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7149 Al A A 9 (corporate
responsibility, CSR)°] A|d FAZA Jgzdo g

social

sl 71ge] ATAERY ohe dAE A
o= o] T BAe nxsle] gt

(McWilliams & Siegel, 2001; Waddock, 2004;
Waddock & Graves, 1997). CSRe] A FQ
§ Be R} ARYT Aole BEY I
o] AAA FE(maco-leve)?] ATFES
A A = YA THOrlitzky & Benjamin, 2001;
Orlitzky, Schmidt, & Rynes, 2003; Peloza, 2009),
Gl 24 FHAEe Q4 2 A o
e G 22 nAlE FFE(micro-leve)Q] H
AT,
& A4, 2015; Aguilera, Rupp, Williams, &
2007; Miiller,

T2 WA Tk A, 2014; A,

L_I_\Zi

&

Ganapathi, Hattrup, Spiess, &
Lin-Hi, 2012). FA L9 QA3 grrt 71
o] Aol S JEFs vFe M A
& (Harrison, Newman, & Roth, 2006; Judge,
Thoresen, Bono, & Patton, 2001; Riketta, 2008)<
pEd] EWH, CSRo| FAYES <914 2 g%
of WlAE 9ee ndshe A9 = Bedl

o} olo] 2 Ao A= ko] FAHLES <l
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= Ao1A, 7]?39] EA o]
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(Campbell & Yeung, 1991,
Steers, 1982). WA o] ©h<Ed] FZlo] AA3E F
| ael 1A% Aol ohek FANE
o] Y74 Yol HHsEdS W WRas
BhEdA AEA S A 7] o
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AL/ “Mission matters’: A2l

ol Fadith A% Sol, TANEC] GR 53
A4 el dgteln AU E, o

o] mA AA| =5 AY
A @opd CsRe] 7H e 24 U] B3
E_ /\

o kot

fe o 24 ko ale
jur) ;_‘
N

l2 PAAEele, 259 AAHES) 7
SELIES

(Harrison et al., 2006; Judge et al, 2001). ©]o]
B =R E CSRel| tigt AL ES] <l o]
ojgdA %A 9L nx=x], 28] °]
oA A5 mAdel dis] Ad <14
2 L, 53] nlAde] thgt =Y(commitment to
organizational mission, ©]&} B|A E))o] o
& 482 A =@ ol ol 9
924 7199l A1 Aol 27 W) gl
o Ak, oI e vl Eqs
gl ‘JJOH °]°F7]6L Aot} o] A

2% Yol A ol

o
9,

23 REEel A7k
< (perceived corporate social
responsibility, ©]3} A|Z}E CSR) 4=
o= Zolrh dustd 71l ngs]"{‘ CSR
< TAYLEC] Adete 8 FEd dFE V]
HeoeH, A 359 94, HE a7 3
T ¥ vE 5 W] wWEelth =
A AFEddM FELES AdE SRS £

= 24E

4 89, 24§94 § 24 o Fo A%
H=/d3 AdEe] BAY 9FE Adrhe
AL Azgohadd, 2014 294§
2015; Kim, Lee, Lee, & Kim, 2010; Brammer,
Millington, & Rayton, 2007; Turker, 2009). =3t

e A WAE F 53 22 FUA

(organizational identification)S &< WO E =

| 7150 ARIR R0 LA 22 0K X SENO| Ofxl= B, 12(1 0fd 220 LF 200 Hofld

95 A oty Aol xA o] shprt
HAtha A AY &2 a2 A &3] Q)
g Qashs ARE ouisle A FUA

2l % g
= 23 Y «ZE ?'/‘é J?Ld(root construct)” 2.
PEo Ast=d
uf] F-o] THAshforth &
Mael, 1989). AF3] ZAAA o] E(social identity
theory) 22 A2t o F

A (perceived external
prestige) ©] & 5o FHAM E ], CSRE
Fal vy £ 9BE dou £

Sol 243 AUES itz FINT s
A o] =olxthAshforth & Mael, 1989; Pratt,
1998). oA CSRI} 22| FUA| Atele] #H

A dAske Ade 24 FLA AFE ©
Ao FPATE o7t girh FAA
oz o3 79 :rm% E9 #A7td CSrRe| %

A AFE 5o 24 FIAE SV H
AellM mAd %%‘10] 24 Woez Agds
U Aol o2 fdf =dd i =¥

tlo

>
>,
oo
oot
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fu
X
N

(moderated mediation model)=
Z9] CSRe| Wit =o5S B} AwsHA &
AA2 oIk

CSR

CSRol| g sHEA A2 1960 o]
A SdE L v 719e] £2o
(shareholder)®] ©]& FdistE ¢t A7} o}
Yt 719 dad
(stakeholden)5-2] 73 A A /AL 3] A =
A7E SEA FATe Qael Fawd
A CSR AT =
(McWilliams & Siegel, 2001; Waddock & Graves,
1997). # o] AAAREE ohdel, A
T CSRO FoAE ZEshAA, ol #H¥d

= =
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= AN
add 7129 R ?i:rL = Wl 1=
M T2 BEE AAA $F(macro-
leve)?] S 31 THAguinis, Boyd, Pierce, &
Short, 2011; 2012). CSRO]
Adel Wy AREe ZAANE ¢ A
ozH Jge 43E wAdE ATE
] %] o] CHMargolis & Walsh, 2003; Orlitzky
& Benjamin, 2001; Peloza, 2009). S}A]RF CSRO]
21919 FALEA ofwd S vA A
A B mico) Ao AP S
Z35ltH(Aguinis et al, 2011). & So] CSRO]
A FAAEAA TIAE 9% 5o Boke
Aoz d F83A vFoz
2007; Aguinis & Glavas, 2012;
719 A

P,E
<
1o
M
X,
rSL

Aguinis & Glavas,

oz PNJ

=

(Aguilera et al.,
Mueller et al, 2012). ?-/‘é%o]
AR R st FA oW, R FA] F
BLE &2 AA @4 ??ﬂ%‘ﬂr{— A
gEe B
HlA CsR& 03_? ot 2 %18 HtEAl e
S}CHAguinis et al, 2011; Chambers,
Handfield-Jones, Hankin, & Michaels, 1998;
Mathieu & Zajac, 1990; Meyer & Allen, 1997;
Mowday et el., 1982; Pfeffer, 1994).

CSRO] 7Hd2 thd WA ow A olHof
1719l (Carroll, 1999; Waddock, 2004), ¥=¢] A
Hel e B AR Slet] B AFellA
£ Aguinis2011)7} FHZ MdE 7wtz o
2 A7AEel oelleg, Rupp, 2011; Rupp,
Williams, & Aguilera, 2010) B9 73S A&
& Aotk 4, 2014; A4 5, 2015). °f
ol ool 719e] AR Aol wol
HAAE] 71d e} A, AH], el 34
= 283 7] 544 gea A
"olt}. CSRE 7Iie] A geje] dF
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2R KIS MAZ / “Mission matters - A2

3t A&7k HEE L) (Ashforth & Mael,
1989), TAY Al S A Hdd &
g EARA AL AL EA UET
(Haslam, 2001). AFEES 2R4ly) o2 AltE

& 543 A 7HdeR ERetH R st

a9 7995
AA S dolEolxn w2A HUhElemers, De

Gilder, & Haslam, 2004). o] 7§d& 7§91 &
A (identity), 123 FYA](identification) 53}
o] itk A ol Wt el
S8 22 dellM dsteAE Adel =
aEa TR o] FAEE 5 W =
<+ 2ol tiste] gl Wrte g 53
o A JilE 23 FLAE Uk
A AR 202k B ET‘% 22t QhollA]
s A FAG = FHa ke Aot
(Ashforth, Harrison, & Cotley, 2008; Pratt, 1998).

3l o] 232 ZAdANE AR gHE 9 FgP=
2o zA U F8 A HAEL A7)
of|(Kreiner & Ashforth, 2004; van Dick, 2004), =
A AFdA Q93 YRS A3t A
A5 22 TUAZE woAW olg 24

=3 (goa) & ﬂhﬂi}ﬂﬁr ol o589 &7l
FEAA ANl o B
e, ole A7 A AT Mae &
Ashforth, 1992; van Knippenberg, 2000). B3l %

2 BYAZ FolAW AT BEo] s,

A
o:

(<]

Tt

ZA] ARl 3] F(organizational citizenship behavior)
o] S ¥t Riketta, 2005; Riketta & Van Dick,
2005). o]FA CSR =ejoh 27 FAAE 94
do] el AnE 24 A 478
R PISEEP

e 719 FAES AZE orel 24

el 712 AR BU0| 2R M2 ophE I S2AK DA AF 12T 0pd 20| £F 2T Hioldd

EO]/\] ] ]

4 2HE & 9
A4 BAY ol &3} 2
2 dgs 7; 9. ST <13t

Y 49 AE o1 EZ—‘.% W 5o
% aholslel, 24¢ 7l A8
T S
70 self-concept)]] Z& J S FTHAshforth
& Mael, 1989; Blader, Wrzesniewski, & Bartel,
2007; Hogg & Terry, 2000; Pratt, 1998). A}Al12]
719l CSRe # vk FPAE0] 8t
B, olge ARl AlRlHor F2 Hde
A Ao &gt QA8 Ho A
AFE A A7t g Ao w JidEH. ol 7
ol @A & & Aol7ldl, FdES =F
ZH He, ol Ax &
Ao 3t ZAAES =QIthAshforth & Mael,
1989; Blader et al.,, 2007; Dutton, Dukerich, &
1994; Hogg & Terry, 2000; Pratt,
1998). 23 7192 Az aellA A A
A dde ZAE sjdsta S FEA
Atke SN, ¥ 1 AAE AEA A
< Yk 3N I FELES A4E CR
o NS Aolg ZANTE EIHE o Tl
St 2@ 7Fedel EHh v o= PEP
& 9A, AAE GRe] LSS 24 F

9l

3 A=

I
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Pruyn, & van Riel, 2001). o]& 7AY ~~2
7h Al 22E ofgA HrskeAE Sat
£ Aol ozl 9RelA oA 24&
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Aeta vt REAE YEide o] A
Jo «gjMe @]E o]n| A (construed external
image)” (Dutton et al. 1994), & “X| ¥ %%
2] ™A (perceived organizational prestige)” & O &
A2 UTHMael & Ashforth, 1992). PEP ©]&
o st FHAEe 24 FINE 9%
So] 1 24 vepue Ad szd) o %
o]Zt}. FAYE =93] W&
o, 24 WEE 939 Qe a5
A&7 (self-esteem), kol 70 (self-concepr)o]]

oA =242

JaS 1t A THMael & Ashforth, 1992). &3]
< H4EY 544 o AAR A 3dE
& Wok oplgt dFe AR A mAdS 3t
719, 2 FRYES FHAY PEPE AU/
531, o o5 AENT Aol MES F
ZAAZIL o]5E ARlEC] AREH R 71
Je 9, AEAH A Fske 7
&3 AUrhe AFANE BEE 4 AThDutron

= T
et al., 1994). o= A= XA Y3t =& F

AN
Lo
frl
°
>
i
o
<
L
=
(o]
;@
o
o ¢
>
2
&)

24 BN A el o 2Ae ol
ol ol FolAAN, AZHOR BHF AT

BA etk A,

r §&

TdEe At R

7Hd 1 23 719
15 S7H1A Aelnt

[
- _%Z_]‘ %OE]/\ =

z%| Alg
A8 B3t Boplx Azl ole] WAow

Aolwlo] gt} Cookd}t Wall(1980)el] ojahd Al
T Aol el el Ag oA zta
AL, I g gAE AAdT T dnn

o

Fehe gEolth B AL Age 2
s [e]

o] Aol FeE YSAE e AU
=]

&
A g Wolsols d9jelr]d,
Ao g P (risk)Z # 2FAd (vulnerability)
S Fukgltin o]olr] gl tHMayer, Davis, &
Shoorman, 1995). ©]¢} ARG A o|A, 23]
& ERleAl A0S JREFe A el of

she P8 ALAoR Wolsel: YA
e ojopr|ste SRFE X 2l THRousseau,
Sitkin, Burt & Camerer, 1998). ©| AlZo] ozl

wole edg] FEAN 53 Fesh] o

ojzof Zth dukshd =T sfle] 23}
AdE & W 1 AdEs beA e 2B
9ol d7e wz AFo|r] wiolth sf9lel

TN HHl, =2 29| =%, ¥ yobr}
QAL TSt wee AFE Aolrh =S
=g T AEE 9 dad EEE de
F Sdthe AdA =& JiRle AEE 493
FE B Fa stk 3wl = Al
= e EAel digt FHepdol E3E 3
g = 5 ok o] FHeHdE A3 sast
71 A A7 vk 2eolr]d], &g Al
2o el 2 & Ak 2L oY 74
A AT FIPsirld, 1 FALES A
Aol &3 71e AFE itk &, 2
He BEAoR AEA AFE BE 7HeA
°of ¥& Ao, 1 Al 7S
ZAo g 2132 A249 F e Aot

gy Apso] A 49& A B Thar g,
5734, & W5, 2014; AW A, 2014; AlFT,
A5 2011 ], olnld], 2014). 1 A
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LN - TIAT - M2/ Mission matters™ 12| 71H0] AR MQI0| 24 AIS oz 24 SUA 0[Af= B8, 121 018 20| 22 2nf] chiod

£ o|8Fer SHey] s B AFolA

E 93 2¥(influential model, Mayer et al,

19958 =t =25 stz doh
27 42 Agehe ond o2 9%

= =
W, () sH@bility), 2) 39| =
A4 (benevolence), 18|31 (3) wAT F&
A (integrity) ol Aol 34 A 29l
o () T “FAEEe]l 54 FHelA
g S 23T F M sk V=, 84,
=] A Mayer e al, 1995)F 5231,
o] & Al “AlEe] o] He Arg
(trustee)o] AFE Sl Aleruston ol Al o} F-
g o714 B7] glol Ad AAE & Aol

= s A o e A C)

3

Mo ¥
td
oflt
=2
lo
ol

trustee7} trustor7} -’F——%—
gntel dE)qtAese dHHer A& A
olg}= trustor?] W3 FHE"E o|n| STHMayer
et al., 1995)

z22 NEe ted #Zol Ry AAHT
G184, 2014. A, 7199 AREA A 5
B THLER stdg Al 7Idol AL
A AQdS ART vl FEE Ade AT
A, 5 sl stk el gt R
A o] Eslack resources theory)ol] 2|3l BEE
@ ATAHE A Jlge Uy 789 B
(employee relations), A A}3]  FA|(community
relations), $H7d #H olf T AREA A o
oAl B F e FEG A4 AU
HrhWaddock & Graves, 1997). 9493t A4&
e R 7493 A% AE 5 olalw
AAE] BEZ She Au)AE AFFOEA,

zo vyt onx =S YA 4 9l Mot
oiet 58 e AdAES 2HT F de
59 AAAQ g E3] o]

AR El A FEe A7) ol vlg]

FHoE A4 A3 AYL FPFo2A,

5
S RE I E R FLC S

e
(Waddock & Graves, 1997). <, CSR 33L& %
A Al A 89 Ty 2 T
AoEn FALEY AFE ST =
A, AZHE GRE Qe FHLES 7ol =
oF Adtia dasEd, o wt 24g
AgeA vkt CR 54 @5 dde A3
Aoz U FHAS U A48 03e
298k 9o] ol Qg WAk opiah, 7
HY e orel F2F A AR
Aot} o] wje] A74E SRS T ¥
28 EAPoRA PAUEY 24 198
=AU AA, CSRo] A &Fste 7RI AL
Bore PANSWD ohieh 1 /1900)

(Bhattacharya & Sen, 2004; KPMG, 2008; Mueller
et al, 2012). =, CSRE FAILEo] Hhol=d
gHeE 7EA] )l Blolal Bl &Aooz

9 7
#d Therdol =7, ‘nEE e AL

A& TN ole A5 FdE =
Aol thgh A= E =9t

M 2. 28 1Y FHUES A%4E R
e 2AN YA

- a-

=

=X Ao} xE EQA

= -

AZe thed PAS B 22e] i
7] 8 ChBoss, 1978; Granovetter, 1985; Mayer et
al.,, 1995; Sitkin & Bies, 1994; Sitkin & Roth,
1993). WA, AFE 22 Helx A 714
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(control mechanism)?] FRAS =0 ZH
zl,] J—g_.g/ﬂo lr_o]r/} ?_ %% /\]—o]oﬂ /1\_]
7 EAGTE AAlst 5AE =97 28
itk &4, A12= A7 8] -E(transaction cost) S
U BN 2RI AT AYn &2
A Aot 19 F4E gRls] sl =
£ B8] 8search cost), TN AlEol gk
FHRE o7 ¢l =& % HH]-Einformation
cost), ok} A 2AS s -CH?‘% w
qH]E-(bargaining cost) T2 TAEEH],
= ol A HEES FEHo2H ZZA h,].
£ A 7ITHKramer, 1999). A&, A& F
A g Al3d #AAGS Ao TN %

ﬂHl

2l Y-S Z713CKRousseau et al, 1998). Ul
A, AHe 24 U g5 TN L, 74
AER dolF 249 BRE 0|77 e A
SAApEA o R s WHEORA X2

Tof] 7)o 3FtHLewicki, McAllister & Bies, 1996).
1’/}/\4 RH /\]gb zx] o ;Gq}ﬂ-q. 71-__.5 =

o, $17] A FIA diAE 7tsA Fo=
W Z22AATE SFAAIZITHRousseau et al.,
1998).

olg g AlEe e FLA
(identification)E =91 THRestubog, Hornsey, Bordia,
& Esposo, 2008; Rousseau, 1998). A}3] w3l o
E(social exchange theory)ol] 2]3}H, /\]ﬂé
Hsto 2 A3 Ao #AAE Pdn

FALES 24 upg dob A}
o] . o] 778 7ltkSalamon & Robinson,
2008; Settoon, 1996; v
Knippenberg, van Dick, & Tavares, 2007). T4
RS 4 g Y 2R

T

N A g3t FAHZAQ HEE 2zt
]

_}_?ﬂ oﬂ

)

fr x2 o

B r\r

Bennett, & Liden,

S
=]

SIECE
THAryee, Budhwar, & Chen, 2002). ©] 2
49 HEE THAEE dlF 243} A

it rlr ro o

o?i >_\|L o it

A FUAA =R o] EUKEriuk, 2010; van
Knippenberg et al., 2007).

At TRLEL A7t 7] 280e] 24
W 853 785 A Q] off Zaffective bond)S T
}3 zﬂ- /‘ O]]jr

il
o

ERES A&7t 7

O -2

f
o

¢

o

-

A2 A A](emotional support)S A3 BT
el 749 7hQle] 22 Wl 7t
e AL &MNA 0 o8 S& T
dEES FREC el A S =
7)1 Al P ThSchaubroeck, Peng, & Hannah, 2013).
o] FF AAXE AHAA b FH(affect transfer
process) S E3f|(Sluss & Ashforth, 2008), 7L TA|
g A @ Hee A28
Az Sgmed, o8 S 24 T}
S thSchaubroeck et al., 2013).
ShH GAl B2 (psychoanalysis) FHo| A H
= BUNE SuaT ool A1z
W Bng gud e AN, ARe
AEse Wel Ad $4EE Al B
=N a fﬁ*c} o] #pale]

2 r—{f‘ N
[

o]
A

L
.

FA =4 A

3 st
1938). =, A7 HE =2 A it
I et Ee Aelth oed dde 24
A= vehd F gk #ddEe] Ad =
Aot AFe A a5l 243 Gt
=5 FEE Ao, ole Axm APt syt

7} =% G Aot A, 2014)

}@3
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CSRI}t Z2| YAl AOIE oi7fists =7 42|

—

oJAZA S melES T EH, A7
GRS 22 A E A7, o] Fdd =
A AFe 24 FYAE A Aelgtn
%3 4 gtk o] ¥ M dds] nd
A Zbg CsRo] 22 FUAl mAe dF,
z27 AFgge A2 Ao & o] FAAHE
d23 B 4 gty 27 Ayt FAYEo]
22 WellA dojue vt A, 84 =
g Xske =4 B4 Fedve e A

Z}3] B wj(Dirks & Ferrin, 2001, 2002), %%
AE7F RO EHE wifgthe A A
719% 2G9St
27 9 9lol st FAEAEC] s
WAEs ARste Fad WAo|tDiks &
Ferrin, 2001, 2002; Mayer et al., 1995; McAllister,
1995). A=l 22 Wl A @A, a8
njge] it 2% B @F Foll diek A/
44 s A o224 FLE]
7199l oAt AR el ogA el st
£ A%ste sl ez 2 283K Ditks &
Ferrin, 2001, 2002). ©] wj&ell 7]9¢] ALSA A

9 BB U5 A9 W=d 25 A
SES

<3 24 A

RS I W

HE AAA 24 it LAl P73

[eRNeIE=E
A 2 Aotk & 7" CSRo] 24 AFE
AR 22 A G FE= Aoltk

7 4. &3 71 AL ES] AZ4E CR
2 24 2FE AR 24 T 9T
n]z Aolt}.

o|M

—

2ol
==

A7 kel 27 A vAE Gge

- HNZ [ Mission matters™ X2kl 740] Afg/A 10| ]

L2Z OPAZ A SUN 0fxiz B, 12(D 0jd 220 IF 200 Hofl]

oA 2o oa 249 Zolth ¥ AT
At cre] FHLES 94 2 Bjzel 13
£ 4% JAE ANE ww o, 1 34
& zAse W Wgd B Jledn
53] 1 24 WelozA, JIgje EA olf
2 BAd g vAY BHE =98
o sk Z1gel ABlE Y Fge o)
Holehs 8349 9% s 19 FPehe
WHoE o|Fold War ohe, FAd v4
& AAAYIE shpel AFHQ FEels]
Folth w3 v]H AARFot FLF AL
U bl PHUES A4 2 e

o|CHCampbell & Yeung, 1991; Mowday et al.,
1982). wlAdo] ©<d] 7o) A7 F3AQ
T2 axe Aol o, #UEe] A
% Yol HHsEdS | HlELs 744
oAl AAA FF= v|E F A7) wEol
o gk 749 AN} s,
# CSRo| A9 mx= g
7] el F a5ttt

E-A (purpose), 2 Eh(philosophy), &=

(beliefs), AFS] = (business principles), 123l
=

e

W AN

<

gk m]Ad
P2
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v BEE PAS A8a
de TAAY 249 nAd YWis 7ed
P} EGEAT, B mRANE 799 o
94 AT g WA 2% Reld
T2 229 mAdo] niZol 7] el -2
AxelA Lehm e Yziel B, e

Al vlgel vt Wes 2 olalstn 9l
dTE =

L AA AR

Mo

l

BN

X,
o
=
2,
lo
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el
ol
ol
rr
=

Femel AL 53 Axe P 1
AR egE

27 Jg
x4 AHE 2487 96 Nyhad)

Madowe(1997)9] £&E& & A7 5Hd
AgretA w48 AHeRTE g2l BAME

AdE718 A= A gk, 92 AL
dME BelAst AYSe] A2E Ay,
e Ut I daks ARES Alse
U 8 A U 3 e Aol
gt galdtp Soltf & 483toln, RE
rmao gAE 53 Hrg 239 nE
T A 34 GrbaelA e 2
oo dAE 58 A== PAslgoh
ol A WA &7 AlF F 10719 Hel 3
a5tk

IA]E= Mael¥} Ashforth(1992)9] &=

°1 =9 01?1 *321‘:2: zka 3l
4*‘01 U Bkl sl e ), <
2" Bt F2 olopr]@y Folth o]
Ee A a4 egrhashelA v 2=
e BAE sH HER PRI o] E

& 2 WA e AW 5 0 el 318
e

A4 |

@ W B35 WA 274 YAl 9L
e eRlES AAEd] SAsH L A
Hik 24 713, aga Ad 52 97 =¥
of ¥3FA]Z ThBhattacharya, Rao & Glynn, 1995;

Mael & Ashforth, 1992; Smidts et al, 2001). A
, 2% 717, a9 A 5 F WA A

EERIEE LS

e 2wt B2 =
Hw 7 WQlse) P, BERA, 9%, A
=& Aty 283 Amos 21.0 & AFRS)

= 5=
o FZHA A B (structural equation modeling:

2 g, o mae sze gF
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1991). & | & A7 2ge v FHE A
Wed, 2 w7l B3b e wfziIAl ofy
o Eed wiZiQIA] LopE gkt vz 23t
L4 w7 Y Jlol2Fo] Al HASE
Al Hlagteen HA e BeE Teigitt
(Anderson & Gerbing, 1988). 7} E&o] A
Az FEe =
AellM A AgE Aed vl FEA
(comperative fit index: CFI), turker-lewis index
(TLD, 28] TAME T QXA FH(root mean
square error of approximation: RMSEA)S- ©]-8-3)
ol dubd o2 CFl, TLIE 90 ©]4), RMSEA?]
74 .06 miRtel® -3k REow ZhEHn
(Browne & Cudeck, 1993; Hu & Bentler, 1999).
npA et g, P AR EIhe] el
A3 9ot FEAEHF (bootstrapping)
AZS 519 thshrour & Bolger, 2002).

R T | Mission matrs” A4 71210 A\SE 20| 2 A1E 0pHE 7 S 0 58

]
|
T
=
=
[l

20| I8 2T tieldd

FRE Asst B BEE AYeA
sl WRlEel #HeE, FFEHAL, 9% A=
T Testh BEAE FAse L Ao ¢
=S AR, 34 WQlEe] o A
X 7PE S5k a7, 34 HMdE
dreot H=E st w4 23 e
WIS qrrt +- 2, HETt +- 85 |A
k7ol A E

AT WQEY A7te CSRy} A B9),
2 A8, 22 YA, AE, Ae, 2da 2
& 712t 5 Atelol ARAA QEA Lol
23l pearson AJ# S HAAIG A, O AAE
E 1] Ytk o] AZE sNleg gz

1. 3L HolEe "o, EEEA Y Az
AF  EEFUA 1 2 3 4 5

1. ¥ T1 37 483 -

2. AF Tl 3.37 1124 -5257 -

3. 2% 717089 T1 166.15 116551  -220" 700" -

3. A Z}¥ CSR_T1 4.30 572 -179 256" 142" -

4.1 B9 T1 4312 655 -153 225" a18” 750" -

5. 24 AF T2 4.136 708 -270 3447 160" sT1” 461™ -

6. 24 FYA T2 4.282 676 -218 333" 1917 543 461" 6627
p<05, p<01, T, T2 22 A WA, T WA S AN E on], ] A daks 0, ke 1
2 9Esh A7 A T | ol s, A 7 ol 4, I | ol 3, AL F olde 2, Ve
12 493
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=
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7kst71 4l
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3] Tucker Lewis Index(TLI), Comparative

9

g 910, 28|12

A, T
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Approximation(RMSEA) & 2]

1

p

=
=

4 (cronbach‘s Alpha) A
CSRe| 41FA AlGE= 941, nA
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71 4
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Sehe A4 BYL S 5 Yok B Aol

4 U

[
re
it
i,
i

el o] Blwat L FholA(x?) 2ol
7 (chi-square difference test)S A A]3FTE W
Q% Aol RE AzEo] AAW Lol u)
A RE 1L JFeR, AR S A
4 viZ) =g 29 vlwch o Ay o ¢

2
i
i

o
32
% 1

B
au!
oflt o
B o
N}
il
=
=
QL'
ER
XM
S
X
of m
2l

of
e
o
=
=2
=
0,

f
o
lo
)
(o
A
SR

|
o
;érﬁé_‘:,oﬂ,

XM
rE
o
N
N
of
X,
L
o
Jo ©
(e}
g‘g
Y
&2
(o]
o

o
i
_O‘L
O
rr
1o,
d
o

>
N
ox
[R5
N =
i)
FD‘I
K
N o
il
il
fd
oflt
9
by A
o
>,
o 2 ¥ 2

Aol Aol HF A7 AF 2o ¢
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AYde FF2 (Xdf = 102, N
= 8872)=3059.839, p<.01; CFI = 971; TLI =
961; RMSEA = .057(90% 21&]3t = .055-
05922 kA oz 4319

HFRY AFEH A7) E olof gt
e a9 4, adu ARAF 9 fox
A5 Ade £ 59 vHEble A" SR —

N
K
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37 3. CietEE 1

5 =3 e
23 df CFI TLI  RMSEA Adf Ay o=
] i P W3 e < 23
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1 2 1 459.507  p<.01 1
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2N - KT - BN/ Mission matters™: AIZFEl 7140] AR 0| 2 A2IE 0phE A SUAI0] 0lf= &F, 2211 0 20| 2 a1 o

CSRe] %7 ZUA R dZ4xHE=
AE7F w7l Wl g sk

A, & R B Fo3A Ao 9
274 59X AROM 1, A4 SR —> £ o FEAEHF(boorstrapping) A4S AAF
2 AH0H 2, 24 A - 24 FEA thoole W B2 e ¢ sl I
AR 3) T2 BAZCR foslgitt £ &It FFeAES FHstE 7Mootk oE
g A7k CRI} 24 AlFeke] dAE v S AEFEE AAsked, 2 73] 0
=9l 2detelete 7Hd 5 B AAEJS. oA ke o R E Rl &
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fr o
N

N

N
i,

)

4
NS

&
A Belo] A5ze 3 Agltta w3ltkShrout & Bolger, 2002).
4 gEz auHE AEA) BAT Awes 210 BA AIAE B8l A2
s Ae gl & & ook a8 oREA A5-24 SAANE oot Az
2 A7 el 24 AAE WAZ o 24 o W adE Azedd. o s
5 B2 R - 24 A Hae SC01be] Ak 942 wsked, o

o
BN

o
fru
!
10
p)
O
r1r

W89 F M 7T gol gn A, Az

4 & = TTALER
AAHGT o dake A7E orel FAL 00 We PEAERD THE sk A
S52 slode o 2FS AFSA HE7] Wil = A, EA, percentile-based bootstrap confidence
o, A5 24 FIANE FIANZ ALES Al inteval S A& ARteof dte A Folvh

ojE Fx Hxzs A4 EFS AS t
A7t CSR — %7 A1F 229 619 48349
A Z+E CR * ulAd B9 — 237 AlF] .007 069 6.247"
Z22] A8 — 24 FIA 505 581 42.892"
AZHE CSR — 24 FUA .080 249 21.601°"
4l — 24 FYA 024 017 1.757
A — 24 FYA 058 097 6.964™
o4 71 — 27 YA .000 008 701

* *k ek

Z ¥ EEs) ALs 12 148, <05, "p<.01, <001
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eI YN ETIEEN
¥ 6. X[ZfE CSRzt =% SLA| Alole| & =ut, A=, 2|0 = 2|9 7= FAEH Zut
95% A1¥] 73k
AR %= g9 AHEY z7P4FF  (Percentile-based bootstrap)
stah e
A2t CSR — %3 213 — 27 2UA 630 271 359 336 384

ol Wit Ayte & 6ol AAGH. o] A3 FEo] wE 5 RAE Alole] AERATE

3]
2 5 A7E oRe 2 ANE AR 2 Tgoms 24 o) AdE AN 4 9
2 FUANR JdZEE & F Utk = HH o} &4+ 3% Q Ql(variance inflation factor, VIF)
ZH7F EAR o §ongk Aot &3 F2Htolerance) L] 2301, 435 T o2 T}

% 34 (multicollinearity) A7} S-S 712

A
1=
i)
m
on
0
1o
o
Rl
>
N
N
do
_(')I_
M
N
AT
1z
N
k&l
X0,
3:9

THBrace, & Kemp, & Snelgar, 2003).
AR, B FAE e FEld WdE
v oaT wgd xaw zAd oy Al Anald 9% 34 gm 4as
Hx
-

(moderated mediation) IS HA35}7] 93] £ & Fsle THS FIAZ 5
M T2 WS A&tk kAT I 78S A8 5} tHCohen & Cohen 2002).
Wy 2gy il 244

Aol S3td A4 7|Ee FUHCE A} I 2ok M, 7K 1 2, 3 BE AAEATH
o=, B Ao gL =oluat IukstA A28 CSR->FZA ZUA] AZp =

. 0]E 98} Preacher?} 19 EZEo] Al 0968, SE = 0037, p < .001), CSR->Z%2] Al
st teket B4 1y B8 AFs] ¥ AEb = 2056, SE = .0057, p < .001), ZLE]
PROCESS macro 7|2 AF&3FATE (Preacher & 31 ZZ AF->ZZ ZAA] AEZb = .5033,

?__7]:_
?_
i 2 PROCESS 7IH& &a yehd Z3te= ts
&
s

LA ﬂ?‘i ME PN

Hayes, 2004; Preacher, Rucker, & Hayes, 2007). SE = .0088, p < .001) BF EAACZ §9
o] 71 AWl | AE(obel test) e 3}97] wEo|t}.
normal theory perspective®] 7]Wkeh Hmt ol]g} tgeow A" w) B2 =6k 1,

A8 F7Hconfidence interval, CDS T 4 9 4 29E 5000 He FEXAEHFYS &
DEAEYE WHS AFRSt] 7HH &9 8] dojR Hzap B Al F7Kbias-corrected

= T

E FAT 4t E5| o] HEWLe =413} confidence intervals)S E& AUTKShrout &
H 7+ &3} (conditional indirect effects)ZFi & Bolger, 2002). A1 A3}, A|Z}E CSRo|] %Z
A0 28 ) ARE TE 4 Aok 2 A=) 99 WA HPeIN w4 2]
A& AY Ut} (Preacher et al., 2007). 1t Z4 Woloz g5ty X zkd CSRYY m|
ZA13} 7] (mean-centering method) S Al-g-31o] A B9 A3 ZHe dlo] 27 Al o3k
(Aiken & West, 1991) F4 HQlo] M= T & = "A= AR F

AR frelatl7] o
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“Mission Matters”:
The Mediation Effect of Organizational Trust between Perceived
Corporate Social Responsibility and Organizational Identification,
and Moderation Effect of Mission Commitment

Byung-Jik Kim" Won-Koo Ji Sang-Gil Jeon®

YDepartment of Management Engineering, KAIST

?School of Business & Economics, Hanyang University

The current study tested whether organizational trust mediated the relationship between perceived
corporate  social responsibility(CSR) and organizational identification(Ol). In order to investigate the
hypotheses, 11843 employees in private bank were sampled across two time points. Using structural
equation modeling(SEM), we set moderated mediation model which elaborately delves into the significance
of the hypotheses. The results showed that organizational trust mediated the link between perceived CSR
and Ol In addition, the relationship between perceived CSR and organizational trust was moderated by

mission commitment. The implications and limitations, and suggestions for future research were discussed.

Key words : Percesved Corporate Social Responsibilivy, Mission Commitment, Organizational Trust, Organizational

Identification, Moderated Mediation Model, Structural Equation Modeling
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