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DHEOHMITBIT DT> ML T L =Yy TOHH
— Entrepreneurial Orientation % H1.0y 2 —

A RoSE —

I. IFC&®IC

TR LF =y FiE TRERFEH Y] 2EKLTBY (KiE, 1997), A¥EFL > hOW
BEAMELTHD, AERLY N L, TBREEGL, ThEMAADEZCHl> THH
ERGAENDEFIOAA N & THERIZZOEREMAA DY TELAHIN D ERNRANE] D%
P54 T % (Rumelt, 1987). Wi & #HEOMAEH S X PN RS A, BESFRMICSHT
I 20 0 A A TEMIG TEOBEPITIMEISND Z L1272, EFRL > MIE it/ s (Shane,
2003). £-oT, RERL L MNBEETDROITIE, FHRIREROMIENT AT L > THREL T
WR VIR T H 2 PREEMESHTESRM 1T /2 5. Misk7221E (pure luck) 23MESLEERRL &, &R
BLebT LY Mefseditld, (RERC~IR—Vry—I1d) BELIS LITH5ERIBHLT, T2
DOFRAMEL & TBERAT5ERE Ot 2RI PRlT20EREC LD THS (Ahyja,
Coff & Lee, 2005). F7z, RERDPEIZ NP BER LHMAADED Z LItk ->T, B Lo
fEZ AR THLRO—IRIE, 1/ RX—=2ar e bxdZeRTES, Z0X5ITEXDE, T
YL TV F =Ty T LR, RERBAHEIEEOPICER ML, VAT ERY RBE A ) R—
YavaERL BREEAL), 20605 0ERL Y NEBETATHSC T A LR
T EWTED,

BEZMAZEHLE LIS OFEMPOHEHTEZ X5, TV LT L=y T iT 3

D bREICBNTT VY LT L =0y 7d TEEREMN, TRFEZEM LHRISNDIBENL V. Th
LORGEEZH VWD L, Ty ML T L=y TIERER - RERORMESPUKOAERT I LITRD. T
YL T LIy T, EBRI S RN E AR LAMEEZAIET S (Timmons, 1994), #Lfk% AlES
%Z & (Gartner, 1988), [BRFRTay hu— VR RERRE RO S THROTEOA ] 1ZBH 5
FHEL 2B KT 5 7 1t X (Stevenson, Roberts & Grousbeck, 1989) 72 EifiF I X » TERRITEHR EN TV 5.
INBLOEHRNPLERTDE, TUO ML TLF—vy TSR, THRER - SRR OBMMEOMRK ]
EWVHHIIFIZINE DD DOTIFRL, ZNHEED fTHSCTrE R L) HEEMRERE S > THH X
NTWBLHRTES, LER>TABMTIET Y LT LI —2y FITHIET BiRGEE LT TRZE5IEH))
EHTBHILITT .

2) ERL Y ME, Y arX—&Z—fL > kb (Schumpeterian rent) & IFIEFZTETHW SN TS (Collis &
Montogomery, 2005; p. 44).
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FTATIRRIE, L~ EEE L TRER (T LT L) —) KEELOOERMINTER, Z
NHOMETIE, REXOLBEFANELEZ DK LICELET 7 v —F (eg; McClelland, 1961;
Brockhaus, 1980) & FHIZN 5 b D3R TH - 7z (Low & MacMillan, 1988; Stevenson & Jarillo,
1990). @7 7 —FTiE, 7> b T —v v T&ET5 AN, TR0 b AERERANTERIL,
INHDONAPET LR (e & 203, EREHES ) 2 7 @) 2T L 2EREANEL
TWa. LrLienrs, BET7a—F1F, Ty b T L —vy TORNEST ot A EB L
TWRWETIRARD Y, HBTIWETV A > EOMBEE HBEL T, 4BOBBESRAZN
BN EME L DFEPHIERH SN TS (e.g., Gartner, 1988; Shane, 2000; Baum, Locke & Smith,
2001).

E7c, A, T b T L=y FIBET SEEROHES, AX— T v TREOANE T vt
ADHEDT, RLEEGARBEFLFEOHM E TR N TWS (Wortman, 1987; Low &
MacMillan, 1988) Z &3 FRINTWAD., TRbb, T ML T Lt —v o 7L, Zhi¥fibilsd
Yt lb e Wil TH D (Stevenson, Roberts & Grousbeck, 1989) & &, ¥ u i bz 4L
HT—HORERE 2 TH6 S HIUL, BEFENENTOHMEERBTHELETHEIHY 55
&5 T L Tdh% (Sharma & Chrisma, 1999). HBHOMAMRRICBITI LT > ML T LF—2 v T,
a—®L— k- T7Y ML FLF—3 v 7 ¥ (Corporate Entrepreneurship) & T A3 Hh, B
TEE THEREITGHERS TN D,

T DL D 2R B, AR L AN ZRRICERE L, EOMIBICBIT 27 LT LI —vy
TOWRTICHERZ L TRMESBEML TS, BRE2RRLIEMT 5 2 LItk o THk iR
P —E 2&ZHBB{L L (Shane & Venkatraman, 2000), 22X L > M &#EE T T ML L F—vy
TiF, A= RNT v TREOHZR S TEAREICBNTHARICHELZNSTHS.

AREOBEMZ, 7Y LT L=y T D RO 2 - T B TIFED L ¥ 2 — %179
ZETHhHBD. BRMIZIE, MFEOHBIZRI B MR (Entrepreneurial Orientation) 1ZE85
% FEEEIIE & Hhta IRk 3 5.

AROWRIZL T LB TH S, I TIE, MIEB IO EE T e —F2nicT v
M7 L=y THEICONWTEND. FRHC, BT 7o —F253 4T 5RO W Tikd, #l
L XA ORFERTOND LS ICRDERICOVWTHET S, MTIE, AELNTTY N T L
F=v v THLLZDBMIED S B, HMKIZIIF 2 RZEZRNER (Entrepreneurial Orientation) (2D
W, WFEORE, WA, £7 0, BIRHEHECOWTHRTS. BRiT, 74 Ay ar
13729,

3) Corporate Entrepreneurship, Corporate Venturing, Intrapreneurship, Internal Corporate Venturing 7 & H&%
DEFEITOVWTIX, Sharma & Chrisma (1999) % ZH.
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I. 7 70—F (trait approach)

MO T v LTV F—w TR TR, REROBIESCREENET S a7 7 e —F (trait
approach) | 234 < WS TE 2 (Gartner, 1988). JEMET 7' —F1%, HHr L LB NZEZMA
ITERE L, OBl 2 T2 R FLA & LT 5 (Stevenson & Jarillo, 1990; Shane, 2000). &Mk 7 7' v —
F ORI I8% 2 51E, BEFMAPETIEESHHERT Y ML v F =y TEEFTEZNE
IMERET D, LWVHbDTHD., EERMAOREESAEREH ] LWV BEKRELZSILT
WBEDTHD. D%V, METH00n] &S5 ZLEvd HERTLION) LSRN ZL
ELTHW3LbE0Wlx oD, BT e —F 2B LR ThLE 2R DB0E, TMZERIT
EDXOBREATONITH D), TREEERIZRDOH, T - KL TW 2 RER ORI
FZEDXS2bORH D] ThHhD (Stevenson & Jarillo, 1990; Bygrave & Hofer, 1991).

REXOBESCREZ D OO TREN 2R L UT, #EKEH (need for achievement), #ifild
FifE (locus of control), U A7 EIMEIA (risk taking) 72 ENRHD. LR T, TR Fho&IC
BT B REN 2R 2 M HLITE RS,

EREHE L 1T, ETII R BSOS TRRBIE ENHHEFEEZHCEHTLO N TERT S, Kb
&R D LLH STy Toy OARTEFEM AR E2 I A TBIRT 5, (HFORRBRICETE 74— Ky 7
ELLZ L ORE, Ik o THIE S5 (McClelland, 1961). McClelland (1961) 133E K EHE LIS,
DN A5G BET) AT S D D & i EeE I EIRE (need for power) MR LATHRETE S T & &b
Lo BB (need for affiliation) & U 5 BRIRITLERZERDBRE L TNDE 0B TND. ZORERE,
ERBEOBRENEN AP MER OB L LT S ens, fho 2 DOBKRKRITCTIIMER L
ORISR ST,

MEIOFEL X, HAOOMMOBREEZ Y b — L3252 LB8WfETHD LV I HADFERER
FTHEETHY  (Brockhaus, 1980; Hull, Bosley, & Udell, 1980), EAR®D 2 DI 7 TEZHN TS,
O eDid, BEORENITEICEIR AR GER E ORBEMOTER THRPBIE SN TND LRBFIT S
Mo Rk (internal locus of control) J, & 9 O&D1%, HEDRENRITENIC X - THERNR > hu—
NTRECH D LRk T 5 TRIHH (external locus of control) | T 5. JGATHIZEIZIRIT D H5HIE,
HEDOITE TRRELELATDHILNTE DLV REARTHS WG 25, RERIHT2EME
L CHiths e,

U A7 EPRPER (risk taking) &1, REXROBML L THEBNITHREOE N ERTH 223,
SEFTHFZEIT & B FEAAE RS —E L T2y (Sexton & Bowman, 1985). L22L7ZR235, THETH
FEEASRICE D &, BERTPREDOV R TAH—THY, U RAZE R L TE, —HKo
TR =T —RRERTRVAAL L ZFNRREN RN E WS R TS (Blockhaus, 1980;
Hull, Bosley, & Udell, 1980). ZiL5H Offiizix, AEE, Fhh, WEBRS ~OFRE R E kA 2SS
KEESNTETNWD2, BT 7 e —F2HWHIZRIZEL N ORI X o THA Zeind s & b %
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ZFTnB.

BT T —Fient T A B Lz E LT, RO LS RAREIFSND (e.g., Gartner, 1988;
Low & MacMillan, 1988; Baum, Locke & Smith, 2001). T 5 OHLHZE L CUURITh~Z &,
=g, RER (T LT LF—) OEFRPBERRICDIT, MREEICL>THRLT DY TR
KigIic R L ThHD. OFD, HFEMTOHEBITREEMEWHE TS S, BT 7 2 —F 130
RHEOFIEIS, ETTY ML T —%2RETHLERHTL 55, EXPBHTHD Z Lh
b, TV N TV F—L/MZEDF —F =Rk =Ty —LZRXHIL &5 & L THMHMICHEHT S
TLERTERNOTHD., £bZd, TV LT —ItBT2ILA0ERIT, W biamlice
LTCHIEARLEZABRBRNWE FIRT Dama b5 (Gartner, 1988). K- T, EFMBHEEET, MBI
T By T A TOEIEOENE BT REBICEMTFRO2SOTH S,

BT, —ETY LT L= RIS UE, BT ZOANME T LT LT —THD
T L FGEm ORI > TR Y, HADEESHHEA R HRAORRICEL SRV EEZHNT
WAZEThD., ThE, WIEAEL L TRIEMERESHWONTEBY, Sty "3/
A7y aFATHHT LICERNTHIMEL bIEATND. I, BETIILLEHIBEREL
TehZre~3x—UT5Z X, LETHIMAORNNRERDZZ ENRFRENTEY, BELTH
5 ORMFGRPRIEE N E S hray ba— A LToNT 2 LERHTETNS.

BT, ROV T AORIEE BT 553, it S e AR A LS ICT Y L
TLF—DBMEROPPEFE TERNE WS IRT YA > EOMERD 5.

INBENET T —F R SBEICNA T, 7Y M7 L=y TOMGHZE v b bl
A Enl T —HOKELS (New Venture Creation) 7217 Tl <, MEAEMENTITON A IEE)
FETHRTDHNED D, 25 Licinedbe¥T, S~ NnEhEITHEELta—RLr—h -
TY N T L=y TOMEPEAITOND X5 IXhoTe., WREITIE, a—KRL—h-TU b
L7V =Yy THIROHTY, BIBICRBIFE T ML T L=y TOBERITE Y LA EIIZEIC
DNTHET B.

M. ERRICHEITHERIER (Entrepreneurial Orientation)

MR L@t T e —F R mx MR EZ—~RE LT, RELATTY LT L=V y TRl
bADMEBEML TS, RELASATT Y ML T L=y TR2EHZXEFLL LT, H I
Ty ML T LI =y TORRPERITITAEL XV THE SN D (Covin & Slevin, 1991) Z & A3
ZFohs, $2bb, 7Y ML LT =278 L eiE R 2 KW+ 28, AL X087 4 —
T UATHMENDHBANLNENSI L THD. 2 %D, REORTF—< 2 RIF, MMM
ANV ARV DOFEBEDITEBEMETEM UTERE R E WA T LB TEDL. LB C, 7 oy hL LI —
VY T EREDNRT F—<  AOBRE ST DRI, HADEME XY S EBEOTEICE A Y
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il

ThAEBRLVBM/NTHD. e, BHEI~FR—VTERWE, THAKEIR—VWETH DD
T, LR RASMN - EBNRA L T =y a v EAEZRLTV. BT, AEL L TOE
THDIIELERFTIILIZEST, 7V LT LI =3y TR IVIBENVRY AL RO T L —
LT =7 Tt 52 L Bfgic72 % (Wiklund, 1999). E4EE T, 7Y hL L —v v Te=
R AV NORBEFERDITTEX DL EMNEE ez o7 Z &% (Stevenson & Jarillo,
1990), Him - FAMTT > ML T LT =2y THEBRREATH S —RE TS, RKITHE
BRSO TELRT 2 Z LR TENL, B2 R Y A2 hOSURTOBERE L (Mg, 3544,
RG22 L) 2T LT L=y THIRICEAT D Z LR EIic %,

ZH9LT, RELAVOHFHOS L, T ML T LFr =Yy FIBb 3 b 05T 228080
HahzdZ lichks.

1. EO &(X

HRME TR 1T B AR AR (Entrepreneurial Orientation: LA K TIX EO &£ 3) 1%, MK
Y8l (Strategic Posture), %X H4TE) (Entrepreneurial Behavior) 72 EWfFEEIC K » CTHRR B EE
WBHNOLNDLGEND DM, EARITIEFR O R HRwdT T L2 TES (Davidsson &
Wiklund, 2001). H&#1IT EO X4 & LIt Oz i ICE~2% &, Miller (1983) ANEMIERIC
£ —_ADBEHAERFEL, Covin & Slevin (1989) M3k - BRIEER - X7+ —< 2 RED
BHEME 2 L 2R D RBL 2T o etk 2 < OFIHIRAERSINTE TS, Lo, K
e Cix Miller (1983) & Covin & Slevin (1989) ZHIMZL B 2 —&fTW\ W,

EO &1F, EOEMANL —2 arD5bLT7 Yy M 7L —vy FICEET I 0EFELTH
%. EO X, ZDAZENTT 5 Bl 0 BRI 2N TIEe <, TH~O B AITHE D o7 a k& A,
TS50 T 4R, MEBREAZANEHRLTEY (Lumpkin & Dess, 1996), ZibHhd [ZErs
I 2Ok 2HEd5. S0iiixd e, EfF50] Lo XvdbTel s, TEDk)
IZATEG 2000 L0 S BRI S 2 TTWD, IEHEE L TE, by <RV AV b
PETDEEREA X A VLBA (philosophy) % Z OARZENNFEFTT B M O [A]e /R % — 2 L R
2L TCW3% (Covin & Slevin, 1989) WiZE23% . Th b ORI T, ERZERAZFIH L CHIZTT
BERRET DNy TRV ALY NORBBREAZ A NVREBRR LY, ZO/E (@) b L
ICARZEDNRRFETT DMRIEITHIONRE — L B RET D, Ty M T L F—vy THRENE T 502
KLY ML, TANNRIEILAL /) X— a VPEI SN D IO TERTE ko TV E %
Fiohs, EOIZZDOMERMEERL V M EBURLEARTHEZNEL LS L T2MaTHD L
LbEWRX DI ENTES,
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£1 EO oW
WL E2
A R= 3 M FLOWEL - —E 2 - Tt AOBROZHIZ, HERLAIEN 2
(innovativeness) Ta REBUT, FicieHEr g I Em.
« U R 78R (risk taking) B2 2R RIC T 2 EN R NE E, BERE L, T4 2 @,
TN T, 2720 OREEREBAT LI L OEEND.
- JerE P (proactiveness) FERO T A P LML X 0 BT TTrEh3 2 fgin).
- i OB R FTANNVARZEZR ERA S LEoMm. HiHBIcBITFoRY Y a v 2R
(competitive aggressiveness) WL, MH»rb0ERETIRT 57201, T4 7NV RZITH L
TUCBNIATE T D RLE,
- B (autonomy) HEILETIREV a v EFEBSEL DI, HOOBEILHE-
THHEIZATEI 3 2140

HIFF © Miller (1983) 5 Covin & Slevin (1989) ; Lumpkin & Dess (1996) — k25

OGN DT, EO BMESEZ M TS EERRITIILTD3OTHD Y.

@OA / X—= 3 M (innovativeness)
@V A7 #RYEN (risk taking)
@5tk (proactiveness)

QDA ) R—=y 3 Uk &g, BEOBRITEMIcE bbb Z ekl Hi 7477, 75,
ARG 72 7 vt 2T Y fEe i 229 (Lumpkin & Dess, 1996). Z ORILHAE EIUE, %L
WTHAN S 2 WFBEETOA /) R—> 3 VEITOEMBRED, HleRE VR ABREERT S
T EIRTES.

QDY A7 E R E L, KRELEHBEDOaAMBFEL 2 X5 Ta Yz s Mt < OB
GrEATS Z & &2KT (Miller & Friesen, 1982). #l 2 iZMANTIBITHEL T2 L oTe X5 %, FiR
MESBRDIPRDEIRNE D BRATEFEEOFRNT v Y = 7 MCHMORE EIRZ B4 9 5 6 25
LT3,

QDM 1%, HHITBIT DMKk DO=— X% PH L Tt L v DA UTITEIT 2 i 2%
LTwW5 (Lumpkin & Dess, 1996). L7z -> T, fEfmRNmngzEizs, s/ 040k d
K BN R T DN TEXDWREMSRE D, T 0 X 5 ik % G x 7o B8 aFroiZix
NAF =T D e B2LEHh, EUPEREZRHLERT 2 Lo B50THS.

ZO3IRIEPHNSLEND X 5Tk o> TeDiX, Miller & Friesen (1978) 128 1) kRO H T

4) ZO3DOOWRICITIMAT, T bV T L=y T h LB 2 5ITiX, @i Eo MR (competitive
aggressiveness) &G HAMEM (autonomy) DORITEMZ D Z L& FRTDHESFET S (e.g., Lumpkin &
Dess, 1996; Dess & Lumpkin, 2005) .
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“entrepreneurial” & &SN TV D DO E TR Iz Miller (1983) 12Hi %589 5. Miller (1983)
X, HBEEEED 52 ONF X RMEOEMA L —v 3 VERFL, MEOEMKIZIBITST v
ML=V 7ORILEZND 3DOTHET D Z LB8WRERZ & Lic. RIT EO ORLE 23 A2
XV HRICE WA, T OMEIIRFRMAZE (Conservative Firm) & JHBIZH D AR AZE
(Entrepreneurial Firm) & R7a3N 3. ZORMMAICEBNT, RFMMAZEIL, ZOHMEE A Y A
7 [ALEER), A/ N—3 g ITiERER, Mt OMIRITEN L 0 D 2B TH D LRI D. —H, @
BRRZET, V) RZEN, 1 R—= 3 VTR, SEEsEnE Shb.

Z ORI ZE— R OIXBNZ, Miles & Snow (1978) DFifif%! (defender firms) —J&
He#! (prospector firms), Mintzberg (1973) OiE#ELEIAL# (adaptive organizations) —fZEZ MR
(entrepreneurial organizations) D% & K <ITW5 (Covin & Slevin, 1989). Miller (1983) & _Eid
D3t d LIT LT, REORERIGE 217 5 Bl 2 FEALMNITHRE T 5 B 2Rt L e & 5 2 5.

EO iTid, BRESREMMN R T 00V =0 ¥ —HRICHH %2 L 72 2 5 8RR IR (Strategic
Choice: Child, 1972) ®ar &7 bBRX—RIZH 5. KEIHEIFUTEIT DR TIE, by <Y
AV ML ZEAYE () 12X, MESTFEMICERBITEETD 2 ENTE D MMl
T\, Child (1972) Dikim% 8 S 72 Miles & Snow (1978) 1%, AMERE: & I3 2 Hkk D
BATEERT DL GMUEIS) LA OFE (WIEIL) Z2< )Y Ay M 5&ER%Z by
TRRT A MBT, A& OBIS TN A THAMIE OB T 5 &, BRI RT7+—< >
ABERTHZ L 2FR LY, E0IZ, ThHDEX LR, WMKIEREZTS by Ty
AV b OBREEERL, REIINRBREIGERT 2 HEERIT TRV EE2@moniftl LTna 0
TH5.

2. EO L ZDMDEHMBE L UNT+—T R EDERME

Miller (1983) #%, Covin & Slevin (1989) T & o TZEEH D BIHEMEANE K X, EO A2 —KL —
f 7Y hL T L=y TO—-MIZERNETDOIELZERTHD Z ENRFREIN, HHIE
SESERERITET 5 161 tHOBBE/NMEERIGRIZ, EOY LM T+ —~< > ZOBKRE T
THIHTeoT, HEHRBREE LIRS OB B M AAN R SRGE L. ZOfER, THERBREE O
BALANE LD — I 7 iR ) & TAMIRBRBE DAL MR- 0 — MBI 7 L flRE 1) oL AT %
EoTIMEERRWMB AR 7 + =< 2 THDH T L, TNRBREISHAN—hERNMNZE) & T
BB IR — IRTIIMNZE ] DA E L ST/ MEERROVMBE R T 4+ —< L A THD L %

5) #%ikd 3 X 51T, EO ZMWEFETIE, HMEThy <=2 Ay MAANOEMZREL, ZOKL%
FLA L~V OURIR A ) & - B WH2E iR R T 2555 038 0. B RS IR S b — Do 0B,
by =R A2 hO®BEZERT S Miles & Snow (1978) & ORMKIBER O 2> 7 b & EETIXZRW
LRbh3.

6) Covin & Slevin (1989) 1%, EO Ti&72< strategic posture DREM ZFH L T 5.



78 HE~ R A b LEa— 8T

BETH
- BA4FIRL
- FRAEENEE
-
EO F EXORHH Mg/ T+r—< VR
- EHHERE - EEERER
YR BRER B it D v
- St - IRZEtE
8% F OB - Z0fh
- mEttRE
BETH
- $HE
- R
- BEE
CBBEEETOER
- REAR
SRy TRERDAD b
F— LOY

B1 EO &7 % —<> ADOBMRME
Hif : Lumpkin & Dess (1996) —¥RZ5

R L7z, BEORRIZE Y, EO BT 4 —< 2 RITH X B8 LT B80T, BREERICE -
THETDIRERRRD LB NTR T, ET DL, BREEEBHEOBKREZET L — K
THILZERBLIEZDTHS.

BEHNET L — N2 MICERT L L, £7, HE=—ACHBS T80l
DBREZR X AT Xy 7 R HIGRE P CIRRBEOAMERERRE D, —IT, NEEMESE VRO
FI DS EZEMA T B ITEET B 729 (Hitt, Ireland, Camp & Sexton, 2001), ANHEFELENRE £ Z &
CE o TRERITEEITOF v AT 5, EO 2 BUCZoHRER AL ECIHAHAL, 4
ERLY NG LUHER, REONRTr—< AR LTS, £, BERL Y MY RS
NTLES Lo RPN LUWEREETIE, BVBRLHRAEERL Y NEERL X5 &3 25N
WEIRIR T F —< L AT FADEEL G2 5 LATFHITE 5.

5 LT, Covin & Slevin (1989) DOWIFELLKE, EO &/37 4 —< v ZAOBfREREET D BRITIT,
BB ORERME AR T 2 O ICBREAERE2TT L — 285 L CRET S Z L mlplicind. &«
& %1X, Zahara (1993) 1%, SNEREREIZ 4 DD/ K — T EL, BEICKX > TEO BT 4 —~
VAR K FRENRE D Z LR R LTS, Miiz, Naman & Slevin (1993) 1%, #—tE =272k
7RERES, EO OFWIL, ABMHIROMASDEBNR 7+ —< LV AR TS AOEBEGE 25 L%
FBREL, BiE— EO —fliko#s (fit) PEETHDIILEFRLTND. ZIT, EO &7 4 —
<V AOBRMEER LD OERK 1ITRT

N7 =< AL THBARD &, —BITF/MEZERR Y v —IZBIL Tid TR 235D
BN T+ =<~ 22 MDOICHE L 2EERE L FiE SN D (Chandler & Hanks, 1993; Tsai,
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MacMillan, & Low, 1991). LU 5, N7+ —< L RFREUHADL S ORILTE 52 H\&
HYOTHY, FIFWFFRTEHE L THOABITIXRR DR ICEERTRETHD Lot /AfiED
HoTHAETHRAO—FITR OV, £/, E0 &7 4 —< > ZAOBREETFMET D HRIT,
AENT a8 T ERFRENTND A, HIKR-CHIGR TORFZE & MEE, ZOEBUTMEEL T
RN,

Covin & Slevin (1989) DFFELLE, EO & A2 DFeeisi 4L & DBEIFR ZMFE L 72 b @ (Wiklund,
1999), EIZ LBV TARROENEZH U TEO ZHET 2EBOFEME LY EErF=y 7 L
72b ® (Knight, 1997), WFFe A EOR AL & L 72D @ (Lyon, Lumpkin & Dess, 2000), Flak~—
ADBERENRT =< ALOBBZEEONREFL— T2 %2R LD (Wiklund &
Shepherd, 2003), ARy h T —27 & OBRERG L7cd D (Lee, Lee & Pennings, 2001) 72 Ekk A
T —< THIEPERIN TN .

3. EOMAIEAE
KREWFZET EO (f / R— 3 A, U 2 7 @PUkia, Jedetkim, i Eodc@dkm, Bakm)
ZWETHHEL LTEUTD 32T H5ND.

OREHEORMEEMECHET 5D D
QFEBEOMZETH 2N 04 (Content Analysis) THIE TS H D
QFEBTITONT BRI D 2 AR INTZ2RT =20 LHETEHO

TS RIETTHEITBIT 204 O# I, Mintzberg & Waters (1985) 12331 2 &K L 7z kmg, Al
FEIHENS, FBLSNIHIE ORI S E X 5 LHR LTV, Thbh, OFEK LK T, @
& QP AIFEHERE & B SN AIE L TnD En5 Z L THD (Lyon et al, 2000).

OOREEHOBIA S EO ZRET DML, by TR I ALY bR —Y v —ITh L THEM
FIREEITY, ZOEXEMELNVOTEENE LTRAS. DFED, REMOBME S LITHL
o EO ZHIEL TS, BEHEORIL, by <R3V Ay POMEROBERD, Sk
OIFBICKE G EE G 25 LRRHZ, ZNOHEF—OS DL LT I ERHTHRIC/R > TN 5.
EO 281 5 ZAEZ7E Tid, Covin & Slevin (1989) OEMEHZHWZHONFZEAETHY, %
S OMEPBAFEE TEE SN TS (e.g., Barringer & Bluedorn, 1999; Becherer & Maurer, 1997;
Sapienza & Grinn, 1997). ZH 5 OWFETIE, #VELUGEEM L 28RN F = v 7 S, BHOR
DPNDBEEL SN TN DT, FEROIERIFIRIC K > TRIRIZRZR D Z LIV ISP ETH
5. —J, REELTLIAD LY F=RY Ay MORER ORI ZAZE LR OGN & a3 2
S, HREE A BN 2 R > TORWIEE, BIEZ I L TWRWARNEE) R F0A 5120 5 5.
AR R L L THEHBOFE LB RIS, XUFr—SH/MEDHTBHEL TS EEXD
NEZHEDIZIEHD. i, BEFITI DML LD 2 DDA T RACHET 2HERH D, i
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BRIFD L, WALONA T RFEEED, REOHHR, FEBEOHBETHY, WiEICL D31
7 AXEEEBFE CRAR THoTh R&D i LB HDOBATHS.

QOWEMHIL, FESLHIERED AT 4 T bV v IAREOHE AT X —TU— NEb LT
HHL, ZBELTHWIHIETH D, NEME, a— MEOTIHICEEREL D, AT T &%
BRLTIEL 179 51E, EO ZMET D HNRFLELRY 55, KITWR THIE Sz EO DR
JLl, FITHEG oY (TEE, SASAREDOT 7Y a VITKINT D ETORM) R
) (f ) RX—=3 3 VBEOFTER) TH D (Lyon et al, 2000). KA Thidr D BCBEM: DR IT
BRELIHEZR T D E, SANAREDOT 7Y a  IKINT 5 ETORE (Chen & MacMillan,
1992; Chen & Hambrick, 1995) “2f7H% (Young, Smith & Grimm, 1996) 3% 5. T b OFERIL,
BORREREVE E, ERTHERLNNEERT -~ AR T T AOREEERGEZ 505 DT
HD. AR, T—2ty MERETIRITHREIC L DMRORMBA SaNT &, Bk
REMEDOTEMR R E ORI EB BN S, Kill, WYRF—& Y —ZA&FHHT 5 L OWEES ” OflEg
BITHE L UARBICARE MR FIEICR 0 B8R LR EORERH 5.

Q@DEBRIATONTC KRB % 2 KT —Z PO HUET Db DIk, HkiRODH TLM S Dk
ThD. el zid, EHEMENZE T BT, 2RI D DR HE LT i 5D 20
ZEBR%E 72 EITRK SN D WIEBAFEE T E OISRV BN D, Hkn &2 R STHFZEBR A P E D
FITI%, R&D S #HEEE O 3 4 THIE L T 5 Hitt, Hoskisson & Kim (1997) <CHFZEEH
6% /e LR O 3 EN E ERRIC BT DR ERETa Ly b r—1 LT Kelm, Narayanan
& Pinches (1995) 72 &23% 5. %7z, Lee, Lee & Pennings (2001) i, #riEm%z R &D AEH
& THIBANS - RS - MARORBITORBDE - —E 20 Eififk), U 27 @R MM
Z [WAF—RR&DOTRY =2l Moy & TVAF—RRR&DOT vy =y MEERHI, etttk
Mz IR 8BE T hoTck & TEREL DO Tuy =7 MEER TELZEN
HELTWS,

IS 2RT—ZPHHRIET 2R, EEMERNR GERTREMESTHER STV D K, MRk
REMPEORE AT I A TWD, e HE/5¢ LmOfERE, HA4 ORFZEIC K-> TRIEDHH
M %5 LTRSS HIUR, MO HNSNTWBHZ RS L, ZORENREET
LOFWPENTHS.

PLE, 3 o0 EIXENENER EERNH D0, SHBIIMFEO HINTR LTINS OJikE
HEPYE, FINRIZBITDEEE L5 2 L B—DORIEIZRY 55, £ I Lo
TR, HEFITHTEIA X E 2—REEZHRNTANDLERH S 5.

7 F—& Y — AHRBICRETH ORNBRNPEM S PO TETHERT D EREELNEIND.
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AWRET Y LTV F =2y THED S S, BIBICBIFST > LT LTI —2y TORILE SR
&I D% (EO) TS Z2 YT, ABHOBIRMESHIE HIEITOWTHRE L.

FRTRE L TE T EO L7+ —< > AOBRMER, BEERIICEERL > bOBB T3 —=
VARG ZBHEEN S TNDY, A ) R_R— 3 VRS B Y 2 — R X — IR DR D IR S
NBIEHSNT, MERL Y MIERL THSHEZRFS. RIS &, #fiElicf / X—v 3
VEBLT, —RNRBAEMERVELUESGEL TOrRTNEREBRWDOTHS (Daven,
1994). HALTER LA / N—2 a UV TRt T L E 5 X5 it L WBF BT I ah
F251FE, (BRERSOMY IRV AV ME) BBOMRERL Y VX228 WET v T 7L —
K32 HESHTL % (Collis & Montogomery, 2005). BIDOEHEEAWIUL, AR~ R —V ¥ —
1%, RSB Z S 7o & FTHIE LW e R R LV ORI ZMNL S D T L NHE L 72D,
ZOMEPS, BAENEZES BB 2RSS T2 L2 HNE T2 TR EH20%
BB U TRERL Y NOEBEZHNE TS 7 ML=y ) LOESEPEENR
. ZOXO REEE#~ D, U4 [Strategic Entrepreneurship) & W o SERH WL, 220
DB EHRELELOETIHERRSND. =& 21X, 2001 4E6 - 7 J T 5 1) T Strategic
Management Journal THHE S 2L EI 2V, 2002 4EI12i% [Strategic Entrepreneurship] %% A kb
I L7eFE Gacte) slifkshTnd. 4%, BEOBRMRENPETETRL S ARDZ LB TH
SNLZHPT, AX—F T v IREEWAEEOMEITL > T, MERL VN LRS- A O]
SLEW O EPEEE 2T OIREN RN TH A 5.
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Entrepreneurial Orientation: The Dimensions of Strategic Orientation

Ryoichi KUBO

ABSTRACT

This paper examines studies about Entrepreneurial Orientation (EO) under (D the constructs of
dimension, @ configuration model and 3 three measurement methods.

EO consists of process, structures, and/or behaviors that can be desired as innovative, proactive,
risk taking, aggressive, or autonomy seeking. EO is used concepts from the strategy-making process
literature to model firm-level entrepreneurship (Covin & Slevin, 1989; Miller, 1983). Innovativeness
refers to attempts to embrace creativity, experimentation, novelty, technological leadership, and so
forth, in both products and processes. Proactiveness relates to forward-looking, first mover
advantage-seeking efforts to shape the environment by introducing new products or processes ahead of
the competition. Risk taking consists of activities such as borrowing heavily, committing a high
percentage of resources to projects with uncertain outcomes, and entering unknown markets.

Next, this paper survey EO-related contingencies variables that have been suggested in the
literature. This paper also discusses the benefits and drawbacks of three operationalizations of a firms’
entrepreneurial orientation; (1) management perceptions regarding entrepreneurial processes from
surveys using questionnaires, (2) entrepreneurial firm behavior from using the content analysis; and, (3)

secondary data denoting resource allocations as indicators of an entrepreneurial posture.



