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gl 7143 g A
AFroll WA= I

2 a7e /9% NdNeAde CRM 252 Ad AHE @ 9 was)
o @ GE YAE BHDA Sdon, 2uEe) A T8 o g
AQsol met AFol AP HEES vel T RolFe ANE s
S o8 A4, 71E ATE YWE 23 A vIAeADY ANE A
FAT 199 AE BESF AZo) AFsE CRM BERS AQA AuA
A e JFE 1A AodE AAE ALA IR

NE A7 B AL NS ATH) A9 AR Asuc B
247 F2YRAS Fo RAD 4% AAE AT 709 2EF CRM
B9 AgAe 2vA AU AEd Fo8 IR HHE Row et
Rov AN EYNSA AP ABAH AFel @ 2uA BE Aol

2=
71E A7 E v AY9Y HEY = AuAEY AL L AF o)

T oHEd L A R AME APy, 433 g2 f98 9FL

Y4 2ol AFAFI), A=, #AA vtA®E, CRM, 7199 41383 34,



A1 F AE

Al1A AT+ w3

AT B9 7199 ALY A Y (corporate social responsibility)2 U 71 E
A B 9FE vz ot AnAEY 7)Ao W Ngst o o4 F
S AFFH A2y AF, 7Y +99 FHEASL B4 £8F YYunogE Ao

AR @Eol AWy Ax Ao HZ o]FojN A7 E AHEW CSR &F o] 7]

Aol 3 DL ANIFHE F253n JEsesd FAAA 9L FoE AL &
918 4 H(Anand, 2002; Hein, 2002). =3 AuzE52 A3 A AYL o} &=

7193 259 AF 9L 37E 7HA2 Se] 88 HHBrown and Dacin,
1997; Sen and Bhattacharya, 2001). A8 E L ol 7|9 M3 AlFFA Yo
24 o & 988 FEHT don, ¥, &4 AQRew ol &4, A4
T T AR EAE A w=¥8E V)gols AL BIT IyJo=
Az Jdok. olHT EFA  FRFo I CSREFE(IS026000)°) v}
GRI(Global Reporting Initiative) Z2 CSR ##d ZA723 $9 E&37 =9«
dRdel w S 7IdEE ST T CSR €58 o b5 "X gF
FAHY BFo] A2 A+E divlst o

Gdd CSRY e F HZ F718tn e 8F L w2 TYdA AFLEF
(cause-related alliance) =& F 9 A v A ¥ (cause-related marketing) 2.2 ¢4
oA E &Folvh 7IE dFE HHRYW CRM %0 v ey CSREFRG
¥z FFe B FAHHA dF¥FL WAL AveE RE ¢ F U (Sen and
Bhattacharya, 2001) @4 =4 7IgEE vJH2AE FUsts JH2 gF3
CRMEF< 8Ax2 YA AF7A CRM Allianced] g 4% A7E Bo] o

o

FolAA wkor], 2 Add WAAE 4 943 FFse 4FID A: A
o) Aol oEbHolm ¥ BFoIY = £HAEY FAHA FAE 2E o



= 9771 e wE, 238 V9 FR 2 owx 45E s CRM 252
0 287 g4 T A FAAQ B dodg £ Qe dF AE
%} (Sen and Bhattacharya, 2001; Speed and Thompson 2000).

A 98 A7 EY ZA7 dAEA ¥od, 7Igdy AFFAE°] CRM %o
7149 wARe 714 E & Aozt 7Idistn vk AE nHY @, CRM &%
o] #A nAY FAAHY WFE olFoNEA, oJd Fe BFo] THHUX,
" v gHdAG 2FE oJFE Aol HxY THE 4L F YA 5& 4AF
ATE T3 AR Ao Aoy AFo|d

A 2 dFANAE CRM AF F, 714 ndgaAgsy AFed dodA
o™ Zz¥o] AuAEANA FtF FAHAHA S o]FojEA FAHED Y
o AFdE] vgBANE AL CRM 8% & T doj] msfor & HES
AR raA o}

L

a7 25 gg 2ol a9 & Ut

AA, 292452 CRMAFA e Frol 98¢ nd & dx 497 99
JuAd 249 Y95 F4DY. 71E CRM ¥d 7SS CRMo) 9@ &n)
A5 Yk R /gl U Hrel B mAE Wrz /9% NG et
o HPAYEIDES Bl BT Uk a8d 7N AP F2 AL WY
FuActe) AdGguAA Aok #4848 2B ARG B AFE AHY
A ol E A vty AF YolA 9%e nA &

rlr

EA, 292 Aol GFE AGAF CRM AF) o Bk Aol )
W9 48e dEA BAY Aol
AA, 71l Mg et A% BEE U W AVASY By FAHY F7}






Al 27 e WA

A 1A FJIdAvAY (Cause-Related Marketing)

7149 A3 A A Y(corporate social responsibility)e)Z= M= thes A
o7 Jded, gt oz YWHA gFy FHAY oldnE AR A3, ¥4 &
AE MA3L, AFE FAAIE AFE P AL 9@, (Eells and
Walton, 1961; McWilliams and Siegel, 2001) £ A 7oA vFxz e M3
F Y A A vl A Y (Cause-Related Marketing)< 7199 4138 Iy %9 3 3
2 & % 319 (Brink, Schroder and Pauwels, 2006). &< d A ulA o] o s
=g dFAEvt 254 o7t AUt AW hoise dFaEo] o] &
A A At R £9E B9 o vy o]do dH AL FAVFE A3 7
st vlAY R olgtx Asy = Varadarajan 3 Menon (1988)e] 97L&
w23 31t} (Brink, Schroder and Pauwels, 2006; Lafferty and Goldsmith 2004)

oft
=

o,
o

I

1t

71E AFES AHRd FYAA A F(cause-related alliance), +J-BAH= A F
(cause-brand alliance), £ At23] ¥ A F (social alliance) B 719 ¢} A}3} wpAH
(corporate societal marketing)°l2te &0l & A4 % 3led 7jE2Ho= O
WEL FAAAALT KA Y AFAELS 7€ FIAARNAR I DAY
2y g9 AFAn FYstn A

2 A7 e FYIdAAYE Varadarajan & Menon (1988)2] A rus=
T H 2EHoE A . FYAARALE 7|dA g dY A
FEFez B, 7oA Yoz ngadAd dF L BEL MEeE &

< TE 719 NS AN MEE ¥ 85 & A A3
ok ole FH 71d9 CSREF 52 A¥nz AHAduad Aoz g3 7
Varadarajan ¥ Menon (1988)8] H YA 4w A7t AEoY AMna

gobct dobgrE o) olfe] %7t FohE x7e AT sARSE sge] Bl

o
ol
rir
po)
o
fu
ol
Lo



AAT FW FAVFE W 2T Fuigs Fugel Mgl /)%
g St Fesh gt meA 2 aFAAE Fu AR 2 FAA
. .

A2 A AHAJFAFio a8 A7

AEA(ivolZe MEdS Bd= &3 2 A=y AFoM F88A tFoix
L9 Sy AF JtH Y, AMFE e F /10l Ex
A kg HEA (perceived fit)o] AH|AEo] BAS 4 2 AFH AFo) ofs
of A W& eAd FoYF 8L T Aolgte L B AT 2 AFAH
AZH A (Aaker, 1990; Tauber 1988). EAE #3H JdFEL Uiy 373 z
#NE AFTY HPAH FE AS, FAYE S, BEo L A
ol A3 tE FAAA 2WAEY HEES o]Fo ¥ £ gludE AL wIn
A H(Bottomley and Holden, 2001; Dacin and Smith,1994). Keller(1993)2] 7 %
AEAE 4 Bd=d did Q49 Y4B AEE FYsn Yo, 287 BE
o co-brande o)A H ol ool A HAUA = AL ujsin], HFAe) v
S 7§ E A spillover effect7t 4ol = dvtm B},

Rt AgAdelge MdL FYIACAR A AT YJHE F8
d ¥R gfodAd 4o 71E AFME 7199 A9 g sge] Fh8E
T EF50Y FAAHE FE2 0dF 32 Yo (Speed and Thompson, 2000; Hamlin

|

N

AHEA A4 s

O

and Wilson, 2004; Varadarajan and Menon, 1988; Simmons and Becker-Olsen,
2006) Varadarajan and Menon(1988)2] 7% Congruency@ts £01& A1 433 :
g 2 9grle TY8F(cause)d 7199 AFFH, BAHE o]njx], BIPE T Y
9, B B AFSY Ahd 92z APAUEDT /A ldolgtn @ £ g
o
NE AN A Adol AP FHlD Ty RoYoE, ¥ AT



M AEG gAY AFHEL ol dE QA4 F0] 2HAE HES 4
FE UE £ 30z Ry V&€ AFE vReE AFAS 1)7YH vdgdas
%49 UAE HFA (awareness fit) 2)719 3 vldH A et AdFS AP
(Natural Business Fit) Z&3 3) 7193% CRMZF#9 A4 (created fit

between firm and CRM activities)2 &3} A},

21 71943 v FADA LY AAE HFA

E g% #¥ 978 By Bd=9 JA Z(brand awareness)’t #39
Fo F2% 9L e dFHdes AL & F Utk KA FAFA
CRM¥# ¥ d7dME AdAEHE Mdo] CRMEFY AF UM F8 A5
T A% 98 4 Ao Lafferty 9 Goldsmith(2005)8] dA7& AHrd FYal
H(cause)o] Futvt LA YA & (Familiarity) T EHEFE 3o AFATE
3t tt. Dickinson® Barker(2007)2] 9T o)A % brand familiarity® Z2AW4=2
Egton BAEI A5YA ofdA e wEA AP g Hrto) 9F%S v
Aolztx Btk & dF9AY AAE HFAL 7199 AXNEY wFaAy
AA=7E ety FAHRZHE uidth. 7193 714, 143 vgaAgy AF

T 2 A ZAdstes F& Adde AAY oW AY, AAEIE ANEA Ao
=

s

z

tlo
rle



22 7194t viddaA g AAdIS AFA

7143 v aAey Ard 39 A (natural business fit) & 7]& 9o A
A vz Mdez B dFdMeE AHYszzt #@rvh. Simmons 9

714

e

Becker-Olsen(2006) & 2EAE @ vgdgdadAy olvx7t YL 3

TAE B, BT FEA O] ¥ A $-F natural fite] Foha R

¥d d7EE BY fito] FRY ¥WFAE L F Y I ofE APdGgFo)
oA BEx53E doAAN AFd ds o

= Hol AZME 7IYde CRME%F e =g WA A &7 gEold,
AHAEY g BPs D AEo) g

3 g AT e HFPHe] ¥ F

$ AHAEY F7 9 FAFY Rz eyl (Speed and Thompson,

N
2
o2
091-"
tio
A
)
v
rir
pous
o
(2
ol)l
2
-
i
of

2000; Becker-Olsen and Hill 2006)

23 7143 CRM %5349 A{A

71€ AFANMY created fite AA 7|3 BlddEAYg AgAGe] HF &
AbSEA] 9L A AF R AnAY A4 £ AZol B F YA H F=
A& 9n &}, Simmons and Becker-Olsen(2006)2 - S F o 4] Be 7]|PE0] =

& ATHS 2= TY AR GAVAE 2] o@ASAY, oln) g ol
e ngPdude on FUsn JE F97 Bon AFsAd. oddw A4
20 AEAA AN E ANAE FHA 19 FAAd0l JBA ABo] Ue
A ARHAY, AL ARHE 5L FA APHL =Y 4 AT 2y o
HA 2 dFdAE 9% Mg Ag 9o APHe BE WE 19
v EEZ /193 NQARAL WA st TG BF, 9] AFAE A8
A % 2F 5ol 7129 7149 AL A AL created fito

=y

fru
I
3o



A 34 A2uA AA(Attribution)o] & AT

ALl &2 3 sido] EFAY F7](motive)ol WA IR A Hrstex £
AAE F717F FF BE R FFe owd IFE vAexd ) HdFse o
o] (Forehand and Grier, 2003). 7|& 4Avz % AFEL By AuAEL
stAE S Frlel A F&5E W 2 FUIE %A AYE=ve wEtA 7Y
of W F7E 22 s AL Wiz JdH(Boush et al, 1994; Friestad and
Wright, 1994; Ellen et al, 2000; Webb and Mohr,1998). CRM 9+ & %3] 44|
AL 714dol CRM 2% % st 5718 F 7IXE AQddeE RE & + AU
IRAL A, 719 AR e olEY o]gel 238 & F F7](public-serving) %
= B4, 7149 oY 2HE F E7|(firm-serving)® ¥l A £ o
(Forehand and Grier, 2003). B2 o2 A+ 59 F4x 4ojvt 29d 8 727
o2 7l1dE #HMA CRMEF & 3EA ofUd &34 A3
7] A e o) FrXE EHFHm Yo A7 ZAg AHRE du$y
dTe 714e] BUdE A3 CSREFE vz A
7HE o AR e AR wix vk F7ld dEA FE2sed JFS
tAE APELE FE R E AL APA, CSR %59 Ui ZEE o
A AA=A, 7199 CSREFA e 9% Tl AUtk (Yoon,Gurhan-Canli and

mlm
ke
o
ot
to
fl

P
o
3(_4‘
ric
o
o
X
A
=2
Ee)
st
)

Schwarz, 2006; Sen, Bhattacharya and Korschun, 2006, Ellen, Webb and Mohr,
2006).

Al 4 A A2vzx "dx (Attitude)o] &3 AF

CRMAT % BAE= AFHY dFNA F=2 dFX e FH5U54E vE A
Feol g Bt & 71gel @ Blx %ol th(Simmons and Becker-Olsen, 2006;
Yoon,Gurhan-Canli and Schwarz, 2006; Becker-Olsen and Hill 2006). A3 &%

g #93% A7 g x(attitude) ¥ 7} (evaluation)S FAF3 sMdozm BE Aoz



Uetstes, &3 % =3 FY3Ach Dickinson® Barker (2007)9) d7E B
o7l vgAeA e AFel oA AAP HPAo) AF iy Hrlo)
FHE vATGE AL & F Uoh E=F AF) U@ HB AF ZIF MY
ol Aol i Bxol 9L vAE AL W2 Aok 71E TN A F
e H7E7E 1ol g Brhe] F% RAeg AFATFE T3 #ust
ez & AFdME &¥AY 71dF v g

T2 Bz Fr

ot
e
FIN
ul
rir

1V

Ao AT HEAXNE F&W



Al1d T Y

= Q7T &9 oJ2F wANA e FFES UgH 2L AF BY
< T3 d¥sin ¥4 9T AFHE SHEFE /19 vdgAegy A
Fol WE 2uA B7HE FHAFE o] AT SEEFA AFYAHL o8
AN AE 7103 ngAgASe AAE AFA, 713t v G aA e
A e g AEgAY a3 7193 CRM 2539 A¥A A X2 BEFadd =
T EATE T V1A wddEAg AFo g AnA Aol HFAHY

a9 Bk Al AREZAY 4B X FAGnA B

<Y 1> 947 2y

715% vjged A
AL A4
715# vl gt A%
AI9Y 484
714% CRM %44
434

9%
[ Wogadse
\  Asdde
24l% A9

71303 vl Ag )
A% O Al 97

- 10 -



A 2A- e BARY ¢ 74

2 Aol AYITE vBeE AFEDY FAC ds Ry olE v

¢

9oz AYAAL HES B}

2.1 ¢l AQYA vAE FF

71€ AT 8 AHEY AFE = F dAY Aol AF g Hlol
de A& ¢ 4 Jduh. (Dickinson and Barker, 2007; Lafferty,

o] 8o
3T &

FN

Goldsmith and Hult, 2004) 71€ @FlME AFIFY FEA, F GA oy
A Fol FAEAY Fod AF g Frv FHHoZ o)Fojigy Bu
AT AT ATES APLFY HEAol v HIlR w2 YL vXE A
o] ofyzt 7ol g FrI7t v/l AFE Eojdta By AF A7 E BAx
A} (Becker-Olsen and Hill, 2006). Meenaghan(2002)3 Porter® Kramer(2002)2]
AT7E AHEE 2 APAH LS 2vAE] /sty AW =¥ b2 gF
of g4A8 Rz3E dovn, ol ANAEY WEd EAHHY FFE v,
s}# 717 2 Becker-Olsen and Hill (2006)0] w2 2waSo] @astA 7o
CSREF & «F8A LolEolA gevtx doh APA o) ¥E A 7149 9=
b FRAA RZAHEA Hu, o] A AABFEF 2vAEL 1YY FE

AHoE 2oe R, F, 719 o9& A J1dg APy AYeE e @
oltt. o] & Hfo WFAE u A= HFAHE wHstR Y

g Aolgtx ddE & U F, A= Ao ¥E B0

h f
2 H
il ”
P
— i rSL'
w5
rir
N

igh-¥] g2 2A e AAE high, 7149 A% low-HF A A=
low) @& Z+0149 AAE high-w1g982AY AdAE low, 7|99 AA=E
low-8lg & @A AXE high)Bot o A& YA CRMEF & Fdx BdS
g Aolg #538 F Ao 2HAY YFANA o= & Zo] A Fie JFEYE

20 ol9gE A o] g3, AFE e FHo TR P ouAE Xo]7] 3

|

o
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e Aol =3HeR ¥d A F717) firm-serving @9t #9d  sh5A o
= 7193 CRME%Y AFAY A4 7149 Ad9d HP4ng s8¢
T ded, 7140 71E¥ez e % N9 AY #AsE CRMEE Y
A dd HFAgol e A A¥AE BAde 1Yol o] 8% L R Fyoew
e Zoln Moz EQ3le e A2 BX ¥L NAFAo o AAE A
TE AMEYE AHAEL 7de] EES AFTHE VY9 FJLFA B B9
°f ¥93 Euj, ¥ J|FEYE ¥F, 53 1 /1] BEAAY 2 1Y B
dd AES AT TAHLE Hrtste Aoz YESTH(Brink,
Odekerken-Schroder and Pauwels, 2006; Ellen, Mohr and Webb, 2000) $9 =
e e g} 22 MEE AASA Fo.

P
o
inj

HI-1 7195 slgeaaste axs Aq40 2& AFS A4S A4l
2o A9ud aesdA AHENE S84 CRMS @03 AAY Aoln
DAF HE FAE G FHHCR @ ol

HI-2: A& Hgdoe] & AFAME 7|de AXZo vl ¥da &4
o AAE L A$ 2 udly A4rg 7199 o9 HsA CRMS
Fo2 AUYY RAolm b)CRM A Fol tid F71E 0 A 8 Aot}

HI-3: JAE HAg4o] £ AFAAE 7199 ANE w2 Q)
b 22 A7 £ 9 2e A9un asfed AHEXNE MM CRM

& 94 AQEY Aolw PAF UF BALS 0L FIHeE B o),

H2 7195 mgeaasts 4498 840 e A% A% APHol ¥

e A%u )E5eA AHEXNE Y64 CRMS $ohn AUY Rolw b)
AF e B7he B FHHoE ¥ Aok

- 12 -



H3: 7199 298539 4¥40 £& CRMARS 24 A¢4ol 2e 3
+RT D53l ANBNE F34 CRME @0n AAE AolW bAF
A WE WAE e FARe ¥ Aol

2.1 AQe] AFl dE Aol WX JF

7€ AFE HHEE 29AEL 7|Yge] CRMEE S sale 47 gxd
sl FEH2 F 2 EFo s Frrstn HEAgE AL ¢ F Qo B2 7
dY F71E BUS M 2 8% & dohE Intrinsically (altruistic)3+Al sFA W
= 719E Y3A ok Extrinsically(self-interest)® A3ttt zas o) ¥
A4 BAe A9 BEATGT A 44 CRM EE 0% 2HH0
e Ae ¢+ v EEHoz: A CSREES HHBE 1 9no)
W3 4o AA oW, aNAEe FHHer FARA ggs Aol
(Ellen, Mohr and Webb, 2000; Varadarajan and Menon, 1988; Drumwright,
1994).

)

1

H4: ¥ AE0] 7149 AF 858 534 A3EBXE g9z A
V8 B4 AF 3 o FHHE Hrtg Ao

H5: 20504 4G4 2059 AFol 9g Hrhee 4
ool AL dAEs dBe B ol

- 13 -



2 dFE ¥ QAR urol 2 4 gded WA A 1-34KAE 887 9
§ RARANE e BAY Aolv, 2 Og A 4594 AAY viAETE &
3

9 AYYE B AN FEEPNE Ta 2ASES

7129 7143 vddaAGs AFel g AFNME AUge Ago] Fol
olFHA=H, & AFdNE AYEFS 53 IXNE HFA (awareness fit), A
99 %A (natural business fit), 71g3 CRMEZEF 7+ H A (fit between
firm-CRM activities)o] 7143} vl F2jdA 4o A Fol chad AL 2 AFol D@
B7t od 9G%e Fexg A¥pzax o B O JdTE AAEHFA
(awareness fit)4 x A4 9 H A g A (natural business fit)2 x 7193 CRM&% 7
9] A A (fit between firm-CRM activities)2 ¢ between subject AAZ T4 3}
At I B F/AHLE AZEAS 53 2L PdFen, Ade] wisf A=

Agsex £9 B3 HES BT
A2d AT g 71d € vgdaA AR

A7AAY 719 R BFAGAE A7) Hste] 20079 49 29 RE 9YAX
o 15Ul 2A 3 R A 0¥ S WBez AEE HAsNY. 4F 5
€ Bn AF3 AuRry] Aste, 442 CSREFS Bolstz, vigddAe A
FEFE st Zo] ded A =58 do] Ae MNdel £FF AP A3
H =T 2 A3 g AEE DEdez Y H 7)Y 18 AAE
AEA ¥en ¢ i3 A9 BAHE nGH DA 4-57 BHo] gl @

- 14 -



A 4-508 AAse 249 714F g gAY IAEE AESHAG. 2 g
72t 7143 vg g AddY delMY HFAE BARYT. AANEY P
+ 71¥ 47E A3 g3 Jdd/AE gx R3O WG G/AS3A @
O ‘SO EYT/EARA ERU"E FFor 7H Ax2 AFsg o

< A/ EEA @rt’E dFoR 78 HAx2 Eojugy HE AR
g AR ¥ 7Ide dSAHMs=562), ¥ Jgeze LEZHAY
Ms=147)= AA{AT. olF Z 719% DAANE FFo] v£sn 214990
AR, YA E FEo] o)zt el Y AP Fo]l FAE, HAAE F&o)
B3t Al g el A48 ABYUE, DAAE FFo] Hol7l Bo] Y3 AYIY
o] A% Adde vdADAE dARASG H4H Y 719 gD AGe po)

o AAEI FAFSIL 2ke]7F YEA = paired samples testE EHA FA& 3

R

Aok, Ee, 7193 vgdlaAde Adadeae HEgAoe) e A Yo #®
Abole] #9% Aol7l Y=AE paired samples testES Fd By B A&

Aol £dd 719 v 52 g5y 2o

<EI> 4 71d 2 vggyd A 5=

= E
goAA (AFZ9] A7)
7] 5 X &
o) &3 A =}AL
+EHAAM
3] A vhi] 2] &)

- 15 -



A3AAF Ao 2 AFA FA

i
2

g AL AA AU s B3 2FHAT. A= AFA, AP
B9 A$ oA ABT pretestE T3 oA PH v gPgA=Z =
ZHRen, 7145 CRM 8579 HAPAL 719 7d9 853 #Ho) Ye
A e AEg 235900

ro

3|

D’.?{_'.

./_‘[:
9)

_124.

<E 2> AEA g8d AY

e
High | High s
High oA -l g3 A R
| bow Low AR A}
High _ High SEADL-ANEAH
e Low =R AN AT
Low | Low High sl dg il 44
bow Low Eoha -5 = 4o %A 9
High 9 AL AR FA 5
High N N
. Low N AH-71A A 3
High| Low High - -3 4o B 3
Low Low o925 e B
Low o High SEFAL-FFAHE
Low SEAAL-FHAEE
Low | High High SEFAL-g @A A}
kow Low TESAL- AU
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AR = AASA So-Haso Becker—-Olsen

34 SEE D S et al.(2005)

Alg g Lialiclial %ir:}—%/\]-s}r;} . Becker—Olsen
315 o rl— A 5l =

Ay oaotd wH-suey et al.(2005)

A gen-dA e

793 | fAEA goh-fAlsie

CRME 53] | 3§31 Seh-A et

Agy  [AIA weo-aA @Y

Becker—Olsen
et al.(2005)

71959 4480l AR o] AHFFTH EFl
#de 7HAZ hejAoirt

Aslo] @9E #7] SaiNelT

CRMoi ojj %t . - — Ellen et
RS e Ao FAGAE T8
A A | g oo al.(2000)
Fuass Add000
o TdREE B4 WEe w7 AAolTe
T enn Aned-F0u 4499
o [#ao2 Aed-31402 e !

53 9] Aol t- B o] A olty

* ®2 Reverse Scaled ¢

e

3}

pod

2

SE
Ao s AU BA, AR ANEAL Lo

i
f

A7E 33
7193 NPO/} AFE&

TAE F 4542 FAHALH N

2

3 FAMYL Ve AULE ANE F 199 vgPeAn AAE A
4, 719 NAYBACY A9 AYH, 23 71A9F CRMBERY X
4e 73 AEZ 2ARET. o A FFL AN AT Eel BA Z

Ztol HAEA FATFH FA B AT dHEuA s o]
371 A3 AHgdT 2 oS A9 NG gALY AF

HEE BAAE 78 A2 2AGAG. 297 AQ9 7

J A7olA 16748 BHoz THY HEE E AT ZHo

goz gHeo.
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A 4d AdFAAAAR AA D E5FF

2 d7Y e ddAY dgdd 2 AFe0E ger HYERSFE
(convenience sampling)el 3l HAAFFAY. HEZAE 3 A8E FA

oy, AEAE 714 vggeASe JAE HEA D 71dFH mdaaAy
o Ay AP @)+ 7193 CRMEFH AZAHQE =¢8] & 16714 &
oz FAHANY. HdEAE 199 $9A7 119 eyt $HHES 39 16
7HA FEY AEAE FAHE LA

AEEANE 20079 44 23Y%E 59 15974 oF 3F7e] AA dAdEgn
R oz gud A FA FAR dHAFAE ez .
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A5 AT 23

A1A Az 37

2 A7E AT €L dAUG RS o) FAxiggdne] AgFA dstA, o
4R 2 92 AF FelA 4 AUFL 7 B8 dgsie] F 56077 W ET
Aew F£AE 5138 F $Y APl BAHT 152 E AYT & 48%7 AF
24 o] &HAT HE $EAY ATFFATEH EHL U2y 2y FREL
Aol 42%, Aol 588%E Ao FA R wton, 2007t 82%=2 b4 B
YL gAo] 65%=, AR 35% B w@okol

<E 4> B&9Y dFFATH EX

@A 2107 (42.2%)
A
PE 2887 (57.8%)
100} 8%(1.6%)
20ty 40974(82.1%)
a3 304 7098 (14.1%)
401} 7H(1.4%)
50Th 49%9(0.8%)
Ay 3257 (65.3%)
24
239 17374 (34.7%)
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A2Awse 235 A7

A edM AR dFd HFY(SFEaF)e ds 2344 24& AAEA
o 719 YAz dAE AFA, 71dF R aAnY Ad99 A
4, 232 7143 CRME% HEAES 57 A8 247 30 2R
4 AHFEA, dety fAREAT, ety A EAN)E dHT. dAE
°f D¥& A% UIEYARE E5-99dDA AR &, VAUANE ¥ & 99
GA QAE EE> DL Ay DIHAYARE -0 GHddH QAR v, 714
AAE RE-v G A AR E2>2, Ad99 FFgAel DEL B4, 2w
d+2, 71943} CRMEF Y HFgAol DEd B4, 2%e 4%

=2
A BARNE T BAQ 2F $PAE) AFAY JEUR TR g 3

<E 5> A= HFAe g =23 FH

7193 +-2High-High 4.89 1.34
%S Low-Low 4.66 1.24
H OZ‘ ]:’l" ].O iyl =7 . . ' -
19 xﬂ_{“] & High-Low 2.69 1.18 111.23 00
QA= A3 = T
32 Low-High 2.88 1.13

<E 6> A9 Y Mgl e =34 A

7193
H] o 2] A 72 394,37 .00

2.86 1.16

AL
o

AR g4
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<& 7> 71943 CRME%7e H3A e dd =335 H4

ECE)
H] o ) @A) 7o) 223.559
Al e A stA 3.76 1.40

pi
do

A3AER A AAY AR

T ¥ 54 FE AHAPL FAdA Cronbach’ alpha AFE o]
& AFHE EA4E AASAT 71dH vdE g o Az AdE A
W59 Cronbach’ alpha #< ZIEXQ 0.7& 233e Aoz Yexo.

2
En

3 Cronbach’ alpha gto] 2-& o]fi= AH|AEe 7]de CRM #% 9
A=g dedA 7199 oldE A AU UdE EdE 98 ddn ¥
o2 AZAsA gdeve APAFE Z Bdsa Jde 242 B 4 YA G (Fein
et al. 1990) A2¥AEL 7149 oldd ¥ EFo U3 EFHdez Wzstn
T Aoz HHE F Utk 2HAEL V1Yol L BE L A AAFAYR F
Aol 7199 o]9& 3 CRMEF S dvta EFAHA 74 L 712 & 7 94§
o]t}

<# 8> Cronbach’ Alpha A%

7195} v g gzt AR E Z—H}H 3 0.933
7195 v eATY AIEEd S AEAY 3 0.939
714} CRMEE3He) A4 3 0.953
7193 vga A AFo g A 5 0.690
7193 g g% AFo Ui Hx 3 0.895
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A 44 EH A5

AR AT F, 998 A¥4d 2¢d g 2uAEC] ZIdY B
o AFE oEA AL, i HEE /HAEA 2 BA g getsir) 9
3 EAEA(ANOVA)E ol &3t oen RAEFZE SPSS 1208 A4t &
Nd3 A=Y AP mE 71gdd vgAgAY AFe] O AL 2
does AL 298 £ YAG (F=5328, p=.001). AX = HFAo] &
AL F © 7190 AFE AdAM, BHUAE A CRMEF S st RA2E A
et AR E AAE AEgAge wt AFel dF BE £F o)t
RAE AYE & UATHF=4.369, p=.005). HEHE vlud 27, HFAo) &5
g a2zt Afd ds FAHA HEE AL e Aoz vEg. sAg

2
Scheffes] Wyog Add ds) AFEY & Z3 L-L, H-L, L-H7t 9

e
o
b
=)

subseto 2 FHow Elxo YA H-H, L-Lo] 3t} 9 subsete® H-L3}
L-H7} 39 subseto® Folg AL AT 4 YA, = Hl-laxs BEFHO

2 AA HAJLow, Hl-1be A=A

<E 9> AAE APY) ME AY L HEel W BARY 2F

Lo | HH| 377

Aol g | T~ | L-L | 3.48
4.101 3 5.328

A2 ge | BL| 343

" | L-H| 335

.. | HH| 528

AFo] gg| 77 | L-L 5.29
5l o 6.242 3 4.369

H= go | HL| 483

" L-H | 401

A7, AAE HFAHo) ¥ W H-L, L-Holvko) By Ad gz =
F7h fdHoz o7k YA g Aoz waA g AAE Hs ¥g
949 A= 5L A5 © /199 ]S YA CRME g3 A9 A
ojt}, CRMAIFol| & H71& o A € Aozt 7M4d Hl-2a, H1-2b BF A
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R
o
L
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AHA @ B¢ AP 5 d F Ro] BF H = fr
BokAl @A waA ALY HFI Zelzt U B oo fHd Y W HT
o] Bl ¥& AL2=E YEu Hl-3aE® AAHJG. ¥d g

Aoz vAl & Ao Vel HI-3be XA HZA st

At A we Z19FH gAY AFel A AUdE 2y I
7Hd H2av AANHA Fede A& & & YF.(F=1.653, p=.119). vt}
E AYE9Y HEA wE AFel A dHE BT 2olrt YA @ RS A
T 4 YAATHF=.000, p=.983). WetA 714 H2E 71Z+9 QAo

rir

<E 10> YD HYA) e A L fgEo) @ B4R A3

Ago] U 2 3.55

1ol e = 1.273 1 1.653
A9 ge 3.46

Agol g e 5.06

Il o = 001 1 .000
B v 5.09

71993} CRM &% 39 A mzt 71da vdAaAy AFe gg A
€ 99 dde A& AL F URNTH(F=9.165, p=.003). &, 7147 CRM BE3
o APAY ¥&FE 2¥AELS T 9 Jdel AFE YA, BHUL AN
CRMZ %< 8te ZAoZ AAsA. T3 71dxy CRM 539 Ao we
AFel e HE=Z FAHoz AAoj7t Y= AL FAT £ AATHF=34.604,
p=.00). W&t 714 H3L A5 A}

S

=23 .



A Frol e =5 3.63 7054 ) 5 165
A o8 3.37 ' '
A Fol g e 5.40
49.439 1 4.604
B % v 4.74 34.60

A5 A WAAF HF

>
i}
rO
2

2 479 7HE F sy J19S R dA S AFel g 4w
HEAAT AR dFd BE AolelA mAMF 48E A RS PF37]
Al BEEAE AAAY. 2AAHoE dyiise a35 #Asd dA, F
Afgo] g FAFE AHAH BHIZAE U By AIHY BS99
A AA& Cronbach’ Alpha AFE #AddHeo] F712 TA A F X (composite
reliability) #< 73to] AL thAl & A FAs A AHAY AF F, 8UdE
o B3AE A7l Y38l LISREL 85& A4 4 343 (Maximum
Likelihood)o] 3 &UJHd 2Jd&AE AAN3HIY. HEFFA (convergent
< ZA%53 %= (Bollen 1989), A2 7|
HetgAdol dEd AN g JheshA dta, FEETAH BEeF A o
WM e FARME 7t5stA  Fr.

LISRELAIA +8EFEY Hrte 8AXAZF A} BEE2AY HAEE 53 o
Foidng. &, LYHARANN FAHLE FAHHER > 1.96), FHEFTEZ AT
I & % QY (Anderson and Gerbing 1988). <& 12>04 B Eo] BA ZH3 =

o
tlo
i
U.?‘_'.
rot
d
ol
ko
rO
il
lo
o
oX
b
e
O

AL EES FFFAMNEES d2sE 2UAAR o] BF FAAHolm 23}
22 FHEZAHL FrEAYdn & 5 Yo £ dHfy
8t Phi Al B3 <E 7>9 o] 19o] ofyr 2 e g Aol 3R},
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<E 12> FA A7 el g

ot

ro
i

A AWAL 0.90 25.47 0.81
o AWA2 0.88 24.64 0.78 0.933 0.934
2gA

AWA3 0.94 27.54 0.89

NAT1 0.90 25.69 0.82

Ar1 oo S
A5 NAT2 0.92 26.41 0.84 0.939 0.939

° NAT3 0.92 26.60 0.85

CRMEE 3 9] CRE1 0.91 26.30 0.83
A5 CRE2 0.96 28.67 0.92 0.953 0.954
TRl CRE3 0.93 27.38 0.87

ATTR1 0.80 17.32 0.64
A%l ATTR2 0.68 14.67 0.46
P ATTR3 0.37 7.50 0.14 0.690 0.662
v Y ATTR4 0.39 7.91 0.15
ATTR5 0.40 8.06 0.16
R ATT1 0.77 19.77 0.59
A Foll
) ATT2 0.92 25.94 0.86 0.895 0.898
g Bx
ATT3 0.89 24.43 0.79
¥ (109)°=308.151 CFI=0.968 NFI=0.951 GFI=0.932
AGFI=0.905 RMR=0.102 SRMR=0.0513 RMSEA=0.0606

<3 13> Phi A%

434 +o9
RECE
AgA 0.05 1.00
CRMZ & 3%9]
S 0.20 0.42 1.00
Aol
He A9 0.26 0.19 0.34 1.00
Al 0.20 0.16 0.27 0.47 1.00
e e . | . . .

- 25 -




3FA AT 2 AT B¥Y IAFEE B 95te] LISREL 858 o
43t FRYAY 2y B4 AAsAT. 2 23 x°=316.960(df=112, p=0.0)2
p#el RA vgovt tE AYE AN+ES F0F A CFI-0.967, NFI=0.949,
GFI=0.930, AGFI=0.905, RMR=0.121, SRMR=0.0596, RMSEA=0.0607 2 t]%#o]
A 71EA EgaAY 2HEE AoE vedt g Add AF By
Ao dAZ F F¥3e Ao B 4 o a8y EAEY 239 F41sHA)
A HEAol ALY mXE TS FYsx L Aoz Yy

<21Y 2>AAFEY P A2AF

71415 ol Qe o)
A= A4

- 714%

7143} ¥] gl A 92| vigadA el 10.49(8.45)/ 7155 vl e kA g2
AFHEY A9 f?ﬁ;}.?ﬁ AFel d @ Lujz 4o

0.29(5.10

7105 CRM R 53
A%

ALY w/HEAE &sl7] Y5t AGHA go zd-e Foe A (XA
AN AFel A HE=Z 7te APHA FEE F7H) 2 A2 FY8H ¥:
Aoz vy, 249 HFAE /st @t
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7213
el s
AFo g
auAd

7133 vl Gt o2
AN= 984

0.07(1.55)
0.06(1.10

7193 vl G el 0.28(4.78

Atdae A 84

0.41(6.68

0.04(0.71

7} 1% u] GejdA <o)

71413 CRMR5342)
494 / AFA P Av)A 7

0.10(1.95

<E 14> Fol2Fo] WY

7|ERY 112 316.96

-S> 7} 109 308.15 8.81 T84

]

IS

AR BEYE ZAF 27 &6AE0] 7199 AF BEL £5A A3ER
Foa AL & A AF W oL FHAHoR HNY RAeldE sH4 H4

Ade] SERFA AFAH 20259 AF) g F71eke Apelo] A o)
e 48E & ZAojgke 7 Ho: AXHE A2 Yeyn.
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A6 d A8

A1d AT A% ook L oo

2 4d7E HAPAel, 2MAEY gAY AFE ste /19 Frlel o
& AL R HE vXE E3E APE F AL HFAH HE Aol v
MAsL2A e 988 dex] #U& 3 sdo 71& A7E vz AUY
HEd 9%S VAR G4 225F A9E A7 71&E0) d7HE A9 Y
o AR oty AFe Fdste @AY AAE, /1E ¥ F CRM 254
g d#Y =P 719 CRM AFe dg Ad 2 = FA4) dF& vA Ao

%3 wsih

AT AT, AAE FFHY A 42D vpeh ol AN Es} v& @ AP
MGGt AFE ¢ A9 O FAHCE weE AeE Uy ofx
& 2o AAES} Fob AFAo RE AL 71Y0) CRMBES 3 ol 48 &l

o} ANE ARG A g ANA AE Aol AYdE Aoz
Geheth 2 AAE Agdel we A% A4 sddeAsty Afd g
HEZL O AR Aoz dEkth Ad9d 4g4e G443 2 sdg )
JeeAte AF) e AY 2 HE YPL UAA Edw Y= Aoz u
Btk W, J1Ee) 71do]l dY BEH, AFE S uwddg A=
CRMZ¥°] #4871 #@40) ¥ 4% BA4o] Y& AIug 7AE g
2 AHE AN Bom s den, AFol Wl o FHHY HgEe 2
Ao deny,

of ¥ A2RAE ¥ /Y vdhuAL AFo g 267 Ade)
A iAREAAN FASAG. B 23 ¥ HYEE ¥ Ao vegon,
AP e 5de 3742 BAT AT AYANA 298 HER e A=
%A @gton), Bdo HYNE FAHA G Qe Yeh} vpEse
3 BAdT B AYHel AAL B 291459 Yo JFL )

rlr
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£ AeE dshgou, EUENY 3 BAANE AddY HYH e A
%ol 9%E vAA RHe Ao unud
2 479 F3e B ge AP 2
A, 2 B¢ CRM AF 2 2ZAN #3 97 Ropld F2 gAY
gy olde] 2ulAEel AF) o) AART FAE & W 9Fe U 5
e oo MEES AYHAAT. T 4P AT B A 2o F7E

VA= HEAF 719 253 CRMEFHS HYgA o]l 29AEY HE F4 4

ge vlAtE AL FAARYT mAA B AFE JFE G4 gRd
WEEol AF UF ANAEY FAE dFed dold ¥ FL® 48E
g ¢ gvhe Rg BelFa g

A4, 2 479 2o vggAsg A2 AFE 91 Ak /Y 4FAE
AA LA AFL MY AFE ok 2uASo] Yo) AFE = YEE
Qe AN e Aold AAVFEA, AFel 4P HES §8 FHHe2 X
A g s vk d3E AYRY 749 YL BA AF TF

= @ dAE A98 g AR FEo] ¥ o2 e Ao Foe AL ¥
Atk I olfrE 719y AR vl PG mas WFE gAY 3 A

2B AF BEL st 7199 AEES 7199 oo A4 B @
@ 754l ¥obds] AFolth Be /& AT ZA 29 AQ9d G4
e 598 9ge NAA gt Aoz Jehgon edy AY Fde BUA
REPE wJAeAst s CRMES0] 714 BEFH duAo) xod 4
MASANA H FAHA BAE 2L 5 dE Rez Juy AF gae 476
oF St 4PASel AFL ALt Hol o) =0 B Aoz AzdY. oy
AFE F3 A= 7199 A4E 2 53E 93 Avdd v vt 49
B 233 7199 J1E 8EHY AL B9 @ Aoy

[
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A28 A7 ¢4 2 FF A7 3

2 279 99 € AR Eysn 2 A FAHS #HIAdE o
2.

AA, 2 47 A8 AP AdzA 2 AR A FEo] 2073009 ¥
AL d%83FY AN HALER AgH dvke Folg. oIt A
HEE 71 &BAEY Azl WwFHA g%y dE FF AFoAME gt
2HAES HELTLE O3 FES A9 & A7 2FHE AFdse &
de & a7t Y& Aol

=4, 7193 WG gAd] AFel i 2uA AAFH BEe FFE vH
T TASEEE AR AR AR 7Y 85} vy CRM #F
Y AP FrFetd E4 AT /1€ ATAA AFHUAYD HFEESE 2 AT
o SR AFGAL Y, AF7dA AHE HFE ook 4nz AN H
ol 9%E vE F e MFE0] YA FAHoE AHRE AE YUt )
= Rolth

AR, & A+ dddolgde AY d94d FEHe] £4s AT dHA A
Abgte A dide] dF EECUD 20730UEY FRAANA Hold FHo|
< 7bsAe] itk FF AT Bo tdd 94, Huag 2 Axds
ez Fste Ax v gle A77F 2 Aotk

A, 2 d7E 71 d7%s 29 Ad29d Aol vz Adoly H
Eo S UAA gv A2 YeEt o 4uAEdA o8 SPASFs
Al AAHU[Z] Wl doid EY Tl U mEgA dAAz E A
T 2 2 AdFgY Mol FLHA F&A AYQ e AFE 4
P Ropop & Aol
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ABSTRACT

Firm-NPO Alliances: The Impact of Fit on
Consumer Evaluation of the Alliances

Sung, Youri
Dept. of Business Administration
The Graduate School

Yonsei University

This research has attempted to explore different types of fit that should be
considered when a company is planning on an alliance with non-profit
organization. Also, this study tried to confirm the hypothesis that consumers
will have different attitude toward firm-NPO alliance depending on how they
attribute firm’'s motives behind CRM activities. Through previous studies,
hypotheses were set up which says that awareness fit between firm-NPO and
fit between firm-CRM activities will affect both consumer’'s attribution on
firm’s motives behind CRM alliance and consumer’s attitude on CRM alliance.

In order to confirm the hypotheses, a quantitative research was performed.
And the data was analyzed using analysis of variance and structural equation.
The result showed that awareness fit between firm-NPO and fit between
firm-CRM Activities both have an affect on consumer’s attribution and
attitude toward firm-NPO alliance and also that consumer’s attribution acts as

a mediator between fit and attitude.
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Based on previous studies, this research tried to examine how the natural
business fit affects consumer attribution and attitude. However, it was proven

that the difference was not significant between fit and nonfit.

Key Words: Fit, Cause-related Marketing(CRM), Alliance, Corporate Social

Responsibility (CSR), Awareness
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