#2171 Goint venture) $& dAFTAC ZEEH
AU 1 thgez dof A& JIdE M
t4 Dun and Bradstreet Biro] HZ5o}

e 7192 7S 1% F3 Dun and
Bradstreet's Reference Book of Corporate
Management?t 7[99 TMT &4 disis =
A A8F ATt 7] Wi e, dr]o 7155
o gl AR olg3lel TMT Thbye An

HAGT H34A M2Z 20054 49



o2 AT 5 o, 2y 7 o] A 7]

250l Q4 G 7199 ATlE HEENE B
s TMTS] BFd € Zgstelo} ok | 977]

Zto] A 1988WRE 1994d7tA 9] wlwa 71
717k0)7] wEe] AFETHERAY 3|4 oEdtd
TMT £49 &g F3dt%e Ao Hog
ottty AdstAr] sl ofike] e A
A 2274 719do]l BEVIHeE dsith oo
A AF7IZE B AFEN Hed RE A

2 g3 AHHES E a9 FRoZ Agh)
HEHo2 FAMEY(unit of analysis)7} 714-
A 1,242709] AR7F 4R E] T A
3.2 el &4

3.2.1 T5HS

A9 & (return on assets) 2 £45¥ 49 7)
H9HE S HYATE wet & 9 A

AredER SR 43 2d B¢y A E

o BEHE NALHNE ST *163‘51'?@]
Me g o AL ER JgRAE 4 S
F AR xR ALY Aoy EW““‘ ¥
ol 7194 T e dFE oA § glond
ol 27 Aol g HAgo 2 7]?3"334%'
ZA8E A5 oleld BAAo] 43| g3d 4 $)
U3 &dth(Agle, Mitchell, & Sonnenfeld,
1999: Johnson & Greening, 1999). At &
of #& 2t5= COMPUSTATZHE 3=t}

o

4

o

3.2.2 5¥ds

72t

1_

TMTS m&u73, dFA4,

:L_/l:7]

D%

L.
=

HASAT x34R M2E 200544 48

FAs7] AeiM e, RA TMTY HHd tsiA
Aelstedol & Zlojtt, APATFE metA TMT
£ Vice President®] dgF&o|AY Z& o)A
o] TRl 989 Hdez Hosigon
(Cannella & Hambrick, 1993 Hambrick &
Cannella, 1993: Michel & Hambrick, 1992),
TMT &ate FALES dald TMTY 9y
& Z2As: o 9ed A8S $ys9d. TMT
TAYE #F 283E Dun and Bradstreet's
Reference Book of Corporate Management}
Standard and Poor's Register of Corporations,
Directors, and ExecutivesZ%E =Y
a2, 38 Agrh 3484 dHs] AaiA
Who's Who in Finance and Industry$} Who's
Who in America, 283 7IHEAEIA F&
e el

TMTS 2597 g2 TMT 189 EY
agEeFdX Y AFo] e FxE ouigit
NYA+E et dF399¢ A, 33, 49/3
Ag, W, AF FY 572 9ddoz UE o
TMT #3982 HasteaEe] dgo] od 99
of &ak=A] HetettiCarpenter & Fredrickson,
2001: Wiersema & Bantel, 1992). 28]z Y
A, TMT FH9E9 HnegEeee] A7 A88
ol&3t TMTS w&uZ & vhedt 2o
2439t Hi=1-28" 2] ol A Si‘E‘ iMA
A3E9E AT TMT 1499 v&s 9ng
o oA 29 TMTY zZ5¥7 EP““" 0=
1Abole] k& ZHA He d 1 go] FoRsE
TMT 74489 AL o ojdHe] dr
(Bantel & Jackson, 1989; Blau, 1977: Michel
& Hambrick, 1992).
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02 -4}

[0
o e

AFHopt gt AEE ofujdit. APATL
g ot gF-Eoke e, oY, HE A
AV xeAL @7, HA/AT, 718 F9 87K
ol FE¥AcHCarpenter & Fredrickson,
2001: Michel & Hambrick, 1992). TMT +
A9dzE 7 dFRokd 27 7|REE 2AME
F Mg o B 25 Eobt §7HA EoF
7hed o® FollAl ZAbskgth zRlm uA,
TMT TH9EY FA7T dFEoF ARS g
o2 TMTY dFA4 s FHsh
TMTY HFA2 G E TMTY m&ul7d ohed
A s R i 2ol FHAT He=1
SEWE o] Aol Wie A dFRoklN F2
ZEE TMT 7449 H&S duisty H.9o &
o] FoldT+E TMTY AFA4 tdde oA
A €t

TMT THYEY 2471200 HEHxd %
57] wfEe] TMTS 24717 ddd e H5As
(coefficient of variation)® Z3¥21cHAllison,
1978). ¥EATE TMT TEYLEY 24713
ETAUAE FFHU2E Ur ALZA HFATY
#ol #2TE TMT 7498 9 25717 ¢

& o] Holgte AL gulg
3.2.3 2AWE

2 dFdMe APATE gEA 7 A s
AEZAEE 1 44 £ 2E V989 9%
o]9](operating income)®] W& FEZ ZH 3
tHCarpenter & Fredrickson, 2001: Dess &
Beard, 1984: Keats & Hitt, 1988). HA,
127 24 Zztel disiA] g3 AL S 73
At
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Yi = bo + b1 ¥t + &

A714 Yiee A £& ZE VIY9EY
tdE dHelds v, tiee %
ngta, e 2AFE uigth. 198834
ode 1, 198994 ZAfee 2, 1990682
£ 3, 283 19949l Agde 79 #ZE 44
o2 td5E FAHAT. A A disiA
A9 AALHE £ H, hidAATY BEEL
A2 A7 T4 Yol BREHLE gl
XA e #3444 336 b3l
AAFY FFLale ATE A AA ddelgy
HEde Ve v, A AR gl Yol
2% b3 AASY EEeAt A UEd b
Aol S 7] dEd AR biIAAFY
BELA A e F3S ZAY Bavt Ao o
2, bl AAF BEOAE A HE dYoly
o2 Ysogn ARITRY I94E FAE Aotk
71959 4ol #F A& COMPUSTAT
ZRE FHEAT

TMTS Q1F2F& TMT #4989 274 F
AE vgtoz Z33A0}. Standard and Poor's
Register of Corporations, Directors, and
ExecutivesZ%8 TMT 74YEY <FA F&
o} $HA T A} ARE 3T H A4 Al
of thaiA WA FALAN TR ZFA M T
A 2Ftn Y FAEYel AAdde F=E

TMTS JH 252 S8t
3.2.4 BAMS
TMTY el 7IddTe] nixe 5348 A

A2 Fa] AsiMe be diees FAE

AU H34A mM2% 20054 48



S DFATe FPA ciMT} JjuMTh BZESEYT AN 272 =HEY

et vt BARSR ZIdtR, 71d9E, TMT
75, dF5Z(cash flow), 977F Z=(R&D
intensity), B3t A%, A7 IddH, dx &
B & A "4’5‘3 7197 R 7147 7l
8% 9gg 1A F o & %, Jung
(1991)& =/t & 7]‘@%"] Zr2 714l vl
durxo 2 o Y A#E Helvn dt FA
Ao Ad2aE HI #He R JIAARE 45
Aok, A4, JId9E T JIdAd el 9%e nE
F itk 1ol AR ol R AFAEAA A
g AZHE vige g YA S s AA,
TMTO tteddol TMTY #Ro| eais de<
w7) m e TMT 725 A3 HSanders &
Carpenter, 1998). TMTWle] AH 7349
£ o2 TMT #2E S35t diA, TMT
o 99 ‘4‘*’“0] AFHE g doe EFTHA
%‘9‘],}, AA
ated TMTY ?3_‘33 ‘4%*@% FA A TH(Simons.
et al.,, 1999). TMT FALEY A7l v &H
Eo EFE7| ‘IHT°ﬂ TMTY 93 g3 IA
BEATE 389 Allison, 1978). THAA,
A3 &0 AL e 2943 FEA
 ARE 0 o APEn. AF5EE T
MEdod Ygo2H AFEES SHsL
(Madhavan, 1996), |70 &5 A4 4
A9 £2 UYgoZA AT AxE FHsd
thH(Hitt, Hoskisson, & Kim, 1997). 94X},
ARATFAA 7199 dst &) 719837 4
B J3E vRvtn F48tAH(Hoskisson, Hitt,
Johnson, & Moesel, 1993). Y#3t A%+
Palepu(1985)) 2l&irx A<td dEZH Hbao
2 3% Zo| UG D=ZP#In(1/P). °I
HelA P 7199 WA ARE-EelA Y wEd

HAASAL M34A M2z 20054 44

o] 1 7149 AA wiEdeid A ste HFE 9
A&, Datel 02 Afde ddAdTE 9 o}
T 71gola of gl ARFE 7Y tAE ¢

of Foldth. UFA, @A 7148} JM«]
71943k BAT #AE 7HA7] el oldrY
g FAST. olANPAdAE A=Y A
Aedgr Fedd. rAeE, A7dEd
gaiA A= 7|9 FATL Aelzt & 7] |
Foll A= HuEsE géete A=IHE FA
skt

3.3 A

SRR ¥ 7P9} BA7E ATAZL =
EE 3 ﬁslw ﬁ% Ao SRkl F5H4
ZARRG HYPHEE 2 A9 do|euolaE
Fz3aY. 48 9, TMTY usuAd, 4%
A4 245713 E}“J*é ?i#%% tdsE Al A

t+1)“‘£ Al el

il

FAEAE AgdTel AtE M2t General
Least Squares(GLS) %1% o] &statHFinkels-
tein & Hambrick, 1990: Goodstein & Boeker,
1991). & 479 "eolg#o]x7t siddjojeiuo]
2(panel database)°}”] ®&ol GLS7} 713 A
g eolgtn #dstg . Dielman(1980)9)
o3t GLS7t sjddlelgwo] 2o FAEd] e
Heteroskedasticity &A% serial correlationt®

AZ A2 5 doka o,
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ojE= -

U5z

R <

(E Delle 43844 Atgd ¥gsd 37,
THAL, Tl FRASTE A E QT (E D

dle Hrso] vEEE FeE Husol gloy
AFEYd e ZFsd HFES ALY 4
FEA Bo7l7] Aol g E3gko] AFE
TE w23 4HESD FFEEE BE2A] ge
Hygd dside Box-Cox ¥EE il =3
#e 238 AR ez AT (FE 1

of AAE vie} o] WS 7o) @A A
2 3L 3 HER] g gFTANY &
A7 R gle Aes Yok ¥4 variance
inflation factor(VIF)& A4tg 23 ZE We
o VIF#te] 218t} 2t Aoz vehdd Agd
Fo oJ3hd VIF#te] 108t e ASdE b3

244 BA7H A7 9o Stk Chatteriee,

Hadi, & Price, 2000: Neter, Kutner, Nacht-
sheim, & Wasserman, 1996).

M 19 82840 TMTY AF3™
T 71985 e BAE FHA Wikow
ZA% Aozt FAsAd. /M 19 d5E 9

;AN AZH 3HEY (hierarchical regression
analysis) & AASIET A HAA dAdN =
Myt IFS 2YS FHstn UM, F WA
dAldA Eddsd F3sE XY 2y S
Aota, niA e A AR DA SEwS
AgEE, g o] § o] AR EFA B
T RS 2L FHE 7 DA FE5uS
of thgt Aol fodiA Frtsherl EAEA

7Hd 19 AZATE (F 29 A=
H 12 BAMFE0] 71948 vX = ERE
A3 IAAEY B¥oltt, BY 1o o3l Y

e

ol

b

N

(E 1) HEo MEEAIX % Azt
LS %ﬁi‘.‘:12345678910111213
A3}
1. 71949 0.03 0.08
2. TMT 2547 4 0.73 0.19 -.01
3. TMT 4544 ek 0.78 0.15 06 .42
4. TMT 24712 T8 0.96 042 -00 .12 .02
5. BAREAA 0.06 0.02 -20 .12 .01 .07
6. TMT QH2% 075 0.24 .06 .30 .15 .06 .08
7. 7147 E 666 220 24 06 .18 .02 -33 -01
8. 71493 545 366 .18 -17 -03 .03 -29 -20 .41
9. TMT 5. 540 2.64 14 28 33 .09 -18 .19 57 .18
10. TMT 9% oo 0.14 006 -12 .03 -10 .16 .14 .04 -38 -19 -15
11. 4388 012 014 .15 -04 .04 -09 -09 .01 .09 -12 -02 -.04
12. A e 7.36 832 .02 .03 .06 -07 .05 .11 .09 -23 .1l -16 .10
13. 73 3% 038 038 .05 -12 .02 .01 -25 -11 .29 .31 .16 -12 -08 -.19
4. o474 1} 003 009 44 00 04 -06 -15 01 .23 .13 .14 -08 .17 06 .04
14844 | > 0.0691% p<0.05: | ABAS 1 > 0.0701% p<0.01.
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TR, 7Id9d, 8338, 183 AT R¥ ki

719839 33HQA ERE A Ao gt 2E73 F7M2 FAEY Eﬁéﬂt}.
g TMTO AFTe 79T 2HRYA o] 2y TMTY AFHA A ds
RS viAE Ao Yyt =3, 9 gu]  foaA] g Aoz FHHAG. TMTY A5
ATLes AAFEYE Avdoz 7d4dat A gde] 71gAAd nAle FFAY mds
1989¢# 1990 ol aldA oyt 1993d% A9 axyt A8 A$ ol 2ol TMTY
19940 PEUASS ¢ £ o} 28 28 ARFH Ao f9 W A & 5 Ao

S, AFAA,

¢

(# 2) 71 19 45 £
AA A o

A g FEHAH W

sgus 241  ®¥2 ®¥3 =94

TMT 257 333 (A) -.044 -.037 -.037 -.115* -.018
TMT 4544 4 (B) .042 .045 .044 -.008 .061
TMT 24713 94(C) .038 .042 .035 -.045 113
272894 (D) S128"t 127

A*D .035

B*D -.037

C*D .053*

714 TFR .094* .093* .066 .066 079 .002
7199 134" .128*** .106** .101** 157 .041
TMT #2 .053 .042 .036 .038 .106™* -.007
TMT 9% chdd -.053* -.058* -.060* -.064* -.039 -.079*
A3 E .078*** 077 .072** .073** .203*** .052
Ag A= -.026 -.027 -.025 -.027 - -.035 .001
tzts A= -.004 -.043 -.056 -.056 -.096** .006
o|A71gAH .087*** .089*** .088*** .08g*** .143*** 131
884 .012 .012 .009 -.003 .082 -.100
894 =211 -.213** -213**  -.206**" -.142 -.258***
904 -.174* =177 -.176** -.168** -.089 -.204**
91d -.105 -.103 -.103 -.097 .019 -.167"
92d -.040 -.035 -.035 -.028 .022 -.042
934 .168** 173 175 .183** .094 .243**
94 .189** .196** .199** .209™* 154 .225**
pseudo-R? .160 162 174 178 229 172
Wald Chi-square 113.7***  117.3***  127.1***  133.1*** 85.7*** 86.7***

HeEd HE3d sy
*p<0.10; **p<0.05: "*p<0.01.
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023 YEE

&8, 2¥39) ostd 7 “'i}’é"é% 71973
Fo] RARAL S WA AR dEyT
(-0.128, p<0.01). 71g°] gé‘%"{ 27 2%
55 78 2 7l W teA 5317 ofF
T 73RS Yol M AR dEstr] ofH7)
g ol2g A7t gt & + i 28
1, %%i‘*‘"ﬂ} BERF e B3ALRFTHA
F7MZ RR4M e BFEGHY] P8 &

4 2 FHHW] g2 o F4E A
;A 4 At =G, BF4oM = TMTY 2
717 s 8482 *é 7P-1 CRER R
(0.053, p<0.10)7} F& ¢z 3% 5]31@

BHEGAYY 2HFAE %

dsty] M, dFEES 87 %“4“01 e
Adst ve Fdez oo 7 Fddz 34

AL ANE A 45 232 vzsdd. a7
& e 848 Qé*é% 0.029%H 0.0967
A HANNG. FFESAAe F2H(0.053) &
71Ees 120 "J?j% ddHez g@dAdel &

2 Ad(elst "dHA Adez ) AL
2 B84 1 2 Ad(elet “FHA Ao

sH)os ragy. 444
749(0.052), A#(0.043),
(0.029),
Agel,

A (N=453) ol
21 8(0.037), A%
FAMH 2(0.034), 3714 2(0.042)
aglm YA AA(N=789) e 1A
(0.068), Wwr=x1(0.096), 2&(0.054), A5t
(0.074), H47+2(0.069), AFE(0.070) A
o] T&HAY. (X 2)9 AT F Fof| AHA
Ade tigt AT A FHAE Al
AAEY ZHAE AT TMTY w43 o
e A AdMe F98 24(-0.115,
p<0.10)2 vgtovt Fed AddMe frolaiA
e Aoz FAHNY. TMTY JFA4 bk

388

< A Y, FHA Y BFAA f95HA|
%A Jehdth TMTY 25717 gL o3
AaMe foskal Fhout A AddMe
F98 %F(0.113, p<0.01)E Jsith. @
A% E ugoz 714 19 dEiN FEEY AR
28+ g
7Hd 29 TMTY AH2F7F TMTY A%
F g 194 e BAE FAEEU
gog 2AY Aoty FRA. 7HE 29 A
% d8M d7EES A KA FHAE A
Hdoz FEF H, A7 ASdM TMT 942
Z7F TMTY A7#A o= 719435 e @
AE FAsteAd dds Asstdc. M 29
AEATE (X 3o AAIH ek WA, AFH
ol Abfel disiN AmEW, TMTY AFZF71
T3 Fr2 FFHAG. ole AL A
xi TMT«] AH 277 719485 Azd] AFHL
Agte S guidt. o voprbM, TMT
-‘4 01%3 S87F TMTY w7 ddd# 7194
3 79 BAE A Aoz Ueiyrh. st
H, TMTY AA2F TMTY mSuiActadd S
F8 3349571 28 1914 0.108(p<0.01)
2, 2849M%= 0.145(p<0.01) 2 74 FH A
71 woltt, &, FEIAEQ] AgelME, TMTY
AH 2RIt 71947 Axnde FPHeg Jlds)
A gou, TMTY 2471zt tddd#d 7194#%
e A E 2dsle Aoz deigd TMTY
AHZF4 TMTY ARV € 3¢ 43
ZAamerl 2874 0.088(p<0.01)E, ZF
8ol & 0.084(p<0.01) 2 FAHHU7] Foldt,
(F 3)dM TMTY JqHZF7F TMTS 2F#
d s ZidAE 1Y BAE 2dste AL
2 Uy g2, zdaze] W] sHd 29

Zstod mi34A M2E 20054 489



HnAgRol HPu

Cluy Jlgenh BRERAND oY 299 ZUAY

(& 3) 7kd 29 A& 23t

A2 A (N=453) FHY 4 (N=789)
sgus 531 282 2¥3 ¥4 RY5 2¥6 wYT 28
TMT T334 (A) -113* 154%™ -152% -099  -018  -024 031  -.029
TMT %414 T4 (B) -034  -019  -032  -052 061 066 055 058
TMT 24712 t}%w(C) -058  -.062  -.058" -057 11471137 093 095"
TMT 2% 25(E) 278* 210" 195" 280*** 016 012 029 020
A*E, 108" 145 -024 -.008
B*E 040 -.059 -.044 -.028
C*E 001 088" 084"
dhehiad 088 .095 086 003 004 003  .004
1993 196 189" 175* 198" 043 045 043 042
TMT 5 050 065 054 -008 -003 -010  -.004
TMT Tk 047  -039  -054 -062  -081* -082" -.083" -.085"
qees 206%* 208" 216" 213" 052 051 051 051
AL A= -028  -034 -03% -026  -001 -003 -001  -003
s 3= -088*  -.096" -.094" -.086" 005 004 004 003
ol 471947 1321227 136 112t 198" 129t 129t 128"
88 099 135 107 -094  -095  -100  -.096
89 119 155 -167 =122 -261%* -259" -255%** 256"
90 078 -119  -128  -081  -206" -206" -203" -.206"
91d -004 -040 -048 -005  -169* -167* -172' -170°
921 -020  -053 -057 -037  -043 -041 -049  -.045
93d 020 -.004 018 243" 245" 230" 236"
941 047 028 048 204 226" 216" 212"
pseudo-R? 24 229 . 245 173 112 718 AT
Wald Chi-square 91.8"* 918" 951 100.0* 86.9"* 877" 931" 934"

ArEe B3 H4Ed.

*p<0.10; **p<0.05: **"p<0.01.
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(38 1) #ZERAHL TMT 2229

zHEY
ABH A4
N4 =
0.36
O 0.30
................ €@ TMT 9822 &
0.15

‘\\

\\\‘ TMT QA2 &
-0.22
iid B TMT @%u)7 oheky
94 2
7 A 7}
0.12
@ TMT IFIT:
-0.04
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-0.06 @
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rlr

2 9 UL A4BE Hole Ao Ygyy ¥
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W AYEY 22 HddA F(H)A BAZE F S22 gl I SAAHY 9% v
ﬂilL oz eyttt mebd, (F 3 (38 € Aes: eyt o ¥ ddFes
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TMTS AF3d gfigol 7Igdddd 2840 458 4 gldx OME}E 3 Z3rh 224l
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o ARV Ry 19T 29 BAS 24
A oz AN Rolgk 24 pEAe
2 AAYTh & AFNE TMT Tyl @w
A4 A Z1949nE AT 9ol Sue
TMT F4950] A2 o) BojaA 298k 4

U 5UY AN A 2R Agim
432 Folgtn FAaYY. 137 HEd T
o theps 7194 7he] BAE TMT ?o%;
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Top Management Team Diversity and Firm Performance:
Moderating Effects of Environmental Uncertainty
and Physical Proximity

Ho-Uk Lee* - Jong-Hun Park**
Abstract

Despite the continuing argument that TMT diversity is important for firm performance,
empirical results have been inconsistent. Prior research has reported positive relationships,
negative relationships, and even no relationships. Previous research has described TMT
diversity as a “two-edged sword (Milliken & Martins, 1996) or ‘mixed blessing (Williams &
O'Reilly, 1998). As such, TMT diversity can have both positive and negative effects on firm
performance.

The positive aspects of greater TMT diversity include generating a wider set of alternatives
to decrease groupthink, predicting environmental changes more accurately to increase
adaptation, and successfully implementing strategic choices through a more procedurally just
process(Jackson, 1992; Kim & Mauborgne, 1991: Lant, Milliken, & Batra, 1992). The
negative aspects include delayed decision-making, communication breakdowns, and interpersonal
conflict(Greening & Johnson, 1997 Hambrick & D'Aveni, 1992 OReilly, Snyder, & Booth,
1993). If the functional aspects of TMT diversity dominate the dysfunctional ones then TMT
diversity will havea positive effect on firm performance. On the other hand, if the
dysfunctional aspects of TMT diversity arestronger, then we would observe a negative
association between TMT diversity and firm performance.

The dual aspects of TMT diversity suggest that the relationship between TMT diversity
and firm performance cannot be unilaterally argued to be either positive or negative.
Rather, the specific context will likely moderate this relationship such that it will become

* College of Business Administration, Yonsei University.
** College of Business Administration, Ewha Womans University.
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more positive in contexts that accentuate the functional aspects of TMT diversity and/or
attenuate the dysfunctional aspects.

The purpose of this paper was to reconcile the mixed findings in prior research for the
association between TMT diversity and firm performance by examining the role of external
and internal contexts. We argued that the effect of TMT diversity on firm performance is not
identical in all situations but is rather strengthened depending on the particular context. we
examined the roles of external and internal contexts for the relationship between TMT
diversity and firm performance.

With regard to the external context, we argued that environmental uncertainty moderates
the relationship between TMT diversity and firm performance such that the relationship is
more positive with increases in environmental uncertainty. Our results provide partial
support for our argument. We found that environmental uncertainty acts as a moderator for
the educational diversity/firm performance and the tenure diversity/firm performance
relationships, respectively. In contrast, we found that environmental uncertainty does not
moderate the functional diversity/firm performance relationship.

Regarding the internal context, we argued that as TMT physical proximity increases, the
relationship between TMT diversity and firm performance becomes more positive. Our
results provide partial support for our argument. With respect to TMT educational and
tenure diversity, we found such a moderating effect of TMT physical proximity. Our findings
imply that providing the top team with the social context that increases behavioral
integration is important for firm performance. Thus, along with the external context, the
internal context is also critical for the TMT diversity/firm performance relationship. An
important implication of these results is that increases in firm performance resulting from a
more diverse top team with closer physical proximity are more pronounced in more uncertain
environments.

Overall, our study contributes to the literature by accounting for the importance of
contextual variables when examining the TMT diversity/firm performance relationship.

Key words: TMT diversity, firm performance, environmental uncertainty, physical proximity.
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