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Strategy Typology in Turbulent Environment: Cases from the
Korean Exporting Organizations
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Abstract The study revisits Miles and Snow’s strategy typology to investigate the performance relationship
with the strategic behavior. Where the most strategy typology researches discern the typology by the
respondent’s survey such as choosing the best representative behavior for the organization, we developed the
strategic typology by the organization’s behavior such as marketing strategy, research and development strategy
and members’ attitudes to the quality. The financial crisis in Korea has reestablished organizational behavior.
The study emphasized the changing attitudes of strategy. The results demonstrate that prospector organizations
outperform other strategic behavior organizations.
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= with environmental requirements[1,10,28].

1. A

The environmental factors that determine strategic
Organizations need to attain competitive advantage for ~ behavior have been regarded as a dominant logic for
organizational success[1,27]. Many strategic management
that of different

strategies by the change of the environment reshape

survival and sustainable growth especially in the turbulent

researches found out applications

environment. Generally speaking, survival and sustainable
growth are attained by adopting new technologies and

exploring new markets. Especially when organizational organizational internal processes and eventually modify

environment turns to be more turbulent, organizations
need to develop their own strategic competencies by

breeding their own distinctive competences and aligning

external market structure[3,6]. These behaviors increase

the possibility of survival and success. Moreover,

resistance to the change sometimes ended in the fatal
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results [4]. Differences in organizational strategies or
capabilities to change the strategies have been recognized
as a source of competitive advantage.

The issues of similarity among organizations also have
received a great deal of attentions in strategic management
and organizational theories [8,10]. Institutional power forces
organizations to act similar way especially in the
homogeneous environment. Quite a few of researchers have
focused on the side of the similarity question, such as
institutional theorists.

Where gaining a competitive advantage has been a
foremost objective for the organization, being the same
(utilizing same strategy) may not be the appropriate
behavior. Being different, exploring new strategies and
new market in the blue ocean, an organization may
benefit by less competition, ceteris paribus[16]. On the
other hand, by being the same, an organization may
benefit because it is recognized as legitimate, ceteris
paribus[10,17,23].

The long controversy has arrived at the temporal stable
status thanks to globalization of modern economy.
Globalization of economy enforces organizations into two
mutually exclusive directions. One way leads organizations
being the same by adopting global standard in organizational
management and production processes. The other way leads
to being different pursuing organization specific competitive
advantages. Researchers recognized the tension between the
need for a firm to be different and the need for a firm to
be the same almost in the same time and in the same market.
Porac, Thomas, and Baden-Fuller (1989) suggested that
strategists needed to balance on a competitive edge between
simultaneous pressures to conform and to differentiate.
Deephouse (1999) observed that strategic conformity reduces
both competitive risk and opportunities for competitive
advantage. Chen and Hambrick (1995) noted that theory and
research on competitive conformity — its cause and effects —
should be a high priority for the field of strategy.

Korean companies have demonstrated phenomenal
achievement in economic and technical performance for
last two decades. Almost all of well known Korean
companies have less then 40 year experiences in the
market. Most companies’ strategies were export oriented
partly because of the relatively small domestic market
size. From the beginning of the industrialization, export

oriented strategy was one of the main theme for dominant
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market players in Korea. Export orientation strategy with
lower cost structure was a dominant logic for most
Korean managers. However, the phenomenal growth of
industrial organizations faced serious threat in late 1990s.
Asian financial crisis attacked and de-stabilized industrial
backbone named as Chaebol, major conglomerates of
Korea. For the relatively short period of time, Korean
industries were forced to restructure and reshape by
external program suggested by International Monetary
Fund.

Considering the national specific situation, we need to
evaluate the change of organizational strategy and
structure both qualitatively and quantitatively. We will
examine the implications that force organizations to react
to the change of environment in different ways where past
institutional power still exists to be the same. The study
developed the research idea from the organizational
adaptation in the fast environmental change situation. The
data were gathered in 2001 when the Asian financial
crisis has just cured. The research can demonstrate critical
difference in strategic behavior from quantity orientation
to quality orientation. The author adopt the theory of
strategy typology as a reaction to the environment. Where
the

typology will not be related with the performance. In

stronger institutional forces exist, difference in
other words, the different strategy may not work for
different performance. On the other hand, if the difference
in typology is related with the performance difference, the
heterogeneous to the

strategy may be responsible

performance gap.

2. Strategy Typology Research

The Miles and Snow’s (1978) strategic typology -
has

interest,

and reactors
of
investigation and support [15, 17]. Although these studies

defenders, prospectors, analyzers,

generated a comparatively large amount

have contributed significantly to the body of knowledge on
strategic archetypes, there is nevertheless a need for further
research. For instance, a review of strategy literature reveals
an increasing level of in operationalization and measurement
of strategy constructs [4].

Researches on the typology study lie in a wide variety

of organizations and industries. Snow and Hrebiniak
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(1980) found that prospectors, analyzers, and defenders
outperformed reactors in competitive but not highly
regulated industries. Hambrick’s (1983) data indicated that
defenders  consistently  outperformed  prospectors  in
profitability and cash flow but that prospectors outperformed
defenders in market share gains in innovative industries.
Zajac and Shortell (1989) discovered that prospector and
analyzer hospitals outperformed defender hospitals in the
rapidly changing health-care environment, results that
Shortell, and Friedman (1990)

confirmed. The typology has also been used to differentiate

Morrison, subsequently
tobacco firm’s responses to environmental threats [18].

The Miles and Snow framework continues to be the most
enduring strategy classification system available[9,15]. Despite
ex post nature of the framework, a number of researchers have
commented on the need for further empirical validation and
testing of its underlying assumptions[7,35]. Those authors
above noted the fact that the original Miles and Snow research
was limited in the number of industries and the range of
capabilities studied. They did not systematically study all the
possible linkages between capabilities and strategic type, nor
did they attempt to prove the validity of their typology
across other industry types and foreign countries[9].

Miles and Snow (1978) proposed a relatively complex
strategic typology interrelating organizational strategy,
structure, and process variables within a theoretical
framework of co-alignment. The theoretical foundations of
Miles and Snow typology can be traced to Child’s (1972)
classic conceptualization of strategic choice. Miles and
Snow proposed that organizations develop relatively
enduring patterns of strategic behavior that actively
co-align the organization with its environment. They
viewed the ‘adaptive cycle’characterizing this process as
involving three imperative strategic ‘problem and
solution’ sets.

The first one is an entrepreneurial problem set. It centers
on the definition of an organization’s product-market domain
relating how the organization orients itself to the
marketplace. This set is related with extra-organizational
behavior. The questions related with this problem states: how
does the organizations adapt to the change of market
structure, customer tastes, and inter-organizational processes?

The second one is an engineering problem set. It

focuses on the choice of technologies and processes to be

used for production, service, and distribution. This set

deals with core technologies of organizations and
boundary spanning activities in technological arena.

The third one is an administrative problem set. It involves
the selection, rationalization, and development of
organizational structure and policy processes. It involves how
the organization attempts to coordinate and implement its
strategies. The main theme of an administrative set covers
intra-organizational processes and achievement.

Each of the three problem sets involves multiple
dimensions. However, this study mainly focuses the first
problem set - an entrepreneurial problem. The entrepreneur
problem set deals with extra-organizational problems and
adaptive behaviors to the environment. We explored the
distinction of strategy typology by asking how to solve
entrepreneur problems. The characterization of strategy
typologies can be expressed below.

A firm following a prospector strategy frequently adds
to and changes its products and services, consistently
attempting to be first in the market. Such a firm tends to
stress innovation and flexibility in order to be able to
respond quickly to changing market conditions.

An analyzer’s strategy is to maintain a relatively stable
base of products and services while selectively moving
into new areas with demonstrated promise. An analyzer
tends to emphasize formal planning processes and tries to
balance cost containment and efficiency with risk taking
and innovation.

A defender’s strategy is to offer a relatively stable set of
services to defined markets, concerning on doing the best job
possible in its area of expertise. It emphasizes tight control
and continually looks for operating efficiencies to lower
costs.

A reactor essentially lacks a consistent strategy. Its
strategy has characteristics of each of the other type’s
strategies at different times and thus is difficult to categorize
clearly.

A recent extensive review of research using the Miles
and Snow typology found few attempts to assess the
reliability or validity of its measures systematically[32].
Snow and Hambrick (1980) and Hambrick (1981)
reported inter rater reliability assessments for expert raters
ranging from .49 to .76 and Boeker (1989) reported
reliabilities ranging from .57 to .82. Hambrick (1983) also

found that prospectors had a significantly higher ratio of
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research and development expenses relative to sales than
defenders and a significantly higher ratio of marketing
expenses relative to sales. Smith and colleagues (1986)
found mixed support for the typology’s validity. For the
most part, researchers have inferred its validity from
various qualitative observations without conducting further
testing[32].

Most studies of strategy typology are pursued in relatively
similar industries. The most strategic behavior researches
control the industrial differences in order to maximize
organizational performance differences while minimize other
noise factors. However, the barrier of industrial membership
has been weakened by development of technology, especially
information and communication technology. Many
researchers call this phenomenon as "digital convergence"
[33]. We believe that the strategy typology research should
get into inter-industrial perspective in order to integrate the
concept of digital convergence. Moreover, the concept of

digital convergence may bring significant effect for
interpreting strategy typology in the information age.

Snow and Hambrick (1980) distinguish between four
broad approaches for identifying strategy typology. The
approaches to measure strategy typology are self typing,
objective indicators, external assessment, and investigator
inference. Conant et. al., (1990) identified some missing
rationales in four approaches. Based on their arguments,
all four of these approaches have been employed in
previous operationalizations of Miles and Snow’s strategic
typology. Some studies have relied on single-item scales
when operationalizing what is recognized to be a
multi-dimensional construct.

The use of single-item scale was also viewed appropriate,
when they relate to a simple unidimensional construct, and
can be measured with minimal measurement error. However,
such scales are of limited value when they cannot adequately
capture the broader concept being measured[21]. Hambrick
(1983) proposed unidimensional approach for the strategy
measurement because strategy typology needs to be
captured in integrative nature and aspects. The paragraph
approach  requires  that  respondents read  short
paragraph-length descriptions of each of the four strategic
types, and then select only one type that best represents his

or her organization. Even though the paragraph approach

has been widely used, it can not be free from personal
bias. The respondents’ behavior may vary when they
really make a decision and when they make an evaluation
themselves.

The paragraph approach has been the most widely
employed method to operationalize Miles and Snow’s
strategic typology. In this context the paragraph approach
to measuring Miles and Snow’s strategic types employed
in a number of previously referenced studies reveals a
tendency to oversimplify the multi-dimensionality of
archetype construct [7]. Typically, only two of three of
strategic dimensions explicated in Miles and Snow’s
adaptive cycle model are considered and evaluated in this
approach. Recent attempts have been made to
operationalize and measure Miles and Snow’s strategic
types using multi-item scales and multiple approaches.
Although many researchers have advocated the use of
multiple approaches to operationalize and measure key
operational constructs, few studies have employed
multiple approaches to operationalize and measure Miles
and Snow strategic typology. Furthermore, most previous
research has tended to exclude the reactor type from the
The need for

construct of strategic behavior is gaining a strong support

scope of analysis. multidimensional
for assessing organizational strategy. Furthermore, the
relationships with overall performance have not gained

strong references yet.

3. Research Design and Methodology

We decided to employ integrative measurement using self
typing, objective indicators, and investigator inference. Self
typing is used for the questionnaire responses. Objective
indicators are used to measure respondents’strategic behavior
such as market orientation, process definitions, and foreign
business strategies and so on. However, the final judgment
for organizations’strategic typology is based on the factor
analysis which made composite components into a single
strategy typology.

The advantage of this process lies in two folds. First, this
process does not generate any bias for the respondents to
be only one strategy typology. Responding various strategic
process questions, the respondent’s strategy typology is

naturally declared. Second, the concept of strategy typology
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can employ some other distinguishing factors to
differentiate strategy typology. For example, the global
economy emphasizes the strategy for internationalization
whether the organization is big or small. International
business for the organization is not an option any more.
Bringing respondents from the relatively homogeneous pool,
Korean companies, we could generate international strategy
as another aspect for strategy typology.

The questionnaire items were developed for strategy and
market orientation of organization. The sample was selected
from top 2,000 leading exporters located near Seoul, Korea.
The respondents were mostly high level managers who
understand statistical figures and organizational strategy. We
interviewed top managers who are in charge of the
department or business unit in person. However, some
companies were interviewed with middle mangers when the
top level managers were not available. The response rate was

22.5% (458 respondents).

[Table 1] Description of variables and construct used in
the analysis

N | Min | Max | Mean Std.
Dev.
Sales 428 | 0.01 | 280 | 1.68 | 14.95
Profit 430 1 7 4.25 1.22
Future_sales 429 0 7 4.00 1.47
Prod_diversity 427 1 7 5.00 1.46
New_prod_intro 425 1 7 4.65 1.53
Adaptability 427 1 5 2.22 1.17
Autonomy 383 1 7 5.13 1.60
LnCpital 406 | 2.3 | 10.7 | 2.78 223
LnEmployees 429 | 0.69 | 10.8 | 4.43 1.86
Market_develCntry 423 0 1 0.66 | 0.48
Price_ratio 426 | 30 150 | 824 14.4
Own_brand_equity 427 0 100 | 58.4 44.0
Quality 427 | 143 | 250 | 85.5 17.6
Product_comptncy 429 1 7 6.42 0.93
Price_ comptncy 430 | 2 7 632 | 092
Promotion_ comptncy | 429 1 7 4.52 1.55
Place_ comptncy 427 1 7 4.94 1.61
HR_language_Know 430 1 7 4.53 1.38
Defender 378 | 0O 1 0.31 0.46
Prospectors 378 0 1 0.32 0.47
Reactors 378 0 1 0.17 0.38
Analyzers 378 | O 1 0.19 | 0.39
Valid N (listwise) 344

Table 1 presents descriptive statistics for the research
variables. Most variables were constituted in Likert style

where figures such as sales, capital, number of employees

were real and logged numbers, and price ratio and quality
were relative figures. The last four strategy typologies
were coded variables by the respondents' responses. The
study employed SPSS for Windows.

We developed and modified questionnaire items in
order to differentiate strategic typology. Based on the
Miles and Snow’s theory and multiple components from
the responses, we applied cluster analysis in order to
classify organizational strategy typology. Relatively long
history of strategy typology research has shown that the
four domains are moderately acceptable. However, the
problem lies in measurement schema that can properly
discern the strategy of organization. The study generated
four clusters that are significantly different each other and
four clusters

successfully categorized four strategy

typology. Table 2 shows the result of cluster analysis.

[Table 2] Typology of strategy of firms by Cluster

Analysis
Cluster*
Defender | Prospector | Reactor | Analyzer
(n=118) | (n=122) | (n=66) | (n=72)
Prod_diversity 4.13 6.25 3.64 5.68
New_prod_intro | 3.62 5.95 3.18 5.50
Adapt 2.24 1.65 3.05 2.39
Atonomy 6.03 6.19 3.24 3.68

* significantly different 4 clusters was attained.

The cluster analysis shows four distinguished aspects
for each strategy typology. The aspects are product
diversity, new product introduction, adaptation, and
autonomy. Product diversity refers that the organization’s
strategic intent to provide various versions of the product.
New product introduction means the organization’s ability
to introduce new product in a short period of time.
Adaptability denotes the organization’s effort to modify
the product for the various markets. Autonomy indicates
the level of decentralized decision making structure.
Table 3 shows frequencies of strategy typology from the
data. The number of responses shows that defender and
prospector are similar and reactor and analyzer are also

similar.
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[Table 3] Percentage of each strategic typology of
Korean exporting companies

Valid Cumulative Percent
Frequency
Defender 118 31.2 31.2
Prospector 122| 323 63.5
Reactor 66 17.5 81.0
Analyzer 72| 19.0 100.0
Total 378| 100.0

We developed the rational that the relationship between

organizational strategy typology and organizational
performance should be somewhat significant. As most
strategy typology researches have not concluded, using
relatively homogeneous sample (Korean leading exporters)
is expected to generate significant result.

First, we utilized ANOVA in order to investigate the
performance relationship with strategy typology. We
devised two components for performance, such as profit
and sales. The rationales to regard this way are two folds.
First, the sample is relatively homogeneous. The leading
exporters in Korea are relatively stable in their market
position and their strategy has not been changed very much.
Second, compared to domestic business oriented
organizations, exporters need to concentrate their strategy for
increasing sale and improving profit in relatively in short
period of time. The government policy and incentives lead
relatively narrow scope for foreign business Table 4 presents
the relationships among dependent variables and strategy
typologies. The analysis shows only profit demonstrates

significant relationship with strategy typology.

[Table 4] ANOVA

Sum of Mean
f F ig.
Squares d Square e
Between 955.3 3 318.5 1.3 | 0.289
Groups
sales | Within | o 350.5 | 372 | 2536
Groups
Total | 95305.8 | 375
Between 26.3 3 8.8 5.9 | 0.001
Groups
profit | Within 5572 374 15
Groups
Total 583.6 | 377

Based on the ANOVA result, we decided to investigate the

most contributing factor with organizational performance, in

other words the relationships with profit.

4. Hypotheses

The export market has been defined as product
competitiveness (Porter, 1986). The price competitiveness or
quality advantage may lead to the superior performance.
Considering strategy typology, product competitiveness may
be independent if we consider relatively short period of time.
If we consider longitudinal standpoint, strategy typology and
product competitiveness may be strongly correlated. Based
on this short term perspective, we developed hypothesis 1
below:

Hl1: Organizations that have higher level of product
competitiveness will have higher rate of profit.

As we investigated middle managers, their time frame
could not be long enough. In the cross sectional research,
but not in the longitudinal research, organizational profit
is strongly related with marketing strategy. Rigorous
marketing strategy tends to improve short term profit.
However, strong marketing strategy without improving
competitive edge eventually erodes the initial advantage.
We considered marketing strategy as a significant factor
related with profit. Based on this argument, hypothesis 2
was developed:

H2: Organizations that have strong marketing strategy
will have higher rate of profit,

In the global business, the most important factor for
competitiveness has been considered as human resources (Peng
& Luo, 2000). Where technical resources or institutional
advantages can be easily eroded, human resources are hard to
imitate and to substitute. Organizational human resource is the
only source of sustainable competitive advantage. Based on this
argument, we developed hypothesis 3:

H3: Organizations that have higher level of human
resource will have higher rate of profit.

The argument of strategy typology is sometimes
criticized as ex post description. This means the rather
than managerial decisions and actions, organizations’
decision making habits are articulated afterward. In order
to minimize this critic, we evaluated the strategy typology
based on respondents’ questionnaire items so called

‘integrative measurement using self typing, objective
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indicators, and investigator inference.” We believe that
strategy typology and organizational performance may
have somewhat stringent relationship. Based on this
argument, we developed hypothesis 4:

H4: Organizations that have different strategy typology

will have different rate of profit.

[Table 5] Results of Regression Analysis

Variables f/[aoscilil Er(;)n(l;gttit Ig/ltf;‘k:gt;’ng Il-lI:s[gﬁ‘rlce %ny;ﬁgygy
veness

Basic Model

LnCpital .120 .085 092 078 065

LnEmployees -.012 -.022 -.030 -.018 -.038

Market_develCntry J18% | 140%% | (142%F | 149%* .143*

Product

Competitiveness

Price_ratio .018 .024 .023 -.015

Own_brand_equity .059 .052 .061 .052

Quality .160** .146* 136* 152*

Marketing Strategy

Product_comptncy .044 .025 -.040

Price_ comptncy -.036 -.033 -.018

Promotion_comptncy .100 .092 .088

Place_ comptncy .003 -.009 -.023

Human Resource

HR_language_Know .095 .059

Strategy Typology

Defender .190%**

Reactor 179%*

Analyzer -.057

R’ 026 | 055 .069 077 111

R’ Change 029 014 .008 034

§The reference group in the strategy typology is prospector.
" p<05, " p<01, ™" p<.001

5. Results

The basic model includes the size of the organization
such as capital range and number of employees and target
market. Capital and number of employees were recoded
with natural log because the value is high. Target market
is distinguished by the main foreign market is either less
developed countries or developed countries. The strategic
market with

orientation may vary by the target

organizational demographic variables. If the organization

emphasizes developed countries for its target market, the
strategy should be different from the organizations for
less developed countries. The strategic orientation for
different level of countries will also end different level of
profitability by dealing with more value added products.
show that target market

The basic model results

orientation has a significant relationship with the
profitability. Other factors that reflect the size of the
organization such as capital and number of employees did
not show significant relationship.

The second model, adding variables concerning product
competitiveness factors show that only quality is the
significant predictor for profitability. R square change was
.029. Price ratio and brand equity did not have significant
relationship with organizational profitability.

The third model added marketing strategy resulted that
no significant relationship with the level of profitability.
R square change was .014.

The fourth model adding organizational human resource
also resulted in no significant relation with performance. R
square change was .008. Human resource in this study
measured organizational members’foreign language
capability.

The final model adding strategic typology resulted in
significant relationship with organizational performance.
Prospector strategy is significantly outperformed other
strategy organizations. We based prospector as a reference
group to investigate significant relationship. Many
strategy typology researches concluded that prospector
strategy demonstrated significantly higher level of
performance[7,30]. Based on the past research results, we
based prospector as a reference strategy. R square change
was .034 and R square was .011.

The R and the change value was not our main concern
but the p value of variables was our interest. The result
shows explanation about the

statistically significant

relationship among strategy typologies.

6. Conclusions

The study employed Miles and Snow’s strategy
typology for evaluating organizational performance of
Korean leading exporters. The results demonstrated that

prospectors outperformed other strategies.
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This study contributed to the academia and practitioners in
three perspectives. First, strategy typology study has pushed
respondents to be only one set of strategic behavior. Other
options were not available. In the information age, fast
changing and very turbulent environment urges organizations
to be fast adaptors. Strategy typology research should adopt
this phenomenon. Based on organizations’ various strategic
behavior, researchers could apply triangulation to assign
organizations’ representative strategic behavior.

Second, not many studies are done for Korean
exporters recently. Entering into information age, the
Korean exporters showed structural change from utilizing
cheap labor to creating new technology and market such
as MP3 players and multi functional cellular phones. In
the transitory environment, this study will light a way that
organizations should follow.

Finally, this study shed a light to both academia and
industry analysis practitioners. Two strategic options in
global environment, being the same or being different,
have not met any conclusive remark. Still some researcher
and practitioners emphasize organization specific factors
as the only source of sustainable advantage. Others start
to consider revitalized institutional power considering fast
spreading technology and standard setting environment.
Keeping organization specific advantage might lose whole
market abruptly as Sony’s Beta max video -cassette
disappeared. Our study shed a clue for strategic options
such a turbulent digital business arena. Organizations need
to use bold

competitive position with maximum

flexibility. Traditional marketing strategy may not
appropriate. Emphasizing quality in the arena, bold

prospectors will survive in the global marketing arena.

References

[1] Ansoff, 1., "The
behavior." Strategic Management Journal 8: 501-515,
1987.

[2] Boeker, W., "Strategic Change: The Effects of Founding
and History."Strategic Change: 32(3): 489-515, 1989.

[3] Bogner, W. C., & Thomas, H. The role of competitive

emerging paradigm of strategic

groups in strategy formulation: A dynamic integration of
two competing models. Journal of Management Studies,
30(1), 51-67, 1993.

1041

[4] Bourgeois, 1., L. J.,, "Strategy and environment: A
conceptual integration."
Review, 5(1), 25-39. 1980.

[5] Chen, M. J. and D. C. Hambrick, "Speed, stealth,

and selective attack: How small firms differ from

Academy of Management

large firms in competitive behavior." Academy of
Management Journal 38: 453-482. 1995.

[6] Child, J., Organizational structure, environment and
performance: The role of strategic choice. Sociology,
6, 1-22.

[7] Conant, J. S., Mokwa, M. P., & Varadarajan, P. R.,
Strategic types, distinctive marketing competencies and
organizational performance: A multiple measures-based
study. Strategic Management Journal, 11, 365-383,
1990.

[8] Deephouse, D. L., "To be different, or to be the same?
It's a question (and theory) of strategic balance."
Strategic Management Journal, 20(2): 147-66, 1999.

[9] Desarbo, W. S., C. A. D. Benedetto, et al., "Revisiting
the Miles and Snow strategic framework: Uncovering
interrelationships  between strategic types, capabilities,
environmental — uncertainty,
Strategic Management Journal 26: 47-74, 2005.

[10] DiMaggio, P. J. and. Powell, W. W., "The Iron cage
revisited:

and firm performance."

Institutional ~ isomorphism and collective
rationality in organizational fields." American
Sociological Review 48: 147-160, 1983.

[11] Dobni, B. C., & Luffman, G., Market orientation
and market strategy profiling: An empirical test of
environment-behavior-action  coalignment and its
performance implications.
38(8), 503-, 2000.

[12] Fiegenbaum, A., Hart, S., & Shendel, D. Strategic
reference point theory. Strategic Management Journal,
17, 219-235, 1996.

[13] Grant, R. M., Strategic planning in a turbulent

Management  Decision,

environment: Evidence from the oil majors. Strategic
Management Journal, 24, 491-517, 2003.

[14] Gupta, Y. P., Karimi, J., & Somers, T. M., Alignment
of a Firm's Competitive Strategy and Information
Technology Management Sophistication: The Missing
Link. [EEE Transactions on Engineering Management,
44(4), 399-412, 1997.

[15] Hambrick, D. C., "Some tests of the effectiveness and
functional attributes of Miles and Snow's strategic
types." Academy of Management Journal 26(1): 5-26,
1983.

[16] Kim, W. & Mauborgne, R., "Blue ocean strategy"



8l7]%8ts] =52 410 A5E, 2009

Harvard Business Press, 2005.
[17

—

Meyer, J. W. and B. Rowan, "Institutional organizations:
formal American
Journal of Sociology 83: 340-63, 1977.

Miles, R. H. and K. S. Cameron, Coffin nails and
corporate strategies. Englewood Cliffs, N.J., Prentice-Hall,
1982.

Miles, R. E., & Snow, C. C. "Organizational strategy,
structure and process" New York: McGrow-Hill, 1978.
Miles, R. E., & Snow, C. C., Organizations: New
concepts
Review, 28(3), 62-73, 1986.

Nunnally, J. C., Psychometric theory. New York,
McGraw-Hill, 1978.

Peng, M. W., & Luo, Y., Managerial ties and firm

structure as myth and ceremony."

[18

=

[19

—

[20

=

for new forms. California Management
[21]

[22

—

performance in a transition economy: The nature of a
micro-macro link. Academy of Management Journal,
43(3), 486-501, 2000.

Pfeffer, J. and G. R. Salancik, The external control
of organizations: A resource dependence perspective.
New York, Harper & Row, 1978.

Porac, J., H. Thomas, et al., "Competitive Groups as

(23]

[24

=

Cognitive Communities." Journal of Management
Studies 26(4): 397-416, 1989.

[25] Porter, M. E., "Changing patterns of international

competition." California Management Review 28(2):

9-40, 1986.

W. M. B,

formal structure as myth and ceremony.

Journal of Sociology 83: 340-63, 1977.

Schendel, D., "Strategy futures: What's left to worry

about?" 11B:

143-188, 1995.

Selznik, P., "Foundations of the theory of organization."

American Sociological Review 13: 25-35, 1948.

[29] Selznik, P., Leadership in administration. New York,

Harper & Row, 1958.

Shortell, S. M., & Zajac, E. J., Perceptual

archival measures of Miles

[26] Rowan, "Institutional organizations:

American

[27

—

Advances in Strategic Management

(28]

[30 and

1
and Snow's strategic
types: A comprehensive assessment of reliability and
validity. Academy of management Journal, 1990.

Shortell, S. M., E. M. Morrison, et al., Strategic

Choices

[31

—

for American Hospitals.
Jossey-Bass, 1990.

Snow, C. C. and L. Hrebiniak, "Strategy, Distinctive

San Francisco,

[32]
Competence, and Organizational Performance."
Administrative Science Quarterly 25: 317-335, 1980.

[33] Yun. Jong-Yong, "Beyond the knowledge economy"

1042

Global Agenda, 4(1) 136-138, 2006
Zajac, E. J. and M. H. Bazerman, "Blind spots in
of
interfirm (MIS) perceptions for strategic decisions."
Academy of Management Review 16(1): 37-56, 1991.
Zajac, E. J. and S. M. Shortell, "Changing Generic
Likelihood, Direction,

[34]

industry and competitor analysis: Implications

[35]
Strategies: and Performance
Implications." Strategic Management Journal 10(5):

413-30, 1989.

Yum, Jihwan

[Regular member]

® May, 1994 : University of Nebraska,
Lincoln MA (Management)

® Feb. 2000 US International

University DBA (Strategic
Management)
® Jan. 2001 ~ Current : Associate
Professor at Hanyang Cyber
University

Tyl

Information Technology Strategy, Knowledge Management,

Cyber Education




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


