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kel ® it ExE
(WAL T R 2 8 B4 B, K 300401)

H OE ASKAERRAINIGHAEREGSERS, AREAANMEERKZ Y. AEHREETE
AR BT, VABBT 45 R Z 0 BRI R 00 A SR, AT R 5 K NI 46 K IE AR B 0 69 A B AUE AT A,
HFAERE S TIES GRAFTRRXRK. BEEHA LT ALI: (1)EESHE E, 2 E 5 E 6 R T A
WA AT e TR b, R BB AR N EA EMA RN E BRI GRBE QEAANA L, £ &
BEBEEAA . EHRNA. Bk BNA. JBEERAAFSE Z5MA, Q)VEAREIMA L, T2FHEHAT. A
PAFrl 8 = 7 @ af N S B 69 %ok, ABERET AR, BRAF AR AN EBABARR., ARFRTH
TS FHAA ST AN RRAAEAB Y. BeMFRAENAERABGSh. REANEABSLEREE S
o i, FAA D EF BN E T R LR, ARIAE ETAESAE G H AR F S AT,

KEEIF AR, ABAE; A ERS; A ESE

525 B849:C93

1 51§ Fil Bennett (2000) & 4 41 SR [ 5 41418 TEARSS
&, #iH T REF A E R B (procedural justice
climate) A S, AT 2 428 1E A4 2 T 1) 15
TR T R B R 208 Y — PP BUAREE, T
HANTEMIFR T, FREI, HLAIFEHHE
YU IEIRAN 2 (245K AR ] (Liao & Rupp, 2005),
TEXTHER B RE W EWA T E L &
Cropanzano, 2009),

T 20 AR, A IESUFE S R MoE s, SOUE
WEIEBORARL I Ry 000, I H R LR 2 E AT b
A — B35 A 8 CAn RN R R AN AR = 7 AT 9E A 1E 4
[, A FRATIA T TE 45 Rl 25 4 1 R AR AL T 30
BB . (H BT T 5T B = X4 1 A R B AN SEIE
R RGEFEE, XH IR RR RGN A,
BT, AXEENAT ANIERAB S A EBAN
XA, BT A E R BEE A I B, P2 T
YR [ PN A2 3 A TE SRR 9T R R A AR
FA AN TE 45 BB I 2 7 o SRR 43 i DA 2 JE 4 TR

FE¥EAAHa”, XFHHRAIE
(organizational justice)' HYBFFE— B 51 H FE 1]
B E G, WERINE Z4EfE A E(R Y . L. 221,
o 22 5 AT 43S N BRAE B B G ok 0 Bk
1E (overall justice) B T $5 4F iy £ J8 1 R VB AN IE
(multifoci justice) . %5 = J7 4% IE (the third-party
perspective of organizational justice), 2121/ IEH
WTER AW I 8 LIRS A e, JF R Bl i X 48
PSR AR AE GRS, k-, BH,
2018; Ambrose & Schminke, 2009; Colquitt, 2001;
Cropanzano, Li & Benson, 2011), #R 1 LA 5T £
R VEAMAR R T HLUVANEBAL, X —ERE L
PR TN IEBIR R R, [RS8 52 B X F
— ] AURE AR I R 2 A7 400 2 B . Naumann

Wk H A 2019-1-29

* [ AR A T AT H (16CSHO10) % B) (SRR 28 | SR ZE L . i A R R A I
WAEVEH: KPR, E-mail: hebutjason@sina.com Xof 30 Ak [ PN A A AR 2R 1 A AR O SEEAE 9T R AT
A BN R AT, IESA, KAEMBETY T RGRE, e LR LR SCIE RS A
(2017). KT = HKH, 2 LKA E Z5152018). B W L T A Tkt L 3
DTS R A A, A o o XA BRI, JRER LA AOK
{7 PR 2 IR W L o
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2 REFEMBRARSESEM

21 RNEFESAERMN

KFHLENERP TR AT LLEWIR] Adams
(1965) AT HIBATFY . % BRI O E TAERH 5
A LB, 5 HARZ < B2 IE” (distributive
justice). Thibaut H1 Walker (1975)7E0F 58 A FL T
P A IE AL 42 T <R ¥ A 1IE” (procedural
justice), J&VE 4B P il 2 3 TR FNPAT A TE 1
., Bies 1 Moag (1986) | JCyERE P AT FE i)
ABRE S, ¥HFRZ H“ZEH /S IE” (interactional
justice), Greenberg (1987)%5 i T 4H 4V IE 1 — %
PERE S 5L T TAE B8 v 24 I 7 B A 8% 0
Greenberg (1993)# — 44 58 BN TE 53 A< ARy
1E ”  (interpersonal justice) fl “ {5 B A IE ”
(informational justice)o Rl J&VE R P IUAT B4k
e, EEXFTRERSE AL JEE NS
FERTFPATEH S R g d, FRERS Bt
TN WAE BRI R CIR A, R AR, 2RO,
2010; Colquitt & Zipay, 2015),

Naumann Al Bennett (2000) 5 B 2H LN TE B
T ZRHAZ T, 12T A E 4 F (ustice climate)
PR, IR SO — A TAERH IR B AR X 15
1500 ARV TA 0 (5 882 TT) o WA it AE LA 52 Al
TIRXETRIFHRIE., 25, FEHEIMRENMEA
TERAE MAERE, 456 )7 2 IESUE 1 E X,
N SEJE R T 43 BE 4 1F 40 1 (distributive  justice
climate, 51 T.%F AT A3 4R B S i B & TAEAT H B 5L
AR S R ) . 38 O IE 4 i (interactional
justice climate, 53 T %538 &P S04 T3 A v 1 A
Bt o 7 U A B VA8 R B ) SR =2 R . ABRA
1E % ¥l (interpersonal justice climate, 53 T X455
fFfE. BE., X5 FRBEMITM T EAIERE
By 3 SN A E B IE 5 Bl (informational justice
climate, B X450 F 5t TAEFA X . 4rhcid
R B ()RR T B st b . PEAN R R
By 3 528 (Liao & Rupp, 2005; Spell & Arnold,
2007)55EHE A .

NTESUE 528 A, 3 IR A BEAR FAS 14
ET PR, A2 SRS [R5 4546 R0 52 m 7
H, A B 18 D B A B A 2 (1
W5, X7kF, 2010),Morgeson £l Holfmann (1999)
P& DX B R & S A PR S AR SE X

(approach): %5 #4 (structure) F LI AE (function), 3
AT, B A T AR B R) Y A2 L
FEUR A9 BE R ) MR, X A8 BAE R EH &, Jir™
A R RG  25 A AR o 2 T UL AE B A
FUARWIAE TR B A R B AL BT R, AR
28 1E ST BB A B B AR A IE 4( ¥l (Liao & Rupp,
2005), 2~ IESUEIME CAFG 4, DhagiE=X
AN A 8 5 A VR 23 B4 5% T e G2 R 2 i 25021
AN o BRI, — 07 1 A J2 1 R A 2 XA
WG =g, H R, MEZ A
WS BE T AR 1) TAEFS &, T B B2 Y
25 1E 450 B 0 8 T A BA 2 T ) TAE B (B
5, XI7kJ5, 2010)0 75— 7 iH, BIEEXTAH R4,
P 2T A&7 A RCR AR . 40 Liao Al
Rupp (2005) &8, #EAMARE L, BT FEENA
TE BRSNS LA ZLR 48 1) 9 25 SR AR i 1 5% ) LR
FETF LU o8 IR BRGNS UL 258 48 [ 19 25 SR A8 i
X — 45 RAEFEARJZ T I A 58 AL Spell F
Arnold (2007)WF5E A& B, 7> TE BRI A28 1 5 1
X5 T 3 o (8 PR R ) HA s, fE
JEHE P ME R, 25, NESENESEEN
TE AT A HE A b A Y, RS TR BRI A
BHARZ R E P IREL, —H MR R XA FIX
A, A ESUEE A A 42 RN A DGR T 4R i T 4181
IS IERIRIFGT SRR, A ZLTR AN T 48 1 B R 3
FEZ 5 MR L
22 AEFERESEM
221 #HREBMIEL

125 BN T #B (social information processing
theory, SIP, Salancik & Pfeffer, 1978)i I ¥ 3% X
ANRZS BERAT S 52, AR S R AR TAEER
B AL I LR ZOR AR B A AT, JEARE
AR AR {5 B A OS2 E AT, Xk
FRSRAWA I m, — WM AT N, —
5 AN . AR Tl WM AIT R Z
EX R, BT FRMEENZR, B
SRR EH U8 TE R BE B0 20 H W, HAth 52 T2 22
DU AR o 3 b AN U7 O 8 — 58 i — 4 W o R
D TATT ST Okt 21 21 10 7 8 1 — ol e ) %) 4 1
O TE SR B ™ A
222 WSI-AFE-BEEE

Schneider (1987)% Hi i | -1 5 R Rl
(attraction-selection-attrition model, ASA)IA N, />
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%28 %

285 A AR IE CBLEE AAS AL . AL AR
oL, 20E 2 B AR ARURN B PR AR AR AR D) B9 A IR 51
SRHRE 55 1 R AR R DU A5 e, TR L
INHAER AN SRAERIK T R [F—HH
BN AT #E— 20 S A, T B0 A U0 [F
Fitb, MATEEFNE &R EBEE, BR8N
IEGUREL, B e AR IE AR L A FE R R RO R 0]
SR ALY o AT 23 FAE AR i o S 2T 1 20 2L 1Y
IERRE, Hik, R T3R8 | O RREAH B
PR ZE T, TR R, AATT 6 THA A IER
FHRITEA SR B — 2B . fJa, AREEXT 44
O IEFFAN TR UL ) B0 T plih 44k, Athfi]sk
B BB, sog il Bk Xk, HZUh R AR
TR L Xof 2H 21/ 1F 45 AH ] R 8L LAY 53 T, AT
Xef 2 2 1 9 (RN A8 1 TR 2 IE 4L
223 AEERES

Degoey (2000)%: F SIP #H T /2 1FE 4% 4t
(justice contagion) JMEAE, NN AL T [F— TAEH
by i L, 2Bt 5 2 IEAH S H A B A
AL RS AT, X — i B AT Y A B
g —HE o MK A TEAL G 53 A ML B2 (cognitive
contagion) Fl1% 24 1% 4% (emotional contagion), A
& L8 21 24 01 T 3d % 5 24 IEAH OG5 B 1A it 22
TS 28 4 A X8 TEARBLIA N ) 3t 72 (p.56) o 5,
AbTF Rl — T AEPREE H ) 51 T4 38 2k 1 b [ 56 F 2
TEAR B A WA B R Hh BB X2 TE R 25 B,
EANHE HEAF R B ALE, 8T 1R
AT SR B ARG T iz R W, L
N 2H SR B v AR ART 5 R 28 TE TEAR A A o A SR A
. IHHEAL YR AL 5 TSR 28 1IE A e 5
WG 26 R NG, LA J% 52 oAt 53 T s #E R A G 15 45 I
N A3 AR (p.57) o BTG, B TR BIAA
IEXT B 2l s g (AR ) RISk, X
PG 25 251 & [RREA L2 D7 B 53 TR [ P 175 26 I
N, B S B A B TAE LU G AR A 22 ) B
RN 28 RN . Zead F58E . R E A FE g
BIEHE LR, A TN AN IERTS LT
SRR H A TE AU
224 RNERBREEIE

NIEJE & B8 (fairness heuristic theory, FHT,
Lind, 2001)3# & 5 2 H] T il B4 R 2 1E 4 12
. Lind AR, BT ARIAAIGE AR, ZEHXF
Ve 27 BN 248 L LR B, ASTT REXT B A =

0 A A V% L S T O i S T, T 2 MR
KRR BRI, RIS SR i A
ARG B ST AN IERE IR, BT
TESEAT N IEFR BEPE RIS, NS A 21N 1E 19 45 4
AR By R E) MK, WREE—MTER
B AR5 A R B 0T X A 2N IR AR Y —
ANEEARTPH] . Lind [FIBIA, A8UABE IR
el EPEH R R B — XD, T
it F IRIRE B ZH BUR SR AR 0 JR R AR B AT 2T il —
T Xt 20 2B AN TE AR A S B, BV RN IE
Sl (Li & Cropanzano, 2009),

3 AEFEMARMAA

3.1 #ENA

Y B AR TR A VAN IE A AR, LR
FE Al X 20 450G T 28 IEH U] (rules) BA T 17 100 A Uk
J(Lavelle, Rupp, Manegold & Thornton, 2015),
043 e 2N TE SC TR IR £ 5 By T e ACRE DG Y LI (4
T P FR) . BT A IE TS R
H AL (4N Leventhal 5 AR H BT AIE 6 M
My B8 H 8 TE OGTE ST FL A5 SRAAT I 9 N R 38 T AR
ML . B8 B X THL N IERNGEREH
B, FEMEAS A BRIR ., BRiiFR 247
TE = AEBE DO 2E EE P AN 43 O v . B2 e m, B
A 2 T T 450 1R 178 48 ] -, = A7 A 3 VR A
N RN 537k o HEBE R AR A E AU 5T R B0
ol LB

5, PR — A RS HI4EE . Carter,
Mossholder il Harris (2018) LA [ iz 55l i) 45 -
B TONREAS, WF5T & B0 24400 T F B R 1) Fn 5
T ) 52 gk A2 1 BLAE 4 il S AT A (contingent
reward leadership, CRL)#EF—2, Z1n5id
IS IEG IR B R o RIS, 4B 28 1E 4 AT L
At CRL — 0% 45 20 B A AT A B s i) o 2=
e AL RAAR B QOIS T 41T 22 AL AL
X} A BA S AR 5 ) T AL, 5 R R B R 25 Ak
BERLRE 8 38 28 A B P98 A4 58 B2 TE 0 AT ] BA
R0 A AR T R R, iR AR R A 4R I 52 B AT BAAL
JIBEE R IR, B AR RO R R I ETBA, 32
HNTE R Y A VR FEA T B B AR % AT BA
By 3, Shin, Sung, Choi Fl Kim (2015855 T
=24 B S P R4 4T O (top management
ethical leadership, TMEL)Xf A\l JZ 1 2H 208 RAT
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M (organizational citizenship behavior, OCB)#I}
BRI AL, 255 K, TMEL BEfE & &
RAFRE BEGUE, S8 URE P 2 IR U, e
FE Al OCB Ml 55 Gisk . fbfiTiA N, TMEL Z
FF A e AR BAU L, 2R TMEL 58314
FIR U ECR S TP A EA B . (HAEX 4l
OCB I 55 SR 52 0 75 THI, A8 2 1E 450 LU 22
KFEBSH

7, FRFR AN IE R BYEE . Whiteman,
Caleo, Carpenter, Horner I Bernerth (2012)3&F
2000~2010 [FJ4E B 27 1 3 2 45035k 6] s T90 2% 4 )
49 66 i SCHR, 12 JHIC/ T I EERIFSE 128 TE 4501 X
VT A SSCRE 152 00 DG 2% o AT K AT BAAKCRE 0 B3 T
A TAR W . 8URH) . ANBRIT b N
OCB. MIBABER J1). IB4EF7 AW, BHR)A
P BA SR (AR A= 77 32 | B 16 2 B ) DU A 5 T o 5%
B IRAYBCAE SUE X B BA SR W oK, 28 B
TE G A BRAT 52 de K, AERS B T2 BE 1Y
L, = EAMH2EA K. Moon (2017)HR4E/E
FAXT GAS [GPRE A TE S 0 DA 4 B2 H P2 . 45
A 18] (3 B BR) AL B S i) (R PP A L), I
3 o SEUEAIF AT AR B 145 5 1) 1 T A T S G
HAMXWA RS TEREmER, 8BS
[ia) £ 79 o A T 4 PR T 5 2 4R O Y A8 e (A4 48
LR W K o

B =, AN TR) A T 5Bl 4 2 18] i 22 EAE T .
Tremblay, Chénevert, Vandenberghe Fll Rocheleau
(2018)38 1 P P2 ELAFSE T UAN A 1E 40 B (R )%
S ABR . 5B TIRSAT NS, 45
S L TE SRR B3 T IR 95 A7 DA 45 i £ ot 4 A2k i
EHLME . HACkE, —Jrm, m-md G A E
WA — AR 3 5 TR IRS 1720, AT R ik
o3 3 BT ROR (A 43 o A TE U T e 2 3K
BRI AT BC2EHE, 17 5 15 2 1 451l D) b3 o 2
P15 AL 0L T B AR FTie, 414UE R 8 i It
A, BLAEZBIEW) . 75—, mARAE
F9 28 TE AR B B AN — S B0 TR 5547 O 1Y s 2
(AR A BR 2 TE AR Bl 22 25 03 Tl ok TAE R B A
B M, T AL R AR T T A R 25 7 43 R I
THYEIRE, hR LB A S Ea Bk E -
BAEEN, R0 F S 5F EE R i H AR
855 91) 0 AN, BRSO 3E 57 T IR 5517
KR RZRE X A TEA B G F >0 2

J7> A br o

SV, K A5 A B IR — AN RS TE UL
Sora, Caballer, Peiro, Silla #ll Gracia (2010)% ¥,
IR FIRE G TAE AN R 2B Ry, FEAK
TAEAN 2 4 BT 51 T S A BRI 8 R[] )52 T
TR 2, MR AR A EA B ERERZ
U (BFERR T | Y BURIZE D), H e Rb B A
XA AR EAT T A, SERRIE 1Y R AR A
A,
3.2 BiEUA

Z U N I A i R AR — B ] o 4
HANIET RN ERHA, LG %5 (e.g.,
Ambrose & Schminke, 2009; Lind, 2001)X} X 43
YR HLUN TERFF AR I T BUEE, X Rl 4k
SEANE LR LA IE I A4, TR T R A
NIERIMERS, IR HE O U TARYE A Sz
il N 22 55 BT TR B0 X6 4 40/ 1E R ) A ) D
(Ambrose & Schminke, 2009), 552 /S IEM H,
BRI TEA DUF R s 55—, SRR IERBAS T 4T
Hi SR AN AN A TE IR B9 428 (Lind, 2001). 5
=, EMR AR MRS AR (i R T
LIROIT, ALK TE X 25 S 00 L U 225 T 40 4k B
TF B2 (Ambrose & Schminke, 2009), B=, 4
YN ERBRZILHRICK, MEERAIEMNER
I N deoy N T ARG U IR E o e S
FALFR(E TR, B, 2012), Bl AR TR R
MEA AR I, A 2= F s 2 R AR 2 1 i F
8o JUE TR, (AH TR IR I
SEEHA PR EZE/EMH ., Priesemuth, Arnaud Fll
Schminke (2013)AF5% T B4 1E 450 BB X B 44 2 A
7247 M (counterproductive behavior) (52, 45
BRI, BRI IEF e R0 51 T AT R
FUBGAAT R, T HL X R 52 1 32 T B8 A1 4K (functional
dependence, [a] 5575 A oA B AR (Y 42 152 ) i)
7, RO AR o () 3 ) A B AR R B R R, R
IE ST 53 T REAT S FNBUA AT A 45 il i
Thornton F1 Rupp (2016)F 57 T 3 A4/ 1 45 Bl Xt
R FEASAT RTS8 & IR
O3 TE G B RE AT 20080 B R AT 2R, XD 52
132 Al At 23 TRAT A RE A GE FE A R A T, R
M At 2 T AT RGRTR | T A TR A R AR B R,
TE 550 B X B A R AT Sy 1 07 ) S IR AT i
RV ARN R E AR e e R kAL 247 R, 2
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%28 %

R 2 A AL 2 ST IR T .
3.3 ERAERIEIR A

Bl ALV TEWF S R IR A, 22 B 1T R
Fe TN TE BRI B K JB (sources) . 5 4541 f ANTH],
JEN SR VR A Ay, B T REAE W I 3 9 LA E
BN R IR, B T2 TR A IERE R
A 2 W 2R 2 X A S B SR U, DT I JRT 32
E X1 TR S (Liao & Rupp, 2005), HLai 14,
SERIOL A QT A A M A TE >, TR IR A O
HE“YER /N IE” (Rupp, Bashshur & Liao, 2007), A
2EFINN, ) — B3 T2 DB SR U5 AN [) ] fsf = A
A A EPEH, Wl EEASNIE, (A545 [
FZ [N IF (Lavelle et al., 2015), 7ESLBRMFSEH,
S R A S A5 A AT 9T . A IR
Fl IR AR R B RAL . 8. RFEMBE
331 AAMESE

Liao Fil Rupp (2005)3% T P gk % ok U (41418
MFE)M =Fp AN IERBERF . AR, FE)HE
T 6 FAIEGFEL, ST Tk 6 Fh s i 4 Bt
VL AU 46 ) R LA 245 48 1] (2R i . 6 2 3 A
ANRAT IR . SR B, ST EENET M
NI 72 T 450 P A Jnd 5 7000 = A8 s A 245 Wl
47 S8 1E 5570 B XA LA 23678 S0 488 1) Ay 45 S A5 i
HRTCREA; He T AU AR T A 1F 4 L AE 3 T
LUK RN RAT A, (5B E45UE Hbe
ETIMHLUA RATH, 1A BRA IE 4 BT AT L
YL R A 0] 11 25 5 AR SR TR A (B 249 5T) o Al fT]
KB, BRI IR 2 1 4R BB AS [R] 4
] (1 25 A i LA o ml sg e, BT A 28U Ry
N TE 50 IR T 45 R R 6 A5 A 8 LA 1) R
HF B RRT RGBS B HE A RATH
BARAMER. M1 8 X —25 R 0 F 2R
1E T £ & 3L 28 P (multicollinearity) (19 77 7E (58
252 1), Rupp, Shao, Jones FI Liao (2014)%3 %3
TALLUR 45 AR IR, i T H S S5
FAI A TSR (O3 BE . BRI L 38 H)XF &5 R AR HE 1 52
M, BT AN EEAEE 5 —, FEXT LR E H AR
S48 ] B 25 SR AR 1 (43 B DAL 2R A SR FE
THEL AR EBORTE . SRR -, Bk
TEAT A8 1 2 TE S0 B2 R T 65 1 1R £ 10 2 T AL
B MR IR S H bR AR i A DG EC R (414
EEZANNE Sk e e S = 105 A I N p o N U T
F) 52 ]

332 [EFE

T BBAF ) [A] 558 IE 47l (peer justice climate)
FUEZEFNTR R, I HAUABL T 5 T X RE
PR VAT IR, 3 72 Wk AR AT ) 4 2L D) 1) 7 A
(Molina, Jakopec, Cropanzano & Moliner, 2017),
Cropanzano % (2011)¥%f [al 55 A IE A Bl e X, )
—HEARN— R TR . AEEEX ETFRLERM
BTN AR TR 2 TE %) i AR B2 10 S S B (5 568
) TEHMFFEH, ABATRGT T W SR 2 R
) = B 2 T 45 DR 1T BA ST 300RT AT BA 2 AT R
(B NFIBIHO) B2, 45 51 e I T) 2 1 4 (R
JF RN B ) %o [T BA 25 555 A AT BA A RO AT S B BA O
al s, AEAE AL AN TR = o P A 25 R0 4 5 W) S
i 3o A AT 55 3k A8 (P AR 53 9 32 . B L ok
JKP) R SEBLRY, TR AT B2 B AT iy 14 5 Wi D) 2 3
it P BA A BR it B (BB EER T . 85010 ABR3Z e
IR AT o 1T HL 45 R A i ¥y axX Al i, ()
FeO TG BRI T A2 1 19 [R) 50 TR . L,
Cropanzano F1 Bagger (2013)#/F5% 1 [6) 5523 1E Al
MIZE AL A, LA [ = 2 T 45 Bl 45 4 L )
PR 2N TE U X 25 R B 0 R . il AT R T
Cropanzano 2§ (Q2011)AF5Y, 7€ RS2 IE 45
AT 3B IEZERE, s [R] = 23 TR S el Jg — A
ZYESER, SERIEASCRE BT R B, TEXT
AIBNGAE . AT BN 2 B2 A A BA Gk iy s |, L
EC L AL AL A A B AR N TE LR, A ) o 0 IE SR
Xof X LA B A 52 I B K, Walumbwa, Hartnell
Misati (2017)WF 5% T (& BRI G0 | 24 TE 4RI R (A
AT AMRR, R KRB I AT T RE 0% 5 1
[ D 8 R AR [ = 20 TE AR L, X B2 el 52 48 A T
YA o TR S TE U S R A AR ST AT,
It rh A8 B GFG X BE A~ ST AT B2, i R
PN TE AR A B A X B B2 BRI PR
333 WE

Toie A Fl B LR S5 PE BT, A T2
PG AR BB AT 2, KA Z 5 i
EAYFIH . A6 GRS IR R ko R, B
N R0 SRR/ URT) ) B i 1 3 ey 1 )
YE A B 25 B A1 T —dE iy s 80, I T 5
THOH G, 45 T 32 2% A2 IE (customer
injustice) X ¢ i, H: 25 B T AT O 8 2% 52 3 52 i
(Skarlicki, van Jaarsveld, Shao, Song & Wang,
2016). /N R MU I (2015) 4 B % AN
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ONTEAT R BRI AT i — R, A 51 T
TSN E e [ 25 1 AN IE X I e LB ot R
SEAT N A OROTE R, T S e 2 2SR AR
Skarlicki % (2016)ffF 57 T il & 23 1E X A& S 35
1] B YR 47 M (customer-directed sabotage)Rt 521,
EE 8 e N M I | UKo NN A I N 2 0]
Ji % R B AT N, IR MR AA 37 SR AN IE (1
7, RIS E S IR R s, R H
HI G T 1E A A SR B AL A2 1w, HEDn
NZEZEQ015) BT ds H, A AN IEAT hE5I R
[Fi) Jai O 1 22 K i i A AAOR o 24 22 BRI & 23 Gy
B IX AR A IEAT AN, H 48 53 Tk &0 ik A B
MR BB 7 A — A ol — SO B B, R ()
N TE 50 i P o
34 HAFEEMEMRA

Chan (1998)7EAF 5% Unfap ¥4 J2 T 54 = 7t
FIFEAR)Z TR, $2H T 4K (climate level)Fl
S 5 (climate strength) FMES . A& Bl —f =
SR BUR R, R 2 P R G 2 SRR L4 1
L, R S R B S R B, — i
AR FAT S TR R AL PR R B AR
1Y 22 S AL R B, 3R G0 R (R B0 A ) 1) i 583 A
BE, — My 2 s 22 AR RIS, £
I, T4, 2016), XT _&HMERK, Lindell F
Brandt (2000)/F 53 & B, 4 K FF g E 2
AR U JBE5HOC R (GE 335 00), B4R iR
(FF 2R3 BE AR, RAHNZEF BN,
— PR, R R

G T B A 2 P 2 4 S A USRI 5T 2 40 T
BT ), 2 AT 06 AE A5 4 A 4ot I 400 3l e 5
WERFSE, I & 345 K P o 450 R i 8 Sk 45 R A% o
HA AR M s, R 04 4 4 Bl 5
J¥ (Zohar & Luria, 2005) . il 55 % [Fl 58 & (Schneider,
Salvaggio & Subirats, 2002) . & ¥ 4% Fl 4 JiF
(Neubaum, Mitchell & Schminke, 2004). EI#t &
35 J¥ (Patterson et.al., 2005), %545, N 1F 4 Hl 5 &
FBIFGE — 7 T 4 T oA Ry e R R B, ) —
R A RS 2 RS . SN, BT H
TAE PR 5 N A E I & R S AT B b x4
LUNTERYERFD . A BRG] 43 < H W (judgment
phase) 1R I (use phase) i BB 7S BBy
BE, AMAGHE 3340 S A7 S A S H A B T Y SR AT
KFBALAEF TG E, BB HL A IER

— PR B TR X AR g g T — 2B AT
RCRLH”Br B . “HIWTIRPIE N, B —EHFF
L2 B B, BR AR R AR W B e =R 4
(phase shifting event), FEUH TP LA IE
PEAT RN, AT, 33 R Wi Fneon g 25 —
HAFLE(Lind, 2001), HARFREE B9 2 2100 T4l 5t
P (justice climate strength)mli/FJ& S 2B Bt i i
HRAENRRZ —, AEFHAESAFET, BRT4&
AT 5 1 2 TE W LG T 0 W 14 03 T E AT 38 3R
AT A [ O XT 40 800 IE A 20 B, T AE TR 2>
EAFET, XAIGRAS LI, <R BB s —H
F4E T 22 (Colquitt, Noe & Jackson, 2002), Hilthr]
UL, 2 T 5 ] iR B ot 455 SRS 8 A AE 3 ) 42
fEH -

rh A B DA U5 1k i A AT T A O
SR KR BE I SEUEDF Y . TR . HI SR .
WA A FH AL B3 (2008) A 58 R B, AN\ TF 450 11 3 32
AT 4 v A BAGA,  TAS 2 1E 450 BB KT D) %o T BA 45
TC S R, AR AT B 5% N 23 TE 8% A — 3
PR B L B AN 2 1 JER RN 118 S 357 2K X 2 v 1T BA 4
HMEAEHEENEH. Walumbwa, Wu 1 Orwa
(2008)BIF 5% T AN 7% 2 Jil 22 & 1 (contingent reward
transactional, CRT)&U4T R Xt 5t T35 B FAT R 1
W, CRT A7 MR 0L T A 55 4
BCHEIR . AR AR SR AT R B 0 — Fh SR AT D R
252 T1), fbfi1& P, CRT 4S47 Mgl /2y
5 T ST 1 TP A VR D2 52 e A T 0% 324500
B dZUKi#%A OCB, Cropanzano 55(2011)A
S, (RS AR 28 1E 4 BB B X6T 141 BA 45 550 T A A
RAT A B R HVER, 0 EF A BRA F 5 R
FEXT R WE R
35 E=HUA

Topa, Moriano F1 Morales (2013)I\>H, E—
AN EF P =R M. {23 (the actor,
RIS e 25 A SEE ) 32 % 77 (the victim, B
M EZ#E) . % =7J7 (the third-party, BIZE/41
BMHE) e DIEWFIE (AL FE LR =B o 0 M) 2 5
FHE— AWM, BEMERNZETAS, &
A *## (e.g., Brockner, Wiesenfeld, Siegel, Bobocel
& Liu, 2015; Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004; Topa et. al.,
2013) AL LU TE 9 58 = J5 (R0 F 44 Sy F 0 1 5%
WMENVRA VAR . EHhy, AEEEAZ Y F
FHE, GrBSWRESHGLEELRNS



346 O B R 2 it B

%28 %

WL, 25 m 2 b 7] A 25 B AT R GBS T R 45
2018), Skarlicki 1 Kulik (2004545 =7 & LN,
AT T Z A4k HACHL AR A IE X 1545 B A
N AT B A2 TE J R B S 575 = T /A 1E B
(the third-party perspective of organizational
justice), LA S E TIFAES M B3 Y35 A H X g5
PRI TE 5 A A0 T A OB i 5§, 2018),
Skarlicki il Kulik (2004)IA A5 = 3RBURA IEF
AR BAMA I, —FUE BEEIRI, WF 5
FULIEEZ B S RS, T8 5 002 ) — Mk
Wk, ROE] R, H Al A il 3 B 18
o AR, B = I R B R A = A
Jifl: Hf—, FE—RBANIEFE, ZEFHLLW
25 RS AR T RE U IZ SRR AR = . 1%
FAFZ ok /INE I BB AEHE, I258 = T AL
EREE KM, B, 8 = Sl B S ok
AT R (25 3 5 Bl 8 R 55 00 )52 Wl 32 38 38 X AN 28
EF R . 2=, S AR IR
(4508857, S5 b IS Z2 i A BE AT

KT =N AR, FATA N AT LA Z,
MR HEANARFALIAG ., HEHNA
B EZ AL HA B T SR R
WzEENN K. K&, dA8WBmE . #RE, A
AR 2H 2R (Brockner et.al., 2015;Skarlicki &
Kulik, 2004; Topa et al., 2013), 3X 4655 =54 H
B AR, WE AR IE Sk b R B 25 51
BRERAT N TR BRI, H—, A2 HA 5
T WGz EHNEDAEFOEE R, KA
7 38 20 AH [R) 17 5% B T R R BRI 00, DA T e A
HOESMAERIT N . PIRERY, HilR#EZ A
INIEXTRRIY B TAN, HLUNEE = B RSN
2 21 B TR BB 520 . U Brockner Al Greenberg
(1990) 5 B3, YA T HB&R R, AN
=7 R A F A G R A B R, EL
PR T RRE RS, FohEHECSEITA
BT, WRE RS A TR, AT
AT RGP E B AR E RN, 8, PR
FJE X 52 2 E A ) TSR . #5 W (Skarlicki &
Kulik, 2004), Barley (1991)%& 8, & &850 &
B AT Ry — B S AN B TS T %N A A 2R
F4+ B, Goldman (2001)IAK, A FIZE NS E
SRR T B2 FH IS AR R R R A
B, 5=, R SEREE AR AL AT

VR, AT L LN TE AN Bl 2 5 L U &
JEFE AP E R . R G, T e A R A
Bl A7 S A N R A HL R, S B R
% T T ] PN A A IE [ U, T T
R N R &N o 11 I (1 B2 S e P B
ANOSIEXF R IR AL SURIE TR, TR BE B o 45
W SR ZUR L B T AR R I L SURIAE 2352 )
(Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004).

[ P 25 3 8 F A 25 (2018) U [ £ 1 X 45 =
F o TESEAT T ARSE o M1 R, TEX Rl — A 2L
INIEFAE, =07 BB NAT A IR AR A ], X B
FIRF AR SR, SEEEQERN™E
P RGEENRE) . MEARRRETHE . Z
FEHHR B = MERR) . AR ERFRCEE =
FEERER I EZE) . HLUERE R
INIEGR BB SE = O S IR AR R &R, T
5 =T N IE R RO R, B RS
BT =l B AN IR RS 0 =Fh 47 B,
RPAESTAT S (fo 1) T A ST 425 7 4 5 L) ) (M
A7 (10 1) 1 M2 32 3 5 R S B ), DA R S
AT A () FAS AT T 4 R LA )

= AERBRMETARASAERALT
— AT . AR B RTAH SC LS R SETEAF 5T A
Z, BBXRATEREZEIRSE = A A IERS
it e 25 S K34 Skarlicki A1 Kulik (2004) L4 K8 43
FAAE(2018) X588 = J7 FIEE = 7 /3 IE TR JL 22,
A HLUR R E X, FA22008 5 = A IER
FELRE SR« () S IE S P 1 38 = S R e
B — B SR, SRR BB A RE A S —
AT A S IREE, SRR Y S A =7
JE LSRN, MM LUK e, AR
SCHTIREZE T I R B S5 = R R A
R AR, HERMTNNE = 22T IAEAE
AR FBER A Z A 0 R AT =5 B
PR 52 A B R T 58 = 5 MR RS2 R . TE QX A5
Z2(2018)fF i, X [ —HL (AN IEFH, H=
D5 AT A IF AR AR A . B4, ik b2z Ak
ESy DA b= I BE S SRR A o v PN AL
R IE A, T2 HFEAME R AW, R
SH B E T -3, ESIER—F R,
Boax ZE BN A Yog - LRI, [
1] BB 23 X A28 TE A B AT 3 (4 ) = A —
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TE ST, TR AT & LUS B 28 EERIAT N o “=
R B il — e REBE b ] LU i [R5 4h,
USRS =07 AR IR R, XA G DA 2 k2 B
B, Rt 2], S 7 B
N 7= R R . AR 5 M 28 R it &, —
BN ESAFE A REA R T LTRSS =05, i
TS BE AT g iF 2 1 S AR A BT 1),
BIREE GH AW,

4 ANEFERNE

T SCER AR, T R A B TR AU
e AR &2 AR 2% AR 2
THTZH 20 TR R 36, e aed o SCRG 5 FUAS [ 1) 4k
FR 7 20K AR 2 T EE 2R A (aggregate) EEK)Z
AR R A TSRS 5; o 25 AT ek T2 TR
FiE 4 Moorman (1991)5 Niehoff Fl Moorman
(1993 =4E(sr Bt . BF . KE)ER, DK
Colquitt (2001 PUZE(FEIF . 4rBC. ABr. FH)

3%, Naumann FI Bennett (2000)#R#% Moorman
(199 1) AL 28 TR R TF & 1 R P 8 T 4
R, MO ERF A EAB MR HER, WE
RS IE B, R A R R JE Ambrose I
Schminke (2009) 4 il i % & 24 1F 8% 50 & &
(perceived overall justice, POJ), ZE 3L 6 i, 3
FOFH 0 S R X 4 SV A S TE R BE T 1 B R,
3 R I A R SO R T A B TR AR IE
TR EE B IR G 2 B B 1)) o 7 22 IR IR A IE
AEBFE T, LA AR R R A Liao A1 Rupp
(2005 THAMEEN A IEFFER, DK
Li FQ013)W RS A SRR, £ 1 350 7
HAESFEMAEEER,

WRA T, TR B a4 AR AT 1Y
AR VRS T A Z 0 . AR R Y,
R SRR T LIZER [6]J2 T, EAs & & F 40 pr
WAL R AR (T, O R, w0,
2004). Chan (1998)545 T 5 Fiul A4 J2 T 4l 2%

z1 AEFEREHEER
. N ESREE SR TE WA LG IE e
I pemem g AR R
Naumann 1 HJF Moorman (1991) T 440 9 5 TATIA N T VR0 th e s ik BB 05 AR — B0 2 IR A 6 460
Bennett (2000) BRI R T
Ehrhart (2004) Colquitt (2001) 1] )24 B SF AE BT 5 A o 2 TF T A 2 18 4 e e
Liao fl Rupp  F&¥. {5, Byme (1999) HEFHAWFF . A VAL MBI # A E; 8k
(2005) ABR(53ET ER,: AW RN T WA SUR & MBS R HFE; A
ALFIET B BT IER ., BT 2R RN ES
Ex9) MR MBI T A I (58 FRAENE St T M 451k
BRSO B, AR EEXRAERYE,
Spell fil Arnold 4Mg . )% .  Colquitt (2001)  FJF . 4 LHBIECE M HE MBT i RIERA A O IS
(2007) I ) EESCFURAZ . AT R 10 B S W T FR 8 TR oh A
WIS, HE . TR FE ISR RS,
Ambrose Fil LN Lind (2001); AT R T Y kB, 48 RAAIE. B0
Schminke Colquitt Al : e T 1y SR B T AR SR
2000, Shaw (2005) %%ﬁ%%AI.kgﬁMﬁT,ﬁﬂﬁAIMﬁz 5 08 5
Cropanzano % [ (Bef¥ A Leventha (1976);  [FJBiRLFF ; [F BTG 6 A REVESE T RIBMATH C 1) 2 IR
(2011) B%) Donovan 5 (1998) i Fgeaz . [ 38 AT+ [ 9407 28 3 A 400 (O 1 1)
).
Hsiung (2012) % Nichoff il SR RETI AL BT A L THRAES 58 TR ook, S 0 5 4
Moorman (1993)
Li %(2013) [ $(4FBL . Li Fl Cropanzano, [AIFF4MEL: [ e A1 AT A BO4RBH B B 1T A T4E TR ORS00 A 460
J¥. ABR)  (2009);Cropanzano . [al 5. 7)< A1 % 78 B DAt bl rh s Al 1

5(2011)

ORI SZ o RIS ABR: FHI2 ¥ MERR(
fi [ ) o

BORER R - AR AR SOk
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B ERRZHE AL, RIA AR | Bk
TR S BRI A | O AR R g R A
A IS A A 4% 2 1R B0 T I s sl o Y AR R
Ry, AEEAMES ., HTAERBR
S5 BT BR B LR, BT AR AR AR D R
Mo S RERE T2 4588 % (empirical
algorithm), KULAE & FA IES B E LD &
Cropanzano, 2009), H#%—ZPEARRIFIS R N 5%
eI RIFRER PR 2 ) — bk, REENRAREZN
MEFFEAE T ., —HREENARETE
TS B DRy SRR, BDAE R E Hik
AT S RS R . WNAED & 43 Be 28 IE SR, SR
FH BB — SR A B H T B8 2 <R 110 357 Iz
TEX TAEH M TTHR, R F S B e S Y
B R B DU AR Ay B AT 0 3T R e T FRATTX TR
HI TR o A AF T & IR FH X PR AR 70 2 X B9 485
W EA A, Whiteman 25(2012)IA%, 240
A LR BB S RS, A TE AU FE T
FESCR M E L KT LR IS G, BIME
TEULIIA AR, 2SR FH 3 A A ASE 2 I 75 0 A5
TPV o — SR I (TR IR SR, 2016). # FHAGH 56
FRUER rwe AN FIFEE)FI ICC (1), ICC (2)
(AR RED) . — RV, rwe TS : PAIEL >
0.7 H > 0.7 /4 rwe 55 BEUR 90% L) (e, 3%
i, 2014), ICC TR 2. ICC (1) >0.25,ICC (2) >

0.75 (LeBreton & Senter, 2008), &5 LR
PO AR Y B AR B, R T R
B, AR08 SRR AU R, [ 2 3R 4 R 5
(IRIEPESE, 2016).

5 AEFEMEMAZSEZMER

WIEF B R R ok A9 . FIBAF
HAU=TJ5 1 o AN [F] 45T R BRS04 7 A %A TE 4
Pl 1) 45 2 B HL A AN TR R B s ), G o 4 LR 450 5
AT 0 B S ARG T4 T R 308 2 5 i L AN TE 41
AT BN R 25 T 5 T 4 BT B2 A S RIS 6 U0 . i
LR E AR R B 5 M0 (60T 22 5 0 B 7 )7
O IE G R R AN IE AT o 2 TE G50 PRl 1 5% T 445
F B AR IAE XS A AR B2 T8 5L T AT R
LERLRE R, LA B Xt 20 22 T A Al 2R g 21 4
GBI SR 1 R R [R]— R 25 T A8 S 1 5 ) -
FRATTE IR IE 45 BB R 28 IE S8R 1) 53 i) 56 A — B
i & F58 T 5 & (e.g., Cropanzano et. al., 2011), X
— JA7E Whiteman %5 (2012) {058 -t 45 2] 1 UESE
(p.784). Xt T A LA . 1T A MGE W, A4~
A 2 T R (R 2 T A T 5 5 e AR — B, TR
THTAFHZUR A Y LR (AT A G AE | AT BABESR
J3), 7 TS U] R 00 o I R A A R R D . AR
LT SCHRRR B, AT 4N IE AR SR R A R (A
Bl 1 ).

HLAER | ALOREE
B BEBMMEIWAHR | — HAMHLURE . R R E B
A 23
gﬁmﬂzgﬁ/ﬁw‘m AERENT RE V47 BB A TR B
YEREOSR . RRRAACH

NBEMER) Ei[N=Ti]
HFAFE = || BRUA . BIAATESE FIBAASEE : W RBE /4 SURE B i/
MBESEEM AL || BRAEEA . HTHLY G/ FE BAIA IR A 28 1/ A i/ B A1
LR AR AR [FE/B% L HBAFTHR . 2EI55 R RFIAT e
ZilINE v o FEEFIT AT IMREATRIRR

hae

ey BIB\G . — IS0/ R FB%
SRR KEAM/
2yl MeETE
SRR REBIMEHE o RTAEE: YRR R
Tl /AR TR 30 5 Tl L W i)/ TAEFE /42 R 45 /L B R
SR RG S AR RTATH: IREATRIOCBEINETS)
TR LA SAT | RAEPTAARE MPVERA B TR [
I RERE S 55 AT A/ > RTEBL: BRI IR 4 TR R
2 RAERULMX)/ 34 I
AT N/ R ER

BT N TR SE R T SR B (R AR 5 SCRRE )
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51 NEFEBEMZMEER
511 @EEHR

QTR JTORIABL AT g BT RE RS 23 IE SR A TR 18
HAG® W, Mayer, Nishii, Schneider fll Goldstein
(2007)BIFFE T 405 19 R 0 AHE K2 1 450 BBl 1) 532 i
S50 R I R AE 5 PR FE B TR B EAE
K, ULHIIREETE M . AEN . BA G/ERmM
GUE ] TREEAALRE TR, JPREE MM ST
@R, SSMARESTT . FE. AR
N IEGUB B O C, U BB S 25 AT E 1 4T
YT AR — B E, 5T EAZmm =X
A, XTFEATENBAE R, SR E0 S
FEFF 8 IESUH EAR G, Ul BT DT4TE O 0 450 5 3
PO ™A, X AR AT Oy T RE A — LRI S
A1) P U 55 28 TE 550 LA AT AT 248 B2 RN R G . 283k
V4t A H (2015) K, SR1E 4% e &
PRI 2 N E SR, 33Xl i 34 52 A3 7 35 85 1) 9]
A5, BIAL T B B O QU T R R A8 LN TE AR
AT NS

AT AR H LU 7 A Rk e AR B
R GKBERE 48, 2016), XA IESFIH—FE . 75T
R, ANEGURAT R BRAE 7 A AN [F] 2S04
[l Bk UL, MRsF AR E T8, st TR
KWL, AT AR BAT =4, AT
i B R FF S OF 48 BBl (Walumbwa, Hartnell &
Oke, 2010), {RHAISH S 5C.0 T B =48, tLBXTRf
TE, AR TESE R CH . BAMEH A ER
FEl(Walumbwa et al., 2017), ZZHERIL T H)S A%
YR E RS 38 2o A 2 18T 149 A PR 2 TE BRI R T 15
T. OCB, <5k ) 4 B2 BE A% i o AR J2 1 9 B
INTESR ISR 5 T. OCB (Cho & Danserear, 2010),
LS AT T PRV B, BTSSR, M TS
PRIE FIA 4 B TR E I, A AT O FE X P ZEAN (B
WL Sk, TR R R iR A S R T R,
LS AR AR N H B BRI ', RE RS 1 T 41 4L
AR, 5 THZAREW, A4 TAE
/5 By J2 i (Hsiung, 2012; Kiersch & Byrne,
2015),
512 HEBNEZR

Colquitt 5#(2002)F 5% 1 HT BURRAE (LA | S 44
KA. N0 SRR Y A IE 4 FEKOF 1Y 52,
B IR BARRAS 5 R 5 A I AU K- A O, BV
BANE Z, 10 T A BA D BRI 2 5 B AR, A

T B AR T B AN KT AT BARR T3 2 TF A SRR B A
BA £ 1A 1t 5 72 5 A E AU K IEAE O, BINAELE
B 22 B SEVRKS o 03 T 00 [T BA TR 45 5 AE R R P
IETE B — BORAR E R, TR BA 0 Z M
IS /AN el b S TR T3 o I (X (B 5 i il
AR AU % 7 P 2 T 4 R 8 2 () 52 T, R B
Ko AT SRR RS ) BTBN, FEAR P2 TE 4
15 R 5, T AT AR AN o %o 7 3 2 T 4 T it
EJC R #E0 , Roberson (2006)iz 414 i FR
WAFFE T B & B 4K 4 (interdependence) A1 41N
(i) XoF T AR I A 43 T2 1 4 L A9 T i B 4 T i
IR, SR ERERE RO ELRAAES
PPl A% =245 8., 8 At HE AT 4 N A TR IR AT L
B, AL 7 A RS IE A 2 B ik &
I, B EAR M X R R O A IE 4 R B
S, BIVHEOR EARME B, BRI R4 E A IE AR
AR, X R R AZ BN R P A, ok 2
R EARPESR T T W X AR BN [ RR 2, A
T 1 58 T 5% 2 1F 450 BT P R — 3k
513 HLAERR

Cole, Carter il Zhang (2013) N 141 SCAL I £
BERF 5T T 40— H BA AL 07 BE B o 8 00 19 — Bk
(congruence) 2 B X 2 7 1E 45U E 1) 3h &S 2 e, LA
Kokt B BA G F BN OCB Ry [R5, 45 58 & B
S5 — AT BAAY 7 BE 5 4 {8 08 — 50 X AR T A 1E 4R
PRI B TE ), BT i A T B 5 40 1 00 T
A PR ASL T B A1 (R A A B, % R A TE AR Y
1 1) 5 MW B R, 7T 224 T A0 {0 g 25 B, DULAS )
TP A ERERNIE N, Mi1d k|, 5T
JIEE M T E ABU B A (LR, R
5 TE 30 PRI 1 0 555 2 8 WY S K1 1T BAR T B 8 41
(LWL T 805 AT B (EL UL o Schminke,
Arnaud I Taylor (2015)#F5% T i\ MW 5 A 1E
MBI KER . AT Schwartz (14 IE FFHESL
(circular framework of values), PEHU T H
(self-transcendent) F1 H & $2 /& (self-enhancement)
PAFPAN B, R T 588 7 23 1E 50 R R R 2
IEGUEI R, 455 K Ik PR (B0 X 7 B2
EA BB EA B EZ, IFUCH I E A 45
] 18 T 52 16 X 2R 2 i I 1] R B 455 P32 0] TG A2
52 NEFEMEMER
521 MEEE

D IEGUEAE N —Fh TR, RERE XA )Z
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| R TR 178 SUEA B 2R B
[B] 25 I (Whiteman et al., 2012), ZE5 RIS A
W, A IE S e 98 TR L TR 41 2K i
(Whiteman et al., 2012) . T4 # & & (Liao & Rupp,
2005; Walumbwa et al., 2008). 4@/ (Sora et al.,
2010), % M55 17 M (Tremblay et al., 2018), [
TAETE S R JEAE 4% (Spell & Arnold, 2007) . B HRL
i 15 (Moon, 2017), />0~ T .47 4 (Whiteman et al.,
2012) . #EHUAT N FBUAR 4T M (Priesemuth et al.,
2013), #4h, Bernerth, Whitman, Walker, Mitchell
Fl Taylor (2016)WF5% T A IE A FIXAUR A Y A &
D HE R, & IR Y F3E BN IE 4R Bl BE 8
PE R AU B T B, BEARIE O, 3
BN EA B S E 154, WiAER X s E &R
B AL v RN S R A NG R 95 /T
/A, Zhang, Qiu Fl Teng (2017)%& BT FlfE A
O IE G RS 0 B PR T 5L T A A 2SR, AT
PR AT OCB, 1MifE B IEA X 51 T A2
T HHRTC B S, Pecino 25(2018) & ML AR IF
SRR A RO 0 T AR R, e H T/E#
A, BETSE I TAE—S e VA7, 48 M B8 B3
522 HMNME®E

7 T G5 B RT R A 2 T 19 52 i) = B R B 7 1
FBAAAE . AR AR BN RAT N . R &SRS
MMM H AR H . A RN LW,
25 1E 45 B R 5 4 =3 T BA T4 1 22 )% (Cropanzano et
al., 2011; Li et al., 2013), fE{& 4 UK (Whiteman
et al., 2012), ##45% 4] B\ & 1E (Cropanzano et al.,
2011; Li et al, 2013), 2 3F B k2 3 17 W
(Walumbwa et al., 2017). 3E4L£:47 A (Thornton &
Rupp, 2016), o #F B & 5% %% (Cropanzano et al.,
2011; Moon, 2017), F &K ¥ 2> Bf 1A 25 B A i)
(Moon, 2017) . #4174 (Thornton & Rupp, 2016).
%34, Hakonen Fl Lipponen (2008) L4 J& UL I BA Ay X
%, WEFE T R IE A T F BN 52, &
PR3 9 O 2R 32 TR T 2 DU 38 R, B A3 AR B
B RTT « TN T2 0RO EOR R R v, R
TN TF 450 T8 ) AL A DA ] ) 0 i e o 3 ) 4 3K
AT BA % 570 38 2 4 185 28 IE R AR 1 B IRz 3 1)
AN R e P TR TR Y T B L6
TR RO AT, [T B s s T IR TR 7 A OE
IR LIRS AR AR IR RIS . 2RS0T | 1 A A

T 75 B (2014) LI 7= S BF & BB R REAS, #F 5T T 2
¥ . ZHEANES XRS5, 4558 &
TR FAZ 1.0 1F 44 L X i 0 35 5% ey A BA 6 2R )
(155 B T3 M NBREESR J7), H Y68 i A1 BA ¢
B 1 BV a0 425 i [ A e Bessd . ol 3K
AFNZETT B 017) &3, 2 IE 4 Bl e 4 = 42 1R 1Y
BER T, T A S50 A R IR B ATy, 3
PR A 32 Al 4125 ST A IE 3] 45 . Unal, Chen
A Xin (2017) & B IE AU F RE 3G 98 ] AR, 3F
i A2 2F A AR AT Ry, 2 A Sk, ik oz
H ISR PR R .
523 (ALEM

O3 TE S50 0 4 402 T A 2 M) = (R BT b
il 2 2R 45 RN R 520 | . Deery 1 Iverson (2005)HF
SR, BT IE A B T8 s s 597 8 &
P 2, A E 51 T 8URE, & 973h
e, RIS R Luria F Yagil (2008)iA A,
T2 7 1E 0L ) 48 B4 RRL G 72 A, R 41 4L
GURTEANE e E i R 2 TE S 9 A T A
BTG BRI E = (201 8)WFST T BEMR 2N 1E 47 FH
R HEUE T Ve R AL o A TN A A
BAT RN HLUE R Z —, TH5E & BRI
T . ArEL. ABR. 5B IE S BEA AU & #F
W F U, AmfEdE THIA R THEFITN.
53 AEGZBEMHNER

HRFH, N IERBRREAE N A AR A AL
3 SRR BT . AURE AT S X D T SRR IS B
T RMSRLAIFM . Uen, Chen S-Y., Chen H-C.fll
Lin (2016)FFX A, 240 888 5 BT
HE 78 Y %33 )47 M (moral obligation violation)
23 P EOE A AR N IS, SRR R
TR R o X2 4= e R TR £44(2016) 4351
A4 i BN 2 ORI 5T T N BR IE 76 400 - i 5
% Z& (leader-member exchange, LMX)F18) AN
] AR, SER A IAMAZ I LMX figi@ i
NBRAE B A2 52 A AR B AT, B BA)Z 1
LMX - ¥7KF B i B 23 1F 4 Bl [ 422 52 i) [
BABD AT R, i REES 2 U m AR B AT . ™
i FN5K IR 5 (201 7)IA Ry, T 4 38 BN IE 4 2%
TR 25 43 )2 T 1) JRR A LT £ 4R (R 1 471 1) S
Wi, ELORFI M A1ZUZ i OCB Wk | i 1 k44
% ALK RMWIIKTHEm, DA )Z 9
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Tl T B A BRI AL . A OCB Wb | $810) 45
FHRE AT 24 . Walumbwa 25(2017) % Fi,
[F] 25 IE 47 1R BB A Hh A 10 B A0 451 5 X Bk 2 20 47
S RZ I, T A AR TE AR LR 3 TR R HL A o
HER] . Seo I Lee (2017)8F5% T BEA LMX /K
FOFEAA N B4l (group  affective tone, FEE{A G T.
— BRI DO R, K IAPRA TES
FI7E —FH M AT h B, RESKSF LMX
AEfE 2 T R AP NP IE R B RIE B, mi A 1T
S R R BEAR R B . R EQOIT AL,
TG 22 T AL AL S BEAR T A 28 B TE 4L, A
TN REAR T BA Sk, [ B33 A o A 1 FH 340 52 1) | BA
B BE RS B IE R Y, R 7E R I B 5 v 4 14T BA
B, BN TE 4R FIE GF: 25 5 A0 B2 BRI [T LSl &
(i) Py A A PR R A0
54 AEFEBATER

S TE 43 I B4 98 1 1 2 2 (kB 7 7 A ) T
— X RO T 1) R R s T ke R R Y
PeAE . Zhang F Jia (2013)8F5% T 15 B FIAFRA IE
4B %I {1 H K5 (stretch  goals) Fl 51 T 3E 48 B AT
J. KRMEBBFEITEH, ZIEBMARA
TES5UEL R A% 43 ) AR A il L s X IR A8 34T R R G
RMREN W, WA FISCE . X . W
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Organizational justice climate: A review of theory, perspective and framwork

ZHANG Xiaoyi; GAO Ji; WANG Yunfeng
(School of Economics and Management, Hebei University of Technology, Tianjin 300401, China)

Abstract: Organizational justice refers to employees' psychological perceptions about the fairness in the
workplace. Previous studies, lacking of effective explanation for the group-level phenomenon of the
organization, mainly focused on the perceptions of organizational justice at the individual-level. Recently,
scholars have begun to pay attention to organizational justice at the group-level, namely organizational
justice climate. Since then, fruitful research about theory and demonstration are achieved. Social
information processing theory, attraction-selection-attrition model, justice contagion and fairness heuristic
theory were primarily used to account for the psychological mechanism of organizational justice climate.
Empirical studies are mainly concerned with the types, sources, quality and strength, and the third-party
perspective of organizational justice climate. On one hand, some research has analyzed how leadership and
teams affect the organizational justice climate. On the other hand, other research has investigated the effects
of organizational justice climate on employees and teams. Future research can place emphasis on the
different influence of factors from leaders on organizational justice climate, comparative studies on the
effects from different types of justice as well as studies on the development of measurements of
organizational justice climate. Furthermore, research on the effects of cultural factors on organizational
justice climate is also recommended.

Key words: organizational justice; organizational climate; justice perception; justice climate





