ARI|ET2s} ARG A 37 47

(A Study on the Relationship between Information
Technology Structure and Competitive Strategies)

ol ¥z -d 2

Pt FAZG G
*EFgun 3YHH

£ N9 FEAN 2D S T BRE A 53 HHRALEY B
@7l Hrh B AREAY JRE S BED MER J4E AT ©
2 MR BEEML 92 FUistn Aok A2 ol WA= R
el L2 BRI T Jlon] Ea HRENe Rl A Bl w
2 A 2o the FAEY #aEel 2ok A velua it (Dearden,
1987).

ES EHRENS BED HRA 2D U Bl AR AFHHER
#5 = Eiol QX ¢ (Dearden, 1987), Mol wet I Sk BE= 3%
g zpol & Holx Yt FHHA 2D Sk BEE viXe ERo2=
1A R BES 0 Utk A 29 e BES VA= ER
3 @ B2 Rockartd) EREAGMY AA B HRE hREF(E
AgHe Ao ER, PREREE AFse T ER, a#bE AFse
78 EHE, HEALE A gte I ERTY 4FFE WrolA olH e E
S o] fEHA 289 ek, FEbdl AW g F& FIAR A7l i@

HE1) Hockart, . F., “Centralization Vs, Decentralization of Information Systems : A Prepli-
minary Model for Decision Making”, Center for Information Systems Research, Sloan
School, MIT.

312



A77 AT,
29T EERS) WES HRAEEMY 1E MSEE SR bt

R AL, Holet RS Bk R S#dbel Hd HRE AT,

a2y o2 g HRAAM = Aol dolelEERE, REREY 45,
A S o] EB U FMEE 1645 BERC 0 BRA2PY £
it Ev 28] g Rl X3 AA T

HEA 29 o BV} frhik B A #YEY o= RV H A A= Bl
fo BT R A wet 2% gar,

ATH R Sl RS 312 EMME N = ErhbE BB Y il
T 348 7ol =1, S BB 82 HEMAAE od digol
AE SRLE B EEE I4 2 /M5 ol ¥ (Ein-Dor & Segev,
1982). 9|1 MEMRES) HEIT 232 AFA QR0 FEEA L ElE
dXe Bt FHRANLDE & &3lels ol T3, Hilr) AR A
H Aol FRETE SHUL BB =Y S FEshs AP BA Ui
(Ein-Dor & Segev, 1982). 281 AU H@AAdo) A=} & X}
Aol B2 HES I 21 BELEE AT E4E SrhiERA 28 BEs
HE e &l ¥, H@AIZH o] olw) A a HEES WA E
Bt 3A Z2EHA G2 Ade FRERAN 2 BEES 983 4
o] A Yebdrh(Hak Chong Lee, 1971). wetr] {EF#MAl 25 o) Mo %
S v = AREEe) #505) MEY 238 S8 gk

dvtd o 2, HFRAAH 9 ffd FES WA ERYREE 889 B
BRE BE, HB PR, 88 BRI, A8 ART oatn 3o
(McFarlan & McKenney, 1982).

#2) G&d, ‘“hR#EhAag s BAAN LYY AFA el & 8¢ #F A7
Rockart®] 292 & o] §8e]”, ST Toir) et 73 F B Kol Y REBLT 3L,
1985.

F3) RS, REEEA LS b aEited] #RAFHTR(ERIIE FHLR)”,
Fooi st =A 7 9 ) &Y L&A 33, 1990.
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& BFeol M HRERMEC 9% T RRPE 3 oA BEIREO]
She o WEE ol & stol, HHMEM ML W FBBA YEVIE R
# sz o,

FPBEST MmN G DAY S WEEY) s HWBM EB)o)
B 24U S o 3o, BFBEET HREA BB o] Sl M Sk
BES MBS AETo2A £ BIRMK otebd EMe) HEA 2
9 HEIL oW B WS Ak, B SrhE 5 Ho) A=, Al
b8 BB P A=us FE

ol Bgee) MR FB A& + Uk AL A TEA F@A 29 9
RS o BelR el oEe WEsed £ B 4 U1, MM ene
ST HWEN S BAS Frlshe BERA LY FEENA 47
2 AFE S A Aotk

Seubetol M 2 2o A 290 SBULE A S MET Je A
S0l ol 7hx Q& FAM oA, ololt) g Hio] mH sk, Wk &
Bgei Tavakolian) fE#RS) BEHERNAT) BN S AT o o3 B
RS S Eutete) QAo YojME ou @ AAE Yehd R BR
AEES oo Broestel, HEA AW Hldkel T s HES A X
Sz whek,

) PR BRI HEA0 Y WS FET AM Hil
#e FASE Hke 9.

BRE W8 RA LR FEEA B BeRoln TaAL %
BB N A0, AENAL LHLE h AZYA Y Kit A
= sk,

REDH S BEhle 1= £4 (Frequency Analysis), —# &4 17 (ANOVA),
Scheffe Test 59] 7] & SPSS(Statistical Package for the Social Science) &
o] g 3ted AN g shaLA} ek,

A
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I. BMEfEEd 4%e Fe RUEK

A ¥k o 2 W MEEY 3 F& X = REVBEE 3HE BERERSE,
he, B, BESREY J71AE € 4 A oH(Cash, McFarlan & McKenney,
1988; McFarlan & McKenney, 1982).

ol E B HMBENHEEY B SYRHorrE L MAAT, E A
2 AR L AL FEFEE L WA= I

=P ML 152 £hbE RoA SBLE T FT FRENEEE €
SHev), o3 @ HREATREC YoM Wik DMK RILBHS Aol
o] 9%§A olgka Fth(Ein-Dor & Segev, 1982; Olsen, 1978; Tavakolian,
1987).

whebA fEWMEENA 28 L Al BRRERE, AR BB, AR 5
B, Sl SRRy 22 RIEE 2= BER ook .

1) Mo BRREMRE

By FAEL ERS BRRTHET BRENEE) %S Fo T
2%t} (Ein-Dor & Segev, 1982; Poppel, 1980;Wheelock, 1982). &, fF®&
BfA 2o gk = BN BERERES £t A= B
3@t 23ER BRREEES AMH s Kb Hl BRRE
Bt AN d s fHibE BRETE BRENEET oS £ o
Ak olPF FHL Ein-Dor & Segev(1982) L] Wheelock (1982) ll
gl A dTE o FA =AU

2) #MBe Rk

S He HEEmA 2P T ARG 2Ad FFS BT Y
£ = & o]t} (Cash, etal, 1978).

7153 MBI Yol Bl s nAR, AT, AAS Z2 7=
Al Ag7lsol M=o Ak AFZAHFEHA AiA FEEL A Eo)
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)

v gkl F99 2§ 2 o) FAUTY. qAEL VIFTRE FHI &
TEol 29 T2l RA HMEAMTHEAEC] B bE o] A7 E el 7]
T4 ERVER @ RS ShbE FREMNEEY JEdotn FFeh

tE dHos, AFZAYEUEZE RAL A E, BB ATAY 715 E
FEo] FEAMRS Aol g 2HULE BRENBELRE 2o (Tav-
akolian, 1989).

3) ERS A

BREMEET AR R A F¢e W ok dAZ AR
FBe OHE B REUBEC W3 T2 2 oo 53] FMILME
et d2 #HaAe) Ak

Ein-Dor & Segev(1982) 9 #f9e= T JaiX SAHH fE= Bl
mrgeEs] b= 234 QA A E 22 A AW Ein-Dor &
Segevi: TP A9 9 HMEMMAES FEhLF = Aol o T 23 BEAY
& 2R R

4) HPEREL
WEEMA 2 Wit oM BmIMEES) Se Bakos & Treacy
(1986), Bowman, Davis & Wetherbe(1983), Cash & Kongnski(1985),
Johnston & Carrico(1988), King(1978), Parsons(1983), Porter & Millar
(1985), Pyburn(1983)¢l &l A FF= 013 $kth.

McFarlan (1984) & BAEMRS] BBRMES] TP o oA HHEMA 2H
ol 383 FEE Vo Foll HMEMA 2 o REEFHEGA XN 24
L42 A Hojof ot FFHT.

H & BSBEE T BMEMA 29 o) BEgEEIALold #R o] EA I
ANty o2 wrolg A A v, FREMT 2 HEBEAL)Y AW Z
L Az FAE A ZH.

Camillus & Lederer (1985) 28] 3 McFarlan & McKenney(1983) 7} 3 & 2.
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2 old #FAE A F A, Camillus & Lederlerx‘f Miles & Snow (1978)
28 THY dubEQd Mg 37 By L AME st BEEMT = o
T Aurd Q) Brrge) 9 S AW &A%, AV = FHERE HR
Ffrsdrt gdyol ltke g g AXdTs AFFA FAS A
3} Tavakolian(1989) & Miles & Snow 2% -& AH§-sto] BIFERIES (HH#R
EfigEs 498 4327 L& AF AR

M. oy

B B BB 98 2719 o] HBBTS A3 TTh (Bakes
& Treacy, 1986; Cash & Konsynski, 1985; Johnston & Carrico, 1988;
McFarlan, 1984; Parsons, 1983; Porter & Millar, 1985; Pyburn, 1983).
olE BHPEMST MBI AT) BiEAel ol 733 BA I A2 9ul B

Tavakolian- Miles & Snow<] HFEES 2H S o & ¢ ATdA Eiel
SR BRETRESY B A5 W AdS FHREREEY
A2 E ZF L 22N HRUR I FREMEEAde 4T BAA
o] Y= AL AF2AEIY . Tavakoliang [5EE (Defender) &) 5%
ik BBRE (Prospector) o HHBMAEE the o S £hLso Ao
T AT ES HE (Analyzer) o) FHREMBE BRE L e d £F
{E= ol Q13 HERE o] FREMEBEE vhe o & Erh(ks ol Aok e
X3

o] 7 B WAE Jdo Ve dE (IE 3-1) 3 &
(29 3-1) HSEUEE HREM BEe Mtk

B PR RN BE
=it} #Ehvt
ZARE HRERE
big il Zin-idle

gt4) Hamid Tavakolian., “Linking the Information Technology Structure With Organizational
Competitive Strategy”, MIS Quarterly/September 1989, pp. 310.
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1. BFBRRE T EHRBINTEE

e BHPREES Miles & Snowdll 93X BIEE 47HA BEES AT
o & (1) B58RE (Defenders) : 32 SR FEF, AU &S A 243
Q1 BRER-S AN 3 AHAR, (2) B EE (Prospector) ¢ A 2-& BRE ML W
e BRAFS WA BB BERE-S RES HER ) MR
(Analyzer) : RS FRML Atold S FA3tele T MBS B
< BB M, (4) KB (Reactor) : 473 Bilgo] AN 2 gle HM&R
o2 TEE T AT

EI AR FHmEN B BB 37 BEE s = Ad. F(0) A
2% B I 84 (Systems Development and Maintenance), (2) A] =% ;E%
(Systems Operations), (3) Al2% & (Systems Administration) (Jenkins &
Santos, 1982; Lucas, 1982; Norton, 1973; Olson, 1978) & o] At}
A2 BES FAEES M2 A2d S BRIAY BEAN2EE 73
&7] A3t MBEF ALY b, TR, FH% EE 2 2, A2d
HAF9 S TII, A" EEEES BAEALY ) BT Wl
A= dlolet A, AYEAE, vlolet HolX EAT S et Al &
BERS A9 BRI A 2d ERER & e FES e o2 BURRE,
B, ANEES) Y

2. HEHRE

HEF (Camillus & Lederer, 1985; McFarlan & Mckenny, 1983)3}
Miles & Snow$] BSEME T FRMEMEES £hk BEAI1Y BHE A9
MNE A HITE 71 X2 3 Tavakolian®] TR A Q& 3o S 2vie} 2
o AR RAM = ol & B0l A=FE AWE I J=71E AFZAE
7] S8t HE3 2 HREIS RE AT

H. 5o HMWmEmgEc S8 Mg S84 o qloh

Hi @ JAR Q) 371X BREEFSKE (Defenders, Analyzers, Prospectors) = 5}

BATEE)S] 3AA] RGOl Aol A ek BEEd| Ao} Aot
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H. : B5 8% (Defender) & HEEMIEEI) 3714 ol Aol A Bgdl
(Prospector) E.TH= T & #rh{Ls o -

Hy ¢ B5E8%I (Defender) & 1EMBEAIEENY) 37FA Bl ol A A HrEl
(Analyzer) B ohe T & £fbE of AT

H, ¢ 51978 (Analyzer) & HMEMIEES) 3714 ol SloiA HEH
(Prospector) E.THE T & #rh{LE o] 31T

o] BBiol A HHEMIEE Y St BEE HREMEDD A 249
AAE myee. Ehvbe) BEY BoW WEMBMEET BHLESLR
AR 2R FAEY 9L HAAH.
V. REHRE 2 25

1. AEHE

Bad @ A2 798 $URAE AR BREES o
o3 e WRE HENT € LE HEEES BT

(1) Brg Ay B ERR

(2) Fl& FTh3%

(3) WAAZ] obd £3

(4) LB 3008 o149 £3FK

S U3 BRE AQZE(F) T8 FARR PS5 (1989) 0 A 9
AHge D27 E 1007) A E A AT

2. WE
DataS 2R 317) Jate] FA B BMEY RAA N &2 HREATEE
gt B Ul 3 W R R A nR AES 3] 48 Aol
ol FHWEM BBERY W 50 B, HHREMEEER WS
Ao BRI, e HEEHEEESC e 5719 Biez TAHHU
ST BALRAAN ) HHEMERS T APl AFARAA),
(W), EEoItH(3R), 4B ATHUA), N2 GH)T 22

319



gl

8 S ‘BAl AN A2d BEHE AP gleld APY 2 o=
FEqUAT A 7o B9t 53 (¢ r=) 2 k) M 3d (27
o t}=2 9o fehik), 1A (A& Qri=dl $AH{L) o2 FHoU

14o] gul st AL HEHA =Y BYAT} HHRENERC) VTR
2GREd g3 SAAH o P AT AR e AL Irlsn, 5L
B 2Y el A7 RSl BT HEEMR T 8 ¢4
Hoz g AT YA e AL ou ok

BRS A &L % BREKS Jrtsted A=A o
BRIBE Miles & Snow?] 4717 Bt B9l & WL Wi 2 R5estel A
391 o

7t o] AN Yol AN Pl A 18 ¥ HEREg S
e BigS VA FES AT

3. BRI

BEoD M 23 100 K oA 347 B AT o]
ZFAlA 2 R¥RY FHA 2ol ZFolR YA Fobr & Pl B
SRA 7 3 328 g A s T

(¥ 4-1)& Eig® 32(FS) REKAA B3 IR HRE whets
ERT AL BAEH

EHEMEEY 2 99 Ul & Frhib Ble K& FREFEE)
3+ B0 QsiA @olR BEHME Sate] HRMY EEE #A5E e 28
g o] &34 o

JEEH A2 BEERY U £t Ble 5E AN {8 d
BEWE 435 o]R L 52 YolAl A4kt

HWHREMMERS & R o & BEURE =, PHEEI (Defenders), 7FHH
(Anzlyzers), BUERHE (Prospectnrs) o] TREBBE gL 3}7] 918t One-Way

ANOVAE {3 .
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wel One-Way AT (ANOVA) A #& fEMEE TSR] ol & PHERE,
AR, B FEigAtoldl FEw Aol 7} ok AP E, ol R
o FHAaP o) 3ES MEHE I e e 2fF S} M MIEE)
g, RES) 2ol 7k AT FFT '

agohE, o Azl B, SR, BB BRERg-S BMBINE
B0} & JHRo] oM saepqt RBEE o] Xpol 7k AL g WY T Ah

(F 4-1) BSRRg) o2 B/AS oA

iy ad i #H ic Percent
iysf = eix] 8 25
AR 16 50
T EE 8 25
&5t 32 100

AEAF AT A& EE RS ANOVA TABLEo] 2+l skt o] Rolle A
45 (d.1.), SEP 58 (Within-Group Mean Squares), Fat (R 27t 48/
thll ), 89 % (F Probability) 7} YErA E T

AW7re) 4= A1) £E oA 1¢ 8 F7F HEE o3 F R
N, AHE, HEW 3EY gEo s TESEE 3-1=27} HH, KEA A
=& B0 B (3218 Beg) -4 B (3)=297} E o

W % (Sum of Squares) & AFEZ W+ 538k (Mean of Squares) o] % 3L
o] f3#kel H] 7} F RatioZ} M oh

(R 4-2)c BOBIES} MREMHBEDY AHANRT. 2R A
ow 2 BRd A% 2004 F Ftol 32.40710)3L o=t 0.000°1 B2
Aute) Fe Aol FAZCR Fsh & & At
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(F 4-2) BEET MMENEARERS A BANE

M2 9A | HBE | 95 Gun of | 28 (Mean F F
(source) | (D.F.) Squares) Squares) Ratio Prob.
I8 i 2 12. 2700 6.1350 | 32.4071* | .0000
I8 N 29 5. 4900 . 1893
s 31 17.7600

“$o)%2E 2=0.05

(F 4-3)& 39 BERRY BREMEREE S TRANREA o 7
Biol A= Fakol 32.2187013 £ 927} 000°] 2.2 £3e) HPBEEM S T

#9) ol

%o scim &

%+ Sieh,

(E 4-3) BEEs} BREMEEEH FBONR

HEo 943 | BEHE | M5 Sun of | Sk (Mean F F
{source) | (D.F.) Squares) Squares) Ratio Prob.
% [H 2 7.5825 3.7913 | 32,2187* | .0000
1§ A 29 3.4125 L1177
&5t 31 10. 9950
*Fo5F ¢=0.05

(E 4-4)2 £330 HPRET BRENTEEDS) SEIMRIT. o
oM = Fgtel 55,4615, 9 =71.00001 B2 & HEBEE Ty 3}

o AT & & AT

(E 4-4) Bt HRENEREEES S8R

HEel A | HEE | ¥5 (Sum of | 2 (Mean F F
(source) (D.F.) Squares) Squares) Ratio Prob.
dF 2 10. 2412 5.1206 | 55.4615* | 0000
I8 N 29 2.6775 0.0923
i 31 12,9187
*Fo+F 2=0.05
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mabA WHEEATERC] T £ BEBIENS) T Aol 4T
fo BT gHhe WY 4+ ok

(& 4-5)% one-way A HT (ANOVA) & A 3te] BiRE, i, BB
Ao bl BES THEME VLY HRS ek F g

AEAHNA AL F-RL £ MRHEMEDS B s £+
z 5%0) A BAF o2 §9 50

I EE 37140 BEpRE BHEAEREE, BREMEREE, ¥
MEHEEED S Frhie BEC) 004 xol 7} grh,

(E 4-5) WHER, AHE, KB FHBWM Hik

: one-way ANOVA(n=32)

k- ¥idl SR pLg~2id
EREATEED F-Ratio
Ty | EEFEE | 7Y | EREE | T | BERE
BH5 4.65| 0.41 |3.83| 0.42 |2.90| 0.49 |32.41*
S 4.23| 0.29 |3.59] 0.33 |2.8 ]| 0.41 32.22*
BHE 4.40| 0.40 |3.59| 0.31 |2.80| 0.15 |55.46*

*fForFE 2=0.05

(¥ 4-6)2 Zt At A7t Aol & AFHFT T Z2ARE BRE, ot
B, HEHY T 2EY 2Fo2 EOA olF 2YY Al & ¥l

& Aol

o] Aol A By, A, KRB N 27t HREATEE) o & F
R 9ol Aol & Holi Yv A2 YEKTL

(E 4-6) BHER, SH, BRI THEBA o3
Multiple Pairwise Comparison : Scheffe’s Test {£H (n=32)

) [yag2 i) lyagi =i} IR
B RIT N IEED & & &
WER SIE pLig: Zin)
B3 * * *
S % % %
T * * *

* f-oF =0.05
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V. feam

& o) BiyS MR #E s %) HOUNg Aol o HAN S AE
FomM, i) HOMEES) Wk wa FEA2Hol oW JHE
# =g A AR

ThA) uha A BORES) BEgS A E S A¥%S HERA 2 S #BE AR
B R, RIS BEES AW A% fhbd MR, SRR Bis
A e FRBEE AT Rolshs Bite REIATL

& BEgeol A LhEG vloll o) R A 29 Bite HPBRKT BT W
7t QT B3 WEEAERY St BEE BERIET 12 Wkl 5l
O Az O BeRKNe 9ite 0% ME O FRN2R2S AR
Aol A& AT

RAFHQ BRRIES 717 AES) FRA=DTRE HF9 BPUMS
742 8RS HEA 29T 2 Boke oS ghbE o Atk A EEA, &
FrEgo) RS A% WIS 3R 229 FAE BTG 1S H
HEMIEEO o) T EiEHEOl €3

olE @ At HBES A B RolAE RTFMY HPBMEES HEWA S
dol o 3 MM Skl 9B AT BRAY = AL A6 145
Q) HEREE-S BEA 2] o B B2As %L WAL
2% U

Autd oz B AT AT EHPER 0 & Mg =25 F
o 2 BERIKE T ol AR TR REREE HEAZE T2
QgL uATE R AFF T @

2

1. Bres RF
B pged M9 EEE BEEEMES T4 FREAT. I EE B
Eolg 2APEEA Y A e IE dsA BAAC AT

@ W7o &34 (Internal Validity) o) $18 84 %F 53] Self-Selection
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Bias7} B2AE. & 222 $9¢ Group(32M@it) % S&&HA 47|12 2
A 3 (66=100-32-2) GroupZtel] xtol7t & F= Yo BAR L9 AU
Aol AP _A2 FE3r 7

@ o) BEIUMKY N BE S¥ S A4 99 FNEFE
gto] 1 ¥ AYaa e Bl B3 BEHA= Y M
B menme A1 A9 B 94 FAAC] o8 Bt HAds] gt
g 5 urh

® EAS B Aojd BAEA KR S0 U o= WA E
A5 Y=rkel M.

@ BREY REd dEtd 939 MeA S HAFAA T gHg AR
AAHFA Z3R T

2. 4029 PrTE

A& Frgol M e EHA 29 9 #BMbol 3 FE nA & REEH TolM HP
BEgol 2 3 a4vg ol gt 2 dwty o HRASES
g EE o] YL B E UE BEE e A5 PR, 28 PR
wEE HE, Ak Al, BBRE BiETl ATh

ol2) % BE BRSO 98 HEA o) il WE M oA AT

metd BE RPUBEE FIR Sl WHEEN Bt WskE JHA &Y ol
FERO U & JF& A stoll AR +go] Jlojof AT B

EF AENFY PN E ZE £EE H3ts A BUE HE XEY
¥ ARTo2N FE LA Uebe & e L3E Fd & U ¥
T e RAANAM AA R BE ALl gt 98 848 AU 42
A Bk R d 3 AP oo B,
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