A4 eHa)A); 29 % 24
Korean Journal of Industrial and Organizational Psychology
2016. Vol. 29, No. 4, 491-523

Hja Ao WANA FABF HAE G
otelx A, 2Rz o
AAH 2% Bxo 249 AR

B AP BAe 2% ARYS BAYIE 2299 WALE BAAF 7)Ao e of
e BFSaL To) UE AAF dite A 5 UES FE U ook ol B Aol
A W 3 A 3R] e At A watE AJRE wAA ol
A dne] AEAE Gohrgith E£F of WARAZL AN S BHH 4 =
o) 54 AWH x4 B oo ZAHEAE AFAAT olF 3 HF 43
298S hFoR AT 4 W A AFIA YA Faste 4T ASn AL 9
ST G H ARS AN 24 23 gE 958 Ao AARGAES o) v
WA Aol BA Lhehda, oteld Age] 1 BAE gAvhAsiGn: theoz, o
o8 Ay wgE HAAT BANA 2YH SN AN 2AE 4o 24
e FAgoeA oold Ay, w44 s, 294 24 Bxe 249 AR}
FelRhe FUHAL F A9 #9H BAgol Be4E, Fe 240 FUVER T
BAS FI AAAES S FAH 24 BEES 27E5F 498 AY gl WA v
BE AYYFOR oloAE ATl P Uehgth oleld AT ANE mgoz ¥
Aol SR - AT A, AR L T ATE AT AQS =gk

7201 : A AIBIT HCHE ol ololm A3 WIAINK Dol SaA ssly, 2N z4

=53

>

]

ojf

T aAAR £ AMdEtw g, ysohn@yonseiackr, 02-2123-2444

¢
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“g}Ql& 2] 2-0|tKHell is other people).”

- Jean Paul Sartre
AzE2t a9 852 <E7 g ¥
(Huis-Clos, 1945)> 14 E}Qle] Y& ojd A1
oz u}a}—g_x] A Aok sl B4
g2 Aol WfAT. IRolE BFAT ¢
S Em% N7 et edlE AU

2 Adn 9 vmshle @t AsHE
0] E(social comparison theory)S T3} Festinger
(19540l wEH ARHES AAle] Aty &
9e o A% Whiee B8 A
Aglae WAE e o Bed 487 )
2ol Q12 A% FHe BRI FuHA B
9 71 o= %ﬂ At vlwsk a7 wE

o

-

71?3 4 9 E}%— RE A9E Qe o
AR sl fdeln, FoRY 4 H
A2 F0 AT AP U8 FARE
A S 7489 2 AR sl
22 8 H(Cabra,
Farres, 2007). 3] &< 714

Vazquez-Duhalt, &
2o F73

Arreguin,

ol BARA AR B e FEAE
%+ g5s 49 A S A}Wi B a7} v
- WRsA BT 5 gl i

(Cohen, Ledford, & Spreizer, 1996). =z

Apeulse) o] AT o 341
o) wel A A} BAE A9 £
S 74lo] ol of®A wopsolujel e}
as9 ¥ dFo]l gepd & sledl, 59

A 4P AAS 3] nHA 2

e |
@
o
o

Deuser, & DeNeve,

Berkowitz, 1990; Betancourt & Blair,

1992). B =RAE aFAE Hgo] o
3 Y B Y7, = WAy 3

8} F(Counterproductive  Work Behavior; CWB)|

AT Q= ol
490 T Sl o 748 34 A
Folt 2ABE YT fUT AR I
o & HrlEo] $THCampbell, McHenry, &
Wise, 1990). 3}A|7F AT s)Eulo 2 N g7}
g BuEle BEAte F40 28 A
71%]M A (Van Dyne, Cummings, & Parks, 1995),
% 4atg dmshe o Qo) MAdREE
'H’; Ax 54 HLd e FTHLAA
2 27X Ew, el A
)= I aHsE e AN=7t
ATHBorman & Motowidlo, 1993;
Rotundo & Sackett, 2002).

279 2zze) Pu] we} BAsE o
gﬂs]. X]J:ﬂ-)'(-] PO :L;ﬂx%o o= 7_4}%_5& 78]"°r

249 ERYS FAT 5 Yt 9T 27

[0 off X X N

o -f- A} (organizational slack) 2.2 7|58 A%
Z w$ F23 3Fo|tkBateman & Organ,
1983; Organ, 1983). H|Z g 5ol st Ao
Tl wet ol WE dA7E Bol ofF
oA o, 2 A7t HAFAE
9] FAZA =W ZZF A3 F(Organizational
Citizenship Behavior; OCB)ol|9F X&) o™ H]
BYYFS $9H ZU WPNH FABE
A N ATE b BEE Aol 9
del ZAEE U Wl A

zole A% TAW, 2243
o 2R Be e B0 BYE

clsfsia ol oa s1ade

< o
=
GA 719 G FAE F
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21

0 Al0] SN TS DR 23 olojs M3 SR BN 2 HUE

A & d ¥ 285 24 289 ZEE g

= =2

S+ A3k THWeiner, 1985). ‘YR T 43k E}QI o ojsh
w71 Ade FF PR Yehetldockwood
S F+ & Kunda, 1997; Salovey & Rodin, 1984), 3418
2 J A ERIY ATl tia] oBA AlsteAe w
s ol g olsfe] F& W= H 7l g iAol tig Bl A7 gt A
staz gty AFY FAA HAHE v o|thWeiner, 1985). fAl 2 H EEJ 35l
2ok AR, Aoid AJT WA AddE EA ALY FUHEY &
ol BACNA oA v wijaRE H @ wrEY G438 =¥3 Ayt A4S
stz ﬂi} WA g sel #E W 2 ARl s &

< S3-UA-AA-YFOE o]ojx] A Hrh

SEWS AAskE H 2R AP ES BUES2ee A9 Qs B
(Spector, 2011) 2 dAFodMe 7Y Rds  AEES 7S AS Y AV Helf-threar)
TFASEA, 54 FAEA oA A AF CZRE LS Wolstr] s duje] A
3L s 0}01]/\1 JAFHEY A A & BIA Z8l= AFo] UthShaw, Wild,

o~
=
=ala

o7} ZHAME L Ao i3 otojF Xvhs & Colquitt, 2003; Zuckerman, 1979). ZtjZ
doA FFHANA AdPFHS DA AYE PRREA olfrellA sk A A
AS gelstaa vy =4, oo Ay PFoR, oA 7HA AJ 78 FAME F
HRAEA dEe] dACA FHE A AA AL 2HS BEo] A AdF A
SqozAe w47 sa4%, 24 540 QA% @ A% AUe A Az} 24
249 397 24 BEe FUANE FE B 499 U] AU gne Yov
staz} gttt o] F WOl BE AL3])ZF wglo] (externality), Z1ol| TS S-A| 7} (controllability)
B4 A ol ZAsk] ool dvol A4l ERRICIAl AL, o] %ol dAA
WA Qo] mXle FAA FFES Gubliyys 7 A AIRFESE WA S
Aake Aot FEE 4 3ok Aolgtal o7|A dtk o yoprt o] ZE A

o] E}ele] o] A(intentionality)ol| 4] HFE3SF &
Fs[ulibsigiie]| Hetar EDodge & Newman, 1981; Douglas

& Martinko, 2001; Martinko, Moss, Douglas, &
Al attribution)o] g+ o] 3z o} AL Borkowski, 2007; Matthews & Norris, 2002). | S
Aol Ul QAL FReE ABA FE F B0l Aol A Tge YRE S

AL ou|stthAER, 2003; Weiner, 2000). A} = 37 AR ¢ £& 29E AF2
FES ARle] &3 FAS ofdfstr FASE U F2 BRS AAS A AdAH ALS
7] S8 BeHog A9S FhHeider, 1958;  dhe AR ARilo] FEHT £3 o]f7F &
Kely, 1971, 53 ApSinme) tabo] AAE  Azel S|} wele B gl HA

oo SRS 4T AR BRI AE gt oA Ase 9

o o) WE AW AFsE olRE Rud @ YR WolE, B Be

o
o o gy
N
%
>
Ay
rlo
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52 DY =% 253 g 9 9nd o
Qo) gtk ojzick Akt 2 99le] G
wolme} o] Alzke] AUE AHE 5 glo

A=A AR AY AddTS A B
thar 91248 KCrick & Dodge, 1996; Dodge &
Crick, 1990; Douglas & Martinko, 2001). Zth &
AJQAGFL o] AL FFo] sl A
A Ao g o7 A o|thPeterson, 1991).

4 A BsE AH Ade F

&

fo ro o BN
=
il

Nl
o,
k=l
BN
)
2
__)&4"
2
1
4z

oX, o

o, N e
oN of
r® ot o
do o rlo 2
ish
2
o

THGreenberg & Alge, 1998; Spector, 2011).
A AHellA 4 SRS val AEE
s an, ARHow o drs 27}
Ao g Aol AXALS AHE #HE
A Zoehe Ago] WA E FHthk(Harvey,
Harris, & Martinko, 2008). AT} AFAL7}F BH]Ql
A9 7F=(abusive supervision) 3T H IS
W F990) 9 BYT 2ANVAEL

£ A%e woleH, AuAQ Al o) %
e A5 o Ao] B AAAIE ol
(Lyu, Zhu, Zhong, & Hu, 2016), 2|t}-F3s} w3k
BWAAMX)S] A HA] SA B7HE TR Martinko,
Harvey, Sikora, & Douglas, 2011). 2}3Fo] tjjgh
olgigh FAA QML FHY dYPFoR
7HA o] A 7% ko], Chiu & Peng, 2008;
Dodge, Murphy, & Buchsbaum, 1984; Douglas,
Martinko, 2001; Weiner, 1985). ©]*|& o]u]
< APAF7E AL Tl s THAY 7

[¢)
A3 WFol FFL VETE AL WA )

(O = R |\
i rok ok

MR

e, Moss & Martinko,
1991).

1998; Seligman,

EOHE oIt BHYIAT TS

[ -

2 o9Fe v)A7] A3l AwHoE Yshe

o
off
tlo
o
o

SHCH(Fox, Spector, & Miles, 2001;
Gruys & Sackett, 2003). ©]A7}A] o]¢} FA}SH
Naoez FZA3YENeuman & Baron, 1997),
ULYPFHAIY & FEE, 2008; Robinson &
Bennett, 1995), A& U H|3(Vardi & Wiener,
1996) &°] A7H o} Stk

YA e 5ol skl StabErt
o 254 t2A FEIT Fox 5001}
Spector, Fox, Penney, Bruursema, Goh 2 Kessler
006y= AEo] FelGFEH/A=H)t Fee
ORIz olehs 71Ed uet whAE
HGFFS BRech AA A FFo] F
THUA AFHJAA | wet &d(abuse), A
A+ Eh(production deviance), T} (sabotage), A=
(theft), 3](withdrawal)ZF= TR 7}A9] 819
Aoz et G4 Fag MR g
A BAGAY B QL YiHe 5 A
97, 244 93e B S sbse 9
FolH, Axdge nHow JRE HE
How #yshA g Bslolth s o]
H o ot 1879 £RES AesE A
o, A% oA olg} Mzl 2L oha
oz @ n9A H A2 oldHn. B
o File A, A, 27|EE X
o] aFshe ART O AL ADE 4T
Al dEe EIT WS BRlAE

< FF e 7IEeE, 2F Uy HY,

o
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0/ - Ng8t- 232 | HOhY FHelof LAY HHAFM ORI g Ao MY, 7N S5d F 48N 24 =59 ZEE gy

2 3}9 35 (Counterproductive Work Behavior-
Organization; CWB-OY¥, F8& Z&374}
Zag WG 5 AL A W
7933y S{(Counterproductive Work Behavior-Person;
CWB-Pye] & zpgo @ ErhA UH 7= st
(Gruys & Sackett, 2003). ©] 2]o|% HollingerS}

Clark(1982) A)AtT} AAtAgolate T 7)2d)
aAs), B8 AL Aslee BEL =

e A QY YRS AR FAHA ¥

ko]l 9=
A HeE

83 947}

Spector(2011)Q]  HIMAMA — Dloishs ol
0

AEA wEholE, S8y

R R = T ey
71% 3}9 T Robinson® Bennett(1995)= ©] 9| =Y TFEE Specror(2011)9] ZdS wE} J)
WHEAMDelTE 71ES FIkstd & Ul Qo] od A kFo] HIS W 2AS
Mo AhoE & &7 AAE FAsHA AAHew ofgA siHsi=rte] wE 54
A A ALH Y Ades ke 11 o] RbEa, Aol AAEYA FEL
45 e ojv] BE MY AFEox FH 2 FdEteE Aotk Spector011)E 714
2 ok ek dE Eo] AHAYF AUHEES B o Yop} T A2 7 Ao JES nd
ol AFEY A FHE AR W dE 52 T F U O A SAHES FUHHeE 1
AYEFS BAoH, ole x4 Aoy 44 2 Zart ok AAdS bk Aok spA|Rt
AgollM BT FAH ATKBeugré, 2005; Chin  ZHIAQ] AA ®Ql o]9loE, HAYZFS ¢
& Peng, 2008; Dodge & Crick, 1990; Douglas & v gl AL e & oAy W
Martinko, 2001; Hoobler & Brass, 2006, Judge, <l ¥A| 34 183t= Aol Hasit}

LePine, & Rich, 2006). AT/} o] HEA AAE 24 WollA 234 e 38 =
WA RGP Eel AFE 7FeAol on,  EHe AL 344N des mEANE A
=3 olx| zH de
OIME|E =t 2 CwB

712 Hel ot
=
&
x|zZtel =5

g2 giolg nefsiR| gl HHYAMA DiidE D(Spector, 2011)
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rok
i
>
E
I
o
>
rz
it
4o
ko
jKl

= 37 o2 g8t KBerkowitz, 1990; Spector
& . TR A AEMn F9
9 ol 2z 4R @ AT B
+ 90 adE 1 49 Ao
Ao Qe AR ofd 2 A
AR BE, Z WY AIPEE 1Y A
QA Washe Bast Aok

WA BYRE WAUS F A9
5 W, = Ao A A Bela
5o #AA= AFgZF 1w 3lo]E(social exchange
theory)¥} T4 0] E(equity theory) .2 AT F
o WA AR w3 FAE o AAEA
oA olaE 4 Adedl, g UL A2l
o] I Al FAG wF FHERH BAAS
kS 7olglhs WS-8 ZE=UKBlay, 1964; Van
Knippenberg, Van Dick, & Tavares, 2007). ©]<
Z2 oM vi7AE A &H). Sanders
9} Nauta(2004) =2 Licke, Johns, Lyons 2 ter
Hoeven(2016)9] A+= 23 U 589 Ex7}
22 B THE MY =4
W1 sl 24 ARE S A
24, A% w8 oleo] 27 el

ANE BHoR HeiEII,

Ay

2

r
r;'ﬁ

Il

-~

g,

Aol HejME Z& 2ol “4“0]3}5’— Al
THBrees, Martinko, & Harvey, 2016). A}3]% ol
Sho] €79 190 of3) 7|thrkE & o] Fo]
A)A] k7] W Eo] o] E-F A A(njustice)

Azt Hi, ole 2ALde 2L 3

eN
=
o8 olojd 7hs/do] EThBeugré, 2005;

Douglas & Martinko, 2001). A& 3}AH, £4
o] Zgd vg FAFQ e w= B3
A APE W 2 dIS AdHez A

& A a5 A WA 440 A
T ofd Aolm, AR3E ugho]el o)
Hke vk AulEEy 2A)AA EeE 3
a2k & Aotk

TR ol8 A AHEA wEko|E3 W%
gk wehs wEth o] o2 wEw £ |
M FHLEL Aalo] Ao Exe A4
o] Kinpundt THOZFH W HAFe] ¢
(outputyS ML el AT} Hlaske] Ml

3R] AlAksIE  3FtHAdams, 1965; Greenberg,
1990). BHef = HlEo] A& 23] odthd £

= al
5 AN A FRAS vl 9Es

WA AN FAFE FolAd Ble] W
kS ZolHE =L HOItKBen-Zelev, 1992).
ol ZAEIA ZHA E4S w wkglt
4 BQAF w5

Sea oled B
3k A ]—p:]l:l]_]__]l_ A}3}ol| A Xﬁ;H;H
o] ]-xgz\].ﬂ _,4.0453
298 g % ek ol
Zoto] B AFolMe v 2 TS

°
S
o
o2
001' &
g o

A4 124 W Base 2% A
AN A A A she ¥

2949
A4 HYYEFL o ol BY Aotk
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Jx

Hoo

A He 83 7&@@ ‘?}%%
(Cohen-Charash & Mueller, 2007; Salovey & Rodin,
1984). o]= AT vl thAF Aloldl] S-AFA
o] < W, 2 Hluw W&o He F9
o] A7PHdel Fa% #HES 7HE W 2]
AESE Ao zZR Lo dtiCohen-Charash &
Mueller, 2007; Lockwood & Kunda, 1997; Miller,
Turnbull, & McFarland, 1988; Salovey & Rodin,
1984). A EE Z3fellA Al omE 7t
A wolE el 9li, tiREe] AEo
L HollM FHES =7 Al ZoeE 7
0] X oKSmith, Parrott, Diener, Hoyle, & Kim,
1999) A2 T4 =42 9l ZaF 3
B(Walcot, 1978)0]2F & 4= o} tjr}s=9] €
Ase Aol AgsE AL B0 Fhel

AT Q1Ash= HA RIRE=
(inferiority), 2t Z(hostility), - 7ll(resentment)2]
S EZFeH, st AFLHI|MA
3t A A(Parrott, 1991; Parrott & Smith, 1993)Z
Autolgl Aolsjsiet. v HZ Sof v
& ATyl o AA9e) fel e F

&2 Yrde /\]JJ} ‘T'Oﬂ 9. = A9
Ze Ao 1Eo|H,

il

S
- S HT

e Gug TN AEENE AG
FFATIE e FFEEs) o F O 7EAY A
H Hk2-S o]Fojlith= 70| THTai, Narayanan,

& McAllister, 2012). 1 A3} 7]&9] A 7
Rt o 98 e Zohygn A
Eol|3x} df= 923 A ™(malicious envy)
2, Bl Aol Ao AFL ol
2 7

ol
M= 224 H7] sl =8sh= A

o do ro

fo ®

N

rlr

-3

{04 Folo] SR DS TIKls %Y

oo T |—1 Lo, To

gk d G benign envy) 22 A Zo] HHEHAT
1991; Smith & Kim, 2007; Sterling,
Smith, & Van de Ven, 2013).

A ASE A %

o > 71

gel guiE GEde 992 @A s
A

(Parrott,

Eotel wet Aol =l g f3e B
2 Zolth 94 maE ERlY Al
@ Ade IPHAFE, Fe PHHNYFE

O (@Lockwood & Kunda, 1997; Salovey &
Rodin, 1984), 19 wa} E}SIS nlgtrE )
=% G Pt Weiner, 1985). F XA, o]F,
Zolag B £9%013)E EQIY AFS O
o Yol AdEE S 59F A (benign

attribution), $J& =% ] Aolshes AL ool
%

= 7IE AT 7334**‘ y_o}c & T 9}‘:}
(Ben-Ze’ev, 2000; Cohen-Charash & Mueller, 2007;
Smith, 1991; Wilkin & Connelly, 2015). ]3] ¥
£a9 420 o) okHer Ads s
A ANe Ad) Q6] g BA LA}
ool glokn woke PN A Al
$AR A9 Beg ol 2, 27 o
Srobe] Ayl Anel e Ades
AAe ¢ A okl el BT Zole)
Azl 715}

\Xe)
4 age z

c
il

]

_ﬂ

rr

N

2 el X2

BH3H 3

12
Lo
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= 9) THSmith, Combs & Smith,
2008). = HIZE A | AFE G (Beckman,
Formby, Smith & Zheng, 2002; Hoelzl &

Loewenstein, 2005), & ot =33y} 2o Z
{Duffy & Shaw, 2000), FZol\} Hgt F3)<]
A3|(Gino & Pierce, 2010; Vecchio, 2005), A}3]
¥s| ﬂ]“]'(Thompson Glasg & Martinsen, 2016), &
o] 21 9] = (Giinalan & Ceylan, 2014), ~1Z]
5|2 Y=o 7FA(Tai et al, 2012) & U
7L gk stell e ke g
Aol gidelA fF&3 ARE Fen

+ O H(Dunn & Schweizer, 2004), A X]o]=
x4 el % 3HTHGino & Pierce,
2009). o3 FFE> T WA HES
o R g Eel &Stk Rt oy
o wAad ARAET AR Ades
FAE A% 0 AR 9N $98 432
AR rEskel o ANNRE AL
I AFES g o g2 A S (Binarsen, 1999;
Koonin & Green, 2007), WHAJAHE 5
AA = oFo) A kel o3 o Z ¥ th(Cohen-
Charash & Mueller, 2007; Khan, Quratulain, &
Bell, 2014)= A7 AFHSE WFo|Ho}L o
A Ao wasd BlAEe AR
Welolghe AES WY 4 Ak ol o
A ol F2 A% ASNE 23 A7
BEF A oa] AEH (Ben-Ze'ev, 2000;
Cohen-Charash & Mueller, 2007; Smith, 1991;
Wilkin & Connelly, 2015), 7j<lo] o]&3F HA
4 24e destn FFHon: wRAR
AR wgAAek B8-S 35 96
=8dhs A, ERls Eollizlaat &

!:1

I r\o [o r[o
~
=
ol
2

owl o

A

O
-

o 5

=
o

o]
ol o

L JlN'

= oke)d el $gBE5 OEOum &
Schweitzer, 2006)7} 2}-8-3F A2 o] H T}
A AehA 7ol o AHES T3l WA
A8 gz oz olojR =R 3k o]EA
je ¥Ea Aol B ATAME 2
7IAE AW e vizpEles ofejF
= e H. AEAY =dE F
e et 2ol JHae Aelsin

M2 2y s
FRoll, oteld] vl Fdde} HA ]
A WA A4

OHT
o

O

- )
)
M g
=2
=
e

sagold A2l A $3HQ ol AE =
Z, & 717 oldAe BESFHE Q1Y
wAH Aol Addel WA Folct
(Cialdini, Kallgren, & Reno, 1991;
Gallucci, Presaghi, & Ercolani, 2003). &3] A&
FAZA T8 A(positive reciprocity) T FHE &
&) Al(negative reciprocity) ©. 2 L} THPerugini et
al, 2003). TAA sEAolF HAA AlAA

S5 HMIE ARROAIE A9 o] 27
O}ﬂﬂ’r HES sof ke 7904 Eeol
o ®hE B s ALl o]ds 3
AR 2AH oo o] RgHez
HEsH= 0 WAE w-8-o] *KEisenberger,
Lynch, Aselage, & Rohdieck, 2004), ‘Tol|& =T,
oldl& o] MFolgla: FHHT

Perugini,

wo w= ERZtbe sE4 9F3
ol Al FAbe whg wks Aeln, o] wE
A7t A ¢8E sEstee P5s T 3

olehe A184 wPelzel F1EA A% A
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O3l Mg 259 | SOF 2A0l0] HANH HRISY 0/ 9

Hoo

FEON #4A
34'61101] g nE 9%
3} uf ﬂq—(Elsenberger
et al, 2004; Judge et al., 2006; Mitchell &
Ambrose, 2007). EFAHAAL 7= AIHE]

2% B2 g9 sese e o,
44 el dE daol B Aol
I dA#Aol A= Ao thGallucd &
Perugini, 2003; Perugini et al., 2003).

B A7oAE o)) e A7ES
92 344 ssl4ol oeld g v
4 BdPEe BAZ 28F Holekn o=
SHATHLHE 2 ofels Adw
A9l Ane A% Azd B

(

ilz

e T8O FAF tinl B Hlgo]
o] ofym, Apale] F2b el B W&
3 HluE o zpelrh lvkal Ay wE
o 4e4 1 = Sl e o
ALE A ol 23§84 o2l Zlwtel 74
AL AR TP} $BAe FE] Al &

[e)
s

2|
A BYgPsoZ A FkSkarlicki & Folger,
1997). old} 2AZ ZaAol Ee A
A5l sl o 29
o) 70] ofelx] At
5230, ARHon ofo
Al WA ALA J,]_ﬁ

Aoz Belth

AT 80 S el g8
7R+ 782 Qo1 3t AFLELe i
bigs A4 @olut Z]:]?EH%;WBolton, Becker,

& Barber, 2010; Spector, 2011). ¥ A=

ALE A w23 FgA o]29 WA
134 534S AMZE MQ1E I wle
1AL AFAAY =98 HE A
3l o 2t
7Hd 3. Q1A w1l R sEAde o
oA Aol WA HdPFel HA= 1H

HEHE 24T Zolth FAHCR, ¥
sg0] BT oo)H Mol vy
FGY ol WA 33 9Fol & P 7

o,

SRR

= oiHE

Dlof| THst T



AMXN Z=XR| = H(competitive

organizational goal)2| Z=E &l o7 Sz}

AL TFD Aol o ZEAgs
59 oAF F8E JNFS= Zo|KGrant,
1991). Wb o 23t duolEde] Fdol

29159

ool

o

=

i

3

%0,

i

N
S
N

oX
2 oo o iy
e
NN 2 o

b1
rr

2

EQ
oo
o,
fol

- 1o @

2ol Yzele) 23
248 sk,

Al

3] Hackman, 1987; Van der
Vegt, Emans, & Van de Vliert, 2000). £ 3]
Deusch(1949 B A4 B o2

(theory of cooperation and competition)S £ 3,
U A1) HE AT oA%A A
o sheAel wek 24 ) JEelze £
Al ZHAE Wrslen, oAl 7dEe] &

S48 P A 5o FRE AFL 9]
A By & 7190l ¥ Aoz &%
g FHT WA BAE olEA 39
stejel Heh FQ9e) 448 WAl @
B, ao] we 23 Ans et
Zd©]tHDeutsch, 1973; Johnson & Johnson, 1989).
Deutsch®] &5 Hk2lo] w2 FZ o =X

+ ¥93 EH(cooperative goal), ARYZH EH

oﬂlo_\ﬂ

|

il

(competitive goal), =H2 & -HK(independent goal)
o 4 A FASE LT g 5
N 2% $38

=z Eﬂ@o]

2 solz 29 4ol TF A2 ol
Nelske Aoz welseld @t meid o
52 FRE AASy Feshr|iyg 23y
Eolole sk Sis) age] S
AE 357|573tk Buunk, Zurriaga,

Peir, Nauta, & Gosalvez, 2005; Gardner, Gabriel,
& Hochschild, 2002; Stapel & Koomen, 2005). o
= 5o WA 27 BEE 2ok Pu

gl gloixe] ek ApEHIALTE Bl
< 344 e olod It
o] YrolztKlam, Van der Vegt,
Huang, 2011). Whd ZA4% =3 F3S =3
ZZ2Y 7H7H01%

Walter, &

o

ro, N

o
)
ul -10

Al A2 (zero-sum) Y-S WEE Ao
o2tk oS 23 Wolx B4E AL
A7) Ao = o we Foig ww
Fag Aol 97 da Az AU
7Y debt eilel AAE weskus
e Al A FF BT AARE AUA
A BAAQ] 24 7= 723 s8] W
3 FAEE HolAW, AAlol 7 8%
AEY ALE THEA B5oEHN FRE
T AN BAPFR FAREE
PES =23 Deursch, 1973;
Johnson, Maruyama, Johnson, Nelson, & Skon,
1981; Khalib & Ngan, 2006; Stanne, Johnson, &
Johnson, 1999). o] oA ZZAHGEI/Jo] A
e AL Tt Ao]tiAlper, Tjosvold,
& Law, 1998).
54 40 o3 ol ARHY
(episodioy <1 AE QA oL, 1]
a Ty =2 3l

<]
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TR
R

B oATE 2ol A% W 24 Aol
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3 & HAgolAd Ha hE ol AF F9

nE ARRlES ddeE AAENT. At

e oF 259 22l Aol Fofshs
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AL 327548 = 8.77A)G o, ¢Q1Ee] A

T ofAlolE Y 74103 43.3%, W1 42.4%, u]
= AF0 63%, 39 42%, 3|2Y 3.8%,0
Z 744 AEE vebstth. A5 3¢ o
2 46.6%, AT 21.8%, AHEF 15.1%, F
A 147%, YLF 17%01ATh AS5FE
SRA} 46.6%, A} 26.9%, 1ZE 143%, FAE8t
A} 10.5%, BFAF L7%E 23E5)] ATt

o
T
kel

Az
AAEE WA DA AN EEHS B
I deos Az 24 B¢ @A) 4
bl A AR B e geg Bee 71
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e
=

al

%

= 2222 Hugdd AFS 7t A
2 HEYTE AL & e R
& @2 HIE AU FHA=AE 7IE39
t}
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h

o]

. 20

2

AT ARl el ogA T

A, Hlal ool HAYR FEAA Lrhd

S 4ge SaEA, adn A% 33
F doh} AF WANE AYPFES BY
CAdl ae Aol ANHL. AT
Felse Qe 7§44 a4, 19

Schwarzer®}  Jerusalem(2010)2]
General Self-Efficacy(GSE) HE& Al-g&3le] =4
AEE dZE oy 4= vk

sy AT 5 Aok, e e o
2 Sy | olgeel gidn Adwt 5
o glow, 7 BaHe 48 FAAR(I=Not a

all true, 4=Fxactly true) 2 ZZ =AUt 107 &
o] WA YX T A4 (Cronbach’s a)= .8620]%
o ATNESZe] B AT A 4R

H

Yperen, Taylor & Dakoff, 1990; Tai et al., 2012)
QAT AE Aualel, B ATIME A
7185 E BANRCE &8aqrt

3 A3 (Hersheovis, Turner, Barling, Arnold,
Dupré, Inness, LeBlanc, & Sivanathan, 2007), Y

0](Berry, Ones, & Sackett, 2007), ﬁ"(Aqumo

Tripp, & Bies, 2006), SFF(Douglas &
Martinko, 2001), €1(Liao, Joshi, & Chuang,

2009 —ol 514 fo] dgE L AL
olxd AFE
Al A o}%‘{t}

S =X
Z=A3}7] 8, B AFNAE Chiue} Peng
(2008)9] A4+ HPHS #5ta]  Organizational
Attributional Style Questionnaire I1(©]8} OASQ-b
II; Douglas & Martinko, 200)Z A}&-3}th
o] Kent®} Martinko(1995)2] Organizational
Attributional  Style Questionnaire(OASQ-b)E =
A% Hzolth 0ASQ-b ME Ea FHY9
Aqux ANATE 2AA7) AP w7,
SEAEOIA $A4A 274 2ol BAg
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(controllability), C‘J'Xo }‘O(Stablhty), _LJ@
(intentionality), 2] )& 5 A A A (externality)
of B3 47} F£dol YAEY 74 HE=
B Dok Aoy AAge o v 7}
A 249 F H4E AFEETHDouglas &
Martinko, 2001). 3}pA|gF 2 A& 7)1
5429 7 Aol okd, 54 Ao
el e 2ol At o o] fo|xl v
o) e FenA Aen, A

iy

=)

ol g5} :
24 ) el AAes AAHE 7
BEthe AL ot A B

AFlA 0ASQ-b T 8304 899 3
AEE Holg 202 HiuHQtKChiu &
Peng, 2008; Douglas & Martinko, 2001; Smith,
Caputi, & Crittenden, 2013).D

T O B AR
XN

SRRk
otolF e ZHL ol57 5015)9 A
118} Sterling 5(2013)0] 7}
AHEEHATE BE 232
(1=Not at all, 5=Extremely)=
ALA T Alg+ 861U
= M U= /247 AdgE
Ak whack, s A2z v

we Z/avzt dEde W vl AEE

=
)
£ kil

1) AFATFEANNE AU LE 719
g Eﬁﬂ Rolm, B AoMe
g FAe)7] e WHIX=E F71E 3
871 fdeh

| HO§A Holo] BHIAK TIIE0) 0jk= o2

R e L L S SRS P
HHSHA AFRE Spector, Fox, Penney, Bruursema,

Goh % Kessler(2004)2] Counterproductive Work
Behavior Checklist(©]3} CWB-CO)& 32&3}o &
=38 ) = (Spector et al., 20060)E2 =43}
P A RN 2 SR o)
R A4S bt AF PPEA A=
& 74 A X(1=Never, 7=Everyday)Z <H3}%]
G R E4E WANT AUPES B
o HYthe AL gnw. dAEdeze
Aol oy THE HwA,

37} glel

2ol A7k ol glomn, WAIAE A
= .9880]A )
43 s34

Perugini =(2003) Ffelo A
4 pe s

A WAstE AL
ZA35}7] 938 Personal
Norm of Reciprocity(®]3} PNR) HEZE 7ids}
Aok PNRE 583 334, $4A A,
el tigt "golgks Al M d9<

UrolAd 9o, 7+ o<
TR FAH] Stk

7Hds o] Q)
AHgEa, 4 e
(1=Strongly disagree, 7=Strongly agree)2 %I
ek AAEFeTE e FE Bslo) 2
37 SI3) JAe] A0 e FAE A
ojty, ‘W F7F ue 7S Al g,
Ue oA F2e] g5d oty Fol A
ok 2 AFelx WHLAEE 9282 LERGTE

g 9RgH F 27

AR 24 BF
Alper 5(1998)¢] 7§98t Goal Interdependence
Scale(0]3} GIS)S AME3IATE GISe= 3 F ol
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H pPae BRe) S4S BANE AwT  SuiolSe] JSSHKIY Asa

2979 2% 294 BE 597 2w A

A S AeR UHTE B ATIIAE 79 ZPUASY AEEANS) 24
A7 M ROl Gl A HE AT RUS 09 4SAD US B o A
& AATE ARAAT, F el BBl @) ok WA BA WA gEe Al 4
AEY 74 FZ(1=Strongly disagree, 7=Strongly oAl Blal thdol] il zt= ofeldy A%zt
w0 WATAG ANEFoRE e B wAA B A%, 249 A9 B,
25 249 BRE AR GRBRSET, O wAY BlaES 4% 1 e Ul

o] TFEEL Ao g FEHU €t tHr= -15 p< 05 r=-20, p< 0l; r =
E AL Hol7|E Zolgith So] otk B A _13, p< 05; r = -18, p < .01). 2 o]

Tl WHLAZ Alg= .8000] AT = AdA AQl, oA A%, FA8H 584,
WA s fogt FA Ads B
QA(r = -20, p< 0l; r = -23, p< 01; r

4 3 = 17, p< 0, r = -26, p < 01)11—?%
I 1. ZYHOISS| 7|=SARS} Aoatnt
Hel 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

1L A -

2. o] 10 -

3. %% -16° -10 -

4. WEGE -04 10 33" -

5. A7 a7 12 145 02 .08 -

6. Adld A 06 -20" 27 25" o7 -

7. <A A ST AR S © SN ) S b A v i -

8. 2AA 34 2200 -7 23" 12 S19" 297 40" .

9. AAA %7 ER 130 -9 28" 16" -00 317 467 36" -

10. YA FAdPE 18" -267 217 08 -30" 297 467 497 33" -

B (M - 32.75 - - 314 416 120 378 368 173
EFHZKSD - 8.77 - - 49 93 45 136 1.02 .94

T L 7] B35 Qro] e WY A dAE AFS

T 2. e gAE 1, A e 28 29

F 3902 5L 1 3|2 E 2, Rl 3, wE AFNE 4 TR SR FFY

F 4 WFFFTL IF HTE 1, 1EFL 2, AEMe 3, A 4, AAE 5, TAbe 602 I9E

N = 238, #p < .03, *¥p < .01

- 504 -



25, p< 01, r= 22, p
p < .05. vpEte. 2 27|aF7h
ul BA7 5 A, 1;4 HEAY A
I §93 =2 Hz% Aro] Q)
17, p< 01, r = -19, p< 01; r =
-30, p < .01).

Z8 ZQIel g
A ARl vl
ole] XAA zIA, Z
R IE R e It
SHr = 37, p< 01, r =29, p< 0l; r =
31, p< 0L, r= 29 p< .01. vl djige]
e otoihe 4% PR 2
4 w84, 447 A el
%Eﬂ%glﬂ@*@@1%“Wr=40p<
01; 46, p < 01; r = 46, p < .01). 1T
A 3T AAZF ZF Exo vt
BANEH 47 FolF AH e
(r= 36 p< 0l, r= 49, p< 01), 72
24 BE oA WA a5y f

Aes etk =
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"
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T
32

Ars

z2 E3x,

N
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fx

2

o]
A

fo o 3@ 2 K
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33, p < .0D).

HglA A Aol
SEERIREEE SRS EC DR

Kenny(1986)¢] ©AA HEHE o] &
Baron-Kenny®] HHE 3079 AdFRFPLS
Z0}3) A &4 (multiple regression analysis)S =3l
wAHe 2 7453}:541, 2 a7 wARy

13}74] 5301]1 HA SHHAR TS
7o 47417} JeAE ASstAst, &3
G A FRle] HHAYLHA 2
%01] %Elﬂlff} AR gt JeERdThs =
205, p < 01. ol =& U F59 A

ARSRI L el A, 1o dis] A
G5 WA AYdEs o Bl
olgt= 7 15 AA ke ZAolth
2 26 RN Sy wjsiA
WE A5 23, AU Ade
A fojrg B2 237t e AL
EFYTHB = 256, p < .001). wpx|Eto

E’_?‘Sio]]}ﬂ Ewtﬂo]o] 7(4];H7<4 :HQJA §_31]___
E.;(ﬂb‘]— }J—Eﬂoﬂ}q 0]—_/]}(-] A—]UPO] WA ALA
FAFo A= FFo] HHo=E Fon|dH
Ao & YeITHB = 329, p < .001). uj7h¥

X
rO

[e]

E‘Q[E

o I

T

)

I‘_YL l-m 1o N go
i % C B jo s o o

_E 0

¢

1A =23 297 2¥ 39 =¥
DV: ¥R #4ie)E DV: o] A DV: YREHA e
B(SE) B ¢ B(SE) B ¢ B(SE) B ¢
A A 208(063) 205 32947 .126(.030) 256 420877 .123(.062) .121  1.969
ool & Amp 684(.132) 329 5165

w3k P< 01’ kK P< 001
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A AdF FAJLS O o) R
S FrYstA dASsiA @e A

121, p > 05, ¢+&A Aol 3
A AL v RgPEe dAE ¢
Amj7iete e veidth AHiE Flo]
WA Aol v HEES FA7]e
084(= 256 x .329)°] 1t}

A AR A Ade)s ko] #
AolA o+ d Aurel wiNazm 3717 EA
Ao g2 Fo3RE HEF] Y3, Hayes(2013;

& 4)7} A|2F3F PROCESS MacroS SPSSE 4
E2E ¢ H(bootstrapping) S Z]-8-3}a] 100003
HhE ZZ3le) SRlEth 1 An, X 3904
Ho|zo] ofojz Mo shdmiAaHTt FA
Hog fo3 Aow Yehyth olF &3
2 Wl 5 A ARHIaL geelA,
Hd A v AddEs ke #A
= Oblﬁ AJHPOI R Aolgk= 7Hd 271

¢

BN

I3 AoiN MAUQ| nfsuiel FEAENE Hnt

2dS A=387] Y8 Preacher, Rucker %
Hayes(2007)] 2J3f] #|otel £4 WS o] &
&

R LER- OO R RE
o) 2l A8 A A AR
/ﬁ,(hlerarchmal regression analysis)yS A SFA T
, wETE, A8
AN Sl

we} okold Ane WA s AuH 7
of WHYAE BABB PHE JFo] wal

st} 2A8 WALNF dE o2 Yehg
THE 4. o128 Fal /b4 30] AXH gk

§ 7AdoR 4% wi) nde A%
7] S13 Hayes2013; 28 140 93] Akel

PROCESS MacroE SPSSZ HEAEZH 10000

3| W FEse] SR, 1 AR E S

o AASIATE 7iQ1Y FHA T H=r}
7k

ol Boot coefficient Boot SE
LLCI ULCI
oFol & At .086 028 041 152
LLCL: 95% 22| F3kell A w7 & Al shehat

ULCL 95% A1=]5-3 ol A o) &3} Alsmo] kg
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[ O {2l0] HHYMY Digidls0| Ol Fek 9o M3 T8N oHY ¥ 24U ZY Sx9 ZEE HEw

4 FHN gsMel =FE gt HE
Ll R Sl

B SE B 8 ¢ ):d
15| 185
3 -.199 118 -102 -1.687
S -022 007 -.208 3413"
Qe 117 052 144 2.249"
IGFE 062 060 066 1.043
271557 -503 117 -259 4.298™
25| 222
A A 208 063 205 3.204"
3T 375
oFol & A 515 130 248 3.969™
BAA 534 212 041 305 51377
457 416
olold Nk x BAA T34 300 074 906 4,037

¥ p< .05, ¥ p< 0L, ¥ p< 001

95% 21273k

2R 334 Boot coefficient Boot SE
LLCI ULCI
M-1SD .025 .003 .055
M .076 .039 133
M+1SD 128 .061 224

LLCL: 95% A Z|F2ro A w7 &3 Al4=9] shakak
ULCE 95% A T77bol A v ast AZo] Astzt

SE = 013, 95% CI .003, .055HHE.T} =& (b
= 128, SE = .041, 95% CI [.061, .2241) AT}
2 A0 oteln AEg Fa wgad 3
FAsd vX= I B 2 AeE U
1237=d

44 Ao 2danrt ofd HHoez
UehteA] gotrr] S8 2AA s8]
2 WM + 1SD)¢} ok WM - 1SD)E T
watel 19 4o AAlEGTE 2" & F
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o] A 2AA za|go] Be 4 W
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Cl 1043, .197h) AA AJe] g M-S

O FAHcRE 2dH wpl 2dS ATt S v fggsel ve Y &9
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PROCESS MacroZ SPSSE HEAE 10000 AR 7 239 2Hagr} oW IfHE
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7. 4N =X Zxro| ZHE oplgutel FEAERE At
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BAAA ZF B3R Boot coefficient Boot SE
LLCI ULCI
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wdo] AL ALARAT AR, X133
m@olE3 34 olre] 2] oo
At A Selas 7ke) 4E Bl
547 543 494 24 58} 44 &

Z, A )
28 #90 WAL 3% 498 Aol
WA AYBEoR AAHE BTl el
s JelAE Ao ekt

2 Kk WA AgE AL o 2
S Ba) A AR wANE HIYE
of 9L WATE AL FAYTE Holoh

2]
BHdodle AHeE FE &
=(anger), F A 7Hguilt), A F3Hboredom) 5=
== CIR 1993; Spector & Fox,
2010). AFF 2 AFlME oY AL
TAME AdF A JFeaL, 1= °]
3 HAEE FES s M2 A W
oz oo Mus HEE AXFTLEZHN
HAUZ on e 5‘%% e} oFoF
AR Ay F/F9Y
719 ZMW uj-5-
20120182, 22 48 Yol 9E5S ol
e AL 7I9xAAA 2R 244 A
el 22 HAl o] T3 s 7}
ZITKAllphin, 1982).

Berkowitz,

EE B Apidt 2474 sayelds
B we] o g 24 2eBs

5
o) WS B HlATHE AAS A4S B
Sk Hh AL S ABA 0
4 AJYE ZA o ABATE D
o 4 Bl GRS vD 5 e AAH A
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THDogan & Vecchio, 2001). &}A|7F & 2}
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1982). A]=9] Whole Foods AF= o]#3+ B A
TE FRAoE =% tiEFH =
3381 Th(Sterling & Labianca, 2015).
npREe 2 2 Agtelx] ZF el FAHS
Adg fdshe 2R d3udez A
H Ay AQ 9A] 27 Ao =Eo]
Aok FE3] A e el AHiA
< ALEA dAE Ak d Slo] Y
| #5317] wjFo] WA= 2o thDodge &
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Hostile Attribution and Counterproductive Work Behavior:
A Moderated Mediation Model of Malicious Envy,

Negative Reciprocity and Competitive Organizational Goal

Jeongmin Rhee Yonghwan Shin Young Woo Sohn

Department of Psychology, Yonsei University

The purpose of the present study was to specify the mechanism of employees’ counterproductive work
behavior (CWB) and to offer proper solutions for such behavior. For this purpose, this study proposed a
moderated mediation model in which hostile attribution under upward social comparing situation in
organizational context has an effect on CWB via malicious envy (ME), and the strength of the mediation
effect is strengthened by employees’ negative reciprocity and competitive organizational goal, respectively.
Results from a sample of 259 American workers showed that hostile attribution had a positive effect on
CWB and ME fully mediated this relationship. The moderation effects of negative reciprocity and
competitive organizational goal were found, respectively. Specifically, ME was more strongly associated
with CWB as individuals’ negative reciprocity increased, and also as organizations’ competitive goals
strengthened. Based on these results, theoretical and practical implications, limitations and directions for

future research were discussed.

Koy words : upward scaal anparison, hostile atribution, maliaass envy, aunterproducive wark behavior, neative
raapraaty, anpattve aganizatonal goal
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