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A7d, 2014). E ThE wEHEA] Al
/q;ﬂ oFA A g%kxg’ /Kc-)]/\l/ﬂo]

i
e
ro,
1o
)

2

TS d3ste AR &

THE, 200). 28y HZ FHLY "BEY

T dS5F slo] 44 583 =

o & AAfEe] I vF F Us
_'C_Jr_

u)
oo

<]

FE4 A Z(proactive personality)S 22 U
N ARsde W] AHAT, £43

& 249, g T oY FFY Al T
ATSolA drEET
1993; Crant, 1995; Fuller &
Marler, 2009; Li, Liang, & Crant, 2010; Major,
2006; Seibert,
Kraimer, 1999; Thomas, Whitman, & Viswesvaran,
2010). HHATIME FHe F=4 44
o A=A feld 9Be WAL Ro=
Yebgthelss, Bxl=, 2008; Fojg, =
=, 2010). o]l wel THLY FEAH JAE
A
A

A Qe wHo]
(Bateman & Crant,
& Fletcher,

Turner, Crant, &

=

A
A

279 Aggand o Fa¥ 9

AAA7] Ao, 3 A2l me

»—AHU

Folee FE 4o dZshe 7% 7t
Ax Az of e o2 Aoz 4

E}stThSeibert, Crant, & Kraimer, 1999).

E3 zxd AAe Huutzil 403 7
HAAL Holth 7ol =z AL HRE
Ao} ARG, A8H BA S, B

R S Sol JeFe Fo ARHoz AR
of 3t =T FAZ QTS n A= 9
So] AA)E o] YthAshford & Black, 1996;
Fuller & Marler, 2009; Li, Liang, & Crant, 2010).
My giREe Ak 2FA IF 7kt
oV TR Sl ANNE daes ol
oom, AL them 5o F

2 7ol zw—g—Moﬂ S gl

o

A7} ozt
= Aot
(Ashford & Black, 1996; Rousseau, 1995; Wanberg
& Kammeyer-Muller, 2000). 12|31 o] 3} of A
AAele 259 AFAel o) AUANE
Hole Aog yehgon, nrd F2#9 4l
PIAR5E 2479 F50l} =D
o glol B 55 A3E wAThashiord &
Black, 1996; Crant, 2000). We}A A1JA1]
F24 A7e A2g 247 A%l U3t A
SHANA s Tag 4o, 7Y
A4 B2} 24252 e Aousso)
%a}a —}l\‘ )}\q—-

I Fuld & ATE AW F

APrde Aze 23 B3 A3
=

2
23 JF& T} H5AE

ko, o ?JrXéOH/H 7He
s, 2AAHEE 7
Zolet Hokt. 53] 7}9)-24] -‘%@E—t— %}A}
+ A}ili‘ri 747?1““1 ‘ﬂﬁr

ko
£ o
o

>:::‘
L
>
™
1_‘
3
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201/ NUARIO| FEA S A (Proactive Personality)0] AFHE

SEESE R
AEA AN 2A
FolN R A

2 ”JIO

_?_1,:_7(4

ARAANA FAR Bl FFe F7] Sl B
e Fdtele ATHoeE AoldthBateman
& Crant, 1993). 24 4A4& Ad /AL
= O g 7135 2, Wsls Frd)
i, AAR &u| gle WSyt ol wi7hA]
Y& FHstele 4TS EIHCrane, 2000;
Seibert, & Crant, 2001).
o FUBRL FATNLA e
5o, S d&FS vAE=
Q1 FFW ofyel AAF A T2 3Kcognitive
restructuring) v QAAA ZZH(cognitive
manipulation) 53 o] AX|Z ZZAM|2o] 9
A= o] Fo]ZITHBateman & Crant, 1993).
olelg Fx4 A4S AU Qs
del 349 582big otk Wse] A

< Holy SE4 ASHBEES e Jo=

XA (proactive  personality)2- 7] Q1 0]

FeA A

850 7t
SEENREE

Kraimer,

o

o AFoA HE HthBateman & Crant,
1993; Crant, 1995; Major, Turner, & Fletcher,
20006). J_El_-g-] g 7(4 /H 73 o /\-] 73 e} /\g A _9_0]

gL

Folshe 42

rl

IRl B3 TN

F
ol
=
To
=
ot
4
ol
n
1o
]
T
>

oAl 3ol SHA Folgte MM F=
A A3 AdAes e,

g9 FE4 A4e zAAULE
(organizational citizenship behavior), 73 Al @
<(continuous learning) 5 Aol &
[AEY HAR] FEAAS HolH, %
X]E_CQ ]]_7]
2ol e W
/\_':_J,p: x%x%o y&aﬂﬂ%
1995; Fuller & Marler, 2009; Li, Liang, & Crant,

2010; Seibert, 1999; Thomas,
Fod AL

Crant, & Kraimer,

Whitman, & Viswesvaran, 2010). %4

Tl dF= VA= diklEA A= T
Q7 e wAel welAE, FEA A
Q1952 ASH eI B, e
WH] 1 3Hleader-member exchange, LMX)ol| A ]
¢t Boh degt Al Edske AoE U
E}stCHFuller & Marler, 2009; Li, Liang, &
2010; Thompson, 2005).

Crant,

%3] _7_1:7(4 /\47:10]
3 499 pANS 2E0E 297 o
AT A A A = A THAshford & Black, 1996;
2009; Ng, Eby, Sorensen, &

A B (ob satisfaction)

Fuller & Marler,
Feldman, 2005; Thomas, Whitman, & Viswesvaran,
2010). o5 AFEL J¢lo] F&3F /\47301_’,:
5 AR} Folde
a glew, o]#d dEAo] ‘/‘rE‘r‘)r* o=
FEAQ MALTFF oMol AE-A(sense
of autonomy)®} I}Y=Q A(task significance)S-
S B71eln, 2EUAE B Belee, 1
BAIE BT AFH 48e 0 AF
S} ThFolkman & Lazarus, 1980; Hackman &
Oldham, 1975; Seibert, Kraimer, & Crant, 2001).
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o2 ]
AA
= vA g e AN wiyf Il o
5

b ATE olH kA W wFsith 2

ATe AdAtdel
e 2445 7Y
(organizational socialization tactics)©] 1E59] A=
Ao AEREe o] A e & F
SAThal mokth =AANEE Ve A4 F
7}A: A2 A}3)Skinstitutionalized  socialization
tactics) 2} 7]213  AF3] BKindividualized socialization
tactics) 7]H 0.2 F-4&-F THaueter, Hoff Macan,
& Winter, 2003; Van Maanen & Schein, 1979).
A=Z AEE 7 24 QAT ek
7E) 8t e, 4ol v s de

O:

2 & AAA w5A7IE ol A
o WHslel=s fFEdty. 22 ko] A3
AV olUe} AwF Ab3|she F%-el B¥
2 AJER AIA AFHes Add

o olol wet Aele el FAF 9,

Fo 9%, ol he AY Fol B A4S

ks ]
=

sHAl "ok olE SEHe VIE A
1=}

o S YPAS o)F, AYAEE WE

g FglM o529 A
A &Z 0 2 " ETHVan Maanen & Schein,
1979).
ojs} Witz 7HNA ARSlEt 72 22
278 A A5 g BEd 1
0] o]RoixA] geth QA A3 B
we A9

F9 AN weE ol

to i

sk W& 2l
Eﬂ 2~

o
>~
>
o,
o,
i
2,
»
—d
il
B
O%
ol
o
>
>

|
fru
hiipd

o WEY 4guy

T glom WEY XYE QIthVan Maanen &
254 AAe off asse
I3

=8 Zh=th Major 52 7
o #=4 Q7o) 479 523 FIA 9
A, N, AT & ssEs =g
o2 dE3t WEYe 43A7E F9)
A3} THMajor, Turner, & Fletcher, 2006). B=3F
Fuller®} Marler7} AAJ3F 1077] Aol tisl w
Be Age] mew Fed g4de o

il

2 oo o 2

Z
W BANS HolAT 53 SEELAY
A(learning goal orientation)ol] T3] Ao =2

723t =8-S HYUHFuller & Marler, 2009).
olgist AE 1HET wf, A9 A3} 7]
W T AxstE ALEE e FEH 44s
A9 Q1o Y=o B & RetE 4 9tk

5o 519 BEADRY w05
240] AT we o, 2T v
FR U ANAAC: 25, 47, 74

[¢}
2 Sl BE A2 237 AAR o W
2

ok ofjel A4 Hpsae] 2
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ZEX N4 (Proactive Personality) 0] A0t

A4l QOIAE 240l AT AEZHH
Rt} 8820w ol g5 st & A
o|THFuller & Marler, 2009). ©]&3F TAHL
B FEA 4AS AW AL 23 A
938 24 oY A5 Aol 2
HHo g o)lFoA
o @ FuH 4H7a 4Ry
M= ol 1Y 4 3tk

olol wtal 7HRIsteE ArE|E} 7ol M=
o] =83 FRE A|FsA L 729Y

A Azt Al ot HgS FEsH]

ol 2 of

o
JpN
ki
-
¥ N

i i-N

e, FEH Ao] ARzl ta A%
39 AR JREe BAelE o
9% 4 gtk AASHE gty BEE A
Arrol 71EY gold AU FES
8<&3lE o] ofygt AAlwre] 1 &sk T

S Adste= Zol7] wl&ol(Van Maanen &
Schein, 1979), 7212l 22 HLo] HHLEO]
U sksol] oM ETE Aaluke] AL =
3 olFolA7] WEolth BE Aelel B
o] Fwlse PASHO 9

Al(innovation)S-

53 AFUEEe 9FS vE = AT
olg|gt FFH ] FAx= A=stE Al3| st A
of g wshd gd] e Aotk F,
A=ste ALE)EE 71y stellAE ThQle] &
& F e &LZGource)7} o]m] FES] Wi
o, ol& &8 ZI7td gt A A4
x F=H JZFo] WA= dFEo] o] FT
Rolgt & 4 Ut

AL A5

O OjFl= ga TAAMElsle] ARl HRI-TA| Soie| Rl £

AHEISE THEG A=A ARRE e AT
gk u) Ao BEAo] & Aald Aotk

dg Bgol
1995). Al4AFRle} 734 o] Ja} &L
220 g olafol A MIREGT B 4 e
ek Agelas F 2 7z
Z2o] Y3k X]X)(organizational knowledge)
3| 1]

=

2~
TE

val o Eolde Ao ekt
ot A4 AN ANFE
2o NXAAE F5FT w2t
e gt £ 3
8Y(task performance)o] L} Al F-=H
(facet type measures of performance) & T= 7ﬂ
J A X238 (overall job performance)T}-2] %
FH o] XA © A3 UrF)rUrWFuller
arler, 2009) T Ak

:1‘1:“ T

>

/\7-0]

2 (political knowledge)

rzﬁ
PNéJ
N,

:\é:ﬂg:\éoﬁ—lo
HH

e -
o

]

N
-~
ol
o
r1r

—Y‘—L

re _lZi o rlo

= >~
215

= 2

ﬂﬁi’l-ﬁo%'%Jar.i":-hmomrlo&mﬁoﬁ
‘J&Z

[o I
ffl
%
N
Jr
r%
)
o,
3
kD
e
>
o,
o)
X

738} tHBateman & Crant, 1993). &
ay Zx\_o]%(Uncertainty reduction  theory)©]]

A I DO E
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7120 A HTHLouise, 1980). We}A] 3

e A 7+7<M Y54 L wr} o
| =9, 2xpHos 5
HHze] F7hgel

o -2

(Y
)
o
HU
111\/
QL

—Ll
=2
lo
ol
b}
o
a=h
i
al
o

= =
i, 01315& We olFe ASAT
Al A= A THChen, Sparrow, &
Cooper, 2016; Verquer, Beehr, & Wagner, 2003).
meb FEA A4S sk AgAEe 94}
F AQ-2A Rihwe] 7o) £54 A9
o Wal B gew, ole ¥ e
wel AnHoE ARVEES) Folita 2
T AUk ololl 71xste] offet 2 S
=

7Hd 3. A9 FEH HFe Aoz
4 PREE iz ArusEd Fh2

ock
m{o

53 Zolth,

719 214419 S

1pssic 7H 1

Hl
%ﬂé
(R

1 AAEATE v 7 394 S
ke Q-4 =] A9, iRdvitt §)
Ab ARRE olm] IR FE JQl-EH F
F=s zta 7] Wil olef aFE HjAs)
1 FEH Aoz sl AgA Wkt 7l
-2 Rz wifans 4% "avt 9l
Aok ofol wEh MA-2A FIT= JAF A
T wEHGNA 12 HAEE A l%mm o]
T ool At AHeA FLg il
| 16}°4<T2> Ho A
g3t viael F2& 7HsA skt 13

AEAE & 40055 wjEser, o] T
A 31287} FEAY RE F o5l 2

ARAZ wjEsgon HEHoZ 209
AEs stk o FolN =44
® 52 At HFHOR 203585 FA
MAERE ARSI
FEo HF Uole 285401, 58%7}F T
°|aL 42%7} Aol ATk 74%7} SHAFSHeE
3 gler, U] 26%7F AEHelE B
gtk ALY A BRxE AHlA g
D% 71 w%oH, Azl 38%, 1
7NEkfrE S 2090, EEO ART
T= AR 52%2 7} =9k3 R&D7}
29%, Bl 12%, 1 7N 7% T

==

Me oo fo

F{Eiﬂﬁzloxio?.:

L Bateman®} Crant(1993)7} #|A|

3 EoH Ohel Be A
4. oh BRE AR AL ofa AT
ZA|(Li, Liang, & Crant, 2010;

Parker, SRNELE A 177] 23

—

1998), ©

- 596 -



201/ NUARIO| FE& A4 (Proactive Personality) 0] 2172t

AES} 23 4 Hole Aoz deA 3
THClaes, Beheyd:, & Lemmens, 2005). o A]&3}
& <o v} FolalAl Sk g 1A H
W %2 WA mgachol, 53 A
Agale] Sgadch AREE WM ¥

FF0 2 YERGTHCronbach’s a = .79).

¢

R EPERRELLS
UEFATHCronbach’s a = .85).

i

e szow

279 Ag3 7Y
Z219] A13]3} 71L& Cabled} Parsons(2001)
of A% /) 3L vRoR ARS|E} 7Y

—_—

NN-22 BFEE Resick 5o AAIE 3
N E3S AL8-3 9 THResick, Baltes,& Shantz,
2007). S|AJEFL “7t AM A FTdHE
AEo] BAte] 716} vl HlSzsit}roln, B
= B2 53 HAE=E ARgse SAsitk
A

NIEE =0 5307 JERITHCronbach’s a

0| 0Rl= G ZAAS|ge| 2Eame JHI-AA SHEO| AR A

o

X

now, wilEays 39A I AR
83t AFsAnh ool wef, FxE3
o] ZZutEo] mx|= Jol thak B2
A, FEA ZFo] MA-2H Rz w

- il
sk BAeEA), 28al viAE

rr
o2 2 ox U

fo =2 4y o

=
o
o

=
=

0.

oot

=
=]
-

e

i
oX,
)
i
g
rO
o N
N,
4z
ol F\l'}
N
)

=)
R
rir
o
=
2
o2
Oy
L
=2
=

wa >
357
O,
X,
g

ol
ol
32
ul
Jm
ol
N
oI5
CO
N
it
O
o2
s
Il

fo 2 XN

N g
S
Job N £ (2 o Lo o ol Y odo

|\
ol Hu
iR
H
il

o 2
2 ¥R
o
g
ol
o of
o
N
P
il
=i
)
fol
i)
il
o

M

YR 24e dd g4 aowy
(Confirmative Factor Analysis)S HA|SIHTE E
A7 ZHE o) we FEA 47,
AR, 24N Y, A2 Y
7} A7 598 PNl A4l s, 4
N 2rz 4R 2o AREE EAY
o B4 Ay, 494 Rde kA9 7)E
of AN HeS 1 RMSEATH 7 e A
FS HolAY ANAeT AP AYES
HATH & 4 QITHx(75)=163.553, p<.001,

index(CFI)=.933, Tucker and
Luwis index(TLI)=.905, Root-Mean Square Error of
Approximation(RMSEA)=.074) (Browne & Cudeck,
1993; Hu & Bentler, 1999; Tucker & Lewis, 1973).
BUEA ARG D, A2 3

240515 el AES A7l 45UEE
o tha B BAposivo 4TS HIOH,

A

Aol FEH A= Arasest 33

Comparative fit
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 3
2 A= -.230%%
3 s} -032 .266%*
4 3}t -122 018 042
5 EARS 085 013 210%F 026
6 TH7E 086 -204%* -188*% (003  .118
7 T8 A4 117 .207%% 084  -040 .014  -.023
8 ARoE 010 108 .160% -.132 037 074 .332%*
9 A=Z AL3)3H71H -036  .162% 103 -.047  .084 038 .20G%* Gl7**
10 T1 7§Ql-%3) Belx  -075 128  .148% -003 -046 -.003 .319%* 45G%*  404%*
11 T2 /§Ql-%7 Bele 072 104 .154%  -122 046 028 420%F  G0GHE 4G4

n=203, * p<.05 ** p<.0l

;
. AFEARH WY FANE S0 HR

et
o}
FEH MAD HP0IE| 2
AT Ao, APVIEe] FFS 1|2
& dum BREE easdY, 99, o,
Al ARE, | HTFADE FANFE A
Bate] ol5e] 9FAL WAL T A
FREEE Y709 ARRES B BE
g 5 Qe ak0)7] BE YA ¥ 19

b lo 32

23.159, p<.001). I|AAF A A Folgt
FFEoZ UeYTKB=.440, r=4.812, p<.001).
A M 1e AxEen, Ag9Akle
FuA JAo] AB4E AVVETE 3718}

Aoz B & Sl

fr

ZHASE} J|He| =2=at

Fol

7Ha 28 AR FEE A% 4R
Zw zte] WA7h 249 AEE 71l s
A"t Aoltk 5, A3IS}E 7ol A=3}
255 919 A A positive)] BAZF B izl

= ASE, ol fAA IARAES
Az £, ® 20049} o
4 44z 2ANH8 7 e gt
H7h ARgEed fo8 dPgHe vA|
Ao & JEPJTHAR =018, AF=58

ZH 5] g B} A3

P o

o)
J—‘
sy
A
o
\N
N

re
M
2
tio
Ao
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BN/ MU A 92 (Proactive Personality)0l AFHE0 0jxl= Bal: ZAASI2t AREN0L HO-FA 2RIz fHED &4

2dh 242
=guel
B ¢ B !
o] AZEAY 18 1.75 .168 1.663
A 076 729 057 556
PR -.007 -.206 .002 .043
A 066 529 054 441
st 301% 2271% 234 1.755
3|A} -.08%* -2.009% -.085% -2.176%
FA AA 283k 3.892%k% 253 &% 3.710%**
;q] ;5-]] *]—5]5}7]%‘ 39k 4,393 %k 319k 4.019%:%%
24 47 X ARA AFY 173 196+
B0l ARyEs
n=203, * p<.05 ** p<.0l *** p<.001

I 24 A8 el AEs 4w Bw Hel-xA Sl oz

ol'

AE AFom A, 3 1§OR Yol 2 1
F Ul FEA QAT AT0E e B4 A 3 AQAele] FEA 4o el
£ PAsgh AEs Auely bl s x4 FYEES WAZ HFusd g2 2
& Hole Ao 10374019 she] Agsl  Aeleks Aelth of W, WAENE n} =
£ HolE A w0Agth UeA 070e]  dom A% S8l G AFae] 24
golt EEBA 412 UA ot FAE @ AEd BRE A2 BAT A6l

A, BRI ASIBET B4 An o 2% W F oNY Aol 233 ez

VA AYALS FEH Yol ARUFA fEme) ITIET LU, o2 5o

=

o3 A AL MAE A0® deg  ARle FEH Aol RRES “Mgd

tHAR’=.107, AF=15.771, B=422, r=3.971, & w|A 7%% 07 AFRWETo]| JTS

p<oon. v e IFAMe AdARY wAETR ARE ASEE EAER

FEZ Ao AFutEd {3 FFEs A AEE Hket %Ol 3EA Wi AR

AlslA] ke AoZ UERITHAR'=.020,  AASIATE 194 B4 Ad Tidx =33
=

AF=1.839, B=.189, r=1356, p=.179). Wetx]  7A-%ZZ RITE E 3 Agor] FEF
Z2AA3)5) 7ol AEstEFE QA AAL ARUES Fog FEoA dSsta
F5A AAn AEDNE 719 A #A UATHAR=0.035, AF=10.298, [=0.285, p
ZaRtke 7 2= AAEHAT <01). 294 #A4 Ay, TioA e 7il-23

FAEE FAS dHdA Qe F24 A

|



Anh= 1) 2d)2
=3
B t B '

o|HRTE-AY 0.152 1.594 0.125 1433

ok 0.085 0.883 0.11 1.24

A7t 0.009 0.275 -0.006 -0.184
A 0.041 0.355 0.068 0.645

s} 0.201 1.615 0.146 1.283%

3} -0.08% -2.187% -0.045 -1.309

T1 7}9-24 B 0,378 5. 94 0.108 1.507
T A4 0.285%%* 3.209%% 0.127 1.499
T2 7}9-24 Bie 0.508%%% 6.43 7%

< 129 AQ-24 F=e] 7o T4
FFE VA= ACE YERTHAR'=0.048,
AF=18.985, 3=0.310, p<.001). vpx|gto. 2 3¢+
A A 2sy 19A46AM FolId AR
o 3 F=4 449 T84 A}t 129
MA-24 BT FIHEA dS5Hol 79
A 2 JHE v AR YEthE
3). o]k Ao, T29] AU-24 H=e 4
FHES AT FEAN d53e Aew
YERATHAR =0.120, AF=41.438, p<.001). T
2 R4 BEEe WElg2: 4 A
A3 ARRtS ko] dAE virlske o=
= 5 Ak
7Ha 20 tig A
A=d =&

4 23, T A2

oA A AFHE ARREe] fro

3 AH AHEAPE BHYo

ols} FAGIT2N QA ¥

LK

s

a8 fe 39 guEe A

rlr J*‘
r
d

VEITHAR =0.109, AF=19.055, B=0.472,

1=4.365, p<.001). whA
nET 71e] AZF el A=

Fw2 42% 4%
YRESIES 52

o ofal gl wETn 2 5 glom, ol
242158 o] A=se
Ao o) gekankn 2 4 9k ol 7}

s miNET=

4 5% AN Aol F

-z £
A FFE T &



201/ NUARIO| FE& A4 (Proactive Personality) 0] 2172t

e 9
ATl AAHE

2 A7 MY F2H 4
o] BAZ AL e B
LB sk UMY 3SR A1
MR FEF Qo] BEFE e

2 Hol: Ao Ytk 1
ol# 3t IAE AUAYo] AYst= %A

e et gebgsd, A9
228 A AslgE 39T B9l
AZb FEDAT e AH3)EE

o
oL
)

-d
¢

N
o

e
(¢
r

AT Aot FENA g PP 2
CER AAe] FEA AL B
FI4S DA F A2 BHEI) Fo}
AHog ARREEI} FrksE @yl

SV N N LA LU o N = wp> = w A )
>~
P
_\10111

KD
3L
ER

ol AT 3 A olEH AEE 2
So Az, AREsd g FEH 42
A5 AL B ohizh AR
S AeEGE A4S ¥ ATE AN
w9tk 2o A FEd g2 A%
B Ggs F e AL A7
A el Aok A Aol AAHAS
A9 o] IA= FFH-80]=(Theory of work
adjustment) 2 7|HFO. 2 ATE Ak ol

PN
nn
Hed, 42e 23 5 Q8P Jud

Adlol Aalel Ao WE3] e 67

z7, 2Ed 27t fE Hedk A, el
AE e F 3e 27, U AEEY =
3= olF = AE F7, AL FHI 9=
o] 7ksst 4, A JiIFCE BAY
T A4S FRE F e 2US $4F

S Offis e SRSl ZERNY N0-AN RBES| HEY 2

[ofohs | |

o7 zrrojol 3FtHDawis, England, & Lofquist,
1964). AYAHe] FE4 JAL oldfd =4

2
o )
8% 94= A8

H

= A5 g 9l
T A F FEAD AJALFS f9 22
£S5 FEAA AYARIel vle] o we
1 agFor PAFoEM, Ao 7
Ao AR FHE Holal 2 WEEE
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The Influence of Newcomers’ Proactive Personality on

their Job Satisfaction: Its Mediating and Moderating Factors

Kyungmin Kim

Hanshin University, Department of Business Administration

This study investigated mediating and moderating factors on the relationship between newcomers’
proactive personality and job satisfaction. 203 newcomers participated in the survey 6 months after the
entry. An additional survey has been conducted right after the entry in order to measure the change in
the person-organization fits. Results showed that newcomers’ proactive personality has a positive relation
with their job satisfaction. This relationship, however, was moderated by socialization tactics such that it
is significant only when the organization employs institutionalized socialization tactics rather than
individualized socialization tactics. Finally, newcomers’ proactive personality affected job satisfaction being
fully mediated by the change of person-organization fit. These results imply that an individual’s proactive
personality can influence the adaptation process to a new organization. It provides practical implications

for organizations to effectively design and implement the selection and socialization practices.

Key words : proactive personality, job satisfaction, socialization tactics, person-organization fit
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