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Yk 2Ll ghollA omE 3
T} ’(Frankl, 1959, p.115)

Frankl(1959)] ©Jabd 4] on|E = A
L 017F olale] EAA Q] J_é‘./ﬂo]u:] Z7] ok
olty. A SfnE

e ¥AY 52 ﬂ%% HA™gk= 7170]
ettt A oY@ =Tl vk HEe
AL EHgE 7HTFHEtE, <Izte] 3%
o AAsta FHSHA A7) A onlE
gl Fglol vobrtolrt dtt o] g gt
Sule] e el 24 FuelAe] Ao o
of work) 2 AZE 4 Ut} kst
A2 QIzZko] Aolrr] 8] wt=A] 3]
of shH &kl W2 AHAsH] w&oltt

Qo] olulE FP] Ae el A
o] 9Auk I Z tEASl Fo| utZ A} 9|
3k 7](contribution to society)ES Z3] A o]t}
(Bauman & Skitka, 2012; Grant, 2007; Rosso,
Dekas, & Wirzesniewski, 2010). z}Ale] d& &
A4 BS BBeA S A o e
Foz wETD AN, AFEL 1
oA 4o o u|(meaning of work)E =7t}
(Bauman & Skitka, 2012; Baumeister & Vohs,
2002; Grant, 2007; Pratt & Ashforth, 2003;
Wrzesniewski, Dutton, & Debebe, 2003). Z=2Zld||
&3 PdEe] 45 Bl Ak 71
e W F st HlE 719 AREA
9l (corporate social responsibility: CSR) 432
dMoltt. CsR =ole] 7] AAjolat Hehe,
714 EAl HAH o] ©<ed] FF(shareholder)E
o ol& =ws7t ohdzl 7ol &3 AH
A ¢ke] RE o|a] A AKstakeholder, d & &

s

l‘_\‘L

] (meaning

ot & o

X]Od AbE], A, aElaL
3] A 87 35l
E Ao|thMcWilliams & Siegel, 2001; Waddock
& Graves, 1997). 1213 =8L 7] ¥l o
gk AF A AL TFedt A A sustainable
growthyol] 7]odghc}

ol R el 719
ujx] =2 theiA] 7]

e
A& (macro) AT-E0] 2

o olmg Ak
B w2 @ 7
1 z_sgﬂoi 9.

|
)J—O
= -

11

Of

AT e B4 we= e
el Bl 97, = el 24 4
5o U FFYel @ ATE FEA

22 Aol tHAguilera,
Ganapathi, 2007; Aguinis & Glavas, 2012; Miiller,
Hattrup, Spiess, & Lin-Hi, 2012). CSRE A&
Tt FAS FHALECIH o5 39
AE F3ttE Aol A (Harrison, Newman,
& Roth, 2006; Judge, Thoresen, Bono, & Patton,
2001; Mathieu & Zajac, 1990; Meyer & Allen,
1997), CSRE] ®]A|A H (micro approach) wF
EAl Fasitt ofd & AFME Y-z
q Qels 24 BEE 5 047 G ob
o o] g A3 AFES CR =90 AAA
7183 g

T d7dMe 59,

Rupp, Williams, &

(organizational identification)®l] ©
S % oln. TAY Aol 243 a
(oneness)TFIL QA Asl= AE, 52 I ZF 4
W 2479 AEE ua o Ade,
ZA Y «ZE A 29 (root construct)” O F A
A4S 94, oE 9 BES ARk
5l &S TrhAshforth & Mael, 1989). ©]
= AE ¥ X (work attitude) 5 F

T9 A7 A5 I

2 7] (Kreiner & Ashforth, 2004; van Dick,

oJare
JFE
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3%}
(=]
[«]
=
BN
iy
Lok
2,
o
ol
ko
rol
lo,
=)
i
X
i
&
o,

= et 7199 Akl Aede &=
Ao AZATE YL 27 LA

.

o ore 2ox

(teputation theory)’®] TWHNA =2 wj, 7]
R e R L CR e
=8 YA 7 H]E-8 3 A (cost-effective)
ko] chThompson, 1967 71510] A4 )
+dg o Fo AL dyayy Wi o
H, A} A AA o] Esocial identity theory)©] L}
A Z+E 5 A (perceived external prestige) ©]
g 52 5o 274 FAYE0 243 AUE
= U dASE Ade 438+ Ao
(Ashforth & Mael, 1989; Pratt, 1998). o]& <]m]
oA SR 27 FLAY AEGE e A
& o)l sl 2w sl2e) weES GR
3 24 FAAste BAT 2 A A
oo}t Aztd 9% WA o 1em
Ats] w3k o] E(social exchange theory) 52
2 A3t = (Farooq, Payaud, Merunka, &
Valette-Florence, 2014), & HAFdAE o]83t
7129 o85S 49 9v] o] BAdA
A Fo =M, 71E o|EEE HY T/t
A e Aotk Hoh FAA o2, CSRe| 4
A5 49 9nE o A =7A o 2
o 24 FYAE FANIYE TS AS
g Aol o] & flste] 10000 A7 o]/de]
AZE tFem o, Al ARl 2A 7
& ARS /A AFHer ST Ao

.

it
o

ol
—_

e

A !

P}

CSR

CSRel| dfgt shEd #ALS 19608 ©]

5
%
AR woHL Ak A Age WA F

AR KT MM /U 89S S8 20| o] U K2 Jlele] AR B0 ol ojnjS ophz ZA SUAY 07l U

N
o
o
4o
4
=
tob
et
)
%
i
)
(o
ko
(Rl
ro

Aok 2y AR 71]del a9k #
@ ol WA, = 97
A 9, FE 283 &
N w7E FEAN AR
FAgE Qo] FAtEHA CSR AT
2488 AXFTHMcWilliams & Siegel, 2001;
Waddock & Graves, 1997). #T o] A%

i
e >
R

ol
lo,
of on ©of
off 2 md

2L

ofN 2

otzh, AdACIM = CSRe] F8/d0] d2H
WA, BEE dTEe] WE Sr FAHL

At

71E9] CSR AFES tl 719 sk
G2 BE AAA FF(macro-level) 2]
S 3} THAguinis & Glavas, 2012). ©] &
dAe CRE 7199 A4EE w07l A%
(strategy) &= HFFESE7]of, Ti7fe] A
CSR¥}t 714 AFAR Apele] A
719 e B 241 & Wt
(Margolis & Walsh, 2003; Otlitzky & Benjamin,
2001; Peloza, 2009). L A3}, CSRe] 7|42 +
AEEAA mAle dFe A¥EE A
(micro) 2k ] AFE vl F53 Aotk
(Aguilera et al., 2007; Aguinis & Glavas, 2012;
Miiller et al, 2012). CSR= AAA o7 433}
= #AE we 21 Fadols, o5 9
A - e - gl 1glel Akl 2349
& vRAge Hs uefe] £ wi(Chambers,
Foulon, Handfield-Jones, Hankin,
1998; Harrison et al., 2006; Judge et al., 2001;
Mathieu & Zajac, 1990; Meyer & Allen, 1997),
CRE L5 AN Hste dATe
HkEA] g8t

GRE ThFe ez Fofsof 7l
(Carroll, 1999; Waddock, 2004), =2] A71e] &
&4 3 dBHS =7 Hg & dFelAe

o1

1B

me mcl>n = @ M

rlo

& Michaels,
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st=dE|stelA] oty A

HA
1

Aguinis (2011)7} R /@S vl R o
A2} E(e.g, Rupp, 2011; Rupp, Williams, &
Aguilera, 2010)0] H¢HgH W3S AL&E Ao
A, 2014, o el elaln s1el A}
57 Aol “ols) BAAES st 7
AN - B2E Ane weld, J1e o
544 P53} PAS ol GRS 71919
A2 Q9e) Agolsld dAAenE 7Y
3] Wolo|x|ul e EAHoz 9
de BE FAEY %= Faded
(Aguinis & Glavas, 2012). Lgj4 CSRe|| tj3h
=5 & we ol g FEHA uE
& Fdart e Wt oplel, 543 FAE
< =9 94 Zasit &

ATFolMe ol Tt FAE FolA
X

3 53
N9l 9AAES 94 - HE - G 2
& whelm Bk 59 B AToe A4
GR FA7} ohd, 23 PYAEe] s

71999 A3l A A 9 (perceived corporate social

responsibility, ©]8} A|ZE CSR)2] FaFHo] %

Be wrol wolg WAL, T 7]

el GR Bk A9 FANES 94 -9
A% 92 e

E

DE

FE v1A 5 Q) dEelnt. 712 ATE
I

=z

Tl

=

(Brammer, Millington, & Rayton, 2007; Kim, Lee,
Lee, & Kim, 2010; Turker, 2009).

AAE gatez Aotk A9 Aalol %
2137} S}t (oneness)gtal Qe X, S
a0 zd O 240 PR 9v)e
(Ashforth & Mael, 1989) o] 7fd-L

«ZE A Q0Ql(root construct)’ S 2ZA A
S 94, BE 9 Y5 Auake T2
3 dgS 6‘]—7] uj] Fo] TH(Ashforth & Mael,
1989). o]+ FAY N9 A A A(identity), =
°1/\](1dent1ﬁcat10n) =31 #4 M]jr ;S] V 4’01
o Aol rpoln o 54 2N 4e

SFeAE Agel Ful, BAAE o

T B W ) U ) Ur7}—t—
g Suigeh A 243 BAA e
g Aomn WA zHoleke Wet gl

A ZAle] AAAS el UFcHAshforth,

B9 Aol AN = o
A A APt QEAE elie A5
Q1 Zdel o] thHaslam, 2001). THA] Hall, 27 &
A= ALY AAE 53 ALE] Feksocial
grop)ol £F EAZA FHE A} e
A& YJehl+ 70 o|thHaslam, 2001; Pratt,
1998 A AT e ARES 54
Auel FAfoR BRIAL shed, o2
A}8) A 3 3Ksocial categorization)2}al BT} o]
Wl BRE A9e A 2T FHen
Aol ool =HllE 7se FdeH, ©]
A PARES Avd T P 7
AAE WolSolm wEA HTKElemers, De
Gilder, & Haslam, 2004).

olglgt 24 ZIUAlE AL HE (work
attitude) 22 22 ] 8 A3} Wl %

Aol ks mA|7] W] Fol(Kreiner & Ashforth,

2004; van Dick, 2004), F2&o|A] Q31 2jn]
g Aun dn PHeEe 24 SUAL
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9,
Y
g
o
i
rlo
BN
)
(¢}
I
Exl
)
[}
E
ju
)

o

N
o o
B
fr
o

raooft s i
H

1

i X 1o lo

tlo
ok 1
o2 M aln

\ ¢ H
g, ol& Sl A= 22437}
THMael & Ashforth, 1992; van Knippenberg,
2000. E=FF 22 FAAL FopAd A% b
Z(job satisfaction)0] AT 1, ZZF AR Y=
!
(Riketta, 2005; Riketta & Van Dick, 2005).

(organizational citizenship ~behavior)©]

auW A7 CRA 24 TdAE ofF
A QA8 4 9 A7%E crol 27 5
Aol BlAE GFE el ol2d BHE
2 #AE 4 ok 4 UEA PAol A
3] A o] E(social identity theory, SIT)Z} X
Zte @) F WA (perceived external prestige, PEP)
o], A}3] W3t o] E(social exchange theory) %
o7 MAYysle Ao|thFarooq et al, 2014). (1)

>~
-/
oty

-

A ol&d] o el A7 (self)

T Aple] &o Foro] JFs wa, 1 I
o <& FHH AVE AREA A7 (social self)

ga gt 7)ol i@ﬂ tergt Avs %
Z837]9, 7hQle A A
A71e] ZAel J—‘.Ol AN H1 o 2
= AL A7) N (self-concepr)ol] B2 <k
S FUHAshforth & Mael, 1989; Pratt, 1998). A}
Aol &3 lgie] GRE A Arkm PAAE
o a3, o] EE Alo] A eR T
Bae A9 1%1 Solgrtn Aze) A%
AR A7} 2RA e gAa. o 34
2 A7le 71901 @Al & & Ao, 74
AE2 244t Z 42 2 Hed, of
© A= 24 g FLAIE = HDutton,
Dukerich, & Harquail, 1994; Pratt, 1998). T}-©
2 @ AZE 9% 94 o|& 94, Azd

CsR] FYREY 271 FUAE FANL A

A2tz 71%09] Af3]

ikl
>
Zt
©
=]

2o| J0|E MR 2| SUA|0| OlXl= HE

Ae ARAIY. PP GReIEe] Ao
48 248 AW BANEAD Bl 74
5] A AZo]tKSmidts, Pruyn, & van

Riel, 2001). o]& TAY 222 Ailo] &3k
278 o PrlaeAS evlake ol
e, S EA 248 2880 3
B3 WA E Ean o e <d8d
9] 5 o]u||(construed external image)”(Dutton et
al. 1994), && “x]zte ZX]Q ™A (perceived
o2 dHA YrtHMael
& Ashforth, 1992). PEP O]ioﬂ ogstd A4

g9 2% FANE U5 1 24

R P ECE IS EREIERE
QB Ao 58 2Ae Feap]
o, 248 v 9%e A4e 15
o A&7 BL A}FF A (self-esteem), A}7]
Yself-concepr)el] & JAFS 1| THMael &
Ashforth, 1992). 7] IAsH AMEAE A

(o3|

=] '|
< s, 1 %*3%53 ZA %9 PEPE
Z

organizational prestige)”

ol

O

£

o
1

u

N
==

& AN THNES AN AAe
2 K RE 98 AEd ARe Sda
71l &all ive AHale ddeke Aol
THDutton et al., 1994). o] A= 22 thgk
2o 52 SUYAR olold Rolek. vt

o= (3) A3 W o] E& FaA A|ZHE CSR
o] 24 BUNE
SIet. A8 29 ol
61] A (reciprocity)©| T}, of| &

Folvt zolg AFARE W, 2L B
Arge aRd Agats sz Fzhojol
drh= =77 A ThGergen, 1969;
Whitener, Brodt, Korsgaard, & Jon, 1998). ©] €I
BE GRelE Hgo] Hed, 71ge] RS
E3ato] ola] BAAECA o]d& JATEF,

14
L
)

- o
o) F7E
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a ol #AAELS 2 7Idel W Fvt
saofeldtthe oFde AU A 23
Y AA - A AdelA sre F
dE e 719l ol BAAFOIH(Farooq et
al.,, 2014; Molm, Collett, & Schaefer, 2007). A,
FRYEL zA9 QlAolgls ZuldA]

CR2FE A9A o]} A olal WA
ol F1giel A4 A9 el FHLE
9% AP og9 Bl el 9] o
otk =4, #EdEe
WA, A 2 A9 sl Qfelehe 3
Wolx REE AL Age A old
AR ofZA 24 THLEE CRZ
2e dgg e 2dd we wg 92
ofoldttE 9 F7FS =7]A HrhSalamon &
Robinson, 2008; Settoon, Bennett, & Liden, 1996).
aElm o] e)pzke 2Ad BE AN 34,
gyl 240 e U2 A2E +
A THAryee, Budhwar, & Chen, 2002; Whitener,
1997).

Sk ol CSRI} 27| FAAe| BA O
3l ol 8AQ =ole Bol o] FolRA, o=
AR EAT d7e BA Lk,
2014; Kim, Lee, Lee, & Kim, 2010). g+ CSRE]
e Aol enle] BHAA o2 A
T =< HES gtk ol & dFeld=
RO =7 W FdF¥HS 4o o] x|
£ @4 er EME A

7M1 7E9dE] 4" GRe 24 F
ANE 74412 Reltk

70 e e nd o]BEE Izt
Ged B4 dFet 487 QPuL
27 Aol ohieh, 2 ol FE
da =r1dtn FA3cHAlderfer, 1972;

Frankl, 1959; Maslow, 1943, 1954; Rogers, 1959,
1961). &2 9 Bsko] Qo] Ad BE A
24 878 #5402 + Ak AL oA
9F(Nord, Brief, Atich, & Doherty, 1988), L% ]|
E 279 Qe FA4 oo
wmel olal, 4te] FE FAAATE 9n
(meaningfulness) & 7 At = 4 2 thBaumeister
& Vohs, 2002; Bauman & Skitka, 2012; Pratt &
Ashforth, 2003; Rosso et al., 2010). ¥& E3
uE WAT F Yk 2 Fo S vz
e o5 o
o]th(Bauman & Skitka, 2012; 2007,
Hackman & Oldham, 1976; Pratt & Ashforth,
2009, Ae] Qe FAA T AEel &
o A7} Pug TS AE wh e
roz weErd slddna A4s9, A
HES I oA 4o EA(purpose), &IV
(meaningfulness), 524 (significance), 18|31 7}
2| (value) 52 7 ETHBauman & Skitka, 2012;
Baumeister & Vohs, 2002; Grant, 2007; Pratt &
Ashforth, 2003; Wrzesniewski et al., 2003). =, A}
#dEol d& sk oM ARl 7],
def s Al "ok ole ARl A
QoM & AbEd Z3HEA Aok 9
o siAl wHE7] wEo|thBauman &
Skitka, 2012; Rosso et al, 2010). $1ZF dPF
A5 Bhgel g, 0 29 Wl =

$ol St PBEW Hsio] SAHAt A
5 7lolg Bal e 0|57 zaEA Aot

2] (monetary gain)

o sAd dFE nAE A

Grant,
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(reinforcement)

o

3 Al 7lodE st 9)
ovig neh 2

se AN Ug

Rl orlo ff g

"~
ofr
ol
rg

T

ot X o o

ol

far L

-~

=

(o3
EE
O:

olnlstA Yeh}r] wiZo]thBauman & Skitka,
2012; Grant, 2007). W2 FA)A AEx}

)=y = =
2L 55

0.

il ARg]el 7]

-

p

o o
S 3 e

%0

TEYER Sl
Ao olfojAn

9] AFAA 715

o

¢}

° 4

ot
to o wft wo wS

off

af ARElel Z]ofskar 9k

bl A9 A1) BALE
tel 23 AH 1ol B
s @ Aol
Aol u|E P

o] thBauman & Skitka, 2012). &, Z|FZ<l
AFE] 71efsl A-EEA e Gl FAetE
THLET CRS Ed 23] Alg] 7)o 2

Nord, 1990; Rosso et al., 2010; Wrzesniewski &
Dutton, 2001). #Slo] T3€52] 4| 9fn|&
@steAl, ALl 2 A9 ognprt =
2 Wil ase] A4, A7, aRla d3E 5
o ol G A 5L o HopR
ATste dAEY FH WAAFOITHRosso e
L, 2010, o2 Qe ol 22 ) FaP
A3 WSl A FuEE 9 A (Wizesniewski,
McCauley, Rozin, & Schwartz, 1997), 45 Z7]
(Hackman & Oldham, 1980; Roberson, 1990), <I
9] H E(Spreitzer, 1996), 18|31l ZZF FUA]
(Pratt, Rockmann, & Kaufmann, 2006) 53} =3
g ddo] st A sl Aele, A
gh, AAe & o #okel Aol
= 58S o o, & AFlA
A AYe, 24 g2 2okt
= Ad A, A A
ot= Zlolt.

Hep FAA SR, CSRe] Lef ejnd
g lAE e e 9 A
2 A9E 4 sdoh Az Dol
o ARA WY AL A
(efficacy), A} (self-esteem) &
ool § 2 Qo) ofulg ) @
(Baumeister & Vohs, 2002; Gecas, 1991; Grant,
2007; Grant, Campbell, Chen, Cottone, Lapedis, &

[e]

o

e O
O

r
Mo ¢ PN ol

o2 e on
2 N
o
o
i

of

olr o2
O X oY 2 (o o

tlo o
il
o lo
rJ
N

o
b TO ko
e

o
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BHAlRISEIAl L AR O K

o]

Lee, 2007; Rosso et al., 2010; Wirzesniewski &
Dutton, 2001), F3+ A}3] g4 FHA A 71
o ARH A FHe FHASE i3
AAel Qo AR A Sl Dolg
A4e gozn 2o ulE gAY
(Kluckhohn, 1951; Kluckhohn & Strodtbeck, 1961;
Locke & Taylor, 1990; Rosso et al., 2010).

A, Aeled B CSRE vl W
Hew Qe ofulg FWAL. Lo el
224 W diwork)e] Ad3 F3 2l o
o 249 Adel FBAoR SN
2o of &S WrE=THBaumeister, 1991; Brief &
Nord, 1990; Rosso et al., 2010; Wrzesniewski et
al, 2003). =8 749 MUS = & AHEA
Wetyh ] g dete S 7O

T gL Adeed FdMe aHv=

g9 ouje Lol digh LdrbAQl Ald, 7K,
a8]3 B|% Brief & Nord, 1990; Nord et al,
1990), 283 Lol W3t 1A AR Fa
A Ho AE=E on| gl (Wizesniewski et al,
2003). o] WHANE A7) &5 7Ksclf-efficacy),
5 7Hcompetency), 18]I A4 (self-esteem)
ol 49 onlel] FF2 mAE AP 8<lo|
2} W3CHBaumeister & Vohs, 2002; Gecas,
1991; Grant, 2007; Grant et al., 2007; Rosso et
al., 2010; Wrzesniewski & Dutton, 2001). A3
Q5L A U EAES ATAL
= sjastuA gst=d, ©f 3t

g
fredtol 49 onjs =/ tee A

ol

o

-9

(Spreitzer, Sutcliffe, Dutton, Sonenshein, & Grant,

2005). EF FALG0] o] 243} FRE

oAl EHHoR kg nAH FHFA W)
2 olzol 4 4 vk wEAE LW
o] uE ZAF3H(Cardador, 2009; Grant,

2007; Rosso et al., 2010). CSRE FAAER 3}

g AAlEe] A3Aom Bl Akgle] 7]

A3t A4E 2 TrET PALES

ALle] & Bl CSRe Fashe 2 ol|A
o

=
Aol Ao AL FFHE mizlen,

OXC')]'IL. o 12
2 3ol oz AWAUTT A4Y
Aotk |8 F o5& A BEH, #F
2, aeln A 5 A 93 ok
% Q9 ulg o =2 Axe BE Aol
oo oHe 29 dule ey By
e, orel 24 W 9PEL AP A
=

>

SAA o83 A" ofF WA o
dAdato] siME = Svh AR FAA ol &
o FHAN, R FY& FHLAER ol
Apilo] Abglel Zlodete 22 &8 ve
2537 ARAE = A olg %3
A A7 g er Wskela ole ¥
o AFA o2 AZAETHAshforth & Mael, 1989;
Dutton et al., 1994; Pratt, 1998). T3t 1 33
SN A5l Al dFE M+ Arke

A7) feits BEskl "ok oA "

H=
A4, B5 5L 52 SlF A5
vl gt Qe e geka AzeA et
(Baumeister & Vohs, 2002; Rosso et al., 2010). 5=
@ A2 % WA ol e Aol
43 7190 AT FL AHERY 27
A9l ke Wt Aze) =8, 49
SeH 2 A3 Aa ol 434 9

)
ox
>
~
i

Al e en s Fag Aot
(Baumeister & Vohs, 2002; Rosso et al., 2010). ©]
23 Ao w Aol ofn] o] &2 7]Ee| ALF
A ol A ofF A olES FL
4 & F itk

=4, AHEeHA Bl Ll ovle 74
ol &3k Akzle] 74A] AAIS AATS W

63
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248l 71etel M3 0l0] 29| 2l0I OpHE T A ORI B

3K Kluckhohn, ; Kluckhohn & Strodtbeck,
s MEE e
2 7] e o
A 7 QAL AAAE
°1«1 ofrl= A
ohie), Aol ofs) ZREE
sk 9 7
(social norms)@} THQI

, 2l 4 %EH
W=CHlocke & Taylor,
o] WHIA CSRL
Ao el ool 3

542 Ao} Arkn
o] FuHox

,d
ot
N

rir 3'1
>'_|\L 4

o, 2
et

oX

o,
ol

—_

[e]

i}

ox

)
-

ox b v 1 N

=2 fol

it

1990; Rosso et al, 2010).

Pl DB ol AR
A9 A, 22 82 ﬁxﬂ
54 a7g wdsol &
AR AFeln) EA)
]OJO] /\]—Q?@
u}ra 919l ol
A% el 9
o]thWaddock & Graves,
FYee AEA A9 PEES P49
53 71990] Al e 7}
YE BAE Bokn Qe P o
A43e do IulE 5
1990; Locke & Taylor,
1990; Roberson, 1990). ©|2]3t o] <oJu]|o] A}
CSRe] 2ZA 1 <3k
A= ALE] HAA o2 A 74F oy
el olg3} Agsd 49d + Atk 7
SREREDESE
A wEae @9e wolel e, 1 @9
A} 24 pA9Ee A9A AIE A2
ohig 2HAQ 9% A

2~ 1
U Ao

B AN me

=
m[n 2 82 2 §9 o

1997). 1A 7]

stol 5 Aol

Z1o|thBrief, & Nord,

548}7& J—L};Q o /\]

OE 1‘1110

o= Ay AH3 Oﬂ

2Ly
;:O
o
2 HE
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249 BE Yqo AFHoR slolsnr
skar, SAloll 229 WA 9 EX|(welfare)E
J& AEF oz w=HetA HThEisenberger,
owa, 1986; Rhoades et

u:L
S
)

f

ro

N rlo
(i,
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o zAd g N2 FZIAA, 18] %
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Pratt et al., 20006).
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S35ttt YWHH o R CFI, TLIE 90 ©]/de]
W F2 APEE H3, RMSEAS A .06
ko] £& nFP oz 3tk Browne &

- 422 -



Cudeck, 1993; Hu & Bentler, 1999). u}x|uto g
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Bt A 1 2 3 4 5
L A T1 37 483 -
2. A7 T1 3.37 1.124 525" -
3. 24 712009) T1 166.15 116.55 220" 700 -
4. A Zt¥ CSR T1 4.46 .59 118" 204" 1227 -
5. 49| ¢fn]_T2 3.89 74 -243" 260™ 1357 6117
6. 24 YA T3 4.28 68 -218" 3337 1917 4917 488™

TpC0s, T p oL TL T2, T3S A2 R WA, FOAAL Al i SHE ARE 9w, e S dabke 0, Ak
12 49 A5 A9 g F o125, A 5 o3 4 WF F o2 3 A F olde 2 JEe 1R |

23}
= -

E 2 54 28 HgT X
e df CFI TLI RMSEA(CI)
=g
1851.758 73 977 971 .052(.050-.054)

CI = 90%°)1 X 9] 218 F7H(Confidence Interval).

E 3. 5% 280 20l Faiz 24 Ao
H] T =3 S EZE
AAe) 24wl et SE .
Q158 B s
A2 Ak A A9 1 1 838
2| 7vE Al A A 2 1.030™" 011 840
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2|zt A}3 A Ao 4 954" 010 850
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do] ojn| 2 726 011 771
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9] on| 5 942* 015 593
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24 ZUA| 2 10377 015 832

z27 FdA
ZZ ZYA| 3 1.093 016 .823
Z4 ZUA] 4 1.012™ 016 774

ey

(.05, Tp .01, Tp €.001
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E 4. o7 2D} ool BE Afo|o] MFE H|W
> =Y k!
7y X2 df CFI TLI  RMSEA . Adf N Fo= e
1 1172.110 65 985 979 044
1 2 1 410.274 p<.01 1
2 1582.384 66 980 972 051
g A3 By AZRwE lus=es, N= v 29 duiE ¥ IA =/ wkEr)d, 2
8872)=1172.110, p{.01; CFI=985; TLI=979; = £ TUNE T7MIZE AYE AT
RMSEA=.044(90% A1Z]F7t=.042-.046) o=
Aukz o7 =313t} z|ZRYe ZHHE 7oy 24
HF Y9 AT 2 o= A5 2%
= % 5o et 22" R — 23 A|7tE CsRe] 24 FUAR AZAHE
AA] AR 1), AZ4E R — D] o] ZelA Lo o] miH) E3rE frel g
(7}/“ 2), do] on] — 237 =JA] AR A AFsE7] Y8 FEAEHH (bootstrapping)
5 5e AR fodr deln AzE  BAL A& o We ) 2R
CSRo| ¥ 91“1% Az 27 =gz 9 UEE F e AR ZFEeAE 4
AAZE R — Ao on] — 27 Zela)y  otE WHORA, A FHe AAstn O T
He 7H de l‘%v‘i— Hog AXNFHYh = 4 ol 05 e ghow I FEIL FAA
o] om7} 7+ uijyl Welo 2 g3l Aot} o7 Fo3 Aoz 7FFgth(Shrout & Bolger,
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¥ 5. B2 FAlx U Rz HE
ol 7% v EF3F Al FE3 Al t
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o] on] - 2 FYA 167 324 20.278™
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4 - 27 FYA 002 001 112
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& 713 — 24 BUA .000 -056 4230
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This study tested whether meaning of work mediated the link between perceived corporate social
responsibility and organizational identification. In order to examine the hypothetical model, 11843
employees were sampled across three time points. In structural equation modeling, the hypothetical model
explaining the structural paths and the goodness of fit of the model were evaluated. The results showed
that meaning of work mediated the relationship between perceived corporate social responsibility and

organizational identification. The implications and limitations of the study as well as suggestions for

future studies were discussed.

Key words : Perceived Corporate Social Responsibility, Meaning of Work, Organizational Identification, Structural
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