I./\-] =

)

7199 Al A Aol A AxHa Sk Ay 1097 A= 71de As A F
¢l (corporate social responsibility: CSR)'e] 7|99 AlE 7 ]‘31;“‘3}7“ =7} 2]

7I9EEA CSRe FAletaA 7|dEss ot vdg w=th(A ]‘52 2], 2007). Bowen
(1953)2 CSR(Corporate Social Responsibility)S- "-$-8] A8 B34 7144 J‘ﬂr A H
Aot AL FF3ta, JAFEA S SAY gk gE5s %O}Oﬁ st 71 o Frer A
o] 513 o] & Can’oll(1979)°ﬂ osl AtslAd o]FE2 A9 7|ge] AF3lA J?J%l o] 3 0]

ARz AN, e A4 SRl B AdA wAE Fa 434 3
AW, Sl AT A9 A4 Aew FReA. oA A e &5
o] CSRolt,
a9 CSRE B 49BES /190 U9 49 L B4 FES Fo A9
o B AMI BARETO| Al Fel BHo @ o) Folw gt (A7]F 9 2007). A
]_

W 10d7ke] CSR %52 244 714 2, 20AE B3 AV], 54 oduAe gyon
Aal vhA R o)FHom AE A A HEsts AAAvd, A= CSR €% 54
AbsEAlC] el 71 Ak o) s dAlE mAea, aY k¥ Rie] He A9 gFs F
«  Agadsty AYAEsd Far

v st A AENEL ALY A

wxn A FRT ST G v 5 AT
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E9 E3 o]Fo]x ’E}(Kotler 2005

‘.“_‘— -
# ARERES 199 AEH Ade 93 ojeg FulsAE Arelew, CSRel
S A =i

A4 4FE RAYHA R, 2007). 2BAR, A Sof V1gde] ApEH A o) o
b Foket 2L AFAH Aol tA FEE mves A ddsol Hear 7] wEl
CSR &%) 7199 olols WMeEA wate B9ekn me AL &4 drh 259 799
CSR Z%& wd +5a groa A dstnd st w24 43¢ dol o
S T8ty 98 skl olm A AR A A= A FalE HAsk= AF we] d=F
© 271X

B £ gJoj(AW A, 2007, O'Keefe & Partners, 2001), ~H|AFE0°] 7]3¢] CSR 3
g EvshA AZste A5 &3] SA St Drumwright, 1996). %5 7] Qo] Ab
sl ow FA &L HRS B A, 97 A=l APE w, CSRA #H H oY AFY
I 7IFEE, aga FadE 55 ol&ste A9t soivtal o] oldE 7P e
oo thgh Anjxte] AL 3  Hrel fith

2 27E 7199 CSR €55 H AgFolgta Q1A sty CSRS EH 9 9 =¥ PR
(public relations) 7§49 &35 d ¢ g5 Aot} CSRYY 72 A3 4 Mg %55 56
7198 omAE deAow 7H’ﬂ5}7] A= 2027 L 7|9 AgE ord g
grol5 o), o Holrt e wH A A HEE s 7|9y WAE S8do=
= 7124 Fdo](dispositional attribution) €< ZZolg} sl dE Eo] VAUt g
714l AGats] o] wF= Aol gk 7|AFE ek T2 7|9 FelFelal ARE V)
Q" = e v)grelgtal e ¢ v o= miAY PRY ZdEAME HAY Hirt
obd < itk

r1§
N
N
%

=g CSR Aol tigh anjxte] R@rte] ks wAe 2AEE& Akt st
53] A4 7144 AQdES fEsks AvA w2 wAR A5 Wlo] FAlglA o] &
A ow wetalzt ghrh o] & fa B At A= Al AEEte] mH Al o] Bl FE A
9l Q F(fundamental attribution error: FAE, Ross, 1977)5 A#]#¢] CSR #7499
A&ttt FAES A Z27F @92k 54 59 948 FEsts Ryl A A2 Hes
(contextual) £.91H v} 9 x}e] 7] A (dispositional) £.910] 7 & AT H
s ARl ARd

= A9 A% el & A 54 dEE HaNE ]
A AAgnoks st Al 2 A 2R A 2fe @ o s

FAEE ZAnzx}e] CSR #7le] A& Eod id 2nx7k 7199 548 A8 JY=
AR o 7o) B AHe e AHoR A AER AFEv|EgE, 1 7Y
o A WA = F4A 5AA A AdoRAMe] R on wHegs 7] A A
7l shE Aol 1o &7 otk o]k & CSR H el glo] FAEE 71l Al w5
i A3k &

frelstA #H&et= Ae A A3 dAolnm, vz s ATt A CSR H7F A FAEZF &
Ag ¢ Qe 2718 Foldrl o # ZZ(boundary condition)-2 °]dlsl= Aol F23)
th. CSR H7F Al EASE 2vRbe] 2724 A9 /v B Ao 34 485 AL
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Folrt, 18y FAES F34]7]+= 8912
7129 AbE] AEE TS AHEd, P9ty 1A
AFskA - meEk A (contextual) ACNET FAHE 2
& A H frAbeE g9t dEs &

w5 o o ZA verd olof 2 A
AOB) €4 o] Jones and Nisbett (1971)9] =&oA Eiug vl 9ot 2=20d AOBY =
& wepbd CSR A1) s #EAH (&AL e AR &8 FAMd o] FAEE &%
e Aolgt= o Fo] Jhesith

2 =M e 713 avap e Ao g AdomA g () FAME ol FE S
|4 425 o] Z(Construal Level Theory: CLT)oll &3Fw Aol (M])FAAEL kabzie] 4
g3 Agades dAS £ Qe rmZ (Trope, Liberman, and Walslak, 2007), A 1] #AF4
o] F7Fgkol ulel 7|42l CSR Aol thdk 4njxte] Hrp Al FAEZF #2H&3te], 7] A% 7
A9 "FY A" HIE NAHEAE AR S 53] 2 dAgdlA s V) EREd
AY {22 (Grohmann, 2009)¢] 7ld-8 A &gttt &njzte] Az 7|ge] 2de 2
CSR &9 Ay ey 7he] FAapdo] Av|xte] Hold ofjmsh Faks nA =4 4
e TallA Ao, AR 29 7199 CSR &5 dig 7|AHE Hal A Sl
F 7198 "EEdrE FESE ASE 2w, o9 AEA AE Ay (M)A *

A4 gow Agetzt @k
I.o]273 =97
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b ol oA 7] A AFahd A
of thgh A trp ke A A A
Fo] 2~ ¥e)E](Human Personality)
oAl Al HEAIZI= A 5459
F(the set of human characteristics or traits that consumers attribute to a brand)”©] e}
Aostri(o] F-A4, o), 2002, p. 3; Aaker, 1997, p. 347). Aaker’} A|A|g+ H#= A
B= gA A e 7HRA= Ao Z(Aaker, 1997). o]AL 71542 HA48 7HA3 9}
Aol oty F4A ol AR ou)E 2 dr} (Aaker, 1997, Grohmann, 2009). &3] 4+
ou| o] Zm] o) Ag-, Aok(self)ehe] XA (congruity)o] H:ME=o] A= glojA ¢S

i

>

o

o ro

IE rO l]j:
N

=
Iy

hy
“
[>
e
ok
o
o
»
o n

L =

;

oot —
2
re
i d
>
N
=
oL |n
lo

il

Y
s
B

I
°

J
o

=1

A

o rf e RomX o o o

X

- 273 -



i

o
BT g of op

% 2.8t (Kassarjian, 1971; Sirgy 1982). Zn|Atel Hal= Alolo] gloja s
A 7)50] oflE AAA 7)EE s AHolv)h 7199 AF3A HY g%
B 7148 ojujA] A Ak e A Vs A VY €F 5 9
F oth wEbACSRel| ek An|Rte] Hrle ARt HAs 7he) A
g} Anjkel 7ol ek AE A AlQ] Ewe] A 54 AboldlA
7F v Alolet o gE 4 Q.

< Grohmann(2009)¢] =X e AvjAtEe] HA= Hadg]
(1997)¢] 52k el oo FrpHom GFA A Haleel oz Bl
el g o] F abdo] {8&3E HoFi sl 44 ALEs T
Five 7311':—%‘ ol AR&StaL Sl Alo] ARHolAIRE o] ek

e NET W WA 5 e F8F )

()
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;2 rhz
24 ol

]E‘rj E $ ‘RAE‘r. 217+l A (Gender) & F 714 7]%3;_ Ur-é o
2 gavs AETSHE AH(sex), 283l HoluA el A3 E

B H(gendeﬂo]‘jr et FEE AL £29 A(gender)olth. Ab3 3}
o] A5 o]y FRd o & w] 2E @A} ofole] AL =€

%3
5L, czpolelel A4 AgbEd Husli §89 5 ole 15
o %
)

ol fr & oy @
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mlm

%
e
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o 4

Qi
do to

o OET
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W ool
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24 oWl At g5 FAH = AolttBem, 1974). °lF
k3

a3
o ogh

i ox
>
>

2

rl

” o
el oo it m oo O rir o

ot
-

7t A A 3 A I (sex role stereotype)s BASHA Sl o=
Ada o JolME Lowet 5E 2 AAD o s gu ﬁ
=3 2 7)vHGender schema)gtalx st=d|, 277 (Schema) &
S A8 st YA B e oz A ~Aynts 2p4o] sHE A
of whet, Apilo] sfjoF & eI AAAAY E& FHSA Hi, A Folt
st=dl dojA o] Aol Adigh ks mHt Fth(Bem, 1981). 2= o|AL &
Aol ole}, -7t A7t e AATFE AL 5 3]
|

_I\‘ 254
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el
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Re)
o %
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Kol
¥ £48 Hol gtk Aolth, 24E Hanel o
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ox
EORS

AR A Addd g
Kol
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o ox

g2 AgAARGY 2n|xs} 7]044 CSR2 =
Mol wel A & 91s W oopUT AAA AQnae Ad ssweE ke A
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& A9 e
4 aqld mEy, 2 AMFY PFs FEY us AR 2A9 7124
<A ) A A (asymmetry)S 2.tk (Malle, 2006). 432 @&# gy 7e
A4 o] a1 Mol BAIEHE 4= Trope?t Liberman (2003)¢] df4 &5 o] &
(Construal Level Theory: CLT)l ¢sld Aeld A o] 7M1/ A-g-o adsiry,
Construal Level Theorydl w2, 4% 3|4 <(high level construal thinking)ol| X &, F
34 (abstract) ©] 31, T8 (simple), €24 (primary, core) AR F&53km, 319 A
FZ(low level construal thinking)oll = A & (concrete) o] 3L, T+ & ¢1(secondary,
subordinate) X F A4 ¥ v dH(Trope & Liberman, 2003). b F2A o] i1 H|
gt = As A Agiel | A e CLT

P97

72
FEZ W= 387
=
1}
2

Wetol 49 sS4 el @
o sk Aeld AYge BNA, AN, AH, FEY AANA mE FHD F 9
N, R o] F AW A fA 8l 44 5 Qe Aed Az e,

sk upep o] Pate] Pwe eFlel o) 7| d# e Aoz Ay =d
=) o

oz
Og(::‘
o

S JARow Fle] "k AL A4 Aoy BAA7 B A | Q9lo]
w4 aQlo] obyd AR Ao et Foleh J7Tk= Aolth, B3if 1AW o] A
9=

o) ‘5] QA slolel 1A H F2o] sl Ak =@ 7199e) CSR #9& B

& o, 2A9 olE 7 71EA alel mE 'weA] Vg er N ET] s =

7l ol A SAA dEs mE Aolvt, agYY A4 A (social distance) 9t £-2 4
A= ofw st AAVE A/ FAHoR Azt o As|H o R g I2E AAQ
AR Age i d Al Adats o HA WE 94 dde Azl E ¢ e v AL
s|Fow Aezo] A& oW P = A A ola FHAQ AA ARES o
F oz 9 Ads 724 8o Al sV d FEE AoR gFF & ¢ 9
=3
g, anjare] Aa 714 Ay s adeE ot fFARRA s A, oAl

Ae](social distance)®] A (similarity) =Wl A B]|FAFA 1 244 st A¥ {4}
A YA Al A AR A4 gk @¢lolm = CLT o|&9 ostd #AHd (similarity)e] =
& A9 A A AT kR AeR oA, we SA g uhe A Ao i wet

=
ARl &AM JEg o7 Aol fid Aol Ak, FAztel o] fAbetA &2 (gender

4
¢
o
o
4

- 275 -



dissimilarity) 7
o] 49 &iA

o S JHe we

=

TAH o oo} 2

o4 =T S W) B i B ) g e delE ke (DAY 71
q

P~
& WA Zelth 53 anx dda 719 Al
_"

o weld 2 1
g seaele e ) fApgol el Be feld A6 F4A
[e]

Egk CSR 9= dutdo R 7ol BEA FaAES O o=
o= o]FofAA Hrt FEo FA FF3
sk ¥ = B4 A Q(distinctiveness)§l 849 1 Fdle] ALFE 9] o=
AA = AA A (consistency)-s A ©r) o] W Az A= A4le] 7Y o al
i (stereotype)oll whel, Fol X &N 895 = A3 A 95 (typical behavior)-g 31 8}
A H= Aolt}(Green, Lightfoot, Bandy, and Buchanan, 1985). Z&7] wj&o] 49 3=
<3S AF, 2 AN 27 | APA dEolfong A9t AEs A 4=
A SHA HA R, G wre] qes WS AT, AP A dEolng P9te des 714
A g0z Aol A Avt(Jones, daris, and gergen, 1961). Stephan(1975)¢] A +e] w=

B34, a3l =835 (helping behavior)d A%, Z170o] o/d¥ 3 F(expected; high
consensus) o ATHH 94 FARNE 1] f31, oAdA K3 35 (unexpected; low consensus)©]
Ne AF, 71484 AUE o7 grbal vk g9 A CSRY FElAE wWeE ), 4
Aom ALl A oleje]l # F UrE oA FAE g o® 3 CSR €S WEdE

= 150l He g4 Faas ddez = CSR €58 %
Al H3L, o] A& CSRE 719 o
A FEldom A
LA AR shar, o] AL Aol HFAL
. oA CSRe 4
T AgA A=Y SR s FAE = 7144 4
w], wheba ol e P o] AlA HY

(2

2 o rd o2 2 g W

7Hd 1-2. &vjrp AEy CSR T3
H7lo| S nE Aol
Hl fAbAg o] 71del ot

ot}
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3.7199 AEA F7t

A7t )9S BASE St G g g Fad A4S /199 ol %
FEY 290l HE Audeln FPHd AR 2

Carroll(1979)¢] 7191 ) 47b4) A48l s A% 78]
olch. BAY )7 we AAE el e BoplH AEAHE A5k o

AAA ol&& FEF % slojof @ CSRE Eal 7ol MM A s A

454 Aol oW A
A 2ee 2 47 9 28 RuUAe 20A QRN wE FuA9 Bew /g
2227t e wEvldE @Ak gk

AR A9 NEA AEAT et gedRE 94 Adolt wd v A
wAole QAR AY )AL kst ol wd N EA5 S Bal o Hrb AR
Rk gelelnw @ slglel disk ARA ARA Frhs Brbde] A E4el w1 3
A7b GEA A gofol @k AnAEL B4 ZIld d@ a@A Boel ol A
o) 5/850 wal B} BE 5 flelw AEAd Og BrE A Fud PR
WA AR Jlwd wel ArkeA =5 Aolth ol % Seol, 2ol dejal 7|9 oletiL
X 719 ARAAA PaeAs 2T CSRe) £4L feld olw o AL AnA

o 4

o) FAQ kel wep ool Aotk 1eTH, ]glel CSRA dF AnE AHL
97

2

W, 2RAES AY & A ARYE o 3
Aol #uA £49 ‘g A BE Tk 9 Al AFT £ vk mebd PR
o F3A 299 Lnxe) AUe vl AEA Aol Jue WAA 4 Aen, 7]
o AwA Ade w4 AN B maet A9 e AW FAEY) Aok A8
4 Aol

4 2 7190 ARAE BE B A 4w 719 A 5 AueE

Mg A 434 st A 1484 (729 o] 76)s e R ARE WAyt
2H A A 3/9) X 7IgEdE Y@ ¥/9) X CSR Fal=k Ay (2
HArele ARgS i A3 FUAE S Hil= s el v)ge
Hrts SA4ste AEAE ¥ 2
Grohmann(2009)o] A& A AA gk A =5

o
4 AR 284 9o O g 22 (©)
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AGAEL 7199 482 A FARsE WE Ao OF A4S ge T /199 &9
4R AR dF B B susdvh A 195 oA 199 e AT
o Aue Aoz @ A AN NAAEAA w0 G F G SHAA Y 2
A Jlge] FAANA gHIAA T F Y FHAOR FE& JYAoT ANHE T
e 727 AgsHar,

24 S0l AgE £Fe odE, HEAQNNY ARE ugon B A )
A gatgh sl B9 BaE o @ AAT 718 mHAelw £ 718, AR
N9, AR oA d8e G el o tA FFe WA B3 (REuES
=081)°] AFF ACE btk ARAY S £IA woke] ARAY wi, VGne B
M sk Qe V1EF S S5Y Ed AW uH BYE (ZRus L
084)% ReAFth HAE AY HadeEE BHY L gy ¢ AQdN SFHUAE
9 e B Aedet g g 089, A9 FB ABuet S ke 097 WA
gdEst At

V. 23 g AJAH

Ao =2 A4 dae vSd 2 A dEel ol EHE Ay s
wel S A Tl oA H TI]de] Fod AkelE B 7326 vs. o] 4972, df=146,
t=11.63, p<O0D. o144 FHoME G4 7Idat 444 7Ide] AolE BAT(E 3917
vs. 9 76.39, df=146, t=-17.51). CSR F&#pe] ¥ el A3 HH dap= FdAp)t o
B5-9F A4 A5 417 vs. o] 652, df=146, t=-7.08, p<.0l) #}ol& R HF =
R

[e)

Z1el ek fEldT AEARS F5 WFER, 2% 22 889 AvA AW (subject
gender), B = A (brand gender), L83 CSR &|A} A (CSR recipient gender)E &
st A4 24 d37) ol Table 1o AA o] vk 712 1-19 A58 9l 7]
Ao &2l (ethics)dl ek Frrp anjzte] A, Bal= 2y, 285l CSR Fa#te] 44
of uhg} zpol7) AE=A| HAHEAMS T dolRgttl Table 15 2, 7199 &8 4 (ethics)
of e Hrhddl oA Avzbe] A 2d= Ay FaAgo] fFod AS(Fl,
140=4.92, p=0.03) & < AT} Figure 194 ¥z A¥s 2= Ay HA2dE g 43
Agg aHEE GER AT ARt A Bl Ay B AdEE T FARRA S
L 2HRLEL 7YY &8 lethics)S d A H7MAY Figure 1 #2), E3], 2= A
9 HAAEE Y oA (female) Y 74-%-(25.39 vs. 23.86)7F 2= Ay HadgE]l s @
(male)?l 7-7-ol (23.39 vs. 24.47) ¥]a] Fe]d Hrl= Anjzp Al wg Aolrt o AstA

2
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vhebstel, w4 1-18 A X 5 gl

TABLE1
L
el A4
Source 7 F Sig. F Sig.
Corrected Model 1 1.94 0.07 0.79 0.60
Intercept 1 7180.21 0.00 5205.50 0.00
Subject Gender (A) 1 0.13 0.72 0.30 0.59
Brand Gender (B) 1 1.28 0.26 0.49 0.49
CSR Recipient Gender (C) || 1 0.08 0.78 0.23 0.63
AXB 1 4.92 0.03 0.32 0.57
AXC 1 5.04 0.03 0.56 0.46
BXC 1 1.61 0.21 3.82 0.05
AXBXC 0.03 0.86 0.09 0.77
FIGURE1
AR AW 2uE AE ) adelEe) 454
2575
25.25 Subject Gender
24.75 -
24.25 - " male
2375 - “-"female
23.25 T |
female male
Brand Gender Personality

71 1-2:= Table 164 Bl AAH Ln|ae] 83t CSR raate] Adzte] 4o
&0l e A0 =(F1,140=5.04, p=0.03) “e} ASHAY. = 4nAke] A¥3 CSR
ko] Ay 7o) Aol Zidel fElA Bkl d¥e vd=s AL ¢ 4 v Figure
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201 B = AAR, avate] AEa CSR Fal#ke] A7t fAEA ke A5, 7199
Se)del digk Hrtel= S84 dFE vAE Ag vEdth B3 2R 1-19 rRibA R
7P 1-26lM % CSR alate] Azt o gdl 492517 vs. 2359), #4204 --ol(23.61
vs. 2474) &) vzt Ao wE ozt ¥ @A el AL & 4 9l (Figure 2
Fz). ek 7 125 AAH A

FIGURE?Z
28|z} A I CSRTEA A 7He] A4k

2575

25.25

24.75 Subject Gender
24.25 —+—male
23.75 = - female
23.25

female male
CSR Recipient Gender

7 20 thek AES & An|x A, 2EU= Ay, 2ear CSR FEA AYrE AR
A A AGA FIFE HA=A Eux} vy &nRp e FR s {98t A YERY
A gkt WA Ay B Ay A AE TEla AnAF A¥EI CSR A Al

D7 L
Fho] oA mek B foletA] Furh(Table 1 #=). whebA] 7H 2= A H e

mr

B Apoaes HT 5o vAE % 99 F F8A0] Folxal e 719 AsF A
S UFa vt B3] AuAE 7199 (CSR: Corporate Social Responsibility)& H71E A,
2N Aol 71 2iE Ay 2 g 5 AY fA Y aal 71d e fEAd A
o oWl S n =R A Bz} ) Qgto] Al el HAS Fa HAdgEE

A 7te AAE, 719 EAEE 2nE gder @ VY 2%, B3 52 i ANE

ul

o] HiE Ay #HAadEEHE P o2 A FAdE HAE Ay sadelEE 7Y
A vz 2 HA HekA] & 44 524 (enduring trait) 54-& ZHATH B At
A= 719o] sk CSR €54 disiiE #2adeye S8 549 dAAd oddqd

1o 1t

W b 5 gls o] 9es TRAQM, AulAE] AN 1e] FAA W A
3|

=]
B Ay H2deEr) 56
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A4, (20079 948 99). 'F2 7192 F3 717 =4 vA] BEe]. HYFdol

o] fAl, gH4lol (2002). BAE HAMZE -HAE FUAA-HATAA B8 0] %9} u] o
SRR o) thet A A ATt rAIR AT, 17(3), 1-33, p. 3.

o], AwlAF (2009). wgk A W A iAol et A wHAR AT, 24(2), 1-20.

olgtE, BrEHE (2009). 71919 AHa A FdgEol Al 9 71 kel viAl= G AlFH 9
S EE SHeR PR AT, 24(1), 231-250.
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