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SEARISEA| A Y T

?;]! (corporate

e ARA A
responsibility, CSR)O] Ad 384 FFgFge=
olgl] 71de] ARAE®a ol dAE Al
oJell A = 10“ fH g #e axHo] gv
(McWilliams & Siegel, 2001; Waddock, 2004;
Waddock & Graves, 1997). CSRe] H&FH Q9
4 &L CSRI AFAR Atelo] AHA T
o] AANZA FF(macro-leve)?] AFEL
A AP ] QA 2HOrlitzky & Benjamin, 2001;
Orlitzky, Schmide, & Rynes, 2003; Peloza, 2009),
CSRO] ‘22 FALE9] 014 % gxo] u
doF T2 nAlA FF(micro-leve)?]
B2 @A, 2014, A, AT,

& 74, 2015; Aguilera, Rupp, Williams, &

social

-
—
[e)
o= BA
&

Ganapathi, 2007; Miller, Hattrup, Spiess, &
Lin-Hi, 2012). AL A2 g=7 71y

o] Al g FFS vHve AY A
= (Harrison, Newman, & Roth, 2006; Judge,
Thoresen, Bono, & Patton, 2001; Riketta, 2008)<
aefe] 29, csrel TALES] 4 9 EHE
o PlAe I LFdte Z“ﬁ%
o} oo £ AFolME csrol
Eofl mAE dFEH A
Eet ofe, 227 ¢
o 7‘<—°— Aot}
gl slojA, 719l
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7199l A4
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7199 A BAL oS

AR AAE Asehn, AEY deg
2ste] 43 TAe 1 AAZ Fe 5§
o © oz}, /Y ed3 BAE ¢
< APEA ] A 7)Eo] HthBart & Baetz,
1998; David, 1989; Denison & Mishra, 1995;
McGinnis, 1981), ©]2]g A7} 7]1¢ie] Aps]A
iﬂOToﬂ 3t == .‘_EI.:‘] H Oﬂ:rL,] 37 o
Pl FAtete TELENA on
T4 Mdol 2 & Slvh dvkeld &3

&5 iy H

2 ¥° ng

ol
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=R1e] AAA g el v 3 AL
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S ohekdt W E Foll shdd ek op,
i i A B 0 S B B R L e
A %ﬁﬂ"dfﬂ %“é%:‘i;‘-——a— ARE] &3 719

Ao A
SgeEe A4 2 o)
(Campbell & Yeung, 1991;
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o Fasith & o], FHYE°] CSR T
14 ego] dstolgtan AR g, o
nAd ZpA e tia) so A<l BEE A
| @Thd csre] A eE 24 W 94
Y= Wk Aok A n AbslA A
TAAR 24 A FPdt= A
e FALEelH, 259 QA= T
AR 22 W dF= A8 "ot
(Harrison et al., 2006; Judge et al, 2001). ©]ell
2 =wdAe csrell ek A5 Q1<)
oA ZAo| e mXeA], i ©]
HgollA FALES] mAd da Ad 4
2 HE &3] vldel tigt &Y (commitment to
organizational mission, ©]3} WA ES{}o] oj
& Zgg A =T Zlojth olF 3l
A 7199 ARSI AQlel A o Gk
el avfeta, olE o= wAd =949

d

o

T

0
N

o ko

e g 0 ko ale

& FHLE0] AZse s 23 FEL v

Aoy, A= 259 94 ¥k, g 3
ol 9gs v 4 gl7] wFolth e
MY AFEM FALES A4H SRS *

2015; Kim, Lee, Lee, & Kim, 2010; Brammer,
Millington, & Rayton, 2007; Turker, 2009). 3t
2 2447 WS F 58 24 BN

(organizational identification)® £<& WHelow =

KT - a2/ Mission matters™ AIZEl 7180] ARR/H AI0| 24 A2IS ophz 24 SUAO] 0fRl= B8, 121 0jF 24| 2F 210 Holof

ol

qeAL Fe 2 240 Sl 9
n AdeR ARE duae 24 FUA
= 22 «ZE FA 29 (root construct)” 2

uj] o] CHAshforth &
Mael, 1989). AF3] AAA o] E(social identity

theory) 52 A7H oE Ug*é(perceived external

prestige) ©]2 59 FHAM E w], CSRE
ARe gowl A

3l YFEYEH & A

Eo] 243 AES YR FUAE 7hs
o] olxth(Ashforth & Mael, 1989; Pratt,
1998). o|Z Al CSRI 2] FLA| Atolo] A
= AP 27 FLA AFE ©f
% = 9ot Aok FAH

<3 719 7L EY A4HE csrol =

ol w1
W Roldk olE 99
(moderated mediation mode) S A}
Z9 csrell iz =oE5S Ht

AAZ Aeltk
CSR

CsRell gk SHEA Al 1960 o] F
Az FdEz ok 7199
(shareholder)®] o] S3}+E $138 FA|7} o}
Y, 7193 dad gdd olsidAA
(stakeholder)E9] 73 A A /A}3] A
A7 TEAA FAGE Aol &
AocsRodTe Te4E Skt sl
(McWilliams & Siegel, 2001; Waddock &
1997). 2 S AAAERE ofye}, A
%= RO FeAS xS, os B
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HENEEE PR 2

AFEo] FAH L ST
add 71&9] R AFES W V9=
shte] BA @9z HE AAZF $E(macro-
level)e] TS 3} Th(Aguinis, Boyd, Pierce, &
Short, 2011; Aguinis & Glavas, 2012). CSRO]
7199 34 AAEs SAATe & A
og2A 7Y AHE wdde dATEC]
x4 O]E]'(Margolis & Walsh, 2003; Orlitzky
& Benjamin, 2001; Peloza, 2009). SFA|%F CSRO]
7199 FLEANA AW IS vIHEA
A Hz 1A A (micro) AHH ] AT v F
=5} THAguinis et al, 2011). & E°] CSRO]
24 FAAE nAE 9 5 ok
eldl Aeltt
(Aguilera et al., 2007; Aguinis & Glavas, 2012;
Mueller et al, 2012). A€ol 7199 He
ddHer sste FA I, CR GA T
| FREYE A

. EHE:_O _Trd,
Aol csRe AFote A4S WEA e
'3}“:]'(Aguinis et al., 2011; Chambers, Foulon,
Handfield-Jones, Hankin, 1998;
Mathieu & Zajac, 1990; Meyer & Allen, 1997,
Mowday et el., 1982; Pfeffer, 1994).

CSR| 7Hd & kgt Aoz FojHof
F710l(Carroll, 1999; Waddock, 2004), +=2]
el B84 B A flete] & AFellA
£ Aguinis2011)7}F AEI AFdS 7Hte g o
d AFAEd 2lelleg, Rupp, 2011; Rupp,
Williams, & Aguilera, 2010) &8 73S A
& Aotk 4, 2014; ABA 5, 2015). °f
Wl ofsh 71]de] AbElA Agfoldt «ofd
WAAES 71t A, Abg], 2ela 7
e g 719el WE 544 e
A5rolth. CsRE 7199l A @elel o

&  Michaels,

=
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0] 9(economic profi)¥ERE ofel FA]d
of AAA MRS FA - Mt AL
2 o](social profis FTeTh 239 £
S Ag3 dE A= =7F AA AA B 7t
2 A9 s i dgshA oA,
BAA ol gl AAsHA A 4+ A &
O % ed9ie # Ade BY 4 A8
N5, AHEA AQe SR Aol of 1

offt o>

o
e

o
Eo] A7 Bag sk MuAE AlFsta
Acka XA E Aela, o= RlF 1E
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& Al glold, ol dFelE 59
24 BYANE FEUcon Agsdt =
5 BYA Apate] s
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et A&7bo] AES L5l (Ashforth & Mael,
1989), Y Al B4 Abs] Hehol| &

—_\_“-‘4

M

e

)
T
Lo

=
Sola wWEA HEllemers, De
Gilder, & Haslam, 2004). ©] 7I'@2 7)1e] &
A% (identity), 12131 F L Al(identification) &2
o] vk AAGold Wb Fola
549 24 YA QakeAE A9 ik
gela FEAE o] BAdE 54 WY &
& wetol] jatel gel Wrlke 99 E wa
o 749 e 23 s b
H AR zAolske i S wet o

= Apel S S8 ke Aol
(Ashforth, Harrison, & Corley, 2008; Pratt, 1998).

@ o 24 FUNE 47 U 9 9%

2e 2 W Fo 43 HdES ST
o|(Kreiner & Ashforth, 2004; van Dick, 2004), &=
2e A T3 AAE AR 74
A9 24 FAATL moHAW olE2 =7
o EF(goa) s WASRIT o]& o529 F7]
S A3AA del B Be =8 EA ¢

c =),

o

ole A= AdIE FINNTHMad &
Ashforth, 1992; van Knippenberg, 2000). H=3F %
4 FUATL BT AT wEo] ¥,
22 ARl 8 ‘F(organizational citizenship behavior)
o] =¥ thRiketta, 2005; Riketta & Van Dick,
2005). ©|FAl CsR =29} 224 FAAE A2
sto] Aistee AlRE 24 YA AFE
71 <9t 3l

=3 719 79SS AZE csrol 24

KT - a2/ Mission matters™ AIZEl 7180] ARR/H AI0| 24 A2IS ophz 24 SUAO] 0fRl= B8, 121 0jF 24| 2F 210 Holof

ol

FAA WA 9FE vee oA #A
AN F4E 5 vk 7P EHQ e
Mg BAG olEdt A7HE R B olee
2 Aiste otk sitell oJshd Aol A
oKselfy= AHlo] &&d oo 9 T

AFE] A AFoksocial selfjekal ok 7HQlo] &3k
ek A8 URE FoH 24 0% T

1 +
g AE T shdelrlell, 242 /e ALE
2 zpote] FAloll Al Ha ol A= Apob
W Gself-concept)®l] E2 JEFS FTHAshforth
& Mael, 1989; Blader, Wrzesniewski, & Bartel,
2007; Hogg & Terry, 2000; Pratt, 1998). AFAl2]
719de] csRe 2 Ak LSl s
B, olE2 ARle] ARFor 2 Hads
A 2Ad A&Ftha A2EH] Ho A

1989; Blader et al., 2007; Dutton, Dukerich, &
Harquail, 1994; Hogg & Terry, 2000; Pratt,
1998). &3 719 QIZF AlA BFEHY A
A Fge FAE sfdsta S FEA
Ates SHolA, 2% 2 AAZ AR A
< PPk a2gM o FELES A4 R
o] AEA Aols T EFHE o F
Al 4R 7Fs/dol =tk B o= PEP ©]
& 9, A4 csrel HILES] 24 §d
g SANZ A G pepe YN
o] FABo] Al A& AA9A Hrkshe
of el TdHLE°l Ad ABZho]ThSmidss,
Pruyn, & van Riel, 2001). ol
7b Aol 22& o9A Bkt
= Aol ohiel, A ofgA 2Ag o

S

-
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I RAIR|EHE| K| ALY 2 KA

Aetn vtn ReEAE Uitk o] A
de «gAde L) D]ﬂ(construecl external
image)” (Dutton et al. 1994), S “A|Z}d %3]

=

o] A (perceived organizational prestige)” G- %
AH A UTHMael & Ashforth, 1992). PEP ©] &
o] olalH TAYES %37 EIAL 9xol
o 2 272 Hehu A4l s1zal 0%

% AR A Sasp) de
HlgE 9Ro) B
%ﬁ’(self—esteem), Ao} 7H‘§(self—concept)°ﬂ =
38S M)A THMael & Ashforth, 1992). <84
& d%e 544 1 A A

o]0

T
=
=]
e
o
™=
L

TA=
g Wtk ofye} o] ARSA mdE FIYst
7o, 2 FELES FHZUA PEPE 7<M7ﬂ
¥, o] o]E9 A Aol MdE F
AL o]EL AAlEO] AMEAH o= 7}7«]
Ae 9, AEH AEE Fdshe 7
& dote A4S A8+ thDutton
et al,

1994). o= AT 2Ad| Yt =L 4
o]

ZZ} 5"‘*]«1 er74101] ﬂ]oﬂ 1 A9 =9e
Wo] o]FojHAIN AFH oz BN AF
2R grhw A, 2014, WA S 2015,
Kim, Lee, Lee, & Kim, 2010), ©]o] ¥ <7104
T Uhel 7H S ARste] sk g

8

rr

7Hd 1. 238 719 FAEYEY A4HE csR
S 24 FYAE 7 FHelth

A3 Zelk Holox A= ofn] HRlo=

AolElo] gt} Cook¥ Wall(1980)l] )&t Al

© ARlel el Aol Mg oA S ztn
A, 1 A A E AdT FHe| dvn

A(risk) @ Z 2F (vulnerability)
o] oF7] & THMayer,
Shoorman, 1995). ©]¢F frAkgH T oA, 4=
2 gololAl AAlS sete 24 7ks)of
e AddS ARHoRE wWolsol: Uy
At olor|dle SAEE U THRousseau,
Sitkin, Burt & Camerer, 1998). ©] AlZ|o] that
=9 2394 A 53] T8 vF
ojzjof gt} divkatyl =Rl HQle] 28
AdE & o 2 AHE 7 st 284
QAR "R AlEfe]r] wiEelr 7Sl

Davis, &

FRAA B =& A9 v, o doprt
AAE Folste] wEek AF Aot} E3
=g Bl BES Y o EEFS 4
F dtks AolA =2 A S 43
5 B Fa otk 2 wlEed £ Aol
= HR1e] EAle tigk FHekdol xddEo] 3l
T & Slvh o] AR AHs] it
7] g A7 vp2 &3Pl &P Al
o] el 2 F Aok 2P ol 7HA
de 9482 Fgspld, 1 FEdsS A
Aol &gt 7lg S AgEd F ok &, &9
e 2dH02 A A E e 7
o F& ZAol7]d, 1 A=t FAHAEY
ZAd gt 22 A4E = e Feolth
CSRa} ==&| AlZ|

CSR¥} 24 4lF| ko] AAl s =il
FE AFE0] AFAHCE FA ST,
74N, & WA 2014; AHA, 2014; AT,
A 2011, FGu], olmld], 2014). 1 TA
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ZIHR] . TJAT - M2/ Mission matters”: A1t

2 olgdez AWy A & Aol
= 2 28 (influential model, Mayer et al,

to =& dfetnat gt

s vEd olgd 9%

fd

o]
H

B
&2
2 >
)

b

Lo,
ol

P, (1) S @bility), ) <] =
A (benevolence), 1B (3) nAZ Z&
218 A (integrity) 5ol AlF|e] A4 M 99l
o) v8e FALEC] 54 49
IS LIE + M sk s, #
E9 A Mayer et al, 1995)% 55319, (2)
29 Ee A Aze] ol HE A
(trustee)®] AFE = AlHtrustono Al o}
o714 F7] glo] g PAE T Ao
ol =g depdd rRgeR ()
1A% 52 “
gtek ey
olZE trustor] ©S
et al., 1995)

AL “trustee”} trustor’} &
dfH oz A& A

AErE on] @'WMayer

r-\O JH’
:U rﬁ H
D,

o
=2
i

ﬂo NO FO

Z A A]

27 2FE e go| csrit AdEG
FHA, 2014). AA, 7199 AEA A

ge FYPEE delF e Z1g0] A
4 A9e 49T B FEF AAL A
7, % el g 4l A 4%

A o] Eslack resources theory)l] 2]ahd Bhek
g AFEHAE Ad 7192 WiE AL BA
(employee relations), A<} AF3] 7| (community
relacions), SV ¥ ol T AMEA A
Ao FAE = AU
HtHWaddock & Graves, 1997). 943t A&
e s Wi AL A1 A 5 ol

e FEE A

AR So] Bam ke LS AZFORA,
Fe HIE AT 4T 5 UL B
oW 59 g ALAEE AT 5 Yt
5ol 4249 o9 AL F YT} 59 o
S BA AEL A7) o)Al vl

| 7[40] Ml R0 24| L2IE opHE A4 S Ofis 9 2e/T OiE 229 &

s=xdoz AA3 Alg] A<
o 2 A= AR B4ds 4 F U
(Waddock & Graves, 1997). &, C =z
2 Agle] dd edl F vy 24
Aoz THLE AFE
A, AZkE csRE Q3] T4
o4& At Q1 sk=d],

AZ 8 e CSR =3

Hog i F4dEd i
37@—3}3 oﬂoﬂo] 5_01 9g m

kY
>
P
L of

Fﬁ il

rlo

o
in's
(o]

o o|\
e
a0

=
Ho X o T

[
s

o fr b
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)

e
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>
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>

> (E
o
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=
oo o 0 1w o alo fob

=
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2
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w
=
o,
>
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ofr
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rir
N
N

flo
-
ox
e

I
HE
=

(o]
o
i)
=
[
N

o

(
=

)
S~
>
fob
AN
N
=
=0
ll
S e
=
o
kI
o
o
e S 9 e
w2
o Lo

30
£

fela FAd A5 e 4

4
B9 7bsdol ¥, nAF F& AN
[e)

7Hd 2. 23 719 s A4 ok
& A A

S|
.
x7| Mzlof 5 SYUA

AR vhee] WAL Fal zAe] A
7199 &ckBoss, 1978; Granovetter, 1985; Mayer et

al., 1995; Sitkin & Bies, 1994; Sitkin & Roth,
1993). AA, A=e 22 dolA FAl 7IA
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Bhaal2|atElR]: Abe O XA

(control mechanism)®] BLAIES ZUoEH Z
Ao £e4e wAY. FAAE Aold 43
7b EA@TH AAEa BAE =9t e

Stk =4, 212 = A B]Etransaction cost)S
Yo ma AT 7oty AH]E-L
Al et B9 F4S gRlshy] 9@ =
£ 2] Ssearch cost), “FTHHEIT} A|Zo] o3t
HEE T3] Y8 =& A EH]-Einformation
cost), R A =S Fde] A3 1

=
8] E(bargaining cost) TZ A=, 4

>

e ol Al HEES EEOEN 3‘—7%1*37
S N HKramer, 1999). AA, AFe =
A g AEA BAWS SAsAoRR =
2 gJAdg 73K Rousseau et al., 1998). Yl
A, ARE 24 ) HES 20471, 4
UEL ol 249 BEE o] a4
sAppdes el vEews 244

Fol] 7)od gh(Lewicki, McAllister & Bies, 1996).
oAl A AEE 22 Y AUy 258 =
oW, §17]1 Al ¥ tHE T o=
A ZAATRE A 7K Rousseaun et al,
1998).

ol#&]3t AlF = oj 3k
(identification)E 391 THRestubog, Hornsey, Bordia,
& Esposo, 2008; Rousscau, 1998). A3 n %+ o]
S(social exchange theory)ol] &34, AlZE 4
Holo 2 ZZA3 ok #AAE Pdu
£ FAUEe 24 udE ok o
Q) . o] F7+S %1 TKSalamon & Robinson,
2008; Settoon, & Liden, 1996; va
Knippenberg, van Dick, & Tavares, 2007). 73 <
o] A Hygd & Sle /M Z8F
He 23 digh FAA HEE 2t
o] l'/}(Aryee, Budhwar, & Chen, 2002). ©] 3

49 Yrt FHAER g 243 A

Z A oﬂ 501 /\]

0.

fr xe

Bennett,

=]

Uore e r*

ol M o

g SYAFESE o THErirk, 2010; van
Knippenberg et al., 2007).

A7t FALES At 71 &2dte] 24

S5 57 A o Zaffective bond)s &
g F Utk TERES &5gd V2 &
A2 A RA|(emotional support)E A|FE TR
el 789 7iddol =4 WM 7k Sle
EAgE S FINA Foh ol FE T
dEEe FREC d& 38AYN S =
7 Al B tkSchaubroeck, Peng, & Hannah, 2013).
o] 24 A= B 4t I (affect cransfer
process) S 53l (Sluss & Ashforth, 2008), =1 T4
g 7FeA g WeEks Algd FAA 2 A
Az e,
Z 7 H thSchaubroeck et al., 2013).

o
-

1% B 24 B

g A4l ﬁ(psychoanalysis) DA H
W, AEE BUAE ST ool s}k A7
SRl ¥RE R She A e
sk Wl AN e e

‘6}1/}7]— %(oneness)% 2] m] &K Freud,
939, % Ag9 A% =P A7 o3
B St HE Aot oldw @ 24
Atk THA5C AW %

NA= hebd
Ao e A 44 aE0] 243 ol
£2 2F o, ot AT WA sht

Zol T A, 2014).
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LN - T - T2/ Mission matters': AIZ{El 71| AfRiR #U0| 24 N2IZ 0phz 24 SUA0| 0fRl= B&, 121 0jF SUO| 2E 210 CHolof

CSRIt =Z| SUA| AlOIE oihste =2 Alg| v &Y o d=E Aotk & Aol
e osRel 7959 14 8L Bjel v
OJAZAY w=olEe T HW, A" = AT VIAE AvE B ol 1 2
CSRE 22 A8E A7), o] Fdd =2 & XAse g Wi S 71T
2 AEe 24 sdAE SAE Aolgtar 5] O 2E WddowA, 7YY EA ol
3+ stk o] F JMEE dZs) Bu 9 BAd djdete nlA e =S
A2t CsRol 22 FLAlel mAle dFE, o dveld 719 AR A s 7
224 Azlge 92 Bl ) ol FojASs Aozt 5349 d=x gl 19 Rt
dZs] = F Atk 27 AlE7E FALEC] WA eR ofFold Bwk ofyz}, FAld mAd
22 YA dojue e Ak, a4 5 & AdAIE s AFAR Fdelr] o
< ddste F4 24 2E8dve A A Eolvh E3 A A EelY Fad A
Z+el B w(Dirks & Ferrin, 2001, 2002), %37  PlAE WolSolz FTALES] A4 2 HE
ﬂﬂﬂ' CsRe] 235 wilgths A A O]ThCampbell & Yeung, 1991; Mowday et al,
2k 27 AFe 7193 ddrle] il 1982). mAdo] ©es] Ao A F3A
2% 5 gelel et U E]l dMste Fmol aAe o] ol FALE] 44
WAL AAste T Wdo|thDiks &  Z PFol] WHSIEHAES W HE2A FHLE
Ferrin, 2001, 2002; Mayer et al., 1995; McAllister, oAl A=Al gk n|A S gl7] wjFo|th
1995). AL 24 0 BAS @A, aelm  oldd vAd B FANA AT BEs,
dele] oA} A4 2 A Fol v 244 a5e] A2 csrel 24| vAE HIo
297 NS ANUC ol TAUZO  FBL Z + W] el Eadk
A9 A 2l el AgA AAEEA 239 5 upeso, 2 SHphilosophy, P&

£ AFste Ao d==2 283 THDirks & (beliefs), At 2 (business principles), g
Ferrin, 2001, 2002). ©] W&o 7199 A4 & A7) A1 H A (long-term vision) T W] 3t
d FEe THLEY diMe] A= 22 A o Hmission)S A9 F7IAA AEH FF
3 & 9 249 Aew dEA UtkBar,

A 2 Aot} &, X]Z}'% CSRO] z2 AFE Bontis, & Taggar, 2001; David, 1989; Denison &
e 22 Tl IS F= Aol Mishra, 1995). PlAell= 2o A o]t
EA&o] g4 S Wk ofy ﬂ‘,(Bart & Baetz,

7Hd 4. &3 719 AL ES A4E CsR 1998; Bart et al, 2001, Campbell & Yeung,
o 2 A E R ZA 2AAd JIFS 1991; David, 1989; Denison & Mishra, 1995;
n)3 Aot} McGinnis, 1981), TAHLE AtololA] x29] &
Ao Y BB olZo] YoM, 10|

ol 23 29 nfe 2ES g9 S40E7 B2

=
Agsta Gt B o 7IthCampbell, 1989;

A Zt"l CcSRe] FZ 41Fe] m|R= ke Klemm, Sanderson, &, Luffman, 1991; King &
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St2AIR| 55| X AR Bl KX

Cleland, 1979). WA B2l 7HUES 229 ofel A< Adeltt o3& JhQlo]l =

EAq7 ekE olgistAl Ha, FAYES 1 Aol gisl /A e ofFely &5z #d

ol & nlgloz AA FZA AHA A3 o] 9\)\1—4’(Campbell & Yeung, 1991).

g T F e Aok T ndS A4 olggt mA =YL AZ4E csrel 2% Al

Hj ol it oAl A% TolA wHEet B =] ne IS 24T Aotk uksid

9] 7S AT (Denison & Mishra, 1995; ZZo] o}ftg] CSRS ®ol dtta A YUES]

King & Cleland, 1979), o Yoy} vlde 1A, Al E, 1 CSRE QAEst= Aol gt

AL, FF AKsuppliers), FF A AKregulators), = 3k P4 tisl FELEC] F&/3418)

aga A AR g A o] #AA T T = FTrh Woid csRe FHA e 9

&t ol HAAL Atole] EAG o] WAIE & Zol7] wliEolth xF o] off A o

APsHA 4% e 98S FPFBar e« = A7) sdx, I PHE Jd=st 7HE

al, 2001; Klemm et al, 1991). 719 AA A sk 24 wAed dis] FddEC] A5

Al FEe o] MAS syl A shte] AHor F&stn FHoA| gow HAAQ

T8 Frolty, &, SR < "Adolgte 22 ZIAJo] "olxlth A9 wMdolgte FE

o] Aol Z& zlgto] AAlste WEel & AA dAddA o EujE RtEs A4

% 3lol] o] Folx]= Aoltt v A= el wielth. & A4d
g olgfgk mA AAET o o] csrel 27 AFd nAe L, FAEAYE

3 T8 Ae 24 FALEC] 1 e 9 vAd 5Y o dd gt Aot

olgfetil Wolsols HFrolth ¢vkehd m

Aol AdH7] fsire FALEC] A54c] 7Hd 5. &8 719 FAEEY AAE csR

3 AR O nAds dEsEof shedl, o 2 AlF] mAe e FALEY A

ol A= mAd g FALEY F8& 2 A E5)dl o 4= Aolrh

il A, S v =l 29 7] W

o|tkBart et al, 2001). °|FA FLE] = oldel =olse T e 2ok &

Zlo] FFate 7H], wlAdd fAlstn ddd @ 7Y FAHLES AA4E csRe 27 4lE

TE Aol FHste HEE @4T e B WE 24 YA 9% nE Aot

o] %OVWMowday, et al, 1982> sl F aga 3 M, FAAEE M e

& ZAA dette A A

o et AMEZ EUE

njAdel thak o4, §4l

2 e E4E

o] 227 43 Slv %

sfof gttt Pl A=

dol7]ell A 17t aa‘i] °L11”* il

Aol digh Azt €4
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21248 csRe] 23 AlFge] wAE 9FS =

[e]
4% Zolth old W@ AT 2P 1Y

Ju—

= A
“THcross-sectional research)’} A|d &HA|
¢at7] 9k, T AlFe 2A A
SRtk A AHY AES AL
o] Ad A F WA HES
T AR BEA Ads] SEer Al
gg72ro|tt Aie Fx3E HFEAE o]
sl 22l Wao g Zgdtt Widol 5,597
8(63.1%), 730l 3275H(36.9%) FoIstth
EAFE So7lE olsheciw)FE 401714
°]%40.8%)7H so7iE @92 R, s1
N ool A 40070E ol ZHztel &
E el 13%, 9.8%, 7.2%, 11.8%, 20.2%,
5.7%, 54% T°| TFEJG Aw H EEE,
4 w5 ool 788%8.9%), A H o)l
4,286"(48.3%), 7 = ©]de] 2,3687(26.7%),
g3 AF F ool 1,42778(16.1%) Tl

&

B[

A

H £

A ZtE CsR
Az ok FH] Ael Y =i
oM AR A=S(HY A, 2014, HEA

2015; Kim, Lee, Lee, & Kim, 2010; Brammer et

>

AT - M / Mission matters™ A2l 7/249) AR 20| 24 M2IS oz 24 AN 0ff= B, 2711 0/ 2% X S1id chofod

al., 2007; Turker, 2009)= = A9 H&H o gt

A FA3 A8 Th SRS Bl A wshA
Z3t7] 9l csRY WS o] Al 7EA
W, AP, nA, dAd TR ERFS
Tds 75k Aksle] digh A <14
= 435171 flall vl ol &9, 5= 34t
= AEA A9l AAS oldsta ok, F-
2] 3t AR FAV A9 S FHE
uj

3 39 2ES dn A 5ol AHEHU
A WFelE 9 Hake nATe ok
[e]

tlo
o
BN

op, -
,

o

gl Al
4 s F

=
o,

NS

(]

|

fo, o> mx ob J® N e

R e

_t10 rlr _:1:4 J}'ﬂ

T o
—o
2

o

o

AN
il

fon (O B
>~
>
oy
F o

N 1o

>~
>
0 £
1o
18

i
u

)

o

)

— mlo

o

:oé

ofjr

M

wa, ot

Yol o ¢ o

ox K

14
~
>,
rr
X
N,
o 9 o
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o
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o
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e
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o
)

R
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)

oA sllge] Fobrt
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By

(e}
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SEARISEA| A Y T

nAd =9

nAd B9 54571 skl Denisont
Mishra(1995) @75 Bl & AT 2]
S e gkl ARl A A&
de FAAL 249 v s 71ed
TF7F ZFEJAR B =wdAe 7199
B BAAE SE) welAl &5 Aotk U

%ﬂ 21‘«] oA 1 }%Oﬂ =7] el

al .
T2 A a%A kel s
g2rrc)e] PAE sH AR FAYT o
= A HA 33 AHelA SHEA.

Z3 A3

22 AEE FFs7] 98] Nyhant
Marlowe(1997)9] EIFES B Ao EZHd
At 8 AREdnh el 3AtA=
AQE7Y Mz RWan Yy, 2 A}
dMe el APEC] MEE 4lFdcy,
Ue vt 3 date AHRES Aty
= 79 A UE Tt Al
1 GG Folth & 4EFo

ZAE ¥ HAER FH3IA

e A FrkA)edA HHT a
tteel BAE sH Az HAPSAch
ol

o
R
o
L

A WA S AIE T 107ME Hell 1

z7 F94
=

2l FUAIE Macl?} Ashforth(1992)9] H =

o el 9nEe] o| Azt
Walol ek, e 3kl oel w@
2 Sk F2 ojoplaitk Btk o

Ee Add agA grhazheld g 2%

ttce FAE sH HER HrY o

@ 3 WA g AR

F 1048 el 8%

o] ETA Mq-(Bhattacharya, Rao & Glynn, 1995;

Mael & Ashforth, 1992;

SEM) A= ?;i‘i
3 24
(e}
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2 17 A | Misson maters” A4S 71e] MER B00| X N2 opkz 24 S 0K B8, 22/ 0h S2lo] XX B i

1991). 3 H &2 AT 232 ujyf JepE A
ded, 2ol wah g iAok B8 Hlsel TS
W A goprgitt vl

9 w7l 2YE Thelzde] Aol ASE FHE ARt A BEE AYeA @9l
AN vmetozn AR wIL ey sk WIS H, EFUAL d: A=
(Anderson & Gerbing, 1988). 7’4 =3 o] A A S& FaY. EEAE -6k Y $
Ard 2gee w9 ARes Hriepy] EHe AR, 4 WSl uHE At
dalr e A= A5Q wm Bgx RE P FEeoF 7], 54 Wds
(comperative fit index: CFI), turker-lewis index =} H=E st #4 23 RE
(T, 231 2AEF AR FEoor mean  BAFE AMEIF /-2, A 4/ 8E HA
square error of approximation: RMSEA)S ©|-8-3) STl SR 5ol tpHF HHEE 7MY
o} dwtAo g cFl, TUE 90 ©)4), RMSEAS] = T5ATL B UThWest, Finch, &

7% 06 mgtol®™ =3k myow 7hFErt  Curran, 1995).

(Browne & Cudeck, 1993; Hu & Bentler, 1999).

A vtoz, AN EThe Folde TR HelS Alole] Ame

AZ37] 98t FEAE Y (bootstrapping)

55 319 thShrout & Bolger, 2002). AT HAJER A2t csry} v EY, &
] =

2 3

Bl S I
=
o)
2
5]
=}
o
rJ
M
1x °

1. FR HolEe I, EEHA U AR
P EFUA 1 2 3 4 5
1 A9 T1 37 483 -
2. A5 T1 3.37 1124 -525" -
3. 24 71Z00E) T1 16615 116551 -220" 700" -
3. A1 ZHE CSR Tl 430 572 -1797 2567 142 .
4. A E9_T1 4312 655 -1537 2257 ag™  750™ -
5. &3 418 12 4.136 708 -2707 3447 160" 5717 4617 -
6. 22 YA T2 4.282 676 -218" 3337 191" 43T 4617 662

<05, Tp<.01, T1, T2E 247 A WA, T WA
A
[e]

_ o,
2 9% 479 A%, ¥4 F o g 7 o19e 4, 3 e e
SRR
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_
o

Nr

B

A

B
o}
B
K
J_,mo
-
A=
)
o
Wl

il
Ko

Nr

N

Klo
A0

0

%0
KIr

o7
7B

Gerbing(1988)°] A ¢

47 A

<]

e 23 =

3]

A

ERTS

A

A=

Nr

3

o
of
No
!

= et

AN
A

=

I

Zz FZ

ﬁo

5 Aol

—_

B
)

o

A ol A

Klo
o

0

e

=

2dE w7 29
=

(moderated mediation modely < T4

o] 24 77

1

Xo
=

A
pul

9

A, A 7tE csRo] ZF AlFo] dgke 1

FgelA |

3]

A

.

RS

e
o,
Error  of

CSRE] AFA AFE 941, n|A 2 859,

9|

Xel
PN

71 9
] (confirmatory factor

7}s
Mean Square

[¢]

Z]

Rz

Root

3 Tucker Lewis Index(TLI), Comparative

A, T3 B/ (construct  validity)
[¢]

Index(CFI),
Approximation(RMSEA)

=
=

o] A1 & A (reliability) &

T (cronbach's Alpha) AlFE o] &
analysis)

71

Fit

Nr

<k
H

__oH_

ol
0

%0
KIr

H

RMSEA(CI*)

947 .056(.055-.057)

CFI
282 954
- 780 -

df

8013.003

*Cl = 90%°412] A& F-7KConfidence Interval).
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=
=

s

.840
.906
.806
825
.689
827
.832
771
Shahar,
% o

Cunningham,

.009
.008
.008
.015
.016

.016
+od (random parceling, Hall, Snell, &

Little,

o

ek
sk

1999;
Widaman, 2002), M2 tejn] A 7

1.037
1.093™
1.012"
1.037
1.093"
1.012"™

492 8
Foust,

=]
-

o
=
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]

Ho
=

i

A
puls

*p<001
to] A Z-E csry} v

[

p<0l,

Hk

?_Z}(interaction term)

hia=dib:

"p<.05,

)
=

&



Bhaal2|atElR]: Abe O XA

ATt T3 Hit 43K mean centering) = Sl
nE THA BAE Azsdeln wun
o] A5 A& o] 27 AFHE AdHE 4

Wl 2t BEA ohA Bge Agstel u)
E 24 Az 41w g
&

2 Agels deldele A,
ol F3| Ad A F(empirical data)E 7P %
Aot e FAlol 318 7d (parsimony) 2 Ef
stele 4 BEs 22 F U £ A7
Ae & vl 2E3 24wl 2¥e
H et =], 1 52 WA R (nested) HA 7]
e olEE Hlﬂs}a% 7relAs () XM

!
]

2 9

(chi-square difference test)S A3

Abolel] RE ArEo] ddd B v
N 2Y 15 VEeR, AR e AR
gl o) = 29 Mmlth o A% o

ﬂllﬂ olX

4. K58 o} 2ESe| HET 2 2 248l

53]

A Aol 4% 2k A7

5% Aow Jepgh 4%
ﬂ? wHe] ARE $FL |

= 8872)=3059.839, p<.01; CFI

Z_I
df =
= 971;

961; RMSEA = .057(90% /dﬂ ';LZJ‘
05902 Autd oz 2319}
HETrgo AFgy A7) & ol gt &

orE ¥ 4 g3 AZAF
A2t

A% A= £ 5ol e

2~ ml
=

102, N
TLI =
= .055-

o=

CSR —

juis:] 2 Eaé 2 [e) 9] e iH Ej'
5 X df p CFI TLI  RMSEA W3 df X T e
1 3059.839 102 .000 971 961 057
1 2 1 459507 p(.01 1
2 3519346 103 .000 967 956 061
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)

LA BEOME 1, A4H CR > F
A 2, 24 A= - 27 FYA
2 3) T2 TAACE folsisith
Az csrI 24 AlFste] #AE A
flo] zAste|ehe 7HE 5 mEg ARSI
= Ad ok WA =99 daAe &
24 A2 Adse A2A57F BAF
o2 foldokes AL B3 ¢ F sk ad
3 AZHE csre] 22 AlEE vl R & 23
TUAR o= Z4E R — 24 4l
]

— 24 FYA) 7H 4e FEdoERt

M ol o X RN

o

[¢]

~ T L=

[e)
ARG o] Ao A4E csrel T4
[e]

psd Ll
£ 99 s3e, 74959 VA B9 4

_H
mo=
l:pp
=)
N
N
Ho
1o
o
N
juhi)

2 (bootstrapping) 212 A
I 2@ yehd & e 3t
ate] REAE FAHsE 7IMolt o
el A= FRhe AAlskE, 2 F3te] o
F3ekA @ske W I EIIE FosHA
Agkchar Bk Shrout & Bolger, 2002).
Amos 21.0 A FH7|AE E&3t] A
CSR-ZF] 41827 FIAPR oA
o 4 zde Ao ol 4
Hayes 5(2010)°] AFg W4& wiked, o
29 % A R Aol Ak A, A%
5000 Mol FEAEHH HFE ot g
= A, =4, percentile-based bootstrap confidence

interval & A& Aol ke A Solth

1

N

oy,
[ )

ol
o
£

f

o
(o]
0,

o2 Tx vxzs A EZF AF ¢
AZE SR — 27 A1 229 619 48.349"™
A 7tE csR * v EY — 23] 4lF] 007 069 6.247"
Z224 A8 - 24 LA 505 581 42.892""
A7t CSR — %3] FYA .080 249 21.601™
P — 24 FYA 024 017 1.757
AF — 24 FYA 058 097 6.964""
=% 717t - 27 YAl .000 008 701

|5 12 2 "p<os, “p<.01, " p<.001
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I RAIR|EHE| K| ALY 2 KA

HMEn, J2|n =3 2o Y= FAENE At

95% A1 ¥ 73t
AR Z= gy AH7gy P8 E7  (Percentile-based bootstrap)
ahar e
Az R — 24 AF - 24 FLA 630 271 359 336 384
F FE2EY T so00W, FEAEY FPA = EFstE 279

2 47 2gd ¥

(moderated mediation) &

=

=

e Tz WHNE AgHAT A T
2 3N 2 o] 2AE

4
N
Y
o
fr
2>,

o

PROCESS macro 71H& AFE-3}TH (Preacher &
Hayes, 2004; Preacher, Rucker, & Hayes, 2007).
o] 71 He A H AE(obel test) B
normal theory perspective®]] 7]59FgH BEnE ol g}
A1F] F7Hconfidence interval, CHE T F

FEAENY PR AHgte] 14

g
4% & Ik 59 o] AIWe 22

SRR

Z
7H B3} (conditional indirect effects)Bt &
2 249wy 235 72 F dde 4
AE AYa YT} (Preacher et al, 2007). H1F
413} 71" (mean-centering method) S A}-&-3}]
(Aiken & West, 1991) 24 ®Qle] M& T

=
o}, 4 9% Q9Ql(variance inflation factor, VIF)
3 F2Kcolerance) FXO] 2301, 435 SO T
}‘é(multlcolhnearlty) EA7F 955 Ve

2003).

32
£

Brace, & Kemp, & Snelgar,
S, HE F4s TEe FAaA

Aele] gl FFe FA @

mln

J

*o‘il}
= F¥te sYHS FIANE F dld
2 71H-E A5} THCohen & Cohen 2002).
PROCESS 7I'H<& Eal Uehd 2= v
I 2ok 4, 7 1, 2, 3 B AR EHATH
Hukshd A ZtE CsR->22 TUA ARG =
0968, SE = .0037, p < .001), CSR->Z%2] 21g]
ZAE((b = 2056, SE = 0057, p < .001), 18
3 Z2F AF >ZF FUA AZb = 5033,
SE = .0088, p < .001) BF BAALE {9
sk17] wZolth
tgsog 249 vl 335 FstAn
2 29E 5,000 e
3 dojz |z} A AlZ] F7kbias-corrected
confidence intervals) S B8] AUTKShrour &
Bolger, 2002). 4 Ay} A Z+E csre] x4
AEe] Gk wAe A wd E9el
24 Wlow 2Hgeiith. Azt CsrRit H

=

>

REAEAYS

B B4 4T A48 Fo| 24 zo] J
2 HAE Al BAHeR felaelr] o
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o]thb = .0034, SE = .0012, p < .01). °|&
l 7Hd s7F AAEHA S & Uk 9]

1} WEERN

Z22 A 9 X e K gee
A =4e Al FEE A 1 2F8AE of
g, F, 28l HFox] 1 FFAA )l
A RE Foeilh ukebd A2 csrel
Z2 AFd] nAe g9 v BYo] v
AR =2t &g 0907, A3 1074), HHE
1 HekAlE 7k 8k 0960, e (1109), 1

0989, “&3t 1168) EFollA A= 3 kel o

o
il
2
-
BN
oL
o
1>
(o]
R O
ofo X,
ofr r_‘_L
o —‘—3: au
Lae:
e
R

g

Z4%9 w7 &3¢} PROCESS 7]
(e}
=

Q,
-
N,
i
rir
M
2
N
i
L 4y
o2
o%
o

e o

o @7el BAe ed sdel THUS
& oes A7E ool 24 AF )
2 o 24 FUAR AZETE S AF
she Aotk 2en A2 csrel 24 A
go] 9P AL FgA vA BYge] &
4 93 3L WD dat 1 7A4
Q) A3 a0 FREkE AAbde Tt 2
o

A 1 Al %H, ,
aga 24 YA 5ol g dEaA 24
A A, AR og FAHoR {9
ARRAE BY ]
2]

CSR¥} =% FYA|(Ashforth & Mael, 1989;
Blader et al., 2007; Hogg & Terry, 2000), A7}
®  cSRF} 415 (Bhattacharya 2004;
Mueller et al, 2012), 18|31 A.Z2Z] SAA|
(Restubog et al., 2008; Rousseau, 1998) %ol Tl
o A8 AT A Tt EA), dF
FaE B3l d5d AW, A4" R —
2 FUA AROK ), AZE R > £
AN 2), 22 A2 FLA 74
2 3) Tol BAHLE fFoH. olE
E3] A7t csre] 23 FAAIE d=dtie
7 10 AAERes & F Aok 2y
212k csre] x4 AlgE SAZItE 7
29}, 24 AlF7E 22 FYAE AT
= 7H 3 9] AR AT =S A2 SR
ZA T FEFE PAlE A A =
AZ7E vj7) Wolo g gtk 7H 4
FEAomgk ARt dvkshd A7}

o

&  Sen,

N

2N

o, o

I P (S 1 [ R S o o
2
=
o
BN
N
ol
°
>
i
i
_0|L
rr
o
i
N
El

ZE CSRe] 24 Y S Y=
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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”
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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(OI). 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 : Perceived Corporate Social Responsibility, Mission Commitment, Organizational Trust, Organizational

Identification, Moderated Mediation Model, Structural Equation Modeling
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