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B uy dFEcks eld-Fa YA 2 2y A% 333 4 AxsA 23S 253 ke A7 9
ot & AP o FA0A sl A Eld-gly-Fate AR oy #EE el 2AFEAE A
dishe 2ole] it g9o) #lS Fu ATE AAA.
2d9] 2GRS e Eude]l BiEE g I FEA 982 T i A3 AuE A
Ak, 53], a9 alel eldd) i Re3de e ASE dolmalm E91E AAA luldd 23 o
< ujA)A) so], Ao RalEe] KEAS e AHE 2T Aolt). o]F FH] HsiH E AF: AlEw
o] E(social exchange theory), &4 W& (norm of reciprocity) 22la 94 FA8E(displaced aggression)
o|2& =Sldl, SRl A3l 2lde 2oid] gy 2889y} rie] Fajo) diF 2ag 3 AWy L A
AN 5859 R3] 2igals] 9 LMXe) $33Q 988 olAA s M-S A
€ Q79 ARE T HF(PAHEE} 2314)E2%H +3sUen ¥4 Ao ogd 2o A gy 2y 24
Pl givle] Hal 2ayed Ao J3E FUn AYAHe Yol Fo| 43S vz} o], zrlel Ha} wL9
£ #3le] 2joj4ls] 9@ LMXs} #o] @A S, oo wEAg4e Fe9 gz @ LMXel 39 S 27 Y
o] oA ETE AR ssich £§, 239 2icle] Bn 2Ed9s} Fate] 2ujilg] i) 23 A A3} Jehdd
wHAde d7AEY 7HE BF AAshe Ao, vy A, Ao §8h 2849 (abusive supervision), 121
AlZ|Eolof] T} o] &4 9 ARA AAHE AFc) oo iF =09} AT A P vje) dAFEES AAEHET)

FAle1: AP AL, At maae) A A4, HtAH, 2rals], LMX
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@ vldo] AZ|=ln 9K Gronn, 1999). £ 4
€ o3¢ &4 A4 73, 2 T TAo]
FE594d il 9389 HAstna s

.M E

¢ Yoy 47sL Jg-F8 YA A=
3 24 232 o diel dFE vlHE
Z27 9 87 84§ aske EAEE o1 Y
(House & Aditya, 1997). o}&¥, 2d4 &3}
o 2t 7§l 4&E AUAA Fzee g

Z29] 9A4 4L 22T o), BHAo2 4
HE A oz Wizie 49 £F9 g4
ol E71e 39 +E9 ed4s} aFe 997
o 9%E FA YohGriffin & Mathieu, 1997).
olg} 2 WM, HoF - nFE(2008)2 ¢

=ZHTY: 2009, 4 AxetEed: 2008, 7
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4o4 188

Hid 84S Bt dA3ez A9 faxe
A9 -giu-Rate ARzt BAeA 3}
29 2lde 932 mesieiol dotm FAsy
o A9 Fde gde FAE e 23S
#3517 (Levinson, 1965), 33} grje A2
a2 2A4 4¥E s4A dch(Likert, 1967). A3
9 Bde 23 dalsid 239 249 2 o4t
o, 2 A, AR AT, 9F ¥ 59 9%
< Y9 =3, A3 Al s 4%
g2 FaA AlEA FAE BAstA A3 A
A BAME FoYd F&E v, o E 9,
AdE Bol ¥3stn AFAYY =T 22 7
+ ddie dS agxoz I3E 4 UL Ao
. wHel, 39 gdst ALS &4 @AY g
e AHE EFA gedd ddie] Agz
PR E7] YE Ao}, o] WAL ¥|Fo] £ o,
49 gzt Bdy Erdd 9% vAde
AL A o3 £ A RAold, wy & A+
t Z%4Q d4 E3E daME A9 e
o] q¥o] Fo%S 4FS 53 welaz o
@9, o4 8 g dTFES 239 A
ol 7lejshs 3FAY Adie FHE Astn
I Z3E stz A (Yukl, 2006). 34
o olgjg F8 EFHE @, HZ 2H oY
< Asfshe F4A 2ol g B4lo] 5o
Ui gick. o}& i, ¥3h g9 (petty tyranny)
(Ashforth, 1994, 1997), %3] 43|y HAS
dh] 2 3&shs 9 (supervisor undermining)
(Duffy, Ganster. & Pagon, 2002), #&Fd
(workplace bullying)(Hoel, Rayner, & Cooper,

1999). Z&3 9 (abusive behavior)(Tepper,
2000) 55 B o] FoME FAle 2439
7b ol2j g ggF AHEES olf2E JEAA g
tie] ¥H4H4 29 (counterproductive behavior)
2 o= Ak (Tepper, 2007).

2ol ZAte]l Ratol] g =289 (o8 A
Al =839)e] Hzt Azl ue} AHEA
olFE FA%L o|F A} M AFHeR
B WA oA o, aFAUL FEH H2
= P EY H3o ol28 Aty 2L
?1(abusive supervision)®] 3} ZAE ¥

€ G7EY ol T} AETt o]FejAm
A (Tepper, 2007). A7t ZAte] 283
A8 A7 2 A FAHe| At AA, AL
o m88)gle] MPale] g A7} vAsche
Holth, & AFME A4 F48F(displaced
aggression)°| &% Estd, A39 AL 2g
of g 2E4PHE elrje] Fsjo djF 2839
o dggQoR wsigitt. 4, A3 AToA
€ dd-F8 FARA O 24E dFU7] qE
2E&3 I Fote] FEATS 2839 A2
A 9F e AHold, 94 FRido] ofd g
7} Ale] ZAIRRE B28E FatE o9 €
AQZF? 2R RE&E 33 AE FJLES
B3R 4L N9A USld o AAE, A
Ao ZAERE 2L&g 33 sy ¥
AL 2o AR ohet 259 ¥3, 18l
aF AAY fEAL Adfske ZHE Yt
mEtd £ drdAe 234 2lde 2de] oig
22897} 2l ol nAe FPHA 4%

1) E¥£ 483 3] daM g3t o] Bol& TRAYC. & A7 A 2ol-Eu-y3te BAM SolTELR YR 71EL
2 sigck gebd A9 eld(3ADe 2de (A& uists) Fatolal 24 Azt B Elie ¥3tel ALEALE ofvld
o YuEoz g4 4Ee sdske Aol e A 929 Y £ ke 4018 L83 A3
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xabel 2lcie) 2ol cist 2R4elel Hataakirickle-down effect) - 2ICiAE oivlate] £t 2icidlel % LMXo| ojil= S -

FaEtnal duh. FAHoR A Elee el
&Y e 234 9 (Fatd] g 2
P)e 771 34A P (EYAGA) e
#aA Rl

AgAeg4e 349 o4l /¥ A
¥ (Bass. 1985: Burns, 1978) °lg|z g4 ¢4
7o FAAQ A e dEHQ 2y Fejol
THNorthouse, 2004). Lowe & Gardner(2001)
€ 44l ¥olel #8 A9 The Leadership
Quarterlyd] AAE =52 34%7} WA HAY
#A =89S gdsg. AgAgies F5
& 93 5L AgAenqe] ¥ateE 71l ol
e xstA wEo F7HHd 43E e
Fo|tt(Bass, 1985: Kane & Tremble, 2000:
Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Moorman, & Fetter.
1990: Rowold & Heinitz, 2007: Waldman,
Bass, & Yammarino, 1990). 7|23 A4z %
E& ozt vi=Al gAsidol & o] F9 b,
F7HAQ Aaks 957t obd 2l AfAl el
g2 7] dgel AFHAHYL AP0 &
gd4 fdez 2 4 9l

A A e AFH 54o] a7 fie 4
ool JdgE 4/ wE oot siA|w WYy
24 A3e9S ol ¥ BEg
d%¥ A7E(Bass, 1985: Lord & Hall, 1992:
Pawar & Eastman, 1997)clA #W&2z|t4le
dgalo 22 43agn 2re E4& A4
3 QAT o) F UFdle AFATE BA 9t}
2ltie] 2FgL-(Popper, Mayseless, & Castelnovo,
2000), %8 #% (emotional intelligence) (Barling.
Slater, & Kelloway, 2000), &<5% %384
(learning goal orientation)(Sosik. Godshalk,
& Yammarino, 2004), W4 §A$l(internal locus

ZYEoIT 138 Hax 20094 8%

of control) (Howell & Avolio, 1993) %<
o SA dgAdye] s Fe FbYL
AR Y Aoz Jeygn, dwtdoz wyF
2 Flel 2ok Elddl S AAstn Fse 488
oz x2o] AojF7|, Fx9 £3} £E, Vg,
HAE5Y Fol ZEH 1 k(Bass, 1985: Shamir
& Howell, 1999). 2FAT o2 4F8AE
& A28 Edees g, 2do A F3z
o] ¢l H]9H (impersonal)°lx AHHolzh=
A7} e} ole] wH, 2He] de GtF =
AollA AU d¥S 5l i A3 4
& Z2AsHA ot gty & A7 ¥YAd
Aol d¥8eg g JAE nsgn 74
Aoz A4 AAte] Ra&gYe) 2HL Ut
2 A7 B3 og3 2o 34, 2439 2
e 2&397} elrie ¥EHHY % 29
F3t B8 A I HE5H il
oAlE RS9l AAte] 9dFE AEE Zold. &
A, A4 FAYPF BHAA AL A g
RE3YQ 7} JAte] R&3Pe] HYPRL &9l
& Zlojch, AR, 249 dAlY 2d 24397}
goje] Faf &9 % M¥HH4YE vz
st F3ke] 2t4lE] 3 LMXel vlXe 9%E
Qg Zold, ol& FélA e 4EE 35}
€ Aldd did 289e 2y Rt ohyzt
3§ AAld 534 92 nAA 2 Aojge 4
€ Azstax g FeEd, & A7 2y
A9 A8t &} (trickle-down effect)s} 2ti4] &
TolA 3 F3t e %A Y ere 9
g2 45T 5o AYsian gt o8 98, B
AFelM e AT L FAe] e ¥
o 2ej4lE] 9 2jo-58 aBA(LMX: leader-
member exchange)® A(Dienesch & Liden,
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1986) & FEWFE =8

II. Ol2% HiZd & JHd

2.1 WAl 22y

o[A74A 24 At 23 <] Al 7ddts
gtjel el AFH AR AT 27t
B 220 FEF PFUE ke AL oEE,
2t PF9 oFE UL o 1 94U Y
3ln AU TS AdAske A= £ 43
E ¥oled ¢ F8F 8FARoIT} o9 ot
g, 2o 3o g VAdHoln Bl
As(d: g, 43F, BA F9, 349,
AFY, =%, JAY ¢=7], 97 T &
g A7Eo] 29 oj23 F7lsln 3. 2He
AR geld gl 2 < RopdE AFE
o] o] FojAHAN fo|= tjYsiAl ALEso] FA|t
29 ol2y Ao R&FYY Aoz FiH
£ FH °ltH(Tepper, 2007).

At m239e] Fe "HAAA AA HE
< 53 RAYAE A, ¥t Adse At
o] A&£AQ oy EL udoly 28FPHY'E <
v cH(Tepper, 2000: 178). gAle] 2239 <]
d2E Rl g AEAY TA AHE, gE A
e dA =Fshe P9, Flojd FuE Fe
9, FAAY Fol Atk FedM s vt
g o|, AAe 2EH9 e AdA S4L U2
ZcH(Tepper, 2000, 2007). A, Ate] =4
P AlaRey 24 3§ R FuE @
golt}, BEEL JARYE FUTF 24U 3§
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g2 1FL

AE ToT A9 SAold A wetq B
L322 AAAY = 2Ly} ofd Aoz
BAE 7 v, &4, BAte 2EYse dAF
A Ro] opd AEAQ Aoz FA-Ee] #A I}
BYAY g7t Al 35E ANE 4 F44
€ 540 . AA, Ao 2439 E 9xF
Ql BojA g B3l A HE 8|7 AT AL o}
U &, ZAle #ste] a4E oo W7l 4
M e A48 g PiA] =8 A8 S 9
FAoz F3E R4F

Aol B&YY e 2AREA0 U +E4 9
Fut o F7tHoRE J7E A8 v goR
Q14]slo](Tepper, Duffy, Henle, & Lambert,
2006) i< ATES B9 ALFH A
o $3< 5o d77} o|FoAc}. A 24
e Fied AU 4 222948 AN
Ae]lA 2Ef2E fUstal(Tepper. 2000), ¥
e AFAQA FFU ZAANNYPEFES HEAF
HAryee, Chen, Sun, & Debrah, 2007: Tepper,
2000: Zellars, Tepper, & Duffy, 2002). =&,
A 2 N PAE L83 (Detert, Trevino,
Burris, & Andiappan, 2007: Mitchell & Ambrose,
2007: Tepper, Duffy, & Shaw, 2001: Tepper,
Henle, Lambert, Giacalone, & Duffy, 2008),
2333 E F4AA71% (Aryee et al., 2007:
Tepper, 2000), ZPEA o]2g F7HAY. A
o] R&Y9e ZAREA ) T FHAHY P
g ohz A9 $4e M-AF 2FE 2ed
o 7HdE 33 9%S FUA4(Hoobler &
Brass, 2006: Tepper, 2000).

Aol masggle] Add dsiMe GFTF AT
7} o]FojA ubAd] Mgl WF AFE FF
g Hol}. Aryee et al.(2007)& F39 FAIF

AT 5382 M4% 20094 88



Aargl 2lcie) 2lciol cigt 22%9)e] Hat&Htrickle-down effect) - 2ICIHS oi7isle] Fai2l 2lciAlzl 9 LMXo| ojils g -

A} FU9E Yo § Ao FAle A3%
£ 2334 U4 2 AFHY 542 249
fs} el #™o] YUFS FUBKL, Tepper et
al.(2006)& m= FUsTe ddez AAE
AFelM ozt A FREES ¥A AGEs
2 B3 g 283 Y& EUde IS 4
Z3t%cth. =%, Hoobler & Brass(2006)& 2
At zAezRE AaF A% A4% q
Rato] s =LA ANE Wo| I¥de HL
=

Ak R&Y9E FEHo2Y FHHCE &
d52] g P9o)7] W] §F & 8309 o3
Ak dAE7E 44 ot mebx Ate 243
o] daagle] I tiFie ATFEAM A
E4n 384 899 3344 ENE odFa 9l
th(Aryee et al., 2007: Tepper et al., 2006:
Ashforth, 1997). %3, Aryee et al.(2007)9
Aol A AAFAH 4L EAEE |
A52E 334 AP FFE vIAA e
Aoz UBRed, ok Mt uE 4aie ¢
334 ¢ AZsigida A4 F24 2898 ¢
A G5S 9o, og o], JAl] 24
P dws] 23P4S AFsign siA e
the #4o] oMEZ REYYE /EE + de
28 A&(action)o] A3 ojop g} meiy
€ dtdMe 293 AP Foled =sd
29 2Are edel dig AHA ZEPHE ¢
t9] Fato] g Z8&P9o] Heagies meist
.

2.2 A9 A9l 2lciof| CHEt 22| HE

& d7€ Yd9 FRYL 2 ue 4

ZHEAT H3sA H4L 20094 84

o] oid $iAlFze] Ao 92T el A}
7 F2% 4ES FUES welna sy ol
fal, 2 AoMe s e &4 g%
guie 234 P9(F3 2429 E Lol ®
& evle 344 FAEFEHDAE HA4E
Adel ®E s A P

2.2.1 gri9 F3t &Y v|A & 9%

‘FRAA wn FAdAM 3 et Yol
A o] &l A ZAtY ] diF 2&
947t 2ol Fajo] diFd ZE&YY2 Yepde
A4E 2 #¥stan o, FA-F4 (frustration-
aggression) ¢|(Dollard, Doob, Miller, Mowrer,
& Sears, 1939: Fox & Spector, 1999)¢l| w}
29 H4Z AL A AAE FHAZ gl
gl FARAE ok AT AHL YT
d Wi AHAA FH0| ARHe o] A
24 99 AFAHprovoking agent)7} A2l 8l
< o, H4 f2eQlo] FFAY AL A-(o:
FoE 89, BT A4F ). 28 FH 949
AFAE T4 128 BEoy AYo] £
He 25 8 94 AFA 44D T 2
FolMde A FFol AFEG(Miller, 1941).
o} o] HAH Fae] g AHAHA FHo
el A% 9 AZHIAY F0] 7ted A
oz MA@t 34 PFL s dd. 29 39
A 3AYT o] LA Aold. 444 T4
PF2 ANE HAA g3l A HHHA B
B2 oA BES 28 H¥e] 7] o 2o &}Ast
3 g YA AdE B2 FHL e AL 9
] gk (Marcus-Newhall, Pedersen, Carlson,
& Miller, 2000). AlejviY2 % AsA #F&
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£ o=zt AAe ZolAe] wjE Aojau A
EEol ke ¥l AAY FAYF AYAQ
Bgolnt. 23 AgJM® ol @ AN THY
& @l A4F=H1 e, Aryee et al.(2007)
o AN FApt A3AE BEFAALE B4 A
BETE Fatd digh Ao 2Eg97t 52 A
o2 Jepdtd ®=%, Hoobler & Brass(2006)
o d7dlA BAte AEA A% Az K
of g 2EY92 Yehda RE&S T3 FIE
2 O A9 71Ed dig £E0lE e AR
b =g

A4-34 olgd A9H THYFo|EL uEL
2 g9 BAe] 2&9igt 2lde] Rt dig
a9 #AE A o5 2o A
AAEEEH 2EE 93 e e Ha F
A A AFAA G Al dal FABFS
staat & Aol AT 29 AAtelA AHA
o2 5L & & fd. A9 e Ede
Y& {58 7 U AHRTE 72 8l g
C7h ZpdelAl BES & A$ ArHEe] Eoloe
Fo2M AREo] 7Hgetr] WEeld, weby e
o] FEol= Al FAE el A z4ldA
F o F3ted dF 244 FAYFLE Ye
A € oo, metA g 22 M 1e
& & o

7Hd 10 289l At e did 2834e
grie] Fajo] i@ 24P H(+)
o #AF 7Hd Aoln.

2.2.2 9] YA A 9%

gdoe ¥t FF FEE A= =9

1032

o4 152

< 712 =% oA 2T (Yukl, 2006).
222 72t 259 S EFE Fojdlo o]
9 242 L78AY FAAHQ e e
s daii e FH8A gz g F, 9
HAE oJ9A B3sterte daid e elue Af
Aol 2712 e} E3F, FLE =2 1A g
FEAGE O 78 W] geld Aozt dAFH
T%H(House & Aditya, 1997). dl& S|, iz}
FatEdd vAE AN A d3H A9
AHEE wiet 234 42 o 2ed A4l zjo)zt
A Aelct. 27} ReES vieiste g 3
oML BY4 I 8 7= 9z 28X ¢ +
T Sl ols} 2o, Ed4le] Fe P e
Zejo] w2} Ajo)7t glon) el ojA|o] uwjE}A
W7ol 7Fsd AFH §4E 72 Yo

At o] &(Blau, 1964) % ¥434 384 ¢
# (Gouldner, 1960)¢] #4d] @2, Al B
47 P ol] el F3te] AE7(self-esteem),
S A% (sense of control), 2] A}ZE]F o|u]A|
Ql AWe] &Gk F3o] WA= (Lo -
AHA - FE, 2008: Tepper, 2000) °le 4
Aol tf Fale] BEo 2 JehdA . & F
AAQ AH addAst YAHE Aold, A
T Sate AelA AFAA BEE & 5 g
o Fof] FAA o]<le] B & e A7 AFH
PFS TYSLEA AAollA BES dejn & A
o}, 4% AFEAN AR RE B&E ¥
87F ZHde) AR PFU ZIYANAFE Fole
q4E € 4 UHAryee et al., 2007: Zellars
et al., 2002).

g a9 wtd o]&g AL, A9 44l
2RE 242 39 gde A oY £9)7]
AsiA Aalel AF b9 dell WA ZAFE

2SI HagA M4Z 20094 88



AALY 2/ciel 2iciol chE 22W9e| HatE D (trickle-down effect) - 2ICIAE oirHsted Fate] lojalz] U LMXd| ofxls 9% -

Ao 334 Yy P& FolEa & Aoy
s, FAeREH R8s FE ddAdE F
d¥ SxE gA4sldol ste FEE 7R W
o Fol] 7125 £ g Al EH st of
gk AgHM4 e Y¥IES VY oo
galA wEo] F/449 AHE Y AR 4o
Z gltH(Bass. 1985: Kane & Tremble, 2000:
Podsakoff et al., 1990: Rowold & Heinitz,
2007: Waldman, Bass, & Yammarino, 1990).
upetA zpalel Al RE 242 2 gde F
7H4% AEE 7 ee BEAYYYS $43e
2 Foj2n & Ao},

§H, Ao GAETE ZES F Pre T
Z 9 zA8]0x7} dojAn 4edHez B
g2 23 HdH B=F HAst=H (Tepper,
2007), &g AN ¥ grje] 54
Fhel2olA d9), wAAA], AAST 1A, AE
2 59 7ld) o]4de x¥y F=H YHAF
o] wals 7| ofe]& Holch wakd AF9 At
o e dig za&ge v WALy
3o §HHQ Q4 n|AA € Aol

7 2: g AAle] Ede dig 2REYAE
gty wygAcy 939 %(-)9
HAE 714 Foltt.

2.3 22| Fat 23S 9 psxa|Citlel ofrliE

T AT B2 a9 dAke Ade dig 24
Y7k AdfelA FEHQA 9F%E oA AdH e
2 Rale fEAE ZAAZE A3 Aot
&9 3t 2lde] g PFL 2 34 #3
o S-AA BA S17] wEol #dAde gl A

HYEAT 38 M42 20004 8Y

o2 AR F o A9 e YFezy
g 2t 2d4le]l 4T 27 W] F3dle
2ate] el=ot PFx FFS A o & A7
€ olgd AsaHs AHEn L o 9
8 F3te g A3 2 LMXE F5U542 =9
s, Astadte 239 A9 7T @9 T
T Aol kg JES Fa oG ol
& oA o e gl 4% vAe A
& 9ujgth(Aryee et al., 2007: Masterson,
2001).

Fae] elalsle AFAQ] Fart A2 44
gl 2 gl IAALA 7l E A 2t
AN EASe AYYE AEH o2 Frdte
E A2 Fg¥ 4 Adk(Mayer, Davis, &
Schoorman, 1995: Rousseau. Sitkin, Burt.
& Camerer, 1998). %39 2jtj4lsls st
ZAFEAY WY AYagiez Wiiced, ¥
ste] Elx=(d: AFUE, AATE, JIFUE,
28], £RHEY, oAk #4), 48 W -
ATl 2AARYF, A7, AL F),
24g Fol gdAlze] AR IASYHEE
7, 2002: HA$- FoU - 44, 2007: WA
& - Azt 2004: ol92 - M= - 8, 2003:
olAA - 255, 2003: °|AE - HY¥, 2004: ¢
%3] - 294, 2003: Burke, Sims, Lazzara, &
Salas, 2007: Cloquitt, Scott, & Lepine, 2007:
Dirks & Ferrin, 2002). LMX& A48t 2
ga7le] 4E orlsin o] o]ge MW, YAk
ey 7] dg addAE YAgstn A
o] AL A 2 Rl Hxg Y5 94FE F
H(Dansereau, Graen, & Haga, 1975: Gerstner
& Day, 1997). LMX®] 3 {EA i3t
A e B ATFEAA oln] waAut 9l

(7.
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cH(AY - AHE=, 2004 Z9< - A3 -, 2003:
3% - oAt - HAS, 2008: ZHAo}-zZAZ,
2004: vj3€ - B71E, 2007: Gerstner & Day,
1997: Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995: Ilies, Nahrgang,
& Morgeson, 2007). °]¢ Zo|, gtjils] o
LMXE &2 FEAH $E9jstA #==o i,
FEUTE o] F BT E A2 A A
At A&7} A KA PlHE FHAEY 9
g A UL Ao},

2.3.1 A9 AN oY 28999 i)
CERERER LY

Izt Aol A g e 5l
g3 HAGH L ARFez ZAedEle Aoy
Akl PFoly ok diF FFHY JNE
AA3 T Uch(Mayer et al., 1995: Rousseau
et al., 1998). wehq Adide] g 3FALY
7108 & 4 gk Aol did S A
sigie A2y At Yeld & gl7] d g Als
7t 8A45)7] o|gd,

2.3.1.1 g9 ¥} w439 W] vj/jdd
Aare] Bt i m&P9e FaldA et
0|9 & AFshe Aol oim o|F #HAE Zolm
2 Bsie dd & 2E4Q 7idE & + ¢
£ Aot} APt AAldl disjd Aert glES
Aztg R3ee AUEY oYE By HE
xgog Al did 2ol HFHE A
uoke g JAsn 949 n4 gg §A
A 8 Aeold
§3, McAllister(1995) A& AA 7
(cognition-based) 4129} 73 7]¥H(affect-based)

1034

B
B

on
Ho

Az FEsed, A A=A FYolv
A did oA Hr1E §3 FHHE 4SS
onjgtn, Fabe 43 wid BA ZQdeke
AEAQY AFRE B3l YHHe AsE EF
o ANg AR ZFdn FAEE e
FE gdd disiy 398 FHZ 7M7) ¥
AL A, oY AWM FEFH2E ¥
tloll thg A7 FAE7] ofdh, whety At
2239 Fate AR FPAQ 9% )
A ol

BAte] RE&F97L F3te] FAllEe] FFHQ
G2 vAe 728 9F 43d7ES 54 &
A% 4 Ar}t. Aryee et al.(2007)9 ATFeNA
e 2&39e e A3AE3EEE A4
A7l Aoz AFHE u A, W, Fake 43
433 4 (interactional justice) A2 F319
g e 3P4 4% viXe Aoz 4F5H
AH=E%, 2001: o]AF - HYE, 2004: Aryee,
Budhwar, & Chen, 2002). @W2}A 3A}e &
YA Fato] AxALIAEL AEAA AHF
o2 AAe| dg Ao ¥3AH 4L A AL
2 o3 ¥ & ot

ol FH3H, A4S Al dd A 2&
#9e 2de ¥ 24YAE FUsH Ha o
£ ARA o2 R gz 74 94%E
oA 2 Zod. 23z dgn e ME
AR sk

M 3a: ddel Ra 2R A

o} gejel] A 2899 F3t9
gAg zte] BAE oY Aol

A HagA M4x 20099 88



A8l 2lcig) 2iciol cift RS9 2] HslEnt (trickle-down effect) - 2|C{4& ciostol Fale| 2jc{dz] & LMXoi ojijs 9Y -

2.3.1.2 gd9 A¥A]q] e njfgE
2oje] maggiohe w2, 2l WA
AL F3te gde g FFF /dE 7A@
7] o &l ¥3le] egalslE fddc Wy
gilel Fa 8s] MEde Flean), AR, o
grdy, AALT 13, AT, NEnd F
o] Sik(Bass. 1985: Podsakoff et al.. 1990).
gE7t folfE AHE B7] M e A3z
&, Z, 224 (trustworthiness)o| glojo} sh=d
A2 FY(ability), ¥l2 (benevolence), 1
212 444 (integrity)e] Al sti/fdes 745
ol lth(Mayer et al., 1995). $8& 54 99
dA A4S TAT F As AHAH Y R4 2
71E §2 guiat, izl A A A3FA)
of i 39 FEE Tt AL A9
=4 9 #2149 938 a4she JEE 9ujgd,
Zde] HAAA B A A5 F slelany §
AL re] T U AL FFAI ¥
atofl oig A vy A2 w2 2sle] A
gA4E oA 2 Aot WgAdy e w3ls
€ drEe 24% A7) g 2 AdE ¥4Fe
24 FaEg WA Yrie 54 sled
(Bass, 1985), ©|¢ #o] Ao #3¢ n4%
g HdAM 444 g9 AgE raEe ¥
Al B7Hg Aot wekd WA B33
£ e 234 ¥ dd va s A4S
7 ez QXY RS gdd s 23
HQ 714 E 7 A35A dch(Mayer et al.,
1995). WA et4e] 2jrjdlze] Hgade
ojn] o2 AfeN AFEo] gej(e]: ANF - o]
. 2004: wjdE - s, 2004: olAQ - 3}
%%, 2003: Dirks & Ferrin, 2002: Jung &
Avolio, 2000: Podsakoff et al., 1990).

FYEAT 38 x4 20094 8Y

kA apPdel Aabe elde giE magde
2o WA S FaAA a2 23, ¥l
287} estele Aoz vehdA € Ao,

74 3b: ool WHAHAL 249 At
feidl g 28PN} Fate] =g
Mg zte] BAE o E Aot

2.3.2 2739 A9 Bl 2L399)
LMX zte] oj7j &z}

LMXE A58 ngdAde] A2 e ¥
iz Z7] g FAE AP BHAA )
F¥™H(Dansereau et al., 1975 Gerstner &
Day, 1997). A3 mgo]&(Blau, 1964)3 53
4 8 (Gouldner, 1960)°] w2W AAI2REH
3oy =%, Wz 9 3HAA HAE AT @
< File 3HAQ AN o]& BEstA "t
AlZte] Zgtel whe}, o|2jg m@aAo] vy
H ARA o Pz e @A FL HAH EolA
1M e fAEA 8 Aol mekx TAe A
9 FE& REo| " Ao} e} o)z} %
At

2.3.2.1 guie] F3 R&9 Wo] v
284 A FleA A 7Ae Ao
2, 83 334 714 (Gouldner, 1960)¢] =
B e e ke oo UF BEo2 o
AHAQ BEL A v RS SN 4
AtelA #1E 71A2E 2 Fch(Aryee et al., 2007:
Mitchell & Ambrose, 2007: Tepper et al.,
2008: Zellars et al., 2002). o|&d A =2d|A
FAHQ mo] wHEEAAN Yale} Rzt ng
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Wle) AL W3 o5 G ol

A9 AN Ade) dg 2ege An
w3t 2agslo] Joe vlAn, oo Ade et
2ag9E LMXl $AHQ e v oo
we} sMe thes 2o,

M da: Arle] Bob RagslE A4 A
o Zrjel g R&YSS LMX 2
o) BAE vhhE Aoleh.

2.3.2.2 gltje] ¥yAe G4 e riARE
Ha Az oyod FatEdA uAE AAn
AHLTE AFAA TR P9, AHAF
< FajA 24 44 S AAse B9, AdRe
2 wj2jste 9] T 2F ¥aolA 3HAHY o
ol &g AFshe Aolth. oG FoE ¢
& Yhe AT AR 9 ATE YAAA B
2 o2 agdde AAHes 2AEA @
o gy HgHEd LMXS B9 #AE
ZEA 3 lck(o] ek - k4, 2006: Gerstner &
Day, 1997: Howell & Hall-Merenda, 1999)
449 A ddo] dE 28R e g9
AyA2 G4 242AA AgHoz LMXd ¥4
29l 4 n|AA € Zo|},

M db: Geie) WAL A9 AL
dco) og 24aslst LMX 2l
BAE oA Roloh

2.4 AE9| MALe 2l 22t Fatel
2lcialzlofl ojxl= HEE}

gzt Az gL & AR 2] FHAA 4

1036

b

O
Ho

28-S FAA AFAL A=A g A
g 4k A< g2 @H(Mayer et al.,
1995). dtAgt Hje] AT #AL o] PRE
FHY Qe TR AR §43A o AY
ol Y. F, & AFEo|y MG ojFe 4
348 NS SFAA Al g 43 g%
& wdsied Aol Ha sl wEA A 379
PF< F3 A= AA o] g 218 F(Kramer,
1999)9] F84o] Az Fdstz 9. Ferrin,
Dirks, & Shah(2006)€ 53 & o3 413
U2 $88Y A9 2o U A9 I
We-g A%538% 2, Lau & Liden(2008)& 5%
FaA digh e 1 TR g Ak 43
IS o AL AT =&, A3 AL
o 2de] g AFAY PFL F3t9 eldls
g ¥olv Aes YetHGo, Park, Park, &
Ahn, 2009). o]& e £ AFe A FA-
AAA F2 Al FFE o] gt AHAE 7
Fatel e 71&9] WHA o A 3xle] A4
< AWdn o FAFeR, A FAH9
Zdo] i &4 P97t Fate] il e] o
299 S wenA gt

A9 3 dd REYYEL 2rd 4l
A, 53], dA4 849 Y % Ad4E A
A ARHo g P3EY rjdd $3AA 9%
< v Aolg. A At 2lde] ohe 7
AsAY, 2zt F3g dFel dsd AsE B
olAl & AY, Et dAY AFE AF AFE
1 50| BEdjthe T A HAE FeEL ¥
te] 50| RS A9 A PEL T
ANEA o, £, AY P2y E 44
FAGE R 5 JAge e Al JF
Futd ) g S ZaHA FHo| Al 43

st M38A M4z 20094 88



A9 2lciel 2icioll cigt 2249l AatEnHtrickle-down effect) - 2ICIAE oi7Hsted £ale) 2lfMzal U LMXol ofxl= oY -

€ 258 F Ul A4S §AE 7 e
Aolth, AfAoz RaE #re AP ¥
A AZsHA =el 2lee] g A3 FEE Rold
Aol

M 50 A el ddel U@ Bagele
2ae) AHags ()9 #AE 7
4 Rolet.

¥ a7 7 e 8 MREe (3 DA
2ok, 289 A g 283971 F3te] 2y
Alglo vxE APEYRE /M 5oA it A
go| 32 ENE zse dPsiAt. 2FAT
LMXdl vlAle APaAe z2ld 71 fded,
1 olfe A4S At Elvel i@ PFa F
ste] LMX AZe EJAQ @A0l7] wo|d,
T3, Rale] 2ol el LMXE QniAle Wy
< 43E F gle E3F #REAYE K1 U9
(Dirks & Ferrin, 2002). w2} @4 A4

€ bhg} go], & dFoMe F A5 2 AR
§ A4 4sten] BF FHUSFE FFEAH.

Il el

3.1 o7 2 & Hi

E d79 Age &T F 35690 diF HE
< 53 FHENS. A€ 3 B A9 APRE
o & sR&Hey, 1 9 NG HEF H5eS
w071 AAd) 24 oo AEHd 4F @At &
YAk, F3k AEA R YA AEA 2 FESH
ERHUL A8 A(dyad) & RF71 AsA
AEA FFde Fa9 4E9isE Foisqld.

491 Al 2ol ﬂh’l 2EPAE FHs]
A At SRAe FUF 2 AUE o9 AR
$AMe Aoz, 180%dA HEE wjxsld 147

(ag 1) 7y

AT 538 M4% 20094 8Y
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T LTTEAL s [ A LRI AT AT g e

B9 dEA7} HAFHAR (5L 81.6%), °lF
TH T R BAAT SHASY A #®
o] 5A ¥v 22% AANAG. " AF B
AL SRARE 126We Bl diFE(124%F)0]
2 AT ¥ EE 76.8%0c. B dol= 31.3
M(S.D.=7.02)0]9 2&d4 B 8.8d(S.D.=
7.03)2& 54 o9 2F 7 7}A 4} |
&2 84%2 UF-EE AAdtn A

FotEoA wjxd FHdEAE 330%-2A ¢
% 270%71 I+ om (3 E: 82%), ¢/ F
g g BAAY A Al Bo| #A de
395 494 A=A B E3E 231
9 Fi &9 F 2L 225%(97.4%)°10n
185%(80.1%)°] vl Eo|3ith. FA#o] 154822
AA9 66.7%% AAPL A 56 (24.2%).
23018 d¥FRE 219(9.1%)°It}. 39 2
Fdre BT 4.949(8.D.=6.61)28 29 o4
o] 178%42& T7.1%At. HT dele 25.54
(8.D.=6.5T)2A tiF& 304 °l3t2 FA=]
A3 93%(40.3%)°] dE o9 & 2As
1 0 oe@ wa gRAY 4L £ A7
A &2 FhF ol Aol 7 3 AdiF
ojde ARy AT @3A £XE 2 WF3n
e Ao,

#F A S92 125% T ¥ gHA 2319
€ d$AA BT 2318 =& 9
FoA Fat 193 dgHE e 197019 29
o] Ratst g e 106701t ey &
A7 HF ¥4 HEL 231719 A-Fat B2
2 745 o

A AT A% gHde Bl A8
023 22 ARE nsich WA, A8 A%
o i@ #4 8¢ 237 gou $HL A

1038

Yo 182

gt Aol fejsld 732 AAk e B4
FAE 2 4E 59U EFdsite AME dFsEt
Ack, =3, Foid e JdEs vwsp] 4%
ARl oin &d T FAYE BRHA
9. Aoz, HAAHA F 23 5H4 ¥
7t e Brtete RS ARsing 4o vx
2 35 A B0 Hho] HAHEE A 4§
< AA D HE g5 FA A ¥5E £
A7 482 s siglo

TZAL Ut 23| vy AHAA} Bz v
AAH 50| Zstr] W&ol 2d4el vlAe A
A9 2ty 9] g Uzt 22 vlg 2A
Uehd Aol(ite4 - FE, 2008), #2FL
AFHA BAE A8 GAelA AEEE 2 QAL
Ago| FAFH] U Aol L AFE 3
gAo2 o]fojAx Yt} webA 2zt A2
o4 T3stn ARE U7 dsMe dAlele
A7 Ta8e A2 REH HEFE AUo] o] FY
Aol @oh(¥tes - mFE, 2008). EF, F2F
2 QztzZAd vlg AyshEe APA 22 LYY
& 73 g 94 2 E97] stlMe §3t
9] QAo o] EFHA G Hajol] i =
L3971 4A HARG (LT - YR - 2FLE,
2008: Mitchell & Ambrose, 2007). ¥]% 4+
£ BA gAT, TN GAte] ma9le]
AH e 9894 JYeldan gl Zellars et
al.(2002)& ©l59 FEHEE LR & A
ol gzl wa AP E FoES ZAAR
Y5 AaANAde AME EASAG. @23
M A7 $359 AW &3 243
P& T AS Fa59 AFUF R 28Rl
Zaste Aoz veEEd (e - 9fAl - 1F
£. 2008). ol FzFe 54 n¥ ff,

2T 38 H4L 20094 8Y



Aatg 2lcfel alcfol it 22Yeie] alil(trickle-down effect) - 2|4 ofalof fafel 2lcjdlz U LMXol| olXle ¥¥ -

A9 Ae Bl A 2y HEAS
Tae] A A7 dde WkEAEge 224
o] AYF Aoz Atzdd.

3.2 FHx7
3.2.1 BAle] =&

g9 A el 248y 9 Ere] #3 B
289 F ¥ 332 Mitchell & Ambrose
(2007)8) A7olx AHEE 582 HSHY =
239 B3-S AMEsiT. BAte 2239 3
< 98N e AFSoM Tepper(2000)7+ 7H
A 16F3e] g AMESIAT Bd47 B
A2 dFge dFs° A7 Hge neldso
£4%E ARt ioH(el: Aree et al., 2007:
Detert et al., 2007: Mitchell & Ambrose,
2007: Tepper et al., 2006: Zellars et al.,
2002). Mitchell & Ambrose(2007)+ Tepper
(2000) 1588 % SAAAA7 22 24t A
FHY 2E83P9d dFete 5P F4FY H=
€ NEsgled 493 FAYFS 4987]d A
g E¥Sold. "ty 2 A7 =AgE 1ejd
o o] FFETFE AHEsIsld. SHEsY A3
A Elde] oid 239 2lg Ao A
2RE T2 289 F=E Hris st wiAl
B4 erje o] i &Y FeHE]
Aol Z&4ARI B2 Be REgYYE S
A Foldt, A 234 oot 1-A "wi$- 2
B4 7HoZ o]Rolzl TH koY, U¥ EY
£ 42 89, e Y& ved U9 47
ol AL g, 'O ARE dolAq Pl
< T 59 £¥°] gl

HYEAT 38N M4z 20094 8Y

3.2.2 2ol ¥EAe G

goe] AgAey e Fate A4 FeE &
Ba9d. 2P=7FE Bass(1985)°] MLQ-1 &
g ZoM Bycio, Hackett. & Allen(1995)9]
AFelA AHEE HYAHY SH=TE ALt
Ad. BYAY S A7 A SHETE 9
g 7k /7 ded &4 FAAGE dFAw
o ogstAl AlAlE 2 3ith(Bass, 1985: Bycio
et al., 1995: Podsakoff et al., 1990: Rafferty
& Griffin, 2004). kAT diAHL2 Flejxnt
(charismatic), 7W&x2i(individualized consideration),
A1 A A= (intellectual stimulation)e] Aoz
T4l Ao, & AFellME Bycio et al.(1995)
o slelant 8%, MEnE 45%, AFJASF 3
e ddsld F 168922 Y3 oy
ZR8d. AHEE 232 74 F=(S 234
g 1, Wi 2%d )2 FAHC] da ke
B2z she Rdoth, T € Yoz ¥
g, AR AYelt ZEE F olsjA
MAAY 75 SHEE iR o, EAld
e M2E WHoz J2H=E g Fol ot

3.2.3 2vj-73} wg#A (LMX)

Fap7 AZske 2jo-at nddAe] d 23
< Graen & Uhl-Bien(1995)9] LMX-7 3= &
AHEEA R 73 A=l 2%A ¥k 1, g
334 7)ot LMXE #3357 948 48 23
T FME LMX-7 =7t A 34d) 713 4%
g RAeg gejA] tH(Gerstner & Day, 1997).
o] Azt et Fajo dF YT NI
R oA, A Fx, FAd dF 2 IF
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THER TH9 AT AR 2L e
Ue 47 dig gEad e v o
T d4dd A4 2 8FARES F oFEd,
A U AAEE A £ SOt

3.2.4 39 2rilg

23kl 2oe] i A3 Far} e #
Aol EAshke A4S A2 Arsleie o
A'2 ZeJsta Mayer & Davis(1999)¢] -+l
A AHEE 489S AHESITh Mayer & Davis
(1999)9 97 Hn7gAd it A& 23
7] el £ Aol e FHEPA did A
3 F3o AY}=E oHE T A3
4. 74 A= 2%A 99 1, o5 289 7)
ole] g3 Zdh FFEE& 'FRI At dis
A2RE ol ZME wa AR g9 EYY),)
Ue] Aol disl FAE T w2Ad, WE
BA] Z37] wEel gatel ol A & A
AcH(AE)," ‘F8 Al sl FAlolA vl
1 JAZ F Ul F g0 qEYPeR
T4 5] gt

3.2.5 FANT

Fate] 2lrjals] @ 587 AZ4dhe LMXel 9
g 1A F e JARTE 233G, LMX
9 B3kl Al Wise FAAE SAo] 2e A
dog o FAIAL ke BA AL 7Y 4
W=tH(Bauer & Green, 1996: Dirks & Ferrin,
2002: Graen & Scandura, 1987: Mayer et
al., 1995: Schoorman, Mayer, & Davis, 2007).
gt B4 A& 71 ZRE FAIE7] 48

1040

U2 2§

4q-33 FH2F714E FANSE =989,

fAd-v1 o] (similarity-attraction theory)2)
YoM 24, A8 e ATFFATSA &
AHEE A3 2o BAY 54 W49 LMX
2 A2l 4%-2 vd 4 gih(Bauer & Green,
1996: Liden, Wayne, & Stilwell, 1993: Tsui &
O'Reilly, 1989). °o|& n2isly AFAEH w4
QA AF(1 814, 2 FAL 3 B4 4 94 5 €9, 6
29, 779,895,928, 105%, 11 94%) &
Uo| zo|2 EA¥sE ©sidd. ATFEASA
Zt W] Aol bl F-ate] gte] AojolA E
qae A AR sl

3.3 EALY

A7 MS AFH] ddM AdsE 3
(maximum likelihood) & &3 F2444 &
A e AgEdn BAETE AMOS Told.
7Hd AT A dTolA ALEE WSS BT
AL golalr] 98l =2 29184 (confirmatory
factor analysis)e= AAISA, $P2¥ AY
g A7 A8 A 292 7S 7t
Aol 23uy3 vadsdd. ood 7l1eEA 2
FARALNE TN B5Ee R¥XEA ¥F
H FAL AAEAT. M S5 A8 A
2¥3 g YRS e AP S vust
yit= g

Bass(1985)2] 7] g7l WA 7
g2 slgant, Adne, AFATY A &9 3
Qo2 FEeo] Jepddt, A & g 740
deol U &S Tsin 23 959
7] Wl g 3 o] WA gon FHE
the v]#s @3 Sltk(Northouse, 2004: Tejeda,

Zdstod R M3 M4% 20094 88



Xagl eldel ajco djst 28899 afli‘illk,ill-(tnt:kla down effect) - Eltﬁlﬁ of7H3to| §5te] Eif‘l*lii & LMXOﬂ ojjs A -

=5l i

Scandura, & Pillai, 2001: Yukl, 1999, 2006).
d& gl AFzFL NPneie slelant e
ZF8gE 9ol lch(Yukl, 1999). Yukl(1999)
& o2 TAE v A ¥EHH4
st9 g Eol £FE Aol opm AFAY

(8984) S FaAA o]FjA Hol7] WiEd 7Ad
T g o84 Ade Evksitn dgld.
o|¢} o] o] BRIt HF Q9o
FREdEs g AHHAE Jehly] d e #
HelFA (discriminant validity)o] *& 47
o] ith(Yukl, 1999). watH 2 319 74 84
9 /MEAQ FIE ¥Uske AL APHY £
3 A4 (composite score)® AAEZ s A
o] w}zt& s} (Yukl, 2006).

old ATEE AWEY, AHH4 Y
NG L Ao wetd adFzE7t FEEY Y
Ee A= UAIHe: R - A - wjAdd,
2005: M99 - 0|98, 2006) g e 8
e yephes AlZE A4 e 1 gE ¢
FEACH: AT - o]&F-, 2004: €7l 2008:
o|ffgt - ¢HAed, 2006: °|YE - M= - AEE,
2003: ©|%15F - 9|k, 2003: Bass & Avolio,
1993: Bono & Judge, 2003: Nemanich &
Keller, 2007: Nemanich & Vera, 2009: Tejeda
et al., 2001).

i B Al g8 8208 (exploratory
factor analysis) A& wlgoz2 A9 2HH4
£ f8A & 8oz Fdsiudh. ¥y A4
158 dizjy gad g98AE & Axy, 3t
e gleg vehten, 7 d¢ 89 7+ 4%
A= 25 .829(p<.001) o]0l o &ol &
gt B3k o] ¥AFAY.

TEYE AN E 3485 (measured variable)

YT xj3gH x4z 20094 SH

TR U

o] F#7} M-S 2¥9] Ajze oA gyt
Ao FARS tju] EEe| ¢ 5u] A=st %
€cH(Bentler, 1985: Bentler & Chou, 1987).
2 479 s e F 6L At =
£39] 5, FAle] 2439 5 ¥¥A o4 15,
LMX 7, 2948 4)8 23rY9 FPry:e
82707} sled & #(23170)F nds 4
AWF7t B Holgh, EF, FAWUFY NS
7t F7HEE AR Ul EA4)71 24
uj o] dukioz 2y 3-470e FHWUF7L A
Add(Hall, Snell. & Foust., 1999). o2& =

= 128l £ GFIM HzH g2 7Y &
71 WA 4o 32 F4Hitem parceling)
sl AW F5 Folaat ).

ged FRIEL A% Y $AFA 2U2
FadEs 2350 ddAdolofo} gtk Holg
(Bandalos & Finney, 2001: Hall et al.,
1999: Landis, Beal, & Tesluk, 2000). =g}
A dgAeH4Y A SAAE S 4 A9de
Fald vgFe iy SHAFR AMgsie A9
7V AAG BRFEe whgeldt, #{Ate] g
TS A 3 F3H 8AR¥NE HAAed
o 1588 AAE 180 AT =Y 137 =
< 47 digdte Al djatglel A 2y 2
S HRSAT. (E DelA AAE vig} 2o], &
& 1o gl 23 29 A¥=st fodsA )8t
AR(Ax*(Adf) = 205.05, p<.001) A¥kHe
2 F5¢ 72 Yehiddg. g2ty ¥y
Ao Ftelant, Adze, AT A s9add
2 Y2 5, F9R¥ EHdMe &
siflAtle] FHES Hslel BYAAlY Al
SHRFZ ARSI
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| b
i K

oin
. o

(R 1) ¢ss2|oY 255 20012y ZopP

2

T8 X df ¥ldf A3 ( Adf) NFI IFI TLI CFI  RMSEA
281> 4458 90  4.953 - 879 901 .884 900 131
28 2° 2407 87 2767 205.05(3)*** 935 957 948 957 .088

* N=231, *** p<.001, NFI=Normed fit index: IFI=Incremental fit index: TLI=Tucker-Lewis index: CFI=comparative
fit index: RMSEA=root-mean-square error of approximation

Y Agq 15 98¢ 1890 AAF 2y

‘2 583 didste A 8dld AT 2YGl20 Adn, A4AS)

v. B4 2t

4.1 E2Ye| AFH 22ATH

E dPdH AHgE F2 d4Ee A g
F4S AFH] A3 25 2AEH S AAE
o} (EF 2)ol|A] JeRd vie} o] E A9 M4
A 89 722 589 2L & digtrdd v
3 foldA A¥=ol ST, 489¢ 28
49 v S o, x* WshFES 112.6(p<.001) 2
2 fovstA FLse 589 2o 7HE A%
S et dutgog wolgdals AYUe
4292 NFI, IFL, TLI, 282 CFIE .90 9|
4, RMSEAE .08 ol3, x*¢ Afxe HlE 3
o|&le]th(Browne & Cudeck, 1993: Hu &
Bentler, 1999: Kline, 2005). o]& 22 of,
7Hde FARY L FEE U FF o|¥Y T2
AREE 7SS #a¥ & A (x*=497.9(df
=242, p<.001), x*/df =2.058, NF1=.913, IFI=
.953, TLI=.946, CFI=.953, RMSEA=.068).
T3, 23 59 EE §EEL dgsHe 74 8949
ol (p<.001) AAseER2 z+ MFEe
T8 2 W 86342 RNE + A

1042

4.2 7td AF 2o
4.2.1 7|€8A 2 2BEH

MRS gM W5E JeFA € is T A
B E BASGT. (F 3)9 AUARAE A
A, A4 Ak 2l REd9s} 2jrje] WHA
o4l (r=-.221, p<.001) % g F3a 28
B9 (r=.190, p<.0D)E FAH2 Fon|F &
A4 Holx gtk AN PAENE 282
o] ¥t BHEL APl RIES o Bo| R&3
1 g4 dy P9e Fole A2 Yy
A g4l $ae] gdald(r=.689, p<.001)
2 B3yl Adshs LMX(r=680, p<.001)% &
zt o] BAS Bgov] viwd o9 R =
239 A (r=-.524, p<.001) ¥ LMX
(r=-.556, p<.001)s} #oj ¥o FAAAE 2
oFqch. =3, 7 5dM As Ak Eld
28399 Bale olze] diF FHAEAE 4
Aalged 5 wWge] A (r=-.273, p<.001)
7b fojusid U Aoz B o, APEARE o
2% F A (F 3ol veld FREY Ede
¥ Q79 7Hd o &3} Agkygoz 43t U

AR AR FH2571T 2 AFH o]

AASHT M3 HaL 20094 84



AHatgl 2iciel 2iciell it 28 @elel Hstaa(trickle-down effect) - 2IC{HE oH7Hsle] 12 2lcidlz] o LMXol ojxle oY -

(& 2) 5ERYS 455 QoA bl

T ¥ X df /df A (Adf) NFI IFI TLI CFI  RMSEA

®381° 28255 252 11.212 . 504 528 480 526 211
. _ 1507.097(1)***

=92 17684 251 7.045 oo .. 690 722 692 720 162
E 810.960(2)**"

2y 3 9574 249 3845 7 o0 832 870 855 869 111
. 346.949(3)"**

2Y 4 6105 246 2482 gma . pwg 893 933 925 933 080

e85 4979 242 2058 1125604 913 953 946 953 068

(284 vs 285)

* N=231, *** p<.001, NFI=Normed fit index: IFI=Incremental fit index: TLI=Tucker-Lewis index: CFI=comparative
fit index: RMSEA=root-mean-square error of approximation

"18919Y: RE 250 1234 HA)

€ 2891RY: PSP e m49]) 8903 FSE(aY AT, vy RERY. e erals], LMX) 89
1329129 4A33 893} e 2445 89, WY A/HA/LMX Y 89

" 48912 249 AAtel 2Ags] a9l o] 2&H9 a9l WAy 89l Ao PR LMX ¥ A%
"58=y: A9 4 2499, 2vie) R&Yd, VYA, YA LMX & 17 89

© LMXe} Be] A (27713 r=.137, p<.05,
AFAte]l: r=.136, p<.05)& Jehidct. A
Zo] 25 71| A4E RIEL AH B}
o #A7t 9 Fohx Q4 stk £, Aol
H & fBid Algalel7t 245 Akt ¥ #
Ae o FoRe Aoz Jeyd. AAHEse
o] fAMIE B Wgel FA[AS} 2F fo
Al @it mekd FF M HF Aldle ve] &
o] ¥ BAA Ast.

AE® 3L WAL (internal consistency
method)9] Zutsl FuH(a) g2 ¥HE &
Aok (R 3)9] g 23 ke FX71 Al
=4, 7 FAuee Ase 349 AL @
o 2839 947, A¥Ady 941, g ¥
3 &89 949, ¥39 g 770, LMX
95584 45 4l=2 Jepdch(Nunnally,
1976).

HYEHHT 438 M4z 20094 8%

422 7V A%

Mol AP FZEHI} ygtede] vgE
Aal A F2WAHY F4o| o]FAAT}. gt
23 12 7239 YERY (nested model) &
A el gAYl Eld 2ag9s Rl oAl
gl o] ARE AAS A APJENE wjA| g oA
s REolct, oigted 1L JHHR ¥ vz =
39 4L A AT(AFE 1 71, Ay
71 M e A= fong 2H4as) glojof &
. (& 4elA /M2 g gotey 19 vz 2
Ag AHEY, ARy 19 A=} fejvl
A(x%s(1)=4.155, p<.05) z2sdct, wehA
Ht2d 1o wslM Mol ¥ AAFLS
2+

ARy 25 MR 4 Bate 2ld
229 o LMX3e 228 F71¢ Aoz 94
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(¥ 3) 7I=8A % duz 24 21

i =¥ AF

dol A wgd gy

BT wx An Al Ao mews  goy  pegy MK A
FUSR20NY) 835 6.14
AF o] 474 251 111
Yol 2o] 738 400 -085 .104
Age 29 213 112 121 083 037  (.947)
CLEPER 540 103 056 062 048 -221'* (.941)
Aol B4dsl 197 1.04 -032 -103 .046  .190™ 566"  (.949)
LMX 522 112 137" 136" -.053 -.164°  .680""* -556*** (.955)
DERE 513 1.06 -021 024 024 -273"* 689" -524"** 641*** (770)

) N=231, * p< 0.05: ** p< 0.01:

A A9Edolt, Z2E F/HY AY, Zol:Ex
AR o AFEe Fev|dt fAde] slojof
gk (& HolM iRy 28 7HRgd vy
AfEe e v Afce AAEHA g
(X (1)=.042, n.s.). HHRE 2904 239 4
Al 2l mE3eel LMX7e ARAFE -.01
(n.s.)2A FejulatA] vehtz] ket whebA
UiRtRy 29 wjs] £ AT JMdRFo| M} A
A Aoz Addd,

gty 32 A3 At 2o 24399 2
tAlge viXe AFARE AAGT LMX v
Ae APEARE F717 Aot} digtey 32 7}
Ay v9A4 A A7) e x* Aol
A%E 58 BAA F22 = AL FAHs
(Kline, 2005). ¥]$1A4 =g 7+& vad 2+
de 2 zde] HYPEE NEHoE HHg o
€ ¥ Rdo] ¥ A A5, AIC(Akaike's
Information Criterion)(Akaike, 1987)€ ¥la
lo] e g2 71 2dE Addd @ck(Kline,
2005). AICY @2 Ze<rE o A 23o
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% p<0.001, MY 2E FAE AR EY

ZHFA}(Joreskog & Sorbom, 2001). (& 4)
oA ARy 33 HARY S wiw Az, A
Aoz 7MdR¥e A¥YxIt ®on AIC A+7)
7] fgo /MRFo] Ko AAYE ¢ + A
o E, dtrd oA Ade A 2ld =
L899 LMXe AzASFE .032(n.s)2A
Zousiict. AR o2 JMERYe] B AP
Agd 4 & FEHAG.

(28 )¢ 7MR¥3 2 A2 3AAFE Al
Alg Roldt, a9 At Bld Regge ¥E
Adilths feld Fo #A(y=-.245, p<.001)
& Uil 2lde Ra ZEside freld
e WA (y=.201, p<.00D)E Eo. waA
7Hd 13 2= AAHA

Aol FE5pd o2 FRATES A
HEA ARG ddEe @ B @
A(8=.743, p<.001), ¥ A4} LMXE 3
o $A(8=.621, p<.001)E Yehliz S} =3
glrje F3 =Z8g9olr 2rAls(8=-.156,
p<.05)9 LMX(B8=-.272, p<.001)°l °|2€ 7

ZHA3ol ;38 M4 20094 8Y



Xt 2iciel alciol cigt 28892l Mataiirickle-down effect) - /S oipale Fafe 2icidlz] U LMXo] olXle 9% -

e v T

e i

T P e T e

(E 4) 28 u|n Zap

T8 ¥ df  /df  A¢(adf) NFI IFI  TLI  CFI RMSEA AIC

JMae8 6435 286  2.250 : 889 935 925 934 074 7735

gorma® 6477 9287 2.257 100 888 934 925 934 074 7757
(7Fd vs 281)

detedy 6435 9285 2058 020 nS o ges g3 995 934 074 7755
(714 vs 2%2)

gotwas 6473 286 2063 o040 s g0 934 995 934 074 7773
(714 vs 283)

* N=231, * p< 0.05, NFI=Normed fit index: IFI=Incremental fit index: TLI=Tucker-Lewis index: CFI=comparative fit

index: RMSEA=root-mean-square error of approximation: AIC=Akaike's(1987) information criterion
Prigtedl: g ojl BE (A9 2 R&YS) — 2oz A2 A4A)

C R 2: AR e 2EgY — LMX A2 371

TR Y3: A 2y 2AYS) — dudE F2 A4, 339 g 28499 — LMX 22 37

2A% BF o 7o g3 Jehidid. ¥R
FolA vjAREd o2 AR 2 ujHSdA
FTHAF o2 HAAATI BF fosisiz] o
2ol ¥EAe Gy el 3 2Ly F ¥
FE A4S A B m8d9le ¥ste] 2y
g g LMXY #AE 4 dAEe ¢ F+ 3
t. a2ye2 7Md 3, 4= AAHU.

A9 Ak Bl 2239 2ltj4lgld] oj2
€ 42A5e ¢ 79 #(y=-.110. p<.05)
< 7Kz Y. "M M 5 AAHUR 2
Al ol2& dj/jades FEuALE & E
F U, @, FANEQ MA-RE BRIt
2 F&t Azbsle LMXol Ao #A(y=.103,
p<.05)2 711 Aoz Jehgdg ?

V. =9 % ZE

5.1 &7 Znjo| Q% 9l AAE

M AT Z2FHE sgstd, A9 ey
243 Bol ¥e udsF Ao Raid dig
2EYAE @] st ¥y B sEE
2. v 2o F3 2iYde ¥
o 2jv4ls] 3 LMXel| $34Q dge vjzon
AU 2rjds 2 LMX 334N 9
F< Ao o€ sMetd, A3 lel g
of g =&Y i) P3l 2aY9 L WY
Aot e AAA Fale] 2oals 2 LMXe ¥
BAA %L vAe AL guidd. =3, Ay

2) A 199 299 a7} ol Aldle] A%, ¥8E ol SHA0] 484 gol ef7l HAR. o] 2 §8 Y9lah] A, 4
Absh wte] vz} 1012 § BES P S A 94, 1:22 TAE 106400 £29) zt 140he Mesin, o8
tolal 1943} §ele] 125%9] HEE TASNT FUT B4 i 9 24 S 58 golal Aube 2314¢] ¥MAT)e} o3
stk M RYelY APEE vE PolHAY ARG $E0RR(x2=510.4(df =286, p<.001), x*/df =1.79, NFl=_853,
IF1=.929, TLI=.919, CF1=.928, RMSEA=.080), z A=A+ EAdoz folaigich

2T M38A m4aE 20094 8Y
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%424 - DEFE

T T P S R S A S L S O LTy

ade|
THIAEN
2014
-1
Ria9) 2lciel
e e
............... as.
- 245¢+
22|
BadAGy

VT T T Rl e, TN ol BT T oy A T R B I S T AT 2a T S

=, 156+
ool
20Nz s.
as
= 27244 ) =5
N |
JTA3es A2
0l
""""""""""" 210 -8t an
RN
L6271+

' ARASE BES AT, 2L MY A2, UL JMEY0| obd.

*p<.05 " p<.01, ***p<.001

(28 2) #=28 ¥ A=A

9 At RaHe Fote ridld AHAL
2 333 9%< FAd. ol A7 FHE v
2o o 22 ol R 474 A e A
stz g,

E d7c oy d4%sdee e fdE
n2ista 2 AstadE Azl el a7
ABzNE oy, BAe 2EYH 4 A 47
ol Ggd oj24 7193 E =28 & AT

AA, 2dile 2o 29 v 9%
2 AZd. FAHLE AGS BAle 2&Y
7t gde] BEAh S AaAdle Aes v
et ol 2 ¥ elu-Fat FA WA
Ao fEAS A%sEle A7 A% A v
A et 4o ge ofridch. il Edo 3o
A A9 A 58AHY 48E s & o,
e Eld-eie-yate AAkte] A= Ao
9 fEAS YAshe Ao B AAHYS ¥
Fop(te s - FE, 2008). W, WHAYHA

1046

o] M#adld dig AF7t 25T By o2t A
FAQ dFE0] UREE o 54olv 23 A%
82dd FHE € AT /K2 g oF @4
i £ 47 FHE Agsio] A13F 2949 3
29 NS wYAe gy dg8Qoz AAs
At

4, 49 2ld-2lg 3 AREA n@ad e
Fag v HyAdye AFH 54E HAs
Ad. Fddx A9 B39 aFdMe FE4eR
A 4L stn g 2FoMe g 98 &
g, meky Rate] Ao Al e mg
A2 A8 =9(Cashman, Dansereau, Graen,
& Haga, 1976: Graen, Cashman, Ginsburg,
& Schiemann, 1977) 2 A12%E ¥3¢ d$E
WA 28 A9 gy =83E Folzin ¥ Ao
1, AAE O F ol 43S ¥ HE xFH2 ujrid
HAolch(Blau, 1964: Gouldner, 1960). ¥¥3
deAe 71842 4578 dd F71EHA ARE

AHSHT 538 M4% 20094 8%



ipatg] 2lofel 2lcioll gt 2E49e| Hat&nk(trickle-down effect) - 2ICIHE oi7iste] 782 2|c{ie| U LMXo| ojxls I8 -

e AT TR IR

e 24l (Bass. 1985: Kane & Tremble,
2000: Rowold & Heinitz, 2007: Podsakoff
et al., 1990: Waldman et al., 1990)°]7]
Fo ¥od ExoE AHglol FoAY 58 F
Ade AFAe] G edid Ha ¥ & 47
dAE oy WA AFY §4E 7
oh AlslmBo| B8 A&t Ay At 2l
masgolol My | FHH FAE AF
a3t

AR, Ate B8d9e] Mgl A WsE
g3, A Lo T o|He] AT
& Agaglel g #4lo] ¥-F3HTepper.
2007). & A+ A48 F4YFo|Ee =93t
o 39 ALY 2t 28397t o] Fa =
L3912 JvehdS A3, 28397 34|
A &2l 9 PEdes gddA g 448 7}
Axn desg 44 29 & & 29y P9
Hej7h opch, weby 2 Agacle 33 A§3
d el gled ¥ d7dA Ayacls AEA
ASE A At B89 A7 FololA 9n|
Ade AAolet & & ot EF, FAle] 2239
7t BAR §Ao] A AFYdx EFsln 1 F
gt AR FRA Fste] u4lz 3 LMXE
. & dFdMe 2AREAY FHASHA
Fdge] e F AYALE EY% B (H)F ©
d4e AsFozy PAle 22997 2378
ol g FRelM 244 gL )P 1Y
shAl AN + AU

A, A% A7 gokel FHo2 A] 3z 9
A8 F4& ATt Hold, a2 Fot A3
ATFER AAFA-NSAA ] %A 2] A W
oA A= FAe fAYSE weled FFaud
€ ¥#g ¥ K (Ferrin et al., 2006: Go

HASAT 5387 M4z 20004 88

et al., 2009: Lau & Liden, 2008). & 4+
€ g @ 71E #HA o}, F3}e 2rils
o Aggaloz A 3AA Y ALY el
3 FFS ndsist. A7 ZaelA Jepd bt
o o], A28 AtY 2le 2ad9e AAL
2 739 fdige 9% nHe oz ¥
=i,

AFHQ #HdM & dF= d3H 22 AX}
A AFsn g A, &8 AFe oy #
gAEY oy ZRE Fo|7] A B9 #
AHEe] ¥ Fasit, 49 FYAELS AL
L d4te] g, R AF, 4F ¥of 59 A%
< FYsh7] 7o a9 BAEY oy 4F
d 719& + dd. =g FFAHY 39 e
F348E B AR EAQ A4S AT
A 2He FAL ojBo ¥ 4 Ux 4 &
€ FUAE 4 3.

X, A8y AFH 54 Asid
ALY S Fd] A8 229 #e A
Aol Aol Yagg ot W Aoy A
gagog Axsel & MUY 548A5L Azt
Ao A HHAY BFS A m ) HE
o 2ltje] M(selection) X 7H(development)
o] % ¥ 4 SIth(Bass & Avolio. 1994: Barling.
Weber, & Kelloway, 1996: Kelloway, Barling,
& Helleur, 2000). 23A5F & Ao ¥g
Ao APy 54< d5FozA He 3
£ dsld ed4e] € & U=E qUL
Zste ol FLEE AANSA. 53, o9
Al oj@ Al A A9 WEA 4 e FA
A TFHeEE 239 43 4L 1S Ao
o, olsh Zeo], U4 FEAES g AldelA st
Azkske A& ARoln] 229 FeJF A A
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ey e S T P BRI S e Y T TR ORI TG

T £3 o] siikalgojof & Aol

AR, Ao magggle] zAKAA wHE
A E HozA 1 B YsAS Fxsigd.
s At Bl &4t EdE ARM 2
HHoz R3tge ZAREANS #2NAT. g9
she 8747 A A4 AW Ao 230N
e dAdd vlg 2EY2E W] 499 o
2 Q&) RasolAd 2e84Q PHE & 7t
goldth(Zellars et al., 2002). wepdq LA
A ohel RE #elAEQ AE g
4] desit, 53], feluetel o] AW
A8 A e Be&YYEe FaEe AW &
(et - YfAl - FE, 2008)3F ARl 1
A&7t % Al Jepd Roleg B8P E
AAE + Ak GIF A=A AANE vlsle
el F83id,

diA, e ke $38ke 24l dAd 3
g2 nd £ 3. 3 A58 g o3
o] 54¢ 71 A2 AR AL el g
Ag FRE AT Azle] F28A gue B4
o] gitk. wely Rae] rilE ¥ol7] A%
g #ed o] Aasid, 53, ¥ g
HA g e thkg 2AGEAS Bho] 7] HEd
o9 gte =9 HHE ¥Y F At F2 7]
371 2 oo}, AR Ate Bl dEA =
L2398 AAFo2A T3 rilE] Ase B
Ag = Ug Reln dild AR F AFET
YEe BYozH Rl gddse L
AHGo et al., 2009).

5.2 g7l B W BF HTYE

2 A7 o84 3 AFH J]oj¥st o2} =

1048

Hélojol & FAH =& Ao AA, Juigle 7}
A4 digk A7t A7, £ dFE Folgke
S5 23S gi4oz A7) o] Fo)A 7] 9
Qub A3 22 oo] AEL APsHe 2APE 7}
A2 A 53], AAF|n AAAA 22N
T A ZEg97E udEA 4 4+ g
o) ol @ #97]e FaEe] RagY Az
TEE WA 7] el Gl 2o 9
2 Uz vg] et vehd Rold. A4t
o] &9 ofd M ER] WA= HHF
1 A(Tepper, 2007)01A1T, 1 F3 & =7
T Aol7t 2 Aojck, & AF Aol YnksiE
AaM e e A4d 2 23S o 3 AT
o] 24o] A71dc},

4, & 97 ¥4 ARE oj4F #F A
T(field survey)el7] W&o W& AzjA 9
FEolle A7 Aok, AgH G A B
L3917} Fote] 2rjAlg] R LMXol 9%FS 0|2
F AT 2 99 #Ax 44 4 s g9
Y52 2ld-Fate] #AH Ao uet 23D +
lcH(Brown & Keeping, 2005). 2322 2H
e AN Agse Fih, aela 58 WA
de Fajel dal AHFHHAS @] LIEn
EEYPHE Y Aold 99 AF{AE FET
d3% & Ao FF AP E ol e U
HAE Y & U=F 4Y 2 F94 971 ¥
f3jt},

AR, 3 YoM B2 7 RAEE AAE
oo, WA, ¥3 2n2 23" ojEss F
&4 2he] FB 4K common method variance)
o 7Fs4e & & (AL S-- Avls - A -
375k, 2007: Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee, &
Podsakoff, 2003). 23A|¢, FHRYN &3

o

o

AU H3sA H4® 20094 8H



X9 2icie) 2lcjoll cigt 2249el Xai&n(trickle-down effect) - 2ICIA# oi7Hsiod Satel 2lcjalzl W LMXol olxls 9% -

4 2089 v Aue shte] FF8 B¥
Boe b Ades 7RG /MR 44 AR
A2 Jelyy] g TR FA"
F e o uddn =3, B d39 59
A 238 AAle 2y REg9e Eldd 9
8 ZFgsolden Ra 23 g 4R 5
AL EA4S 73 7] Wi FEUE e
AL 3A %3S & F Ud. FHAA A
He F A E2AHL oea 2o & dFA
za9e] FAEEH AR 2.13, g9 1.97)
o] YA deped ol A4 249 £EH F
3 At 2YAE FeE AT, A4 5
do] AT T ZANA F37t FAelA EE @
HHe ste AL B AYE W] g £3
A #71E A ke £ Uk E=F AMlo
At B|Age] doe AMIE YWe71E AR
71 wjEd @A Bashe $EA7 dE & Ad
(Tepper et al., 2006). weta B} A4 9l
© 34E d3dAM FF Aol TR olYz}
{27 2)F FH = n2isio{of & Ao},

diA], gAte] 2839e dPagld #gF A+
7F &% 4% (Tepper, 2007)2.8 o]E o3
€ O H29 47 =30 s7€ FAlY
Tl diEd 2&g9: gy Qe 433 54
o|u} 7% (<l: Aryee et al., 2007: Hoobler &
Brass, 2006: Tepper et al., 2006)%%t oj
gt, 53te] 54 (o: Tepper et al.. 2006), &
o-yate] BAH 54 Sl 9% L F U4
£, gd-Fat ¥ #AE "ol 484 89
(A7 74, 293 AF £97] )l o) £
A4 A1 5 2 Aot Mitchell & Ambrose,
2007).

Ao ¥ dfdAE A9 B4l gy

AUl y3sA M4 20094 8Y

A9 & ¥ygE ESP¥sE ansiged,
gFole A4 GA7E ed4a] Adte A 9
&S kg FHoM AR UA dFolof & Ao
o 2 A9 Zo], A3y AAte dge ed4
< AR st FajelA vjAe AHstEy #GE
¥ 93 oy Z9E 23 £= A
L% - 1FE, 2008). Fae] glrjalgle] uAe
A4 A 32 A AHAQY 9%E
A% & AHGo et al., 2009). =, Wy
tile AFd 2HE E I 9780 87
g, dgAgye 239 ARE IANL +
Ae ez oAt ZxHo 4o gl =
Aol B 7 Agacles gdse Ao
$ARo g Wasit, € AN =dF AEn
o] &(Blau, 1964)9 Y ME WHAHHA
o] AR _RIES gk n2ig + Ug Ao}
A% Ak eldel did Agsidelt 2lte]
ZAFAA A4, 2AAY 2 A 94 §&
Agacloz neid 4 gt

B 478 BA A4 gt ede g4
EFd nAe 9%E AP A ey
A9 d2Q3 Aog BN A3 FAte
g &9 uE A FIo|A s
A#A o2 dF 2§ A $FAHU 9% =
S A B d+dzoy Fonge
23 §zd AL gdie dwe 9o
obel 2t d+E ddME fd-Fate] gz
o] obd 9] FAEY-Rare AAzte] #
AZ olgjshe o] uigaside Yol
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A Study on the Trickle-down Effect of Second-level
Superior's Abusive Supervision

Oh Soo Park* - Dong Woon Go**

Abstract

Traditionally, leadership research has focused on the bilateral relationship between a leader
and subordinates and the effectiveness of leadership. This perspective oversimplifies the
leadership because it is impossible to ignore the impact of second-level superior on the leadership
effectiveness in a real organizational setting. Thus, this study expanded the leadership
perspective by examining the relationship of ‘subordinate - leader - second-level superior
and focused the counterproductive leader behavior.

In this study investigating the trickle-down effects of second-level superior's abusive supervision,
leader's transformational leadership and abusive supervision were used as the mediating variables
of the relationships between second-level superior’s abusive supervision and outcome variables
(subordinate’s trust in leader, LMX).

Based on several theories such as social exchange theory, norm of reciprocity, and displaced
aggression theory, the hypotheses were developed and they were: second-level superior's
abusive supervision will be positively related to leader’s abusive supervision (H1) and negatively
related to leader’s transformational leadership (H2): leader's abusive supervision will mediate
the relationships between second-level superior's abusive supervision and subordinate’s trust
in leader (H3a). and LMX (H4a): leader’s transformational leadership will mediate the
relationships between second-level superior's abusive supervision and subordinate’s trust in
leader (H3b). and LMX (H4b): second-level superior's abusive supervision will be negatively
associated to subordinate’s trust in leader (H5).

In order to test the hypotheses, the data were collected from 356 officers and NCOs (231

* Professor. College of Business Administration, Seoul National University
** Doctoral candidate, College of Business Administration. Seoul National University
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leader-subordinate dyads) using surveys. The results of structural equation modeling supported
all the hypotheses.

The present findings have several theoretical implications. First, the direct effects of second-
level superior's abusive supervision on transformational leadership and leader's abusive
supervision imply that leader's leader roles are important antecedents of leader’s effectiveness,
and suggest that transformational leadership is a kind of discretionary leadership style.
Second, we expanded the antecedents of the abusive supervision into second-level superior's
abusive supervision, and verified new consequences (trust in leader, LMX) of the abusive
supervision. Finally, the current investigation suggests that the second-level superior’s
behavior is one of the determinants of trust in leader beyond isolated leader-subordinate
dyad.

In conclusion, this research clarified the significant impact of a leader’s leader on the leader's
leadership effectiveness and the discretionary characteristic of transformational leadership.
This findings suggest that the perspective of the trilateral relationship between subordinate
- leader - second-level superior is more appropriate than the bilateral relationship between
leader and subordinate for explaining the leadership phenomena.

Key words: second-level superior, abusive supervision, transformational leadership. trickle-
down effect, trust, LMX
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