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=

7199] Abe]A e 75 vk vhelR W R e b BE e
I Q= ol AR S Wl WEH, 7198 AP Brsoll daFe vIAlE vkt o]
HTAAEL] 245 TEEAIAHOL S (Freeman, 1984), 2|t 0|83t Q415 TEEA]|
7171 91t ' o2 714 2] AkE] A A d(Corporate Social Responsibility: CSR) €] ©]
Y} ALS] 7 gl et =07t ElsA o] folX|aL glem, Lozt Rl CSR
50 7|91}k APt ot 22]o] o]gisli= CSR &l tial olafdAA=elA]
o BA AFUA Ol T A7l thgt WA= oL Itk a4 - EAIE, 2017).
7198] AR2lA] Mgt CSR Eaoll et ofsftAAES] ¢14]0] 71 B7h 71l
o2t e ol kS vlFth= oA CSR Bl thet eAle}F AA9] ahilo] =obx|aL
TR CSR = E0] A8 Qi) 7S AHlEo] skl Q= CSR &
S ZRIOS 2HREE BT TRt of sl ARREolAl dEl7] fil thdRE AT
YAlolA ks Z8-5taL 9lon PR HOFE HIRERE o] Skt FEofol A= CSR &
ofl thgt A7 Al EHETP T7FS7Fskal itk Bortree, 2014).

QHH, 2219 T3t ofs AR} & oFIElA 24 tigt RS AYshe
ROz 22 Yol thet A= Tt A vehdths ol F5g art ol
(Edelman, 2016), PR A} ofdeke] A== X3 (Trust Barometer)©l| 2 35
& wjan]t]olE Foll AEE= Axof vis] 22 4 ¢E Sl Ale e HHE 4l
8, o= 22|9] CEO, 119] ¥4, T 3R} Alsdhe FEo| HIsiE =&
o2 Uehit, 53] 2219 A At AR 29, A T 971k S e A
QFo] 7-9- 24 W Z1 oW FRYHETE 4] o] s AEE AL uf 11
Z7F A UebEdl, ol sl 2412 3A121Q1 ARuAleld EsEot 24 414
HEo] Aeshs ARE Hoh SHA o2 QAsh| wizoletal & 4= It Hannegan,

l

rl

_\ﬂ

1 ATABE 21 ARUACIAY FARA 27 LA ST Fa4o]

%5543 Ik, PG £20] TAZ HWolof sh 70 ofSARE 22 T4
Fa40] AAEA) QR A7 WSRO, AT R AAEe 220 Sy 30 o
UHE QIAJSRe AJZjo] Z7bska qlom, o|Sate] 9520l ¥ gHol A At
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=k ofufEl, O oS ARtk A ] A I 2 7Y A Aol
Aake Rtk MoK HEFY ZROAE 1 Fa4o] BZET olrkBerger,
2008), £ 27 FHLS T, 50} 2L opne] ofaEASoA 24 heglel
o5 STk MO 24 TAeTle] $54 1 W4e] Faio] 7zt
(Men, 2014a).

o3t At AvES e uf, 220 HEYAomA YR U AFUA

ol Aol Tjg BANE 4] 2%] A9 TAleks 2 Bl 1 ojale FaA S T
AkeeHs Aol ol24 ojulg 2 4= itk Lok CsR ARUAel ] ek}
Aol et Thoret ol 24, A5 t=ojr} Sl & Aol AUl A=

o

A 24 TAYER] 2 22]0] CSR Tl That R NS 9lAle] 24 74
2-24) AN U 27 Ao dake st A GSR ARUAlAe
Qlold] 24 TS et FAS AL AN 5 g B Agths
AollA] Qo] elulE clghe), T1met ofje SR B50] £ AU ARUA LA

A&l mAlE A A)] Y= A Eo 2N 24 /9 BHolM CSR Z59] 9

H|x

=

I‘I—F

[o

=

0|5 gofdh 4= Qe Ao ® 7|t Er:, HEe] 7152 CSR 50 tiiE aH|AF
A og CSR ¥ aQl5o] Anfrie] g & 4R} Tk 7| ou] ], 7]} Bk
Y T Wl mAe FEE Hoshe ol 24E e Ade 9E(luo &
Bhattacharya, 2000), = A= 7|& A2 & 2Pdsto] CSRE| ofxbd4 ojul&
22 3 YE Fol AAIBILA Btk FollA o224 - AR AXRKE AlEE 4= 3

& Zlole,

2. 0|2X Hi G

1) =2 o] HARLUAI0[M siE (Employee Communication Behavior)
27 4800) AFUAI WB-E 27 748l0) 4 ARl tia] ofoleiolE A

= 5&4°]1l(proactive) A& ATFA QI (discretionary)
EA

Feoz, 229 715 FI7I= H $83 92 FKvan Dyne & LePine,

CSR &:30f oiet =2 S @2l 21Alo| 7HRUAH 0N @S 0|xl= B

0%
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1998). Egt 22of thet &3 o] AdA %l 4 93t oA 1g5 okp-== Tl
(Van Dyne & LePine, 1998), ¢+ Ail=o] wh=r 2] 449459 #ARFuAlelA 3
& A oA R ZAIE skl siEsh, A Ssi(collective learning)<r
olZo] Yo g Bk L oA} AA-L- 5=t Morrison, Wheeler-Smith, & Kamdar,
2011),

HAols 24 LY AFUAIA AeS 24 iAo r o
3 A¥E0] 23] Wi dLsolA He 55k e or witele 4
SO1KVan Dyne & LePine, 1998), Z|itoll= 2] 95 o] HAIAE thito = 9
& 55k WA 24 AR AFuAlelA BEell ZFAIA ARy A 019
g Y= sk ok AlAsE - AR - A, 2016; Kim & Rhee, 2011),

22| e AfrUAlelA ol daFe nlAl= 29 24 A3 7)Ql Ak
o] gglo g FRE 22| 2R A= 2% TS0 (workplace democracy), #
FUAIA FE(communication climate), 23] F5, 2] 22| Z-&4(self-man-
aged working group), 22| 219, Ax}4 344 5ol JtiMorrison et al., 2011;
Van Dyne & LePine, 1998). 713, 2% WI5=0] o0 & 22419] JUES
i3t AuUAelA S Hol=dl, 53] 71 ©ele] AfyA o= e TF Tl
O] Ay Alo] o] Eigt Ao A A YES] AU ARl dEo] FXE = A o=
UERGtH Morrison et al,, 2011),

u
it

1)

Els

Ale]
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o?&

30
o2 &

p

7N Zpdof| A= 2] A Yol 2] HAlof tigh oS Zhar QAL 22] 74t
o] Zo} EF7H organization-based self-esteem)S A5k U2 wf, 12|31 223}
AT A Sdskal 9 o SAA ) AFUAlA FEol Hhd(Liang,

Farh, & Farh, 2012), 22| F-910] 7ile] Fa2lE U= 2lo] bdsirtar QA g
5 240 digt F4AQ1 AwuAleld o] TAE= B3Fol tkliang et al,,
2012). ?HH 27| FA(self-control) T 22| 42| 7 ruyAlelAd & o= U
AL o] WA 2Rk, ol= A7) Aol RAU w2 22 49 ARy
Aol FEo] Esal, 27| SAlde] 1t el 24 A He] AvyAeld B
o] 745—5]17‘1 = A& Utk Tangirala & Ramanujam, 2008).

A AfryAold AEoll FHAQN e VA= Qo ms A &

2% 7
EfA 4% (burnout), 484 E2](psychological detachment), ©]2] 2]% 50| 3}
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THBurris, Detert, & Chiaburu, 2008; Ng & Feldman, 2012), 413 &5+ ZAx}o] w}
20 24 o] 275 BEsHAY o4 =Tt 3l wf ARy A ol o] &
E= Aom Yey=tl, SrlEAE 245 et Al a4 o2k 22] 4499 A
A P52 FAs= d FonRt GRS vIAA] o= W, AEE] Ee= AR
Aol 352 Adfish= Hl FaFe vIAl= A= YEPtHBurris et al,, 2008). =
22 398 AFuAleIA S S5k Holle 22 -d9ake] A4 ozt 3
9] th2 a¢lo] EalA| o7 ARg3hS AJARITH

PR SHAEE 24 M9 ARUAol 55 X5l alos =
H-22] IAJ(employee-organization relationships)oll FEghc}, 22|1f 22
A Atolofl FAE Al (trust), A& FA14d(control mutuality), TAl(commitment),
Aol et T (satisfaction) o] 7|HIeE 22] GHd -2 7Ho] 94l A= =
T SR AFUACIA BE, 53] 2= S22 5HAL A A[Sk= HIAAE
gtsh= AFYAOIA F5-S SXsk= alolgkal & 4= tiKang & Sung, 2017;
Kim & Rhee, 2011),

A3} o)(Kim & Rhee, 2011)+= ol 24 /449 AFuAlelA 52 42
Hgo 2 gHd(megaphoning), “JH(scouting), 274A T (microboundary span-
ning)& AR}, A2 02, eVdE Ao thet 574 AE Ee= FAAR1 AHEE AL
22 o2 Hd(forwarding) SEAY 3-18k=(sharing) E&olw, 22> 223} Tt
A g 3Fo] AL A oR =3 Hdshs dFo] 34 27 d(environmental
scanning) Zrgolefal & 4= it EF A S FAA] S AR S5-S
off-Ee MMdem, A& taEshs ARUAlCIA FAZ AFEA g-(non-des-
ignated) @HF 224 US| 225 EoRT of2] ofrEe] tisl] ApdA o= A4
¢l 2= ANk Bk Brse sl 220 freltt ARE estal Aufsh= B
O 7 FAEL, o5 W Ao £33 201 HHE Hufslal o
BA 22 Ao ARrUAlRIA A 5885 2=t ol & dAtE ARUA el
A FARA 24 G390 ArUAlRIA BEE FXI5ks 8805 BASte] 22] 14

210 ojujo} oJgre PRSI o] 24 - AR B AIskaA} Bk
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2) =x| M el- =% 24| (Organization-Employee Relationship)

PRO| ZAo] £2]9] &3 GAS 913 A5s FIAZIAY A& ARkt d 9%
olgh= ITHANA(Grunig, 1992), TAA
(relationships)-> PR ©]&3} ¢15to] Qlo] 34 7igolet & 4= Sk, e 24]-%
% A (organization-public relationships) 2] 7Fx]of| gt HA<(Ferguson, 1984)
O] AAA A A7) o] Feflof vlzar Aol thet ShE2] =2jef L7} ZId) ] o]
grom FA BA/SS PR dAtollA] 7H 2] A= 54| 7heH| sheloh 23]
-5 WARE A AL Felt 3 ofsiHARL AleloflA] AtiollAl P vl
A= AAA, AR, A4 Z3HA hd ) At 97 A5k AdEiEkar A o)E]
<Ul(Bruning & Ledingham, 1999), o|uj A2 1 Bl AHde] wghs vigto =
FAE= Aer weke= 719 S4do] TAS ABA=THGrunig & Huang,
2000). £4-5% A digt 27] =ojolM= 55 WAS Adsks a%lew
A=), B, B4}, 4l Fol AAE A (Bruning & Ledingham, 1999), 2] 34|

g2 AlE, S A, d4l, TS v E 3tK(Grunig & Huang,
2000), ¥ $%H(Huang, 2000)- °15 ¥57F At 28t S4lolH, 5 wofe] wizt
NA 3% IASE st Hslire IA(guanxi) @ 1A (renging) -2 HHRlo]
F7he]ofo qhtkar =45,

F|Tolles 249 AR 35024 24 4ol thet S8/ Q1A E A
55 WA Nde 22 F49-24 BA A8ste= Alert SiEal qlem
(Kang & Sung 2017; Kim & Rhee, 2011), 2] 74 H-22] A of] FJgFE v]X]
£ aQlo® Ak 7 HuAlold(Men, 2014b), AAA &= e d(Men, 2014b;
Men & Stacks, 2014), 2] G- ol thet 5-4gt of-$«(Kim, 2009), 2] -2 (Kim,
2009), 22 Q9] Egt & (Men, 2014a, b) 5] HAEITE E3F S-S540 =

2 - 24 AL 24 TAUe] 2Ao) thek A9 AES FAsks aglow

fto
=)
i
op
i
1o
r
)
ofl
o,
filo
o
e
PO

:
O
2
BN
N
S~

4 ARl 5(Tsui, Pearce, Porter, & Tripoli, 1997), &2] I Yang,
YAl I 2= J102 ekt

ol 247} 24 99l 7he] SEAel v} 24 Tele] ARYAeld
ol Nl FRES AmEA g, 2 oy o] g2 270] 21 149
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Sung, 2017; Kim & Rhee, 2011; 4143} ], 2016), 7L

AL o S 91719} Tise] 24 ol wPlsks g0l

O AFUAIOlA Bsoll FaFS vixlths A& & 4= AthKim & Rhee, 2011), ot
7F 352 24 YY) e Bl eftoll AEH AEE v ARUAlelA wiAE
Fofl A R wjsl Bt FHA o R Q1A= 3] Yt Hannegan, 2004).
wepa] £2)o] 24 LT} 95 A FAsH] 24 AU ARruAelA
AT 5= A2 a9HERQ1 22 (effective organization) & =% ol= 4] Al¢lo] €

4 UHGrunig, Grunig & Dozier, 2002),

o
ol U
i)
it
£
fu
2
N
H
N
N
1)
N
>
o
-0,
R
3
i
re
Y,
>
N
fr
S,
tlo
lo
=
)
e
=
o
@,
2

Ashforth, 1992). ol= 2] tieh ofi2ta vigro= FAdH dAldolA vi=, =
Aof| gt S Ahshe A o2 o= ek Ashforth & Mael, 1989)
.Jl

Van Riel, 2001), A& 5], &22]-%

7 et Ik AZERE 24 SAX] S30] Fom, 22 o] Azket 24
o] 9J3 WA (external prestige)©] 5 1 24 FUA|7} A3fEl= Ao Uehyt
EiSmids et al,, 2001). E3F 22e] ol AT ARl FErt 22 FUA

of X GRS wag A, =

[o R =1

=

.

0
1o
of,
ox,

2 57 QAR ZAloAE o B
o] 2] FUA|] B} 2 GeFS uH, 24 o] AThHOR e 2AoAE )

FAFUANE FE7E 23] FUAlel B2 FRe v THSmidts et al., 2001). ©]

CSR 20 that £ TA2I0| Q14J0] HRLIAHOIM BS0f 0]x1= B3
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= Z2]9] EAof mje} 2] FAUAlof u|x]= 8Rl0] ThE = 5= oJujsh, ¢]F
Jo] S5 A2 229 Juts 22| M oflA| HTFH o' U= RS F9,
QE Aol AtfH o R e 228 22| LA ute] A A4S {13t AFUA 0l
of Hr} FHEFo RN 22 FUAE Ask=s Ho] aFS AARITHFisher &
Wakefield, 1997), 22| G-/de] 22 FUA] Q4] 0] 5,5 24 EY%7}
FolA AL 22 A|Q Y Fo] SHX1E | A5 iyt gRAE Bk of el 27 A9
A7 9 o]7] o 5 ] 2219 AHbAQl A8 Ak 7]ofstE R 22| LA YE0]
AARQL st RS FAXBIEE Sl= A2 £ Q231K Ashforth, Harrison, &

Corley, 2008).

SHH 24 FAAE 24 LY ARUAlelA sl dFFe & o vk= A
oA 5 ot Qe L= tishlEelA A2 dishe] eVt T4 e
HEo 2 AE st YAl 225 thste] et 58 41Q1 AruAol s
< A= A o2 YEHTHEEY] - o], 2009), 3 57 7]l gt 42H] R}
A= i 7199 AlE vz AH|2o] tigt 34201 43S S0 84t ofy 2},
ol 71l ek F78 2191 AR = AZSHA WolksolA] ¢l sk 71AIE 2H88h =
SHH(Bhattacharya & Sen, 2003), WehA] 2] FUA= tfsh-g4Y, 7 1‘§-iﬁl7\} 7t
Al A Rt op e} 24] Sg -2 2] BAIA Y] ARFUAIOIA BFolle FFE 1]
| = Qlefar 228 = Qlek

(o]

oft

h

i)

-

4) CSR = 0i| L3t 1Alat 3t

719e] AbelA ARU(CSR) otk == 714 o] Abe)A ool vt ¢14] wstel ¢
ol om(Bowen, 1953), o1F- 2215 SERY ofsiAR: AelS ffet Sgolet
AL 5% skel e (ohnson, 1971), Ftelie 22]o] M= Y Eeo] gt

© 2 91X 51 Qltk(Porter & Kramer, 2006).

UHEA © 2 CSR E-5-2] 732 1 &30 et AAA, e, S84, A3 2
Jo g FEEH(Carroll, 1979), &&2] 473 thidol wet AFUE A, tdd A
d, 23] Y XY, B A, dlle] 9 A, Al AYeE FFe| = gt
(Sen & Bhattacharya, 2001), E3F o|alAIA} tiidol| wheh W5 o] st AIAE ¢t

ol

22 n=EsE MR0E 15

r



ARR1A] Q] Hpat o o|S|TARES 915 ALRlA AY] Fmor 2Rl = skt
(Kim, Lee, Lee, & Kim, 2010), U5 o]3fAX
THUEY EX 9 IS A o2 A gl THAPE A A, AT 2 A s T
2O ARy, 22 3L b ghR A9 P Al 019 B, A A T 5
32T Sen & Bhattacharya, 2001). BHH, Q)5 oJal 8 ARLE $1gh L~ 4H|=k:
A1 AFE] NGO 52 gio2 thefet A4 52 2Ju]gcH Brammer, Millington,
Rayton, 2007).

CSR 259 a8 theh A= thAl= 2xH|=}F oAl Z3gE ko] 3lom
Tho] 49171 CSR &go] axH|A} Q1AL B e 3 5o]l M= aks A ESIT) o]
= Yol = CSR &5 ABRFEA| 578 41Q1 Y3k v, 7H 719 -4
H|2} FUA](Lichtenstein, Drumwright, & Braig, 2004), 719 B384 - 4
<3, 2009), 2HAF ¥=5(Luo & Bhattacharya, 2006), 719 o] A|(7-8& - A
olzul, 2011) Foll 3 8AY FF= vIA= A= Uehth, 2489k olu2} CSR &
2 5% (Du, Bhattacharya, & Sen, 2007, 7-1 ]%=(Du et al., 2007), CSR €+

of| gt ] (Lichtenstein et al., 2004) 5] 4HA}F Psole T2 FF& Dlxl
= Ao gy iy,

g 2FE(Waddock, 2004)2 7]10] AA|R d¥5h= CSR a3t -EEh= A2
% CSR(perceived corporate social responsibility)’ ©]gt 7S AAIG=d], o=
T8 S5t o5 2] e Isl 22]o] sk Aeke] Aol thalf 2] Sl
A2}l Q= A= ouljit), A3 Aoto] wh= CSR 59| AA| o3 of el 7l
2 24 FAUSA A2 CSR g & 4] Q9] gy 22 of Tl Hi= 9
5ol P v|x= AL 2 YELHansen, Dunford, Boss, Boss, & Angermeier,
2011), AA 71949] CSR & <=3t B0 ofof] thgt =4] H4d912] A 21 CSR &5
A=E voler vt oS24 Qlrh ol TR 71%do] ofaiet CSR E-well tisf @
Fe}EEe] Wi S tf e 2= ARryAolAdo] o] Fof Aok gk AlARRI,

o9} tlEo] £2|9] mEA] - {E|F 7ER] 37t 24| G AET 5 24 71
AFs] 18 ¥HA(social exchange relationships) 2] 2-E- 6}%&]7]1, ZZ o] A3} gl
A A9 845(Organizational Citizenship Behavior)2 SXIeH = FoflA(Moorman,

1991) CSR E&3} 24| -2 A S #AE 22 5= 3=t 53] A2

i
)
c{z;
ol
ol
fr
ﬂvl {
of
A
N
u
N
)

mlo

CSR 230 oiet 22 S @2l 214lo| 7R 0N @S0 0|xl= S&t
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CSR Z&o] TAVS 78 8AU AlF, A% SA, Al S0l vixle dd= Hdae

N
0
1o
H1

In

| 4 --824
FA7l= Tl 715k, S0 mE 22 AN 3E 2
= 7oz Yelk=d|(Hansen et al,, 2011), ©]+=CSR &5°] 7|
2HAPZE ARt 710l it AR 2 3 A7l 719 &EP% A3 Ao 4
Feke YR|gHH Castaldo, Perrini, Misani, & Tencati, 2009). A% $A1/d<] 749
9, 7hdate]) obdd|el, 2e]al EE|d A (Rupp, Ganapathi, Aguilera, & Williams,

2006)9] A5 F3 L WA 32 7Hs|, o] 5o whul Mo] THS AEH0

2 M Hidte o g 352 Hok ek 2219 vjE e A5 = 3,
ol I Sl A= ol FAE 7hssithE 14 sl " mEbA A 9l

= CSR EE> 35 575 tishalal sk 229 ke Qnfeitial & 4= 912
o, og vgko B 24 FHYAL 2Zo] Y FHS o tolw THTS 9A) oS
A2, X721 CSR st 24 dl4lo] Ao QoA
- o 2 91 olele CSR S 2ol ch Bl {9 FT
2= Ao 2 YePgtHofman & Newman, 2014; Turker, 2009). E#(Turker,
2009)= 4] gl CSR &so] Fasital X35 7|99 CSR &F =3
ZAof ozt A4l Aot vjERital =Rk B 2k w(Hofman &
S} 71| 7F 22 Ao A A]

0] Ajgpo] & 24

P
filo
)
R
ok
¥
pass
_n
rE

Z,
g
B
o
5
[V}
(@)
5
2
f*
0=
N
N
-1
ox.
(o
©
it
QL
rir
Hn

RS S ) o O
PARE 2 3= CSR &gl Hidh A12h 0] 2 o 2of digh dAlo] &
St

224 S0l 22]o] FAtshe ARl e
(social cause)©]| EH’C'?H e Qe ol 23] FAAZE St =, ol s Aot
22| FAALES] 220 digh fiikS FAsHe b 7]ofsiths AP AAIE St
A= 50 CSR & 0l =2 7199 A5 FAA-719 1FFLAI7E B E 0 s

o rhH o vheleke s 71 Qel s sk o)wrh b SO ekt
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tHMontgomery & Ramus, 2011), CSR &2 7| P43} AB[ALe] FUA % 4—11/&]7]
=4, 7199] CSR EFell gt A2 <o) = 2HALRS a7 ol it 5
A7F s 222 et Hong, Yang, & Rim, 2010). 3 CSR 252 +3
of| wet T YA o] th=A FA =T, AHd A (philanthropic) 2] &-g-0] AH]A}
-719 LA FAoll 7HE 2 dFES vIA AL, o]ofA AEAA(sponsorship), THe
THAR(CRM: Cause-Related Marketing) @] =08 FEF vX|= A o= Yepsith
(Lii & Lee, 2012),

22 FHd LA A7 CSR gt 22 YA BAE A3t Sepkaet o
E(Glavas & Godwin, 2013)- 424 £2]0] o|35k= CSR &5l
OJuAE Qe o= S W 22 FAATE Al 3o 4
719 %] CSR &5l thel 52181 oju|x|= AA| i 7] o] 4] L] A2t =
THE AR S thskaL QUA] Stk AMES HEA| H S wf o)Al gk o
TRl Halth, &, 24 M4 dollAl A12HE CSR 5= &8l B/ 24 59A= 24
o] AA| CSR & <=t ]ZQ CSR &5 <= Alolof| Q1A Fx3b7h st ete
olx| 2] okom 05| & AElE FAIsk Stk Aotk

2O = CSR &5 3519 th3h4] Aol A(dialogic communication)<
SX8k= d) 71o3kt) CSR &% %7} 7] 9& 913t A(firm-serving motivation)©|
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o 2z}
719 9 H719le] BABHE RS
ENS NEEEES S ELk
T=

24} = 715 30090 o1
2016). 22Ql A2
A, AT A4, A}, A 224 55

2 A= A
dPgoR sipchE4719%
o, B ToA HEE ol o= A4,
o 23y o] AAE AL, Aeleletal SHRh i 5 A F=AF 4= 30091
o o]l k= SRl gl Aol Zold o= Q== .
2) 53 3=
Z2] YAl A1ZHE CSR2 El#A(Turker, 2009)7F AJAISE CSR 34 5 F A3
H1 SEHA2Z
LHE gz | HIg L8 e | HIE
=24 196 63% M= 106 341%
ESE: sl 25 8.0%
oy 116 37% .
EATNY 18 5.8%
20~ 29| 66 | 21.0% o
249 13 4.2%
o3 30~ 394 7| 2A8% | oz | e/ SAEY 8 | 26%
40~ 49M| 9 | 289% ST S S A | 40 12.9%
S 23 23 7 4%
50~ 594 78 | 25.1% S8 =88 0
T2/ B MHAY 55 | 17.7%
300~5009! ojgt 66 | 212%
7|E 23 7.4%
500~7002! ozt 41 13.2% o7 Jjet o8 9.0%
|
i’; 700~1000Q10/2t | 31 | 10.0% &/ MulA 95 | 305%
M| |0f 47 | 151%
1000~150091 Ojgk | 33 | 106% | =iz
A x| 92 | 296%
1500~20009!1 0|2t | 19 6.1% -
MAT IS 29 9.3%
2000Q! o4t 121 38.9% 7|E} 20 6.4%
x| Aflo| olalo] FHFLIA0IM S0 O|Xl= FE
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<} B](FE)AHE] ol ARS8 CSR(CSR to social and non-social stakeholders)
P o83k HAY 4 2 dHHAQI CSR S et g 27 e
o dEs A3gsty] fisfl 7t 2kol7] miof & ko]l Agshral st
gon =9 S o835t A ATLS Tl AL eI 4= rHDe Roeck
et al,, 2014; Hofman & Newman, 2014), 23] 49-22] #Al= 1543} 59
(Grunig & Huang, 2000)°] AARE 412, A2 FAI4, A4l WS Fo S48
o}, 24 FdY-24 FYARE mhd} ofAlEZ2(Mael & Ashforth, 1992)7F 7H%t
oAl FEE ol 8F e, 24 U ARuACIA BE e A ol(Kim & Rhee,
2011)7F AR 384 et A a2 o 83tk e 321 = vl a3
o, 5 = v 2o E 9E 5H HAELikert) AEE o]-8ste] S,

%, T A, 27 TFRE BA MER FYslel B W] 9L wek Hiust

27 YRS 7F A GBS B o) AReeh A S AEsion], 1 dn
2} wipEe] aReksh A47t 757914 040 Lhebtth(E 2) ), A% 978

> &
0] o] oA R] QF2 A= 0] A9 AEHs) gho] 72 AR vl A=A
HE| ekl et 7%8?4% & gt Nunnally, 1978). gk 7id A==
(construct reliability) & A% l’}, = A3 A E=710,.8S 208, ZF 24 7N
Yo the] o] melo] o)s) A A cHBagozzi & Yi, 1988). Bt &

O om J

Jo 2
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Toaama =
A EE ]—.{AVE)t kR0 2 Ea vl 7122]0] 0 55 21)5}0] 7} 24 gL o)
B ®H] gigh i3S Kol Ao HWYE It Hair, Ringle, & Sarstedt,
2011).,
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_ . 2AHH|I8 |'=X SIS Cronbach’s
25t g_od Jg!x i k=r43
PCSR1 0.753
PCSR2 0.772
X|ZHEI CSR &3
PCSR3 0.749 3.684 11,724 11.724 0.757
(Perceived CSR) : ) : ) :
PCSR4 0.680
PCSR5 0.709
EOR1 0.646
EOR2 0.776
EORS 0.644
EOR4 0.767
ZE| PR Z|
AN EOR5 0.775
) 6.560 21,161 32.885 0.949
(Employee-Organi |  EORg 0.766
zation Relationships)
EOR7 0.776
EOR8 0.815
EOR9 0.650
EOR10 0.733
O 0.624
0Ol2 0.628
2 ST oI3 0747
(Organizational 3.919 12,643 45528 0.884
Identification) Ol4 0.691
Ol5 0.748
Ol 0.790
M1 0614
M2 0.607
M3 0.641
sy s
: M4 0.786 4,063 13,108 58,636 0.875
(Megaphoning)
M5 0.701
M6 0.649
M7 0.676
St 0.525
HH S
- S2 0.734 2444 7.882 66.518 0.757
(Scouting)
S3 0.745
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Abstract

The Influence of Employees’ Perceived
Corporate Social Responsibility on their
Communication Behaviors

Jeong, Hea-Seung*
Doctoral Student, Dept. of Ad & PR, Chung-Ang University

Sung, Minjung**
Ph.D., Professor, Dept. of Ad & PR, Chung-Ang University

The current study examines how employees’ perceived CSR activities influence
employee-organizations relationships, organizational identification, and employees’
communication behaviors. A survey of 311 employees working for medium and
large-sized companies was conducted. The findings of the study indicates that
employee’s perceived CSR had a positive effect on building employee-organization
relationships and organizational identification. In addition, employee-organization
relationships had positive influence on employee’s communication behaviors such as
megaphoning and scouting. Perceived CSR also influenced promoting employee’s
communication behaviors. The findings imply that CSR activities can contribute to the
strategic management of organization-public relationships, and consequently
management effectiveness.
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organization identification ¢ employee communication behavior ¢ micro boundary
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