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I RAIR|EHE| K| ALY 2 KA

Yok Apdle] aelA elng 2 Aol

T} "(Frankl, 1959, p.115)

Frankl(1959)] ©]st 4te] on|& 2= A
< Q7 Ao BEARl SAJoln EA 4
olty. A ofnE Fele A E7
= 874 52 1Ee Adete 7170 3t
Tk AL oldd "ert whge] S
< 7HAHFHEE, Q3] F
t EatA A7) fald enls
o] yolrfoprt gt ol gt &k
354{— 24 ArAe] L9 ¢
work® 949 4 <t} st
1 Aoz $laE WrEA] s
of st &) it AHA|s] W&ot
do] ofn|E fstr] #3k of 7
o] A, 2 T WEASQ Aol vtz A3
3t 7] (contribution to society)E E3A o]t}
(Bauman & Skitka, 2012; Grant, 2007; Rosso,
Dekas, & Wrzesniewski, 2010). 219 d& &
A ElE BESHA st At E oy
3roz u}r:r/}—y O]No],\:ﬁ /\].a} e cd-
ol Aol oT|(meaning of work)E =ZIt}
(Bauman & Skitka, 2012; Baumeister & Vohs,
2002; Grant, 2007; Pratt & Ashforth, 2003;
Wirzesniewski, Dutton, & Debebe, 2003). Z=2] o]
TRLEC] 4= &3l Al 7]AE
R BRI EE P ER I
2 (corporate social responsibility: CSR) T3S &
siHolth R 9] ) AAlolA Aske,
7199 &) EAo] ©@sEd] FFshareholder) S
o ol& =wisrt ohdzl 7ol &3 AH
A ote] RE old] TA AKstakeholder, S &

R
e -
rﬂ
UQL'

of

&

L o o X A
ol
=
20,

“&H o

298
o o

D] (meaning o

_4

ot

(2

ge ozt

B
[

o 2 J

99, 207,

87 5ol A4

A AR, B, a8
A a7 $Eoln
Z o) thMcWilliams & Siegel, 2001; Waddock
& Graves, 1997). 12]3F =32 7] ¥l op
g} 7 AAY A& 7Fed A ustainable
groweh)ell 7] g,

olggk CsR Fo] 7Yl oW =
mAEAd talA 719e 24 9 g A
A& (macro) AT-E°] GLsHA g o] gt
SHAIE JHQlS B4 EeR e Y- 2
Alg]gr A oA <] oqq. Z CSRe =& T4
dso e FFH U d7= FEA
Fe Aol r4‘(Aguilera, Rupp, Williams, &
Ganapathi, 2007; Aguinis & Glavas, 2012; Miiller,
Hattrup, Spiess, & Lin-Hi, 2012). CSR= AA|Z
Fdste FAe TELECH o5 3¢
A3E F$sth= Aol A (Harrison, Newman,
& Roth, 2006; Judge, Thoresen, Bono, & Patton,
2001; Mathieu & Zajac, 1990; Meyer & Allen,
1997), CSRE MA1A H Hmicro approach)< s
EAl Zasith old & dAFelMe A -2
2 Agdt, 24 P8 T VAA g BoF
o] o]& 9 Mg AFE2 CSR =90 AZA
71213l gt

= A7ddE 59,

a0
(organizational identification)®l] P]X|& FES A

rlr oy Q

[‘

FUA

=

CSRe| =7

Al
H B Aotk FAY zle] A} skt
(oneness)BFIL QA3 AT 38 I %A
T,H?:S} ./1:*/“\—7]'94 X‘]EE 9]13]-5]_% O] 7HL§’8‘,

«ZH :|1/n
A5e|

Ql(root construct)” .2 A]
}\é cﬂ A = u1 63
23 42
4 gdAE

=1, < Agst=
3FTH Ashforth & Mael, 1989). ©]
5 AL = (work attitude) & F
4 Fo 2% dEd 294 9L

o=
"] 2] 7] ol|(Kreiner & Ashforth, 2004; van Dick,
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A AT HAZ ) M 8912 S8 29| o] 4 A2

2004) AN Fad onE AYm gl
oW opzt sldel Ald A9e 24
T AAATIE Ade 27 TEA 4
7 99g Bgas Gt dn. Waole
(reputation theory)2] THAIA & w, 7]o]
£ BUL e A VIR A%E 24
=d YA 7P v S8 I (cost-effective) 91
Ato]chThompson, 1967 7151e] A4 e
TS Tl T2 A YFEFY W
W, AR FAA o] Esocial identity theory)©] Ut

A2kl 95 WA (perceived external prestige) ©|
£ 52 59 27 PAYEC 243 B
2 sz AHE A9 438 5 A
(Ashforth & Mael, 1989; Pratt, 1998). ©]&1 2]n]
oM csr}F 27 TAAL] ARPYS He A
< on7k itk aela 7]Ee] =952 GR
I 22 At #AE T2 A FAA
ojgolut Aztd oF WA o], 2T
AFE] w3 o] E(social exchange theory) 52
2 AelY =U(Farooq, Payaud, Merunka, &
Valette-Florence, 2014), ¥ AFoAE o] 3t
71E9] ol2ES €9 o o] &9 #AA
AT, 71E clges Hy /st
A v oty Bop FAF o2, CsRo| 73
459 4o gunE ¥ A =74 st 2
o 24 FUAE FNIYE TS AS
& Zloltt. o] & $138ke] 10000 oI o]/Fe] 3t
AZE e ® o], Al Al AA F

= 7

7RI ASHeR SRS Ao

A

h=}
g

)

CSR

CsrRoll ok sHEA AL 1960dt] ©] %
A2 wolAaL 9tk A 7P @A F

E 718ef AR 0| Lof ojn|F mhE 1A SEA|Y| 0R|= &g

A FR, Z5, asia @
NEA 27E 35477 )
FA s o] FdHWA CsR AT F
84 AXALGTHMWilliams & Siegel, 2001;
Waddock & Graves, 1997). &< & A Hut
o}, AIANAE CsRe] FRAJo]l R
HAM, #EE dTec] wE SRR FAE L
ATk

71E9 R ATES W Ve skl

A S92 BHE AAA F(macro-level) 9]
HAE #5+ thAguinis & Glavas, 2012). ©] &
FolME CcrRE 719 AAE S =7l H7
AKstrategy) 02 vIEHE k7ol ti7le] AT
So ket A19e AR Apole] B
e Y Sze BHO 2Pe BEg

(Margolis & Walsh, 2003; Orlitzky & Benjamin,
2001; Peloza, 2009). 1 23}, CSRe| 71¢e]
BEEANA Al dFE AHEE vAA
(micro) 98] AT v F5H3 A olnt
(Aguilera et al,, 2007; Aguinis & Glavas, 2012,
Miller et al, 2012). CSRS AAZH o= 433}
 FAe v2 24 gL, o8 <
CEH - Eo] 7ol Aol 2 A o
< Y S s & u(Chambers,
Foulon, Handfield-Jones, Hankin, & Michaels,
1998; Harrison et al., 2006; Judge et al.,, 2001;
Mathieu & Zajac, 1990; Meyer & Allen, 1997),
CRe TAHAES BHAAN HIote dTe
HreA] g g ajth

CSR Thekgh Whaom Aojso] gt7]d
(Carroll, 1999; Waddock, 2004), =2 H7ie] &
&4 2 4P =o7] s & dFlM e

|
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Jal

SRRl A ' A

o= oy

Rupp, Williams, &

Aguinis (2011)7} FHe NdS vlet
ATA =g, Rupp, 2011,
Aguilera, 2010)°] H3 JES AREE Zlo]
T A, 2014). o] B oJshH 7199] Ab
3)A Aol «olg] FAAEL 7Uet A
A - AV - BAR S nHd 7)o M
544 PFd LS otk SRS 719
Ak gelo] dFolrld dAHoRE 719
2o WdloARt 7ge 24

HdE BRE FAEH dFs Fulsy
(Aguinis & Glavas, 2012). ZL2jA] CSRol| o3k
=92 & " ol w3 FEHYI nHE
& gdavt s BN o2l SAS FAE

[e)

o)

AFelME © J
7199l dHdEe] <14 - H=
< BFHR gtk 5] & Aol 2A
CSR FAP} opd, 24 FAdgEe] Qe
7149l AkEl A A (perceived corporate  social
responsibility, ©]3} A|ZtE CSR)S] FEgFH| %

He wrol =8 WAsdr e )
Hel e FAE AH 7FEdSe] A4 -
= - 9% 9FE nAE Aol opjel, T4

959 A7 ok HES AN W24 9
e v 5 9] H’Hfow} 7ze] A7
A 999 1342 42D e £ 84
2% BN 5 2 LH 78 4% BE
9 g3 wAEd 3449 e w1

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

CSRI} =2 SYA|

ANE e Ao 74
A3} 3Fit(oneness)BFal 914 0} E, =
0 2 g a4 AES o6se
(Ashforth & Mael, 1989) ©] 7d&, 24 4
82 FA 89l (root construct)” Oi’ﬂ T4
S 4, g 3 BBE A T
gl d3stS &}y uwjEo]thAshforth & Mael,
589, Sl P AS] PA i, 5
A Al(identification) =2} A Qlth A X

S
=

L

i _|1m
o,

¢
)
2
X
mg O_u

@ Aol 7ol %
SeAg dgal . FUAE o FAY
& =9 - v gal gel Uk
I3 el e 243 FAAeE
39 AowA AR 2Aolehs Wt Qo
A A BANE BYal Ao,

Harrison, & Corley, 2008). &, 22 YAl T
g JiQle] AAlE 5T e ddew
A Aol At sleAlE vEille A54
o] Arefjo]ThHaslam, 2001). THA @all, 22 %
A= 7Y AlE 54T AR A social
group)?ll £ EARA FHE At e
A& Yel = 713 o] th(Haslam, 2001; Pratt,
999, AHe AT e ARES SR
Aoel FHHoR BRI sk, o2
/\}54 ¥s! H4—z|—§]'(soc1al categorlzatlon)ﬂ'ﬂ 3ttt o]
2 ERE Jde Ale EAS ek
FAl e =eld= 7es S, o
qd HEdEe J9Y g5 F3 49
AAE wolsEoln wW2A ¥ THElemers, De
Gilder, & Haslam, 2004).
olgldt 24 TUAlE AR HE (work
attitude) < & W F8 A3 Wl 4
AQl gk n|x)7] wjEol|(Kreiner & Ashforth,
2004; van Dick, 2004), Z2gol|A FQagk ofn]

E Ay sio FE9Ee] 24 FIATL
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A AT HAL M 8912 S8t 29| o] 4 A

FEooft S Hp
o
i

e = 1 1o

I d
2
)
&2
flo
b
)
o
o2 M M >

ThMael & Ashforth, 1992;
2000). 3+ 22 BAA7} =olAW AT wh

ZH(job satisfaction)®] EF/FE] 3L

van Knippenberg,

, 24 AR
(organizational  citizenship behavior)?] =X Ht}
(Riketta, 2005; Riketta & Van Dick, 2005).

a2z csrAt 24 TUAE R
Add = A7k AE csrel 24 F

o X
>
2
=
rlr
of
oft
rlo
i

oS
=
b BEAL Wl A}

E(social identity theory, SIT)Z} A]

M
&

SN < T (R
oX,
o 2 gz

Hr oox
o,
I“;g

i)
oX,

(perceived external prestige, PEP)

o,
>
oty
E] 0.
ot

|o
o R
oA
ol
_o‘L
1r

o] E(social exchange theory) &
- 74°]WFarooq et al., 2014). (1)
BA4 ool slgk A9el Al
3 T 99e v, 1 99
H A5 ARIA A ocial self)
G g 9ol a5H U WuE %
oM 2 v Fastrldl, /el ALEA
719 FAlell 2ol A Hx ol 2
i— 7Re1e] =71 A (self-concept)oll B2 gk
& TTHAshforth & Mael, 1989; Pratt, 1998). A
&3 71990] CsRe & dthn FAEYE
25hH, o] 5L AAlo] A3 Ao w FL
Id solittn Bze) A=

ol
o,
B
om

Aoz gAgdr
= A &l = Aelrlel, 4
Q5L 279 o 2 g 2 =i, o
= 23 249 g3 FLAE = ]WDutton
Dukerich, & Harquail, 1994; Pratt, 1998). T2
2 Q) AZHE gE "A o2 IA] AzH

CSRO] TAYE 22 ZAANE ZAAZ A

o] =4

= 7|09 AtglA 0| Lof ojn|E iz A SYUA|Y| OfR[= EE
9l ST pEpE 9FQEo] AAlo]
&3t 2215 o9A HrketeAd daEl 74
o] AJ  AZto]thSmides, Pruyn, & van

Riel, 2001). ©]= TFAY 222 ARlo] &3
g HrlsteAlE Qulshs Aol
ofel, eFellA ofgA A4S st i
o "leEAE g o] JdEe <aiAd
Q5 o]u|A|(construed external image)’(Dutton et
al. 1994), S “A|ZE 229 YA (perceived
o2 92IH 9Arkna
& Ashforth, 1992). PEP o] & <]l T4¢
so 27 FUAE IRQIEO] 1 24
) e R o
QA Ael EF 24e Fa
A, 248 v 9l 94E 2
32 AF A (self-esteem), AF7] 7Y
Lé(self—concelat)oﬂ Z 9FS AT Mael &
Ashforch, 1992). 7] AAsHA Aks|d el

o
4=

. . . R =y
organizational prestige)’ &

~ 271 g
< AT FELER Aol AEA L
Z 7K e 9, AEE Ae sk
71l &8 dke ARAE AdekE Aol

Dutton et al., 1994). ©|
= £zo] EAAR o
o2 (3) AlE wE o]2E B H A7
o] 22 FIAE FINZ Ads 4B
Atk AME] wgk o] 9] 71 dele HiE
34 (rec1proc1ty)°]ﬂ' dE £
ol 3oE AlFadE ",
Abe O A&ske
e FE w7Al "tkGergen, 1969;
Whitener, Brodt, Korsgaard, & Jon, 1998). o] ¥
2= CSRAE A&l Hew, 7Igol SR
310 olal WA ol g AT,

i fr
=
o
T
=
>

I
pak
o
e
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HENEEE PR 2

3 os] WAAES 2 719l el FAvt

Hgolelitie oRae AuUsl A 24

FAAE APA A ALl csrel 5
g5 e 719 ola] BAAFOITH(Farooq et

al., 2014; Molm, Collett, & Schaefer, 2007). A,
FAAES 249 QALolPe SN
CSREHE A9 0]e) e Qi ol
EREERERE DR EEFRES
W 288 o Biol Egeol ] o
Bolt} B4, FAUES 1 71998l Al
WA, BAG 1 A9 AEle] dgelee =
el A csREHE AL EE e old
BAA | o] ZA 23
HE Fgs wrd Ao v wig Hzk
ofolzltt= o F7HE 7)A HtkSalamon &
Robinson, 2008; Settoon, Bennett, & Liden, 1996).
1ejaL o] ok XA gk A4l 24,
o yopb 2Fd gk sEAE AdE
A THAryee, Budhwar, & Chen, 2002; Whitener,
1997).

9ok ol SR} 22 FUAL] #Al] of
3l o2 =ole Bol o] F|RAIE, o=
ATAeR EMT d7e BA FnEwd,
2014; Kim, Lee, Lee, & Kim, 2010). =3t CSR9]
S 49 o] WA o] B3 A

i

< =2 Uus gl ol & A=
CsRe] 22 U dFHS 49| 9vle A
A olEE £ o] A@HeR #4F A
ojty. o]& g A WARA, £ t&9 7}
A& AHeto Aot do

ANE F7142 Rolth

CSRzt 9| ofg|

o
- i

é‘Lo]

N
52

o]
3 A
b hieh o
1 7138t 33 chAldedfer, 1972;
Frankl, 1959; Maslow, 1943, 1954; Rogers, 1959,
1961). =& Y= F3ko] zte] Ad 2E A
97 478 2244 4 dE AL opA

THNord, Brief, Atieh, & Doherty, 1988), AL

o o
(=P
)

o]

o i
N

N

e o

of
POV

4y ot
e

fr i =2

o rol,
2

Moo

ox Yo rfu
o

e o o

2
U

4

ol

S
o

o

ETotn 4 344 o] 9(monetary gain)

W ohJEl, 4ol AL FAATE o)

(meaningfulness)% At = 4 9 thBaumeister

& Vohs, 2002; Bauman & Skitka, 2012; Pratt &

Ashforth, 2003; Rosso et al., 2010). L& Z3f

omE HHE £ de A Fo e vE
]

O o5 &l SAd dFE 1

ME

= A
o]t} (Bauman & Skitka, 2012; Grant, 2007;
Hackman & Oldham, 1976; Pratt & Ashforth,
2003). AAlel d& FAlA ©E AHEES] &
o A PFEZ ZXATIH ASE Ho}h U
Xoz wEsY Zldva 4sHH, A
g5 2 <A 49 EA(purpose), <]
(meaningfulness), 594 (significance), 12|31 7}
2 (value) 55 7% 3rtHBauman & Skitka, 2012;
Baumeister & Vohs, 2002; Grant, 2007; Pratt &
Ashforth, 2003; Wrzesniewski et al., 2003). =, Al
HEo] d& sk Al ALglel] 718,
do] oulE /Al Arh ol Aol A
el A v Abredt 23hEA Adoprta 3l
WE7] W Eo]tHBauman &
Skitka, 2012; Rosso et al, 2010). QIZF A&
sk el AkEQldl, <1t o Md =
ol He P Aol FAHAT A
3] 71 S Fall thE olEF X3EA Aokt

- 416 -



& = % ol et
AL A, FAe BHADE
gota, o] Bee A 7l dEe A3
(reinforcement)3FC}. ©] WA o g Alg|d] ot

71o] 14 Lo onjE FAZIT
do] 2 AARA oJulE A1
© A& oYtk A& 5o it
< Ale 4 E*611 A8l 71945 &tar 9l
2

74ek Zlo|th. QWFB‘P:E S AR 4
i =es we U EYFoR Tt
govl, 4% AF Tt FAH0 0 #
on|3tA Yeh}r] wjEo]thBauman & Skitka,
2012; Grant, 2007). W2 FAdA AF2k
FERAN AFE she o859 A, A84e
2 ARple] 4 Bl ARl 7] Pl
Ae7] ol 1E0] dhe e AEA
A AA 38 A dFEe AATE ®
, ARalel dol A FH st
Bes SAHRE 2RIs|E OP:‘U‘r Eied
gk ol ﬁo%ﬂ}li CSR& ]

F

3
\=]

9 Asiel leietn e At
dajetel A<l A BALE S ZEage
nhastel 44 Al J1elE AR S, o
e d 2 A 7ol 4% sl 8 o,
4% o 2 29 uE B3P 9E

el

ﬂllﬂ

rlr |

o
=

A2 7] AlaiE 2200| 29| ofoj ohz X5 SUN TRl 5

=1 1o

o 43 2Ae g 19 FIeta, 49
ahe=x], agla 24 oA oud ARS
e AFele 2EA Q9o thBref &

Nord, 1990; Rosso et al., 2010; Wirzesniewski &
Dutton, 2001). F-9lo] FALES] Lol 2u|=
s, FALE] e D Sult 2
A eln 259 g, A% el @

=
°
o olld JFE MALA FE o] Rop

ATslE A5 FH TAALO|ThRosso et
al, 2010). ©] 3 d9] onj =4 Y Fa3
Al MAEQl A EuE 2 AT (Wizesniewski,

McCauley, Rozin, & Schwartz, 1997), 95 &I
(Hackman & Oldham, 1980; Roberson, 1990), %
A ESpreitzer, 1996), 283l 27 FLA|
(Pratt, Rockmann, & Kaufmann, 2006) 53 23
g o] lvka &delA vk Aelg Ak
g, A & o 2okl gaEol

=ed o gou, £ dTelMe 4
A A, 24 YT Tkt 24
< Ad A2, AREleA 2
5tE Zlolth

Hep #AlA ez, csrol €9 ofnof
2 OAE AAE A 2 AsE B
2 A9E & 9o s w6
o A7 A Sae A9
(efficacy), A& (self-esteem) =2
ol ¥ & €9 onE =77
2002; Gecas, 1991;
2007; Grant, Campbell, Chen, Cottone, Lapedis, &

m2 Ui
o2

o 1 k-N ot

¢
r

r U
o
o

N o2

it
He Lo

fn&
—hlo]:op

ool
X oY 2 [o o

i
x2,

(Baumeister & Vohs, Grant,
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SEARISEA| A Y T

Lee, 2007; Rosso et al., 2010; Wrzesniewski &
Dutton, 2001), H3F AF3[eHA AN 7Y
of Ab3A Al FYPS FAHLER stodm
Aol do] AR Aoz 7HA] Sl delztn
AASHA FdozA Lo ofuE FAT
(Kluckhohn, 1951; Kluckhohn & Strodtbeck, 1961;
Locke & Taylor, 1990; Rosso et al., 2010).

AR, Alglerd #BAdA SRS theo H
A]Oi 0]‘/] 41:[]2. _Z__Z ]7]3} 01/] 41]]_‘5_
22 W T work)®] BRI FS A8 o
st 749 7ile] FRACE Nt P
219] JgE Wr=ThBaumeister, 1991; Brief &
Nord, 1990; Rosso et al., 2010; Wrzesniewski et
al,, 2003). & 7€ MY =21 & AEH
wes) e 93 were AL
S A, Qoed BoE aurke
Addel 82 A4 BEA o BHIA
Qo] oule ol g w44, A,
7123l Bf% (Brief & Nord, 1990; Nord et al,
1990), 22| Lol gt 7ielA Fd Fa
A Fo ARE on| Sh:H\)(/rzesniewski et al.,
2003). ©] A= 27| EeF(self-efficacy),
N Zj]'(competency) a3 A (self-esteem)
ol 29 onol] gk viAE AP 8Qle]
2} B3lCHBaumeister & Vohs, 2002; Gecas,
1991; Grant, 2007; Grant et al., 2007;
al., 2010; Wrzesniewski & Dutton, 2001). T4
AELS Al A FolR

= sdstuA Addst=d, o
el €9 oniE =7A vtes Zioh’%
(Spreitzer, Sutcliffe, Dutton, Sonenshein, & Grant,
2005). 3 FLEC] Ale] 243 FEE
oA ETJrZLO_E = A SHAQD s
T 8sds wd 4

o] 9u|E ZA¥3HCardador, 2009;

=

N
28

Rosso et

1:;(4 ._—% /\6] —6—2-1 o

o
o
;
2
e
b
ES
-

Grant,

2007; Rosso et al, 2010). GRS TAYER 3}
S z],/\]—‘:—o] /ﬂ—g—zﬂ,gi ERQlZ ALglel] 7]
daigrte A4S 2
Ao o e %6}04 GRS T3t AN
Aplo] 220

&
Aolth. ol5 B3| oL A A%H, #%
7, agla A4 55 w/A Ha ole 4
= 4o ofnls o AA A4 e Aol
th g ol dol omie] AlEEtA #
2, CRe A U JFES AYs)

ox i rr &
>~
-
Job

hl [e]

Oﬂﬁaokﬂ] iME 4 ok Ak A
o] FHAM, R FHS TAHLE

Apelo] Aglel 71odste 220 &df ve
A2&23 ARAS 77 3 oS Ea
AEA Z717F Ao m Wstelal ol &
L& g oz AZAHATKAshforth & Mael, 1989;
1994; Pratt, 1998). Fg+ 1 34

ArElel Feke mE 5 e

Dutton et al,,
ERERES

A7) T5Re AYe Bk 0@ P4
A, B5H 5 OIER delF AU
7 Sl 9 s ke Azt en

SES
(Baumeister & Vohs, 2002; Rosso et al., 2010).
g AlzH o F ol <fshd XVJ‘ﬂ
EVOA APEREE S
2yt =9, 74
< Aeile AEE o Al o
Al el on S FITIe FoT Aoy
(Baumeister & Vohs, 2002; Rosso et al., 2010). ©]
ek oz Ao on| o] &2 71E| A
A o] B3 AE o BA ol TR
w4 & & itk
=4, AR AedA Lo onle 74
o] &3k Ak)9] 7R AA G AARES
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3 (Kluckhohn, 1951; Kluckhohn & Strodtbeck,
1961). ©] AEL W2e IAEL o] 9u]
E 77 YalME o Ak - 23k AlA Yol
A 7H A AR = BE Aok gt
TR =, 4] 9= Jile] FHHow
at= Aol ofdzh, Atglel oel 2 H =
o] dAstE Aol 7HAlE A
Ssocial norms)@} el A A9
T g 4, agu 4 53 de A3
of <Jte] S Wi=THLocke & Taylor,
1990; Rosso et al, 2010). ©] ¥ oA CSR&
TAYLEC] AZAsts 4o onlo dgkE nl
) & ol crelA ARRE RS, 5 F
v o} geka oldl BAASA,
HlAy A A, aela @) A
NEA e7E wgelol dre B @
Apze] Ao MEA Hed Aew @
24 9le 71900l AEA QS tan g
Eop, 71919 gzuo) okl o
o A% hsAe] tdgE vd & 9] o
Fo|thWaddock & Graves, 1997). LA 714
| sdste A2y A9 des2 Hds
stols AAlol £ 714l ApElA ez 7}
dE YAE o Al Ak ol
23 olgo] g 4 uE FXIAZ
O] thBrief, & Nord, 1990; Locke & Taylor,
1990; Roberson, 1990). ©]#3F Lol on]e] A
334 B A, RO 2 W Y
Argste Abel FAA ol&dt Azd o F
gel ol Adste] dHd 4 vk 714
o] Atgl Al o] ZEA R Al Al
HhghA g P92 Wols oA 7], 1 P9
24 9 AR e FeAE
A= oflel sHA % HAES
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=
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2 7% A0 O3l 93

= AA
T Aoz wolgox]7] wiZel AE] A4
o Azkd F HAs A F e A
ola, o2 Fal A= e gnrt FAH=

del onE WHAFo R 27
A =Hl(Lofland
& Stark, 1965; Pratt, 1998, 2000; Pratt et al.,
2006), °]= AF8] w3k o] E(social exchange
theory) 2. = A £ S thBlau, 1964;
Gouldner, 1960; Eisenberger, Cotterell, & Marvel,
1987). 24 TdY g0l Bdshe L9 onle
OER stdg thd I AE AEHE

748817 3 THEisenberger, Cummings, Armeli, &

Lynch, 1997; Rhoades, Eisenberger, & Armeli,
2001). THA] el o] efmlE Adehs A 1
AA R E TE FEe B He ot
(Rhoades & Eisenberger, 2002). 1¥d] TALE
o] 4 ounE =42 F Sl 9HE AT
FAE HE 2Hot 4] AT AFE
FdobA] ko LSS 49 v s
=7A Fele Aozl wEelth. A
49 s Adste FALES 2Ho=
FH FA7E on e AEE AE dev
T AAE Flelth o2 <l 15 2H o

H g

(Eisenberger, Armeli, Rexwinkel, Lynch, & Rhoades,
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2001), 259 Al Aled &3 FZA|A
=0 2 M (Armeli, Eisenberger, Fasolo, & Lynch,

1998) 2o TS AN FANA W
Aeleh. oo W@ TAA Aue the
sy

Al Allel AASE AT PEske A
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g 12 3
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71 -?4'5 ‘?_/\ %_t_:a_ T;], Al Ob‘]— ‘/]U] i‘ﬂﬁ”
2A o)A ZehChPrare, 1998, 2000). 24 0]
AFste FAAQ B (Collins & Porras, 1991,

1996), A AFH(Greil & Rudy, 1983, 1984; Lofland
& Stark, 1965) & &3 TAHLELS Aol
ot 29 oot A E BHE dxE ds
T ok AL A Q3 Ao WA
TEA sl FAdES A3lsh 27
/HJJF 1:_1 ]o] 2?_3]_‘—— 3 131
6‘3% T Stk o= <la FAHAES &4
A AARoZ AxE] o
r1‘r o] olulol] tigk oA Add 4 9l
o 20l A9 A9 £, ot
22 29 7 E2 v AR,
& ARle JFE dAdH ola A 9
Zto] ohdz}, Eﬂﬁ}%@ 2l
Z1 O

Aeth dE &
% FAREE Aol ATHE 239 Fa
A9l 7} (religious value)E EIEO.ZH 2o]n]

o ¥4 Fe B9z BAE A2 o »}

b Bl TS 5 44, 2
9 e BINL F U AAe a

Y

Jedeed 259 sstd PAAAE A
EHk(Prace, 1998). oAl A def <n|
TFALE Alg AeE FFAoz A3
1A A FTHE(Wrzesniewski, McCauley, Rozin, &
Schwartz, 1997), 95 &7|(Hackman & Oldham,
1980; Roberson, 1990), LI HE
1996) 5= FIAZT

add olFA 74

fr o

>~

(Spreitzer,

Je150] 2ol o) =

o .

HASE A8se] LA GTE WY
ol £9T APS T 5 LA AN
AZSA ook, FHAES A3 Q9 o
ek 334 23S @ 5 gk ol Wi
Ao onlg AYshe THIES 24¢ F
8 AEe] A2 v A2

= U
organizational support = 7Adske Bolth. e
I oolFAl FxE A A Q14
stelg 2Ad Hdfor dvhe A4E oF
ZH(felt obligation)‘% =77 ”]'-—q-(Elsenberger
et al, 2001). ©] oJFFFO R <lF FHLES
Z2e] BX GXd AIFAHo =z J]|oddtuAt
s, EAlel 249l wd 9
ga AwAoz
Huntington, Hutchison, & $
, 2001). T 22 A9 <

oﬂ _J.UPQ Eu’ HH{;‘% .ﬁ_

ii rlo

2] (welfare) S
=3 3}A ¥ ThEisenberger,
owa, 1986; Rhoades et
o) Aok 71 ok
s F4U5e

A} A A &S socio-emotional needs)S &
SR 20 @A FE 4TE THUE
o zAd ta fAE FANA, 250] %

g 2219 AF3A A A social identity) o}

o ol ¥MAFIEE TEEH, ol EI
A= 22 SYAI7E S ETHAmeli et al,
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1998; Rhoades et al., 2001). 3 2]3kApa, 2w =
Zho} Fuj= Q17 EAY] BHA EAJer ¢
g THYES 1 ZAE A FE 2%
of Hgtd o|FE v Wul ofygl 19} 4]
g4 oL At Ax YA He
Zo|tHLofland & Stark, 1965; Pratt, 1998, 2000;
Pratt et al., 20006).
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olAZIA AFe AZtE CSR, 4o v,
agln 27 YA tg =o5E AAs
A, A7tE SR THYES 49 onlE
SFAIT L, o)EA SHE 49 one 2F
TUAE S7HE Aolgta A 5E F Slth
%, A% csrel €9 9nE wiE %34
TUAZ A5 & ol

7Ha 4. A ZE CSRE ¥ ouE mi=

24 A2 92E Qo

olo] & RI2HE 71ge] Akl M0| o] ojn|E upE

T8 SN0 07 %3
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U o Rz el AH F 3
< Wdes AE 2AE it 9 AT
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o

Mo
o
> F
>
¥
=l
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S FA ol 559778(63.1%), /o] 3275
(36.9%)°19 . AE FoAREe] ZEHAF
5078 o] 8h26.1%)M A FE 4017H€

08%7H sohd &9z 34 - &7
dl, si/lg o] 3HE 40070 oA 7t
Zrol 13%, 9.8%, 7.2%, 11.8%, 20.2%, 5.7%,
54% ¢ TEE YeEWth e HEE R
A F oldol 788 (89%), AF F ool
4286"(48.3%), ¢ F ol’de] 236878(26.7%),
AR ol/de] 14279(16.1%) T2 UHERR

32
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A ox ff of

&

Az org 243 Asd Az =
EEoA ALEE HZ=E5(Kim, Lee, Lee, & Kim,
2010; Brammer et al., 2007; Turker, 2009)S &
A7el mAd WA 453 ol gelsirhan
A, 2014). 2] A= ARl AdE s
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d A FHE W, AL AAd mA o
S mela, e A ARIEA %
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st 3AME PP HEehd Wb =
e A 2y, FApE & He Ao
w7t & = Blolvk, Y 3]t tial
g o, f2 Al F2 olopr|gity
= W7t th = 3]t il o F-Q1Ee] o
A7bg 2t =R B®Ale] gk ol A
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~
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Jn He
X, 1%
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)
ole] JABAE LolH7] 38l pearson

AE AAeiitt sddE ARt Y 23
o

QA5 Aele] 44 FE& A AT sl
B A “FAld” FAE § dtkes Aol
) THSchumacker, 1991). 3 ¥ A E3 o]
oo 7hse Ui 23S vlwaly] 98k,

BARY S Aot (Anderson &
Gerbing, 1988). HlE ¢J3l 7t 2o disto]
Fhol2do] 2po] 7 F(chi-square difference  test)
& A9 A1e) 2Re A A4 23
of AA And RHHE Fwe AgE

=
=
B71e7) glaln AdA ARE A4 vn

=
El
p)
0 5

HalA] (comperative fit index: CFI), turker-lewis
index(TLD, 22|31 ZAPE T 2 2FA F (oot
mean square error of approximation: RMSEA)= A}
g3ttt gkl o2 CF, TLIE .90 ©]4to]
, RMSEA®] 73-F- .06

j§7]-§7}‘:]'(Browne &
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Cudeck, 1993; Hu & Bentler, 1999). W}R| 2O &2
R EIE N EIHe] FoldE ASd] Sal
FEAE Y H(bootstrapping) Ao AAFTH
(Shrout & Bolger, 2002).

2 A7 2yd x¥
(latent variableyE°] ©Y 8 9lsingle factor)©] 7]
A, 72 WA AEe Ase] A% 2
A WIES B9l WAER o] Folof
Pt 22 A Russel, Kahn, Spoth 2 Altmaier
(1998) 5 7IR< A8stad, 7 A Wds
= Al 7He] FeflGeem parce)® WSOl 5%
Ao s AR o] w, z+ Fejn| ol o
T A S 2L FF(leve)llA] REFE
W &3t 7P ARG Ad A7E 1Y
S Russel et al,, 1998), 74 Felv|=o] &

A WQlel 22 29l Fat &K (factor loading)

e 7 A W

= aE

¢ 5% 2REL WY oF 99
2 WABS 2gae 2aEd g 2
4 gel NS @ ¥ ERES TEA
(communality)ol] W} FJEck a8z 1 Al
Aol FelriEe WE 2B AUD f4
sl wEol 918 340l Y Be 29

$40 7V e BYE e How §

o) shtel Feiule] Witk Lol elule &
BYEE 2PSE71, 2 Reuld 2, 2,
e 2G5l MgEAh

FHE AR 3% BEE AUEA B9
71 A3 7 welse) BF, BEEA, 9%,
A= 5 AL 2eNE 2] A9

S5 99| 0] A" A2 7190l AR H0| 2ol A0IZ 0ph2 KX SO Ol B

=1 1o

A $ERe Agadnd, o|F A
ZANRIEY TR ARAEE Ao 359
ofof shuz 7 24 Welsel dgr Ars
gk 1 23 BE WIS d=rt = 2,
A=t = 88 9A F7] Wi SHAE
of thE HHEE TH s FFAAHWest,
Finch, & Curran, 1995).

A7 WAEA A AY A4 Ul e
v, 2% BUA, 4Y, A7 aew 2% 7]

0%,
9,
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)

ot
12

= olH 7] 93 pearson
R, 2 AAE £ 19
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T2 WA 28 42 AndersonZ} Gerbing
(1988)9] Al<tel 2Az e, 26 2L A
gtk A GAlAE =% 2 (measurement

modey S AESe] 7} 24 welSo] Ay A
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1. F HolSe| g, TFHEA U AR
At ETHER 1 2 3 4 5
LA T 37 483 -
2. A5 T1 3.37 1.124 -525" -
3. &4 712009 T1 166.15 116.55 220" 700™ -
4. AZE CSR_TI1 4.46 59 -118" 204" 122" -
5. 9] on] 12 3.89 74 -243" 260" 135" 6117
6. 22 TUA T3 4.28 68 -218" 333" 1917 4917 488"
T pC0s, " plot, T1, T2, T3E 247 A WA, T AL Al AR S AR S <u], Aol A9 daks o, JAE
12 A= AFe A B3 F ol s, A F ol 4, FF F ol 3, A F ol 2, 7EE 12 Y
23}
= .
E 2. 5% 2ol ME A%
% df CFI TLI RMSEA(CI)
=y
1851.758 73 977 971 .052(.050-.054)
= 90%1419] 412 TFZKConfidence Interval).
E 3. 31 230 20l Hojzt 24 Z1}
H| I =3 T ES
A 27399 . SE S
[Q15-5=F [Q1%-51=F
A7bE Akl A A4Sl 1 838
A ZE A3 A A9 2 1.030™ 011 840
A7t AHEA A
A7t AbEl A Asl 3 1.053™ 010 898
A ZE A1 A 4 954 010 850
29 9w 1 1 689
Aol 9n| 2 726 011 771
el ojn 3 766" 014 611
o] ofn]
do] om] 4 871 013 828
do] 9] 5 942" 015 .593
o] o] ¢ 856 012 815
z22 YA 1 1 695
Z4 BUA] 2 1.037™ 015 832
z22] YA
22 BYA 3 1.093™ 016 .823
z4 ZUA] 4 1.012™ 016 774

ok

pC.05, TpC01, p 001
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= A8 A S(empirical data)s 714 2 A}
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T8 3. oty

A AT =Y ol9ldl Jhedt ist 2EE
MR, 1 52 WA (ested) FAG7] ©]
Z "msly] fstd Tlelaks?) el AE
(chi-square difference test)ye AAIBIATE WIS
Afole] RE AREc] AZE Eehd i) =
AT BT VEoR A, AR e
AR e v 2ot 2t vladt
T a5 o Mg Rde JF5 RYeR
Attt A5 S0 A7 2RI dict =
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¥ 4. A7 2D} et =Y Afo|e] AT H|W
& 2 Eﬁé 2 o ol iHa_'q
- A .
3 % df CFl TLI  RMSEA o df Ay el Wy
1 1172.110 65 985 979 044
1 2 1 410.274 p<.o1 1
2 1582.384 66 980 972 051
g A3 2o AZJnE (Adees, N= = 2 gulE ° A wA e, 2
8872)=1172.110, p{.01; CFI=985; TLI=979; = =4 FLAE T7MIZ AYE AlART

RMSEA=.044(90% 13| F7t=.042-046) o=
kg oz 94ttt
HAF 2y A2AF 2 fox A5 2

o

= & 59 YeRiY A4" SR — 24 A7t csrRo| 2 FUAE dAHE A
AA AZFH 1), A" R — Do) ou]  ZoAA Lo onle] wiziZrH) EFL frofg
o2 2), €9 9n - 2F FdA] AR A AE3E7] H8iA HE/\EF/HEJ(bootstrapping)
3) S EAAoR g9t agw AzE B AAEH < 71a° w7 2 oA
CsRo] 2] 9n|E wipE %A FdAz d  UEE F e R ZFAE 4
AAZE R — Lo ofn] - 24 §IA) Bt HORAM, AT AL 2T
HE JM 4 3RA0R AAHQL & 4 ol o0& XA Feowl AN FAA
o] oul7} 7H4 w7l Woloz 283k Folth SR o3 Ao ' IFFaTHShrour & Bolger,
o]y 3t A= A Z4H CSRo|l FAHAYER slo] 2002
E b #HB2Yo d2As Y Rz A3
ojg T2 v EEs} Al iz Al ¢

AZ+E CSR — L9 2n) 1.450 648 56.708"

do] on| - 24 FUA 167 324 20278

217V CsR — 23] YA 354 297 20307

4 — Ao o] -364 -141 -13.349™

25— 29 9] 099 .090 6.167"

o 713 — 49 v 000 -.030 -2.362°

4l — 24 TN 002 001 112

A — 24 TN 143 242 15.6117

o4 71 - 24 YA .000 -056 -4.230"
T B EFS Al 12 23T, pos, “plol, Tp ool
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2 N7 HAZ K3 8918 53 ol ojn| Wt KZEl 7ol NSIR R0 Lol ofolS BpE FX SN0 0l %Y

¥ 6. X|Z4E CSRut =% SYA| Atolel & =0, HFeD, 2[00 29| ofn|o| 2= FAEMNE Z1}

95% 12| 7¢

AR = 39 AHFFgY HH 87 (Percentile-based bootstrap)
da 4w
AZbE CSR — L9 ofn] - 24 FYA| 499 297 202 181 224

B =follAE Amos 21.0 BA S7IAE AL
&at] A7t CSR-L9 ofn]-2F FUAE
olojrl= M AR #o4dE AT
o1 99 Huyes F0IDO] AHE FAE T B3} I3 B4 ABe Jebieh o 2%
sk olw) Folsfol & A& AA, Hi 5000 = AZE CSRI 224 FYAl(Ashforth & Mael,
He] REXEHE JFFS dof dte A, 1989; Dutton et al. 1994; Mael & Ashforth,
=4, percentile-based bootstrap confidence interval 1992; Pratt, 1998; Smidts et al., 2001), A|Z¥
S Hgdol 3tE A Solth A¥ye E 6 CRY €9 9| (Baumeister & Vohs, 2002;
o A et o5 B A SRS Lo Geceas, 1991; Grant, 2007; Grant, Campbell, Chen,
Au|E AR A 2ZF] FIAE AZFEES Cottone, Lapedis, & Lee, 2007; Rosso et al., 2010;
& g ok & b 23 BAFCR /9 Wirzesniewski & Dutton, 2001), 18]31 42| 9
ElEiAss n9} 22 FUA|(Lofland & Stark, 1965; Pratt,

1998, 2000; Pratt et al, 2006) ol thak A2)
AT A% 9 olgn wgan w4, A7

T

= 9 o JHAE AZ4E csrel 2& LAl o

T A AYolM Lo en|zt wiAf A&

= 47 542 VY FELEY ARE & aith 4" osR - 23 FUA AR
A A FFEol 4o uE AR 24 g 1, AZE R > L] noid 2), &
TEAC e mAgE HEE HASte o o] » 24 FUA AR0H 3) Tl &
A z < TELER itk md A7 csrol 4o on|E
siis €9 ouiE o Bel /Al sl A AR A FEAR AZEHe M 49 AR
o 24 $UAE wdue Ae Welua o A4 R — 29| 9n] - 24 FUAhE
Atk o= sl Al Al A3ttt s FEHoE fosrh. ole AAE Csri
£ o]&ste] APA S Z(empirically) A3 ZA ZAA] AtoloA] L] ou|z} BE ujs)
o ol t@ TAAY s e B wWdoz 48Re dulgt = Aol &a
o3} ZAHo] Al s FPsta v A7
A, AR or el ol eln 24 @es FHUSS O 2 99 gnE 29
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Bhaal2|atElR]: Abe O XA

7] el A% 2% BUAF FHE A s o] 2k Aol ohle, A389
ot A A9t 2 4 gtk HelthdwA,

B A7 024 AAe thed 2k 2014, 714ge] R AR FAGoRA T
A, csrel TG =0T Abg] - 2A AR, A9Ee] A Lol e <Juls A E A
x4 Pged BHow dAgd TIAZ A =9, oE o 2

249 e B,
th 7129 R AFES W GE B 4 Bow QAN Rolth 7HYEe 9
9hZ & ANED P2 P Afd AT ek 259 43 Avd 9P
aRld) ol AFlAE csrol el 24 P & WA o 47 A7Ee] A%E 9
A4 @ W, oS B PHUES A4 - HES

St o AdstEle ARt SAUF AL ge
QL ALA Asingeh 56w A9 gelt B4, A€ csrel THLE
Aol oplE AR 2% FANE o

F sk 7199 BeAEA o
Aa Ak ol J19el AR el 3 g IS APk oR 799 3
JEe 24 PALY BHAN ATFeR ATl FASAA Al Uehta
R, 7129 csrel o =9E 24 WRE A delsy, PR Qe Ao o
SPAZATHE Ao ASAEA, 20w, BA, v $EE Fe| QA Aol Ak ol

2

2 oo o

A Z+E csre] 24
olEA WHES <Y onle FHAA A AHorR UshdeA dAdste F83 VIE F
Agtomm o]24Ql 7|E stk 71Ee it wmiE LS dAste e o)
A7t CSR A5, A8 AAA o2 A ] Aotk
Z1E o F WA o]|F, aB|a AkS wEk o] & Ao} 2L FqgHES AYn dgol= &
52 B9l A" csrRol FALECNA PlA= Ak, B ATe 2 /KA F83 AME
S A B ThFarooq et al, 2014). 18 & AYz glow o|F IFF Ao Hhelsiod
o & AFdAe 71E& o5l €Y ou  HaS dart ok AA, =9 23E A
= FHE =U5Fod(Bauman & Skitka, 2012;  ZFE CSRe ZZF W k] digF ojg o] &
Rosso et al, 2010) AT zHN, 7]E = & FAld HId EHA Rtk 244
& T stk aElm 53] o] csRel FAYEECNA GES nlRE e A}
SHAES FeR o2l AHdA 24 3 FAA & AZ4E AR WA olE A
2A8s g8 Ao o 4 det wd ol Jglu a3 o]BES 49 9
sl RSt 0] o] 27 Ajg & A A so= A
A ol AT A SRS FIYFeR W 4 gk adH B AP g 9
A 22 FRLEANA SEAA FEFS WA 1] o] ENkE AdH R HEFIYE Woltt o
He 719 #AAREAA AFAL s 7ld XA ¥a o o]2ES THAA B
Azt AA, RS ©es] 719e] AACE  F <tellA APHor HEFFOEA, A o]E
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2 XA A ) 3 BOIE 53 2ol 0] AT A2 JI9el AR H0| 29| A0lE 0pf2 KX S
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gt vl mywe HIeisih A4d
CsRe] 22 U WA= JEgEe ©es| shy
of w7 WQloz Muslrlde wlg s}
oh @de oigt AWEE Eol7] HEiA=
ofe] 7] w7l RFES Bl FYsf Hot
of & ¥k opzl oy Wt WQlE, & ot
gl A WHAES R IIAZOEA
A 7+E csrRel AEHA 20lE5S gelgopt 3t
t} o & o A" csre JFH i<
Z17% A (authenticity)dl] 2J3] 229 & o

AAENA Bde 238E AAste Ex)0]7]
o, gue AP  2A APAo=m
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The Mediation Effect of Meaning of Work between
Perceived Corporate Social Responsibility

and Organizational Identification
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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.
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