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71999 Al Aol AAQ] BolA ZzEBA A ATEE FEAA Ao, HI2e 58 FHY
A 7199 AEA YEF (03 CSREF)Y EFHE dnEe d780] S ¥ . 1y CSRES| ¥
AHEY 242 A 48S FPIUE A2 FF ATEL AR AT A, CSRETF] o8 A= §
3 24240 o8 & A ¥ WA Ratn ok & ATE FTALES CSRAl 24 FUAE T
ZAZ& o) & Jrhed 24 Fu ok B 23 FYAE 7129 AAH FYAd 22 diF IHAL 2
< o3l d9sta Yot 4, FYUES] CSRAZ %L riAE 8US U A7} #5310 & d7e IS
A3 CSREF ¢ AP 2 FUUs CSREF T APYS CSRAMY Yooz AANsn Sl 4FE4EH
CSREF A3 FULES CSRAZ 3BAA ¥ vIzen, CSRAFLE AN FIM 344 2374
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a2]1 22 %=(Luo and Bhattacharya 2006)
o o|27|7kA 2 &7t st detda Jo.
8 FHId= CSREFY EFE UFaAQ

.M E

7199 Ak A A< (o3} CSR)°| ZZEBA 7
AEY BE FAU} oA n U, 53 H2
I 2E ARV NAN AYH 1 gl CSREFL
AT 71l did IFAA IS FEH] 94
AgAQ Wgoz g=ofr7tn UH(Luo and
Bhattacharya 2006). A57tA °]2@ CSR&
T2 53] AHAERNYH ZFAQ BE ¥n
Az, 2HAEdA 48 7199 38AY ¢
4 (CSRYA”: Brown and Dacin 1997)2 &%
719A1E] thg 3842 B7HBrown and Dacin
1997), i3 (Lichtenstein et al. 2004),

FTHLEY #HA detetre A7 TS
w3 gtk (Brammer et al. 2007: Peterson
2004: Rupp et al. 2006). °|g3 dFEL
CSRE%° dF FTALE AZe] zAAE
(commitment) & 7Z3HA7]=8l 3FAEQ 714E
dode 2REL AN . 2FAE&Le 3
oA el #AAAQ 84om(Morgan and Hunt
1994), wepd 719 WEEHLEYd A7
BAYA CSREFO ERE LIIge AL
of$- Fuj2¢ Aot

a#u ol g AFEL B 7HA] FHAA B

=EH+Y: 2009. 10 ArEEY: 2010. 4

* o] wE2 20099 ARuida GeAEATH Ade] I = Y
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g ggAo] A7l=x g AA, CSREF| o
d 43¢ 58 2324S PIANE F devt
g o] 2314 gt 2t AePso LH]
2 B9l CSREF tiFd AFSL 719H &
H|2}22] FYA](consumer-company identification)
o] $84<¢ 7=3lo $ih(Bhattaharya and Sen
2003: Lichtenstein et al. 2004: Luo and
Bhattacharya 2006: Marin et al. 2009). °}
47 CSREFY WRads d9ste 29 2
2 AU ATFEL 71U FULEY FUA
g 33 g5 gltk(Berger et al. 2006:
Rodrigo and Arenas 2008). W2t CSR¥®F
of UE FULEY AdT z2AZ&Re] BAE
23 U9 HAoz AEE AL 7|EY A
T2 45N o244 wA S Hite FAI
A 997t 2da & £ 94,

E4, $UYEY CSREEFY A 4%
A ¢ Y A8 127t o|FojAA ¢#x
k. 7199 4449 &% AARTe 19 g7
Gk o3 FAAA dBo] o]F4F F W 9
2o, CSREF W3l FHLEe] 3FAA 97t
g WY § e 889 e FoT AAY
& 9. 2HA dTFsdMEe AZA(fit)e]l T8
g ¥ o1 U (Becker-Olsen et al.
2006: Lafferty et al. 2004), ©] =& W¥n4
Q FQYEY FHINE dFiAA @x It

gty 2 d3E W49 FAYES] #Hd
A CSREFY AL #Hdsix, o AF4
< 53 7238 3442 CSRAA| 27 T4
2 fogozn AL o2/ He HPS
AR, =8 27 U9 A nesd
EUANE AAA FIAe FAALNM HIHA
. 2 A2 58 CSRE%C Uy FHYEA
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g BAARAE ERAQA o] € F Y&
< sk AvlE o £ 4 o

II. 0|2 Hid ¥ A7

2.1 CSR&&2| Ayt CSR ¢

ARAo2 ¥ FF9 CSREFE HAFe
7199 ASds FYUES ez 1 A3r}
NgeE 3FHes YA &S F U 1
olf2E AA, B JIYgE°] AIE9 CSRE
Ed dial FUYEF AIHLE JALES d
A %7 ot 1 AR FYLEL AAe
CSRZFd g B&s 94A Rdte Z47 &
t}(Bhattacharya et al. 2008). 4, 4%
CSREZ taid e FHdsel Z2A #H7kst
A %S F 9o PigEA 2 BAAA A
d9] A= FEAE 59 olFE B0 Wi
' 39980 & & Jxn(Elis 2009), o™
A%oe £U9E°] CSREZA Fste A A
AE 712 AR 99 F/1AHQ FFoE ALY 5
9171 W &olch(Berger et al. 2006). 2% 71
o] Y% £JYEY THIM CSREFY EFHE
71d87] $jsidE, CSREEA FAste AwA
A 4zt A7 £ Aol oje}t FULER 37
At CSREFO didl 3849 %S 2=ES
3te Zo] Fodd Fg3slth(Bhattacharya et
al. 2009).

71 4759 9shd CSREF tid ol &A
A (stakeholders) 9 244 94L& F& CSR
g5 240 Uy A (attribution)F 1 A3
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iR ek G Ry b i A

of thg F3M (effectiveness)el s 4P &
£ 4 1} (Bhattacharya et al. 2009). CSR
Ao BEFEA dF AL9rE 7149 §4
3 #Ao| gled, 53 71954F CSREF T
o A@4 (company-cause fit)o] F83 ¥F+2
28t} (Berker-Olsen et al. 2006: Gupta
and Pirsch 2006: Lafferty et al. 2004: Sen
et al. 2006). ¥ CSRE%FY TP 85
Hkste AlEEY dEel 2T Ade] YT &
AtHKorschun 2008). &, CSRE%F A& 4
Y 222 Fa3 AZske 25 2 Bl el
oS F3HoE H/1% 7FsAe] 3. ol 2 F
A9 A4 (workeforce fit)S 2|v|3lei (Berger
et al. 2004), $4€¥3 CSR¥%F 79 AP
(employee-cause fit) 22 33 & 3ot

2.1.1 719543 CSREF T AR

(company-cause fit)

ARA(fit)o]d YutA oz T ANzt AZd
#d 4 (perceived link)S 9ult}, 7]& A4S
dA 71954837 CSREF e A4S n&d
23 g3 2 53L 2ok £ 5 A AA,
7199 430 gAdAY F U, o] 7]
AEARE 94 7ol FF ke 7Y A £
oA zgio| A thFoRth(Barone et al. 2007:
Berger et al. 2004: Ellis 2009). @3] %4
go| Sltta #EEe A d™rd: T 7]
A9 olo|HEEE EEE F e gAY AL
FAAESY BAE TENE 7 Ao 7199 ¥4
A E9dM AE £ AEYY AL
=AQ AREE &4 438 & W] ded
7V Bol dFoA 2 3tk (Barone et al. 2007:

Ao X393 M4z 20104 8Y

T T S T R W CRTEA  CReA AAN

Berger et al. 2004: Lafferty et al. 2004:
Varadarajan and Menon 1988). PIA| %22 2
AT AFAo] ®el dFolA =t (Barone
et al. 2007: Berger et al. 2004), ] 53
A3 AaHA B BHAEY TS Y53t
£o18 & gt 713 FF71% Alel9] BACH
o AP (Lafferty et al. 2004) = EFAF
o ARAEE FFde AT d2A go(d: 94
FFE A FEGEAGHE A B ).

A, A% 234 39 dA gagFeld.
Z, FAYOIF FAME ot ESPAHANE
9504 F ot oy Nde BA=gga 2
< gg Fop] d7EdME B 4 gled, 59
CSRE TN e AAAYA FAM S 45 metd
7183949 4L Z /54 e A
(Drumwright 1996), 294 52 ¥3g it
949 A7t 4592 A, weA 71958
CSRE% 3t Aol FHYE°] AFste 7
A wAd, AF, 2en EFARY 543 CSR
% oAz fAMoIY Hee FE'Z A9
g & o

2.1.2 ¥943% CSRET T A%

(employee-cause fit)

CSRATAAE AMAEL BF A Ao}
(social identity)7/HdZ 73 glew(d: Y&
gAFoAelt}), ol At A Aotgt FAE A
HE AT 45 WYY B=gPE %S WS
ool gk, aelm 714 F83F Aol Aot
%84 (identity salience)l®l, ¢l §4 Ao}
o] Auzt AAQY 719 FelA zte Aug
AT2 A9 4 dH(Bhattacharya and Sen
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2003). $PLEL Alo] &3 7|9 CSREF
o] zHAlo] Ztm & AZH Aot FoAoU 7
PES 2ANIG A4 9, AT T oA
] AR E =2 F A, F, FUYH CSRE
5 2 ARGl VIqdo] A Sle CSREF
A7 FPL Aol FadHA AFse AEA
Aote utddte AE'Z Y 4 U A
o] FaslA Adste A3A Aol AFL U4F
& & gl7] o, 2F FAL WHAA T8
g AR zZopds AR gAY AP FL
g oo gk 59 d44c2 7199 CSRE®
Fo] FAYEY FAE f=dte A4t B2 9
Foll, 49 /Aol Fa3HA Aste A9
AL Fasit, H2 A ATFAME LHF
9t CSRE%F AT YA’ (customer-cause
congruence) 7id¢] t-FojAi tHGupta and
Pirsch 2006).

2.1.3 CSR 94

CSRIl W& Ao d7AETd ddd + 3
AT A2 AR AAYG ofs Tl thF T2
olgl=l: It} (Maignan and Ferrell 2004).
w2tA CSRS AAdHA sHe F8 292 A3A
A EE ol BAAEY 7l UL 4 YH(van
Herpen et al. 2003). & 7|92 A AA Y o]
fAAA (e FHL, 2HA F)EY 7ldel] &
7] H3 ARAAYE #HE YT BFEES
F3tA dd. 7193 o BAAEY BANA
CSRZ%2 W (internal CSR) 2 9% (external
CSR)&%22 %9 # dd. U CSRE F=&
7199 £ sgsE Ao FYUEY 1
Folut B2, AQAelM AEAR F U o3
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AR FALEH FHAA BAo] Y& Eokl
A9 AlZA AYEFE ouldchH(Welford 2005).
g, 9 F CSRE 71ge] &H|Ae 2L 71Y 9%
9 oFAAAEE Ao P AYTFER
ARgFo|Y H|ge]7|#e A, FHRI o2
72174 2 #%0] vf$ 448 4 UAH(Brammer
2007: Lichtenstein 2004).

CSRYAHCSR associations)o]& °]2| & CSR
252 53 o #ARASA HFAA 7149 o]
oA & oujsked], ol AR AYEFS dot
Ao dig 239 deuv 8o FIE Ao
th(Brown and Dacin 1997). £ 2%

5 2 ¥ CSRE%F 2T g AAL CSR
A3E 7 F AT, B dfdMe FHLE]
9% CSRE5S B3l Azste AAlel d@ o]
Ad 24& 53 ot &, Y CSRIARIZ
A 71e] 9% CSREEFS F AAske Al
Aoz AYF de 7Yl FHY AMAY
44 AZ'E <n]3c}(Lichtenstein 2004:
Sen et al. 2006). °l& ©&¥ CSREFTAH T
@ A gk o 7HdolT(Sen et al. 2006).

2.1.4 CSRE%9 A¥45+ CSRE% ¥4

1% CSRA#E dF2 e 7= 7Y
E43 CSREF 9] Aol CSREEFY 718
gsle 89S AFstan U (Becker-Olsen
et al. 2006: Ellen et al. 2006). 2% ¥¢+5
< Aol L A% T/l A AREE A4
g3, 2HAEEREH YA §Ho] UL F 3l
¢ AAAWH(Drumwright 1996: Ellen et
al. 2000), di7le 72 232 CSREE AY
=71 %2 A% 719 $71E ¥4 ez g

AT 439A FM4E 20104 8F
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o 23E A dth(Berker-Olsen et al.
2006: Lafferty et al. 2004). =g d¥tzoz
ApA7Ide A2E BEAL|Y AREr}t 22 B
F4AE9] 534 44 (skepticism) HEE
fadda 224 Sich(Folkes 1999: Ford et
al. 1990).

AuAE AT A9 7ldy 243 24
S FhEe 7189 AATF2 44 522 7 4
o d#4o] EEFE AEF 7 Ao A
& 971 W&ol (Samu et al. 1999), A¥=s}
¥ CSRE%FY A% FUYEel 7193 dAA
olg] AAZEE ¢S 7FstA BIFo2HN AAL
CSREAS 73tA 348% &+ Ao &, 71954
3} AP=r} ¥ CSREFS UE o FPIsSL
a3 EF2 A dAAon, AEAQ &
o2 A43A fch(Albert and Whetten 1985).
19E 9A] Ate] §43 A{F CSREFSS
A7 g% 7R 2 R4 =82 71€Y A
o|th(Ashforth and Mael 1989). ©|g& =2&
ulgo g o33 2e 7ME ARsg

7Hd 1: 719543 CSR % 79 AFEL
FHALEY CSRAZ 3H8AY 9%
< |3 Ao,

FTAYEL A CSREFS distdd A4
1 850 AFFo2 (£ §F Fd JA2eA)
doh} Z3E HAGE + AR s Adst
1, o|g uigoz Al CSREFS H/E +
AHKorschun 2008). &, FHYE0| AZse
CSRE%9 &l 245 AA dF CSRE
TS THHLE 2N 3FAHY CSRED
& FY% 7Fs4°l Ad(Bhattacharya et al.

AASAT 5397 4z 20104 8Y

2009). 234 FHYLEL o 2L of2 ¢
A 27l AN AREr} £ CSREFY &
$3e w4 3718 + Ao

AR, 71& A7 Jstd AN AL A3
A AL I3 #de] dt(Lemmens et al.
2005). 53] $HLEY 24, FAdANe2AM9 =
olgl THA, AFAQ Aolzte E7¥E AP
+ 71 " &l (Berger et al. 2006), 7HAA
a4l Ag=sl ¥tdu #dde CSREES
olgd E7Y L st FT 482 Y3}
A 8d. 2 2% 1 338 IFHeE Y
At A4, $YLEL 992 A4 CSREF
daf A A4TE R U 7ol A
(Bhattacharya et al. 2008). ©]= CSR&%l
g AFHA AFUAcldY FAdM uvEE
ZolA T, AR AT ARErt ¥ &
55 daMe $Y44E9 Bt 2 F 4
th. o] CSREF & #HAxE CSREF
gk Hrel A 92 vAA BH(Youn
and Kim 2008).

7Md 2: 449 MU} CSR &F 79 ATA
< 39959 CSRAY 33AY 4
&S A Aol

2.2 =& SUAQ} =XHL

2.2.1 27 FIA9 gAAA: AAH FLA%
73

Asdes 27 FUAE 54 240 &4 3

e BN AdE BT+ gle Adez 9
5ol sttt &, Aol 233 AR £4E 7L
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Ax dn B A=, ol 233 Aoty
oJ7te] QAA ¢ZA"(Dutton et al. 1994, p.
242), B 239 g3 7= AR Ex &%
7' (Ashforth and Mael 1989, p. 23) 522
Aoso] g, a2y 25t AFEAA o
AAR FYAE A4 2 FHM B XS B
oq gted, A H3E Pt e Aol o
FAHolc},

olgd EAFL dde%, AHZY ATdAMe
23 FUANE G E oFdEle AES] F
3 3tk Ellemers et al. (1999) 23 94|
& UAA 24 (self-categorization), BFAH 2t
9 (affective commitment), 22j2 H7H4 ¢
(self-esteem) 22 T-E3%1 2%, Bergami and
Bagozzi (2000)€ °E 7do] M2 AP 3
A FEs e AdLE AFs ANAT. 9
2 27 FYAY AAH AL A ojujA|
g zAo|nj2|7ke AP, MY AU ALF
(love)® E€A&(Goy), ¥7H4 AL 2224 4
g Aoz A3, Van Dick et al.
(2004) z7 FUANY g3} FAs 7
A9, AQ2F, 2AF Zo] 1 gl dalA
= FEdo} ok FsA

FH 27 FIAY AL H2 FEERL
A ofFe]E(attachment theory)dlXe F3
9= gudEsit, fFo|EdHE fAE UA
A 393 A9 F Ades Ha glon, oF
P52 E Yehlle 2% (commitment)Fe T
Y3l it} Park et al. (2006, p.9)2 BEd=
AFolA ofFE "BA=g Aolg dAHFE
AR - 243 1F o2 Agsn o =P
Paxton and Moody (2003)& el that o2
< olo|dlE]e] A (Grit AAE & Fde 74
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o2 AZsterhd AR (FHAYL2A drpy
FEI7H 9] AFYoz st Aok, Thomson et
al. (2005)2 M3 o}z (emotional attachment)
€ AlH(affection), ¥4 (passion), 13Hconnection)
o] o2 A5,

oj2te] QAA ZHe F2 F dlAdte ojujA] o
Aoy 257, AL T2 guigde HIA
Z3 YA AAA AXFH FARIH(Ashforth
and Mael 1989: Bergami and Bagozzi 2000:
Dutton et al. 1994). £& & FNF 54
< 3ol diF AEA FFL gnjdte A
A z2 TN ZMH A4 FALICH(Bergami
and Bagozzi 2000). 23 AFAM=E 7]%olt
43, A 22 2Fd did IFAY FEL
ZAFHRHLEY P AL 9% A W
A ARAEoR FasA dFoAan k@
A, AT 2002). ol =oE HYez E
o, JAF A= FHALE] AFste 2AH
A9 9 AoldZAZ oz ¥ 4 3lov,
zAd g FPAA AP L "2Ao g AP
2 3% 5 Ao,

2.2.2 ZA74%

712 478N 23A%, 53 ANA 2
(affective commitment)S @A BT FLAY
Mgz A itk Allen and Mayer (1990)
E AMY A4S 244 U@ ZEAY 4%
(emotional attachment)®} F%4|(identification),
a8z ¥ (involvement)2 A 3dtem, 2
&9 g F45he AFE 7o E A
A A4S 7129 94 BN FIAG F
Bog ZAsn 7% dth(el: Bansal et al.

AYGEoi M397 M4E 20104 8H
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2004). 134 FYAlE Aopet zFo] s
(perceived oneness)$l ¥HA, Z&dME Aot
z7 o] Zzte] el¥ /WA (separated entities)
ghe B9 g4 Aot sick(Ashforth et
al. 2008). wety 2AZA&L "2 3te] 4713
g FAMAGE TR B8 F e
o} (Morgan and Hunt 1994), =3 Y449 ¢
A Aol AAA s FE ookt I
(Park et al. 2006).

2.2.3 CSRE%¥3 =27 FYA

CSREAF XA 4de 27 FIAge #
Ae At3]A zlolo] (social identity theory)e.
2 499 7 9. AREL Ao £ 239
E4S B3 AMAY Aok(self-concept) & 3
ostn FAIH, AlZFE <A GE AIREH
TFE5718 943 (Tajefl and Turner 1985).
Z AT A 9@ ofoldlElE Y] ujH Y
(identity attractiveness)e] % FYAIE 2%
g geid  glch(Bhattacharya and Sen
2003). AI31A Y-S deke 7199 25 FHL
2 a8 7149 540 AN AotE Fst
F@sed FEetdn Add 4 U dE
S Ado] &3 7o) $FE T FFMT A
gz Azste TYLEL ol il Ay =2F
ol xS wgstA ol olo|EE Y fAM]
(identity similarity) S 238% 4 ot £& 7]
A AEAQY CSRIAZS B3 A9 7] &
8 A4S vlg A3A e FAHIGge
Azt 7H & JeH, ol Z A} ololdEE
o] ¥4 (identity distinctiveness)o] #FE
T U

ki

AHSA H39A M4z 20104 8Y

3H CSRALE B IAF LA e FTHEE
o] 875%9] Z#ex 499 5 UK Bhattacharya
et al. 2008). CSR¥F< FAUEY nAYAQY
L35E3 YT Af] Y2 7 A 53 F
AYEL CSREFS T3 ¥ MAFA & Ale]
dx & 252 d4a¥ 4 ded, d8 83 A
Ao £33 7190] AR F FAME 7ol
AZETd, F4& AAQA BN AHsA] %
A #Z8 50 di HAz oA thhvel Hold
F A& Aold, ol &7FEH AAF FLA
gte] #Ae ¢A AR fAo| M ZEH R
A, AtgEe] SR da jFste olfre
53] A4S R8AZF 5 e AR BHAAAY
L3553 RS Bdo] 317] dEo|H(Park et
al. 2006). °|& EdZ d23% #& 7MdE 4%
Eirii=g

7Md 3: FYHUEY CSREEL 2Fd Ui o
AR TN 3HHY dF= VA A
°|t}.

Aoz 2Ha Ao 714a8H 4HA
€9 AL LY B oyt 71l did
34 el AF U AHAA FRol
geAgds, dAdes Hxy e AU
FFE 1A Aojgke AL HAUZoR Wolgo]
2 71 wEolnh(e]d™ 2007). ol CSREA
dME IA 24 ¥ Ao Holed|, LHF
€2 7199 CSRE%E B3 244U #¥< 4
s ot LA Ach(AFH, AL 2008).
ol 2H|AES A4 FHH Ao gled), 7|
A #dd vg HelH g P
¥ 9ys #d9 5 dok(elg4] 9 2007).
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FULEY F9= Hd &7FE53 BAH
CSRAAL 71l i 333 23& 728 A
o2 didd. o] AR 29 FYAF
2 CSRE%FS 53 489 5% 439
YL D& AAAHQ dAZE oh]e} AelA o]
2 4449 949 gz FHstn lcH(Berger
et al. 2006).

g 23 FA4(organizational justice)d
BgIME CSREEH IRAA Z39 #AE
AgE 4 g, 23 FFNE 23 U Y4
AAY e AL g d$7t 3B g3
FULEY AZE Yuistedl, o FHAY
ALL FUYEY 344 =& $44 A en
o] glh(Weiss 1999). 2#8H CSR% 33
AL EAQY AN &3 HFE VxR
e F5EE /N2 A §, AR @
g 384S AZetRol FALEL At dgte
CSREFS 53 9%(d: AYGAE F)dl dig
Z29 IR ALY + U zen A9
z2o| g fq dig] st Add= A ¥, F
HEEL 20| ASIAE T4 Rolga F
€317 EcHRupp et al. 2006). 23 ZAYE
9 CSRAYL AfAozt 9¥d g =33F
AR g, Hoze ANEY AHE 24 23
Y ALFEE gYo2N AU AP S
& 4 g

7Wd 4: FUUES CSRERZL 2Fq dig 7
Aol 384 9FE v Aol

2.2.4 27 $YN} 2444

U9 BHA CSREHNE ZAZAL0E 72

888

e d7EL 599 2479 #AE AR
2 G FUAT, AZA Zofo] &8 1 uf
Boz duEoey WHPASZE CSREES §
g FULEY AAA TG AL B
& P8 F2 Slck(Brammer et al. 2007:
Rupp et al. 2006). %3 9| A=A AF
EdME FUY BHM CSRERS wjZoz
Z22 FYANE 7FZ3A}(Berger et al. 2006:
Rodrigo and Arenas 2008), ®x %3 F%A|
g 2AZE(YE Z2FUTFES FTHHAM)AY B
ARYDE AAExn Itk (Bhattacharya et al.
2008). &H|2 FEME CSREFS 58 &
B2} 719 FEAE FATC FHHY 9%
< vAgdan <A ik (Lichtenstein et al.
2004: Marin et al 2009).

2T CSRAZIAM FAHEY AAA A%
ZAZAEY] WA EAHoz ANAES A
3} FUAZ S AL 8ok AMd 712
8t ItH(Ashforth and Mael 1989). Z#%
QAR TUANE AT THLEL Ao &3
ZAd gig &&73S =2 Aoy, T x|
dolgleis AES & 7FsAo] At (Dutton et
al. 1994). wetA CSRAZA AAA FIAE
ZA39 AR #AE FANRE FULEY
ZAA&0 IAAA 9FS vd Aoz 7|d3
£ 7 o

7Hd 5: LSS AAA FLAe 2425
A4 %S A Aod.

U CSRAEIAM f2d 2Ad g 333

A A 2A7A&%e WAE UE VIE ATE
< QAT 2R ATEL o€ 9 WAE

Z A8 139 M4Z 20104 8Y



CSR#&9| Hgt4n} CSR:

A2 ¢ 9. AA, 2% dFES A9E AN
A o) folMe AARA (c]: AU L F)7} of
d ANAQ A4e dAz 94 A7 IAA &
He 2%zttt FAHAQ A 7ke T 3l
tH(Verhoef et al. 2002). Oliver (1999)« &
3 A 2 A4 Jue § #ARAGMNE
QA9 gxd FAE FHIHAN BRI
3. &, ZAolgke AL AAS] ABIAY
7 (reproductive relationship)& 43t +
AHWHAE F5 9% 249 A2 (device of
commitment)?! A°|tH(Gonzaga et al. 2001).
B, A5Ho2 FUYEY FANEE A
Q&S A Aoz Yeht gl 279 #AF
BAY ARe ULEY 4T FHAA 9%
< A2 glen(o]=3} 2006), $HLEY 34
A 7L AFAQ B %L 74 F g
(Kelly and Hoffman 1997). &, CSRA%<
5 z3d ddl I3HQA ZES 2FE FULY
e AdAoe FFaln E4A d¥o2H, x
o) A& vEee FARAYA 0% 2
#4 4 Aot

M 6 3995 240 U@ BEe 243
%ol 244 9%L oA Aolh

2.3 12y

ojde] Age (ag 19 A7EFd 85
ed, &3 22 540 4. € 47€ 94
3 22 olfdlA €AY WAREE 7S
Aok A, FULEY A5 2HAESA A
7199 CSRES5 sl AAF 7hsAol AT,
a%3da §4 F948°] A CSREF df

AU K39 M42 20104 8Y

Y SYMNE SHe=

s Rol

d HEs] ¢ e AL o F ZAl od
B 2AUEY 50%°1%80°] AAte] CSREF ti3l
Z ¢4 F3dan $Ren dk(Bhattacharya
et al. 2008). 8% A& CSRESH FUds
e AYE Fde AoH, o|& FI BEE
CSREAS #Hshe Yot (Bhattacharya et
al. 2008: 2009). w2t CSRE¥EY AIAL
Z49E38 CSREE 79 24X (proximity) S
AN oeN A4 Fidske FAR A
. E4, AgA9 - CSREEFL F4-7
#-A+Z (input-process-output) ] #g]7} o] Fof
2 g87} 3dH(Bhattacharya et al. 2008), &
AN e A9 AP (AR S FULLE, CSR
ARE 53 z7 FYAE CSREFH7L Rt
JRoz, 1gn 224 FESER TP

A B AFRYoNe ANH FIA% 2HF
7vel AsdA ) ek e neshA gsldt. nhAE
Hololq <lxH H7lo]&(cognitive appraisal
theory)e A7} 24 Addda FEIH
(Lazarus 1991). 234 & dFdAe A
YA HtRgdM F4AQ0 Aol {EEA
ide, e 23 949 gage A9
st A F Agez IFAT. o =
2 FAAN Y GAYET FPE L g FTECNA
= 2SR G 45E FotE 7 Al =3
4 9] 2008). £ A FHE N2 5P o2
24 & Jde 53299 £E AK(Zajonc
and Markus 1982). 233 AAE 1 SAA
A9 Aozt YA, W2 1 ZA7} EEgst
A (Tetlock and Levi 1985), A2 @A 7}
Ade AL 71&E dFEdAE g b o
(Bless et al. 1990: Cacioppo and Gardner
1999: Schwarz and Clore 1996). 53 %3
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Mission Target Product
Fit Market Fit Fit

ompany-Cause
Fit

CSR
Associations
(Employees)

s - o] F

Cognitive
|dentification

Commitment

(ag 1) A7=d

FYAE tAgles dFdhs ATFEdME A
A YA 2AzY RdA e SAHA] HE
d(Bergami and Bagozzi 2000), ¥ dTolA
E XA FUAG AR ARBARGE Y
AN F Wgte] ARAAE AFFAT

lll. e

3.1 o7y o B2

2 d7E CSR %9 A3402 UAx e
U AFAAY 2§54 JYES Uz 4
t. 33 AdAle 458 Bske FndA 44
o yz2 JYES g HYFE FE9
AEzAE AY 3192, F 16082 FANA
HZHo2 149%¢ Yo FH3GY. HFR
BolA dAo| 76.5%2 S AAs%ey, 4

890

Ade 20t - 3047} 83%%Th. AFS LA
o] 37.4%, di2l/#FFe] 47.6%, 22 2%
/2370l 15%E AA &%

B d7o FESE AdFos A 4 Ut o
g 748 BEAd 34 MLl FEE &
o] FEIAV|E gubgoz 1008-150%22 ¢
ol5dA 2 IH(Wang et al. 1996). Hoogland
and Boomsma(1998)¢ d+FM+ 150%-200
o] FEF7]9 3§ MLE AHgshe o &47F
Adoim et EE A7} o] ooz Ftet
A ML ARE 79| Ao|& @A gkl oA
Qztgel Frkgd. EE9 7|7t AXE ML
U 91zeiA uhgsts difge Aoz gAst
o 2E APA47E Y e Bad E9
(Carmines and Mclver 1981). w2 & &+
oA AL EEY Fe FEHHAT & 387
FHde 23R Ao

Zidstoi T 39 M4% 20104 88



CSRESe| Zig4n} CSRA: ZUH SYAE S22

32 w4el ¥ 3 53

CSREZEY AR 719543 CSREF 7t
A 2 493 CSREF 19 ARAez 7
239 7195483 CSREFT AFAAAM 7]
JEAAL L 71E ATFEAA 71 Bel dFHE
A 7 A9 71eA, FEAE, 28 AF
gRlog Aosion, 4z Aol #RY
dA 9 B, ogdd dAdez 333
Ach(Berger et al. 2004: Lafferty et al.
2004). 2993} CSREFZ AP4H2 CSRYA
7t AAA F2F Aols wdse P2 5
a9 ch(Arnett et al. 2003).

CSRAAE Lichtenstein et al. (2004)°1A4
AHgd s did NPT, AGAH] 3
18854 9§ H7} 5& Agd S35
z3 FAAE XA FU AL A=
TR AAY FIAE FHLEl Adste
Aotz 247 A2 FHHUA(Smidts
et al. 2001: O'Reilly and Chatman 1986).
2 Qi AFAA #EL 4%, A, A2F
ol AR o2 248AH(Thomson et al. 2005).
Z3o Y& A& BAASYA T vl A
PFIAE 23 8AHGundlach et al. 1995:
Morgan and Hunt 1994).

v. g7z

4.1 FZgs U2iYot Elgy

2 dpdMe 2/ o3 deegez 74€

Hodstod L x39A M4E 20104 8Y

P25 7t W g EAEAS &AM
913} Cronbach’s 0& °|&3lM AP FH3
qdct, B3 nAARAY, EEIANG AP, AFH
o ARAL 7474 3P Y HFFUE
43ld CSREEH 74SAT ARES A
Atk (E DM ¢ ¢ dxol 2E 2989
Cronbach’s a@te] 0.7 o]42g T&so] YAY
B0 FugE Ao eyt E g 34
9l #4348 % (composite reliability)E 0.6
< z3s|ok | (Bagozzi and Yi 1988), ©]
9A 712¢ A3gozA WAHALRY FHHN
+2 ¢ F g

AYY A% F 8989 g§4E EAs] A9
LISREL 8.50% A3t #+3%% (Maximum
Likelihood)ol 9@ #14 284 A8
t}. $8el34 (convergent validity) 2 HEetd
A (discriminant validity)< 2%3l7] A8l 9%
893 A%e9e ¥IF RE 859 F3RY
< AZs9Ed (Bollen 1989), $3E3L /g
el dg ANFQd BrHE 7FsetA s ¢
Fetdiz SdeldAd dEiMe EARLE 7}
%3 8l FH(Campbell and Fiske 1959).
LISRELAA FHetdze #Hrte 2AAANZF
A BEEoAl FEE 58 o]FojAY. F, &
AAAFE] FAFLE FoAH oA (t > 1.96).
FHeE =7 vtz & 4 o (Anderson and
Gerbing 1988). ¥4 2% ZAFEZEH &2
FANGES AFste M #ol 25 f9sim
2 sEggAde grEgdy § & JG(E 1
F3).

3 B FYT WY ARt A48
Ags gojd 74 Ade s U olF
e BAMo] ¥A FSE Yok gt B g
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g - oy

(2 1) d21d o Egd &7t

: CFA Cronbach | Composite
Indicator Loading t-value SMC Aloha Reliability AVE
. " Mission 0.759 10.581 0.576
°mpa;?t U8 parget-M | 0934 | 14382 | 0872 | 0866 0.885 0.721
Product | 0.846 | 12.362 | 0.716
g Fl 083 | 9997 | 0695
BamployeeCetise 0.770 0.782 0.643
Fit F2 0768 | 9.240 | 0591
Al 0912 | 1403 | 0832
S A2 0889 | 13469 | 0790 | 0.900 0.908 0.768
Associations
A3 0825 | 12.032 | 0.681
B c1 0879 | 13.324 | 0.773
Cognitive c2 0.855 | 12.758 | 0732 | 0.881 0.890 | 0.730
Identification
c3 0.829 | 12.148 | 0.687
El 0925 | 14772 | 0855
Emotion E2 0900 | 14093 | 0810 | 0949 0.945 0.852
E3 0944 | 15317 | 0.890
CMT1 0890 | 13690 | 0.792
Commitment CMT2 0818 | 11.970 | 0668 | 0.883 0.883 0.717
CMT3 0831 | 12.281 | 0.691

Chi-square(df=104)=156.700, p =0.00: RMSEA= 0.057: NNFI=0.97: CFI=0.98: RMR=0.05:
GFI=0.89: AGFI=0.84

AL Ogd 2L Byges HiE & g A
A, 4% whioz HFFAFZ(AVE)gel A
JE 7 ABAFY AFae 3seAY A%E
58 #Eske Wylo] ith(Fornell and Larcker
1981). €4, /MEET FYstthe 7M(PHI =
1.0)% 7174s=AY 452 H7iRig. &, 95%
A2 7K (Phi+2*S.E.)M 1& E#sHA] o
gheld=r} itk £ (Anderson and Gerbing
1988).

AR, o]gHog FAR 7 /de AL AR

892

g, FAEE 2o BASE 12 2T AY
2d3 £ AdE o Af2e dAWAE e
HArd S 438 ¥, Flolas AolgNe 4
Astel 7z} Ao BEEYEE setie Bl
o & dFdMe A 7 3y REE $ERT
4e gAsE 23, R i 443 P 2
¥ FANEE T 2AUE EUEed, F A
2 A AR eld 25 A7 %71l & @
T FANEE ¢ HEgIYL gEd e
At dEdez (F 2 F d4 ¥Ed

ZAstod 1 y3gd M42 20104 88



CSR&5¢2| xgiadnt CSReiA: EUY SYAE SHe=

(£ 2) o 24

Company Employee CSR Cognitive 3 :
Fit Fit Associations | Identification Emotion | Commitment
Company 1
Fit
Employee i
Fit 0.591 1
(0.070)
C‘SR‘ 0.574*** 0.490***
Associations
(0.063) (0.078)
COgnitiVe T E e
ldentification 0.293 0.291 0.393 1
(0.084) (0.091) (0.078)
Emotion | ¢ oggeee | 0289 | 0.384** 0.866"** 1
(0.084) (0.088) (0.076) (0.029)
Commitment | o oggess | g307** | 0.361%* 0.907*** | 0.932*** 1
(0.084) (0.090) (0.080) (0.027) (0.020)

Correlation (S.E), *** p<0.01

TRANEE e BRBAE BAFE HA, 12
¥4 g AE & T Aot 0T g o
29 B 943 Ase W g gEsn sid
1 & 9l

FH A7RYPo Y& 74 A¥x AgE HY
Chi-square= 156.700(p=0.00), RMSEA®
0.057, NNFI= 0.97, CFI= 0.98, RMR<
0.05, GFI¥ 0.89, AGFI+ 0.84% eyt
Chi-squareft2 E837] 5o & 9% e 4
o2 4#A slol(Bentler 1990), F2 ARFE &
o2 BAF EF Chi-square &S AHEET £
FR¥o A9 EF Chi-squaredt(Chi-square/

I

AT 5393 M4z 20104 8Y

df)& 1.50622, AFAL 2.0 ©|3H(Carmines
and Mclver 1981)2 o} 2¥o] A3 Ao
ggtet + 9lch, @8 RMSEA= 0.057°] Ugte
], Steiger(1990)¢] wW=2" HA| $EL opY
A 48 7453 £502 BEErH0.10 ©|3tol
HAREE ZF A Agx ¥). A7 0.9
A9l GFIge 724 0.892 Jehgted, GFle
EE Fo %S Bol ¥e HAUAY: A=
(Bentler and Bonett 1980), 4tlxez AL
B d3o BE £ fEog dodd. AGFIE
A% 0.842 AUHog 1Y @A Jeged,
71E Q7S A BHA A} AGFIE 008t
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HE - o8

- s e R AT R P

9 #E BAGAY 1 o9 #;o] RiHe F
Az & F gle d %3S BYoEN 8Fde
& 2o|A %3 $ItH(Kline 1998: Marsh and
Hocevar 1988: Mulaik et al. 1989). Z}79]
AREANN F47Fs4 A AdA 71EL 8l
3, 98 APE A5 AHAE AAF o2 u23
A Bdsiof s ARdA, oA ATE AR
S FHHE A% £ 47 2P Aoz &
£ 7Ved vFLE BIY, uA AJE dFE
go| AA| dolgd] A2 & Fiste Aoz 2
4% 4 AvH(Bagozzi and Yi 1988).

4.2 7¥4A3 2y

MRS 4% EMRY F Afx AFE
BE 1A QRIEAZARY n7A R 97 A
Eo| AR o v FIAT AANHLZ F4 S
Ao g AAATHChi-square(df = 111)= 162.268,
p = 0.00: Chi-square/df = 1.461: RMSEA
= (0.054: NNFI= 0.97: CFI= 0.98: RMR=
0.06: GFI= 0.89 AGFI= 0.85).

7HdA%Z A3 AA, CSR AFHL FHLE
CSR ¥4 334 4% v A2z ug
wok. mEd M 13 28 S AYHAY. 94
7Hd 19 7193 CSREF WYARELE r=
0.439 (t=4.214)2 fHAt. 7199 4%
oA CSREEFL 7IolvAE A% AFH F7|
dA FAE = AT oJeHHQl PAL 5= 3
. E3 A4 719EL ANEY CSREFS ©I
A Y92 HrsE e A%l g + U9
(Campbell et al. 1999). olg§ Q&L FAL
EIAT 433 & & . § Ado] FAE &
e 7199 CSREFC] 7199 oldz= sl

894

S R R TR R A R R S T R TR R D T R R

L S TR

o] YA = AARAQ PFolgn A4 + U
™H(Grahn et al. 1987). Wty 4% 71992A
E2 719 543 #dAe] ¥ CSREFE 8
£ Ao 2HAERREH YA e By
F 95€ FA}AN(Drumwright 1996), 719
B4 53 FALEY BHANEe 719548
CSRE%9 #AFL AAle] CSREF diF &
< 7gdhet 3RAY 98 & Aoz 7Y
& & 4 o 7M 29 $999 CSRES 9
AR A 7=0.231(t=2.144)2 HAHI%
o ABAEE AN AAEL o] F23
Azl Aotet AYPA 02N Aot FES
B8 4 hH(Berger et al. 2006). £ 1 33
AN Z8E + = =934 AoHmoral identity)
o 4L ZAALE HYA 3 2L ¥34 AP S
i £ 9oh(Blasi 1983). Wb a2 3
o]8 FEY & gt 7139 AT FULE] A
At CSREZS ZAsA7lcd & 482 & 2o
2 7198 & 4 Sidh. ol CSRY A it /1<
AAAQ BE7L ALEAQ CSREFS Hldl 23
Al 9%E v|Ave AFAREHE gHWLEst
(Lafferty et al. 2004). 44 719 AQZ213Y
(corporate volunteer program)e] #Hdste F
ALY A5 NQFQ =949 FUke AR
2 g4 dch(Lewin 1991).

€4, CSR 947 23 YA e A4
FYA(B=0.397: t=4.581)% #3(B=0.385:
t=4.593) B5 #9449 Aoz Jegd. EF
Z3d g FINE 23 ZAEd IFAA 9%
< el IAA FYAE B=0.397(t=3.621),
AL B=0.588(t=5.428)9 9FHL HA{,
wetq CSRAMel 23 FYAlel IFAA 9%
S nj3eeH 24A&d o|F £ e 7K 3

AGEATE 39 H4Z 20104 88



CSRE32| XHthdnt CSRAY:

T SUMNE SHe=

WA E e R

(& 3) 7K483 &
Hynothisdds St.and_ardized — Test
Estimate Result
Company-Cause Fit — CSR Associations 0.439 4214 p<0.05
Employee-Cause Fit — CSR Associations 0.231 2.144 p<0.05
CSR Associations — Cognitive Identification 0.397 4,581 p<0.05
CSR Associations — Emotion 0.385 4.593 p<0.06
Cognitive Identification — Commitment 0.397 3.621 p<0.05
Emotion — Commitment 0.588 5.428 p<0.05

GFI= 0.89: AGFI= 0.85

Chi-square(df=111)= 162.268 p=0.00: RMSEA= 0.054: NNFI= 0.97: CFI= 0.98: RMR= 0.06:

~ 7 6& 25 AdEU. FHLEIA CSR
AFE FUA 22 UHQ ZFHE o7 I
g Z2 PFHA 4%4E 7H4E F A (Sen et
al. 2006). °]d AFAFe 71dovAs} ALs
9 fAU AFAE g F AHAQBY F8
§ 98% & + e 29 dUAUNE Fo}
A7AHER}E YAk (Herrbach and Mignonac
2004). AA 7HAF Ade (X ) 24

V.E9 ¥ &E

5.1 £9| & 72l

259 JIdA 3HAQA 7IYddS Sdse
AL v F8% AFH FAo}. 53] HIoe
71958 g A4 (CA associations)¥® ohzt
7199] AREA Aslel] gk A4HCSR associations)
9 #84o] 7Zz5x SItHBrown and Dacin
1997). zey o] g A AY &Fo| A% Wi

AL x39A M4 20104 8%

B 7449 Fa9sdA 3IFHA 44E 7IA
EA? T FUUEY H:Y T 4FE
oA eAd g A7 o¢ 25§ 4Fod
(Berger et al. 2006). 7434 7199 A4
AJEFL FTHYLSAA 34N 43 HHE
4 glon, FHUEEY YA 2 A& 3H
A9 94FE HYo2N CSREFO| WFT44s
o #ATF5E A% R4 FUo| € F U2
BAFY, F8 A72HYE Higez dgy 2
& AR =98 F I

A%, H2 B 7IgEAEs F8Ao] B}z
I YA, 7199 A9ASS YiaAQ Fds
o] A BA=E FAFoZ oFA Usn
AEA dade FRHIT Aot (elfAl, =
Aol 2004). ©|& 22 ¥ o, CSREFL UF F
AYEdA 7I9BAs FHolge RS JHAY
Fo2A YREAYY F8§ o] € & 3o
E4, CSREFY YAl AR T UM AAL
old, AESA, RN AFY ¥ o
A AAdY AFEE ;e Ao EAHY
F do. CSRAAZT BAAME A& HolE
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F e A7t F2% & ded(d: 873 480
) (Montoro et al. 2008), ¥ FUAHLEA
9N CSREEFS APAH L 5o U ¥&aF
g FEstm CSRAZY AL £ F U= F
8o FAY + Yo AA, CSREFS W 34
9 FYANE B3 F714Q #AE ¥ F 4
£ o] 8 F . 2 59 FYAY #YUt
8% QFFAR ¥4=an Yt @3 CSRE
B9 FUYET FYA Y WAE BE3HA 3
¥, CSREFC] 2HAEY T 344
L v|Ache AKdo] U5 ATH Lichtenstein
et al. 2004: Luo and Bhattacharya 2006).
CSREFo] W% FULEY FIAd 4%S 1|
Ae AL F 7HA gn|z AT & e, skt
£ CSREAe] FUYER slda AALY ofold
Elgld] B3l vjdAH LS A o= RS
AT & dde ABA Aolo]E(social identity
theory) #olx, E T2 shte fo]g A4
o4 CSREZE B3 719ud=r} FALEY
Aolg 3T F e A ¢ 2 F Y4
£ Aot} (Cardador and Pratt 2006).

B AFE o84 oA 7|E d7ES 24
AZde 2 74 99§ 7HAa g,

AR, FULEY 9F CSREF diFd A7
ZAALE 7L & ke 7IE8TSE(Brammer
et al. 2007: Peterson 2004: Rupp et al.
2006) 1 < BYsA 4d9sA Rde @
AZb Qg a3y 32 23 ATFEL A
719 7 BUNE Bxse AHABREY CSRYE
TolA AcksA, CSREFS 58 FUEH 24
e F9AE F83A dFn dch(Berger et
al. 2006: Bhattacharya et al. 2008). 24
o2 FZ ATFEL EF AAAT ks F

896

UHE - olyE

1 glon, oAl Aurd: 4z FAAY,
E AdFE ABA Aojo| g3} fFo| 8 TSR
9 CSREZS B3 FHYEY TLA 72€
+ JeAE d9sin, £§ CSRAEAF YA,
az 23AS3Ne] BAE FFHE A5
tE 997t g

A, & 947 CSRAAS 5% 23 5YAE
AvataA, 7189 AAF FLAd XA
A4 2o g A F7st] ARaEsd. o]
E 29 23 FIANY dA¥98E Adse ¢
TEAE 9UBEE Aoy, EF CSRAZIA
AR08 5% WA 2 dF ol &
3e £ 9SS BAFTE 997t i

AR, CSRETIA AR T8 A7FAN
oy, FYULES dAezE OFoAA FUAA
t. B d7dAe 7129 719543 CSREF
Zte] AFPPR oz} FUHUH CSR €5 T 3
Aol CSRAA mlAE FAFAY EHE A9
sttt §3] o] HFo|q CSREFY F71¢ &
ek SN 7z AFAel CSRAMH F
AN 9EE A F AT o|&Fo2 AW
Act.

g, 2 d3e 7G9eAEdA AFA AA
AL AZdF2 . AA, CSREFY JAS
AR o), A3 JAERRTE FdE 5T 9
ANEARE 258 dart g FHEEY 4R
A BAUE 9A £F CSREFS A3 vl 4|
g 94 RE 7Fs4ol 7] Wit s
A9 7195 $AYEY AAHQ AsE F
4§ CSREFY Ago] A3 AT #¢HYS
olajd "ast gt

4, UE FULEIA A CSRAZE %
FaA FEste =S 71eooRt ot Scott

23S0l H39 M4% 2010 8%



CSRE&2] M4 CSR

and Lane (2000)& 29| ojo|dlE|E]E B wst
& e 2 7K HAUSES AAGEd, ol
B2d 7|9EgAES At ALEdA CSRIAY
< 78a7] g8 Faug yRAdd ARUAIA
22 £8 o|n|x] Agd Fsof gt Fuut
z294 F2dE, CSRAXE § I 7EE
o] ZAUES Az E4E F H(Maignan
and Ferrell 2004).

AR, 9529 olgjAAAANAT 28 T CSR
%9 997} 9o, uiF FAL FH9A CSR
259 %2 Folm Felde Ao FoIde
A4¢ & gart id. 53] 713 FALL §
dA7} CSREFS UFETAN M F2F A
E2 439 g871 3cH(Bhattacharya et al.
2008). |2 53 Ao d 4= ¥ 47
5 U AR EE0] #E F 7] Aol

5.2 ATEAE H ojfeiT e

B d7E CSREF] UY FUHUEY YA
of 48L& Fohe SN ATFEHo] FEH A
28 A7} sk AR, R FHYLEY 25 4
2 CSREZY U@ AZ 2AH%A APAYA F
7t 388 48E & & Atk FTHYA FAE T+
s FYA9 FFAA %S vlAge A7
E& a%S Bo] A=) FATH(McAlexander
et al. 2002: Smidts et al. 2001), CSRell o
§ ZAYEY Fod9g LAY BAe F7EA
%3 st w2ty FHEEY CSRAA ¥ oiY
g Fojd g T FF A7 nHoE
Ae F0)2¢ FAolT},

E4), CSRES S 58 U¥ FJ4E9 e
TALEY AHHA AZE o} 9 FAS A

AU m39 M4% 2010 88

4 ZUH SUANE SHe=

zto] 37l mel8 + UoH(Berger et al. 2006:
Collier and Esteban 2007). w2k &F A+
e 939 AFAQ HH EE J¥AZd o
g 389 o|n)A|(construed image)s°] WFT
A9se AHHA CSREA sy A 13
g 4 o

B d3dA CSREFY HPAel CSRAZ
ZRAQ 4L nAE FHoM F1% 1 &
o Wd 3FAL Pt FERE s AN
1A, AA $EAEY Aot ARt F
& gotsA ggtohe EAA] . o7 =32
£ 3% A7oA 2o LA HEE 28t 3l
£dl, CSREFY AP £1 @3] 44 F
JLEdA od AYE FEsheA, 2n o
g Aol wet CSREF Ui &3t oFA
2gd & JdEeAd dF A7 AP F Yo
(cf., Ellen et al. 2006). =3 CSRE%F] &%
(CSR efficacy)oll digt FJLEY AL =¥ F
23H 1218 4 UoH(cf., Korschun 2008).

B ATE 59T AlgoAA CSRAl g %7t
o 24 YA, 282 2F2EE P SHS 2
stche AollA, FAHez2 FLWEH (common
method bias)elld A4EA E&ch a3y £
AFo|X g} Zo] FULEY ouAE AAAE
=Y 35 9%S v|A + Ade HdA FL
iAoz A BAE o= A= &2 7154
o] 9ch(Riordan et al. 1997, p. 411). &¥
A7 HE 23 AR (secondary data)E S4F
gk el Wo] g & Ut

njAgte g B A7 1 B & $ FEEA
A Lutsle) dig 2 Aol A, 53 CSREF
9 9o Qg v & e PEIFHERAF,
A%9S 2007) 52 £ 479 2E dHsted
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s - olye

Slojd R FARCE QA sopt & Ao
CSRE%5 g FUdE9 B7/h 3 A
Ao gg & JYde AAd vFoE W, ¥
dAFME Eo goE EES FM & d7E
AgAHE F8rt

A, AFA (2002), "FHL FHEE, AFP, A
A3 L AAF Yuge] F3F8o) BT A
T, AdYsted, 31(4), 1039-1068.

A%, ZAY (2008), 719933 BRI w3t o] F
A=A ZY " oY AT, 23(3), 141-162.

ZAF, 9% (2007), 7199 A2 3R EF A4 F8
AENE S0z " ol T3(2), 53-84.

=34, AZ 948 (2008), 71%E 28E A% T
AR FYAY A7HA AL o] &% 2HE A
3} u@” AU, 37(6), 1497-1524.

°o|x=3} (2006), "nE&ZF T FAFAY FEA w0
ZA 2403} ey njAe 9%, AXK
a2, 13(1), 145-165.

ol (2007), 71delmlA ¢ HA=AIzEe] A Bl
== Fojolxe] vxe 9% ¥, Znd
T, 7FeE, 97-118.

olf-Al, 2}do} (2004), “WF BAY: Wi e BA=
FUAZL W ARE CSEE X 9%
olAEHET, 19(3), 81-112.

olghy, HYl, AMT (2007), "2z WEH/EUNF
gaAoA e A A whg YA whgo] A3}
AFT U 7154 A3 Jely w9 7
Bol e 47" oAEHT, 22(2), 1-19.
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Effects of CSR Fit on CSR Associations:
Focusing on Employee-Company Identification

Hae-Ryong Kim* - Hyoung-Tark Lee**

Abstract

The social responsibility of companies has become a crucial factor to consider for the
survival and growth of business firms. Academic attention to CSR has also continued for a
long period of time. However, few studies have been done about the effectiveness of CSR
activities on employees. Recently, some researches are paying attention to the influence of
CSR activities on employees, but the research has several limitations.

First, some studies emphasize the relationship between employees perceptions of CSR and
commitment to their companies, it is unclear what process by which commitment is formed.
The present study examines the way in which employees' CSR associations influence their
commitment to companies. It focus specifically on the potential effects of the cognitive
identification and emotional response. Second, there have been no studies about the effectiveness
of CSR fit on employees perceptions of CSR activities. In forming perceptions of CSR, employees
are likely to guess their company's motivation according to the level of CSR fit. We deal
with the CSR fit in terms of company's characteristic and employee self-concept.

To test the hypotheses, we took a survey with 149 employees. The structural model was
tested using a estimation by MLE and all hypotheses were supported. The current study
contribute to the literature in several ways. First, this study demonstrates that CSR activities
influence employee commitment, and also examines employee-company identification process
by which organizational commitment is formed. When employees perceive their company to
be a socially responsible, s/he would go through identification process, which consists of
cognitive identification and emotional response. Through the experience of congruity felt and
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** Full-time Lecturer , Department of Business Administration, Keimyung University
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emotions, employees become increasingly committed to the relationship with their company.
Another contribution is the establishment of a positive relationship between CSR fit and
employees perceptions of CSR. This study shows the fact that company-cause fit and
employee-cause fit are both significant antecedents of CSR associations. Bring these
discussions together, it is believed that companies should manage their CSR activities in
terms of employees’ perspective.

Key words: company-cause fit, employee-cause fit, CSR associations, employee-company
identification, commitment
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