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VER A AE R 58 4 AR B S5 — PSR A 128, b At S 53 — BRI A B ¢
TR S (KramerFlPorter, 2006) JART , fEAL 2 st AR B AT AR Pl — & i — B H Bl 4+
SR IR 35 PR G A B WA E Al £43% (corporate hypocrisy ) J& 484 BT TAE S DAL I
= A R de G, Bk T & H Rt ST E S '?,H\Epk H A —2(Wagner?s,2009) .
bR E TR, iR AR TS RSk R IR AR S DR — R B OR A S TR
G, TR R A e 25 DA PR it 25 75 IR, SR 1 Q%Eﬂﬁ"]ﬁﬂ (Van de Ven,2008) . i
U2 200947 4% J 1 SR WA SE— K, 8 H — 28R IR 35 Bl v RO 2 R 45 B B 2 ks
201 SAEROARVAGMR L T “HERBU 153544, T LT KR RS 22k F AL A 4 R A HER AR A A

ks B #A:2016-06-17

EEWB :BRaAHFELTA(71302047) ; 55 £ .55 AAH L4 8 (20133108120031) ; L&
ALFALR] K2R B (2014EGL006 )

TEHE M AL I(1983—), B, LR FERF R, TEFH L AL EFIT;
B E(1993—), %, LiERFERFRMEARAGRIREE ),
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JRFHETBOPRE 1 BB IR PR, 52 b IRAR A 1 A A SR o A, A D MR 3k > B o M ¢ 0
1T, e RSB AR

VER—FhAER AT R, Al Ol st 2% Al A A SR i RBP4 77 A N R s T o SR T
HATFAR T Tl P52 m A A s RIS 20 (BE0h 45, 2014) , LA Y LI 5T 2 23R8l
FhE X 3 At 2 8 AR AT AL AR A 25 4H OC 5 8952 (Alhoutids, 2016 ; BoltonFllMattila,
2015) AN[F Tt , A SCRFE AL O AE A R AVE R, Rt B T ARSI 7o 2R 30
JIE 7 A B s e BARER I B T AR B b A AR BT 22 F R 2% ] GBRE S5 ik
B SRR AR TR, NI B —Fh AZH 22 IR B MR 2 IR AR TR o E B 4 .

BRI A E S AL O 0t 1 TR 2R354 74 (unethical pro-organizational
behavior, LA fiiFRUPB) Y52  UPBJZ H8 IR 46 5 (g i 20 2L sl il 53 A ek (H A i 4k 254X
O A B ERYAT A (Umphress?5,2010) , UPBZR B B SR A 16 38 R v , (H 2 R 7E T1E
P 5 NB IR R 25 (VaderafllPratt, 2013 ) o EAME PAZE B EZE M T, 51 Tl GEIA Al i
1] T SRRSO A AR R LA ZH S UM 94T R, TR 3 Bl Al 2R 58 LA SR R UPB, 5
TE P T AN OHEE A 22 F] R s F OO 2l 2 el A S B R, DARAS TAERE
U5 BTSN 26 e, A7 Rl b 2 A 2 R 30U T.UPBRY & A7k —[nl R,

HPEAE 2N HIFE S (social cognition theory) , X4 HIXT AV P35 X — 15 R 2R R BT, B2 T/
UPBAS H B AL, Mgt — R INAIN Tk #2 , 40 53 T 0] BB 4K 5 18 72 4E I (moral
disengagement) il F VI A SEZitiUPB o WAL JE 1 , 24 51 TR Rl A3 I, A AT ] AR5 i e
JBEHLH ARSI T R B B A AT, AT 20 BB A~ S5 I HT R DR AR SCaE B
HEMAE A rh A AR e

BRUILZA, T AMRT T R AR Z A A A5 N R R0, 5 i MR AES BRA To B , E 7 F
HAUHFZR A [ B R 38 BAE AT B ] (Trevino ATY oungblood , 1990) , ir LAIAS SC
MG 51 T B FEIN ] (moral identity) I 15 VEF . IAEWFSEUESS , A B E A [R] S A4
AR 24T M (Hardy%%, 2012 ; MulderflAquino, 2013 ), HAMA (138 SR [ X6f 18 74 i A A i
A H (Detert™, 2008 ) . HA B AEIA R A9 52 T, A7 B BB 5 TR 15 5y L, Bl
TEER R T, A SRS A5 0 N UPB; B A R B A 51 T, W 5 2400 H &
P I A, A6 ) TS B B Al P51 7o LA TUPB.,

AT R K = AR A 272X 5t T —[R S EREAS , R 56 3E Al Oh 38 X 53 T
UPBHYSZIA , [R]BSRH T A7 P87 B A8 5 43 b i R4, 2006) | #E— 28 4 BB 1
TATFIAE A Ml PA 330 o 18 A i 52 i 53 T UPBad A2 (R VE A, B E4E s b Db e il Y
ISP 3 AR o A EEAR M PR3 I Sk R T 2 (R AT AE AL AL SRR 5240055, All D8 0 4l ;Y
HB 51 TR 52— L% Z A0 i Ak 51 TAE Ao S Al &, 54l fris B EASC, B T
FHLERREAT R, BMEST & < HLUE R R BRI F IR Tl AT RE2 & e
(GrantF1Visconti, 2006 ) o V5 A% 1X —HFFEA B [T, A58 SETE A 4] 52 T.UPBRYE
Ml AL, O A A A VR FH DA SGEFEA R R R AR R T Ak b 5 R A A
KA, W REHE A Al A S5k 51 T UPBER LS B I A1 o) — AT SR L5 5L 1A
RPN R 2 T AR A T A A TR S o A DG ARSI T A B 98 208 MR sk 2 21 45 1
— JZ TR, A TR A s AN A2 T E AR T A B N AE G R QRO ATSE,2012) .
ARSI H AU GAMAPIA A RZ AR T AT R, — TR T A 178
X 53 TAMAA T A 7T B A s, (Rl Bl IR AFZ S8 Al 4+ 25 T2 AE BIWE T 7E 51 T2
T AFEH
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(—) A h3 5 01 TR ZHE B T

Al PR R AR A A S PR T A BT S TR R B H f% (La CourfllKromann,
2011), BpAb A AR 035 RIE SRR H 28, LLB B AN IE— 8 s sk H i . B
I, Ak O3 2R — AN ZA B S ) 8, TR S5 34 32450 B A6 L R AR B R R
Bt (Wagner4$,2009) . Weaver (2008) A Al Dh AR TC R Z M TR E BUFE 2 FIZH 2
B E7 AR, T Al — T T i R A SRR B AR, 5 — A ek A U0 A
S HRIE A7 5 508 HARABAF AP TGRS o DR JE IR A IR 25 G2 H Al B R A, DL
JREZR B S A 25 R BT S 35000 , Al B R BRPA1 7oh LAAK 77k S R P AL 25 T84 BT AR 2% A9 1
% (Fassin, 2005 ) o

BT HSEHSEER A TR AR T /Y, B TS 1 RAIE SO AR it
FFRUE (DonaldsonflDunfee, 1994) . 55 248 92, TAESRTN 5L T AR T R SR dE IR Xt
M N H b et 2 B e D PR DG 2 At B 03 B i 2 S AT O B R R T
(Trevino, 19863 Jones, 1991) . T UPBANAE ] TAEARHAT A , K B o SR S0, X BIRAE 51
TG EH LR EE T IR 4l R T A AFLA, 3B Rl B 5G4k A 25 (Umphress&,2011;
VaderafilPratt,2013) . fi % Z , UPBAY S LI 51 T H TS A olb A4S A ) 22 ) B 2 18T 0 A
UPBIW IR, LU ANES 85 N G R 185 7 o 0 B % Bl ™ i i B, ARG 1%
{EZHITT DB IL A B O WA 8 St T4 TN 58, T 3RS 57842, 5 K™ S i RE Mt A [T ARE A 2%
R IR H B A FRA R T H S AT R B T A 25 RSERIR] BT
SUTRYUPBIFARRS A & A (R 4f4b

A WS A J7 TR TR A SRS AT M (152 1 A & (Sims 1 Brinkmann, 2003 ;
Effelsberg®,2014; Graham3,2015) : —ZJ2 AV IAEE , 45 Al AR HRA ] 40 2R AF R R
T3 —FIEREEE A HE MR 8 R KT MR R 3 S IS AE R R A — I
K, Al it A A A A B Ry 1 ORI e B th (< F AT A — ] R 30 T BT i 4
bV 2L 1T R B A A AT S I T A A B X AN T AR A R TR R B SR 2
SCHRFRYASEE , AT T A 5 UPB (Dineen?%:, 2006 ) .

AR KB+ 232% > B8 (social learning theory ) , 51 .28 ] 38 Bl -5 4505 4l ol 45 B
HIAT R AEAM NN HA S T, G2 T2 R RE LR LRI 13 75 T TR AR o 215 2
ALV Y, i H R X T R B CARR (B an$ b B SRR 2 (09 TAETR IR S ),
A ) 3 kS22 5 3 BB B 2 NS5 SR A SV RS PR T R o 7E TR B X Fh s AU R 2 %) S
A 5T JCHAN, 5 T AEAR KRR B AR T b A5 B, TR R A Al s 4s B A2 R G s
ST AT R T R Sl o /N ORI e SRR, AR S 0 SR A SRR 38 T R R B I 5
RSP (TianFllPeterson, 2016) JF&F il /pr , T THE iRk 1.

H1: Ak P 51 TR SRR HA T AT IE [ 5200 o Ak D38 LG A AR B mT B R R
O T i ) A R 2R A TR .

() FE AR A A4

TEFEHE DR ™ A A —FhRE s DR ], SRR A ) A4 JE8T e X & mAT Rl
HoArE BAFTE /N DL KR B s /D CAEAT M 5 S B9 T3 AR AN RS B AR g v A [R]
(Bandura,2002) .Fida%F A (2015) (FYBF5E 3R B , 38 AEAHE I 5 AR B T 2 18] 2 35 AH O, T8 i
JI AT DA A A E AL 2k R, P75 AR RS 384 T4 . Moore (2008 ) U BIFFY 7 , 1B 7

A & BB G R A R AR IRAT A A P AR

17



18

R KT i 1 53 T8 ] RE A 2 ZUR £5 i fscH AR PR TR . 24 51 T 32 Bk O3 (R s i sk, JERAAD
BIHBXFIT A" T A SCRF, XL s A8 A7 B RE, 01 T &= R
SRR H T M ] (EE B TARIHBE IR B eI R A AR A4S B , 17 38 A T e e, B3 TmT
DI A %) T8 7 15 3 0 D RE 2S5, IR K | H B¢ SIS 45 , AR S UPB .

M 4 B PR 12 (moral disengagement theory ) , 4 FREAH I AMATERE SN H C 24
SRR BB R AR | TR T2 5 2 45 B8 (Bandura, 1999) FEA L AhE 52 T, 52 T
N = X i P SR AR | (s i iy Bty f e T B Tow | R L | [N 2 1 = =1 T | A R = S i s S 4
PEA T R — B2 B0 R AT A AT AR B T Al SRR 20 AR I 4
LU M T2 R A P R IR BRI TR S B AR 2408, A 2 b
R AR EA T R AT RE S A e SRR T R, G TR S0k H CASGH EEEREY B B 2 rE
Fr ksl 1o\, MR DT EAS ARAARK , 38 o e A nl LU X UPB N I B 2, 75—
AEFERE [P HOE AR T A2 s MK, — B NERIE % T RS BEAG U, 51 T &0e1%
Al N BN ERTE TS AT, B 225, SR S M8 B — A Ak b i ad e A
STE %8 =1/ i A O N A B i i 1 v N 0 O e 2 2 RN OB 3L VW P B e 27 N
TEFEREP ST H ] UL, ZE A PR IE AT, D 0T Dt AR R ) O SR 0 S
FRE , DUR) St 2 41 SRR AT 28 T L3R AT, AT 142 th 2.

H2 : SEFEHERAE L P X 51 TR 2 RS B TR i s i [R] i A1

(=) IEFEIA R 1EH

VEREFEX AR A IR B EEAR R, A R SR TR R ST 2838 4805 Bh Y 4T
2y, AR A AR S T R ST I At A ] (Reed 55, 2007 ) o 3 S PR by vy i 7
INFE BN, XA RS [ IR EEMEE 2, AR MO AN TE AT A ;5 1 I8 A R B4
D] 722400 T 8 R (A 24 R i, X4 B LT B2 45 04T R SN AE T o Bt LAAIGE A R 14, AR
T i A ] A A At ] oo Xt Ok 8 45 A/ NS o) 35 s A 1 B 2 1R 4 7 A4 I (Detert 55,
2008) o R, FRATTHEMT 18 A [R] P g2 il P A 53 Tl 7R =2 (] A% ¢ R BAT 5 VE .

LRI, A R A R 1 R B AE AR SZ B Ak Oh 38 (R i i, 215 ] LUl A IR ) 576
A AR o A A S B AR B O AR 5, AR fod v DA TE A E IR D RE R AL, i
TE FEN ] D) A B A A T 57 35 AT 22 T T DA s T AN ) 3 ELAT o v 1) P s | e
] FAERF [ O RO T A D A L, O 5 T P ] 5 ML 2 R A 5 J i A 7 1t
TEOLT , A il A R 9 51 T, G 78 5 B 2 S B, 1A B H O REAT A B R Y
I 4, R 2 24l P35 A 52, BN B R4 T 18 A8 0 5 vl e 7= A= 0 i , A TR AN &
MR EFEHEB R S UPB A8 11, DAk St (7 38 18 k™ A= 5575 o [R1 s, HAT e Ak ] 1Y) 52
T A ] A AR U AR N Bl AN B B, R DU O T B A T T A N D AR A5 B i ]
M5 JF 2 ARTEFEIA R 5T, BB TE X B 3R 0 E ARG, 52 Bl P38 s e s, A
IIARS L B UPBIY I R LA SGX A AT A 2% B FRAE = A /b wpik | iR 42 2 Mot 52 4% 1%
BN E AT FRE OO TARIIA R, 20T Tk & 2 B3 7R , NI HEEI DT, DASEEE
TEHERL LT LRt , FRAT46E k3.

H3 - T8 A ] Ml PAy 8 -5 10 e fd =2 () %) 5 2R AR 20 67 1) 35 4 FH o 51 T8 FE o [] Jak
157, TEA Y P35 e A O 5 A T FEE N, e Z 8 5

ot —25 L, 2R A R 2 AR 3 , AR SR A R TE FEA [RIAN AT LAYE 5 4lb A3 5 51 TaE fE i
W Z B DG 2R , i ] DAYR 5 T FEHE AR b A3t 5 53 TR SR HRA T A [a] B A4 o T
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Al Oht B RE I , R AR 9 B3 T 2055 4k A 2R IETEE REE Ryl RERYIEIE BA T 5+
AR T CRIAIESE, 2016) AEBLIH BT, BN 0 e g 55 , 2E i BH A R 2H 2R (e
FroA B A s A, XRLEARE P TR 19 B3 T3, AT T B P U B, — ELAR B 1 m]
25 A C T LASE BGE FEHER , 3 AR TS UPBER M 1 F A 50 2450 . 452 B4l Oh
AR, A AR S0 A UPB A EAR MY A I /R sdUIVF B 58 iy, al LAARMIUM o SEAT AR IR 4
PRI LASERLUPB, (e Alb O 3638 ik 53 T8 T 51 TR 4 SURE BA T N S map i 2
51 A o AL IER SR WHIE (2014) B SEAERIFSE e % B, 3 P TR 78 19 G i e 5 P4 A 2 v B A
SAT NI — A A B R T R E AP B T AR SR R4

H4 : TE R () 00 17 981 7 B AR B AE Al D8 5 B3 TR H SRR BT o =Z e i A
4 5% T IE TS R ], TP A Aol O35 55 R L SR BIA T =2 (AT AR eSS,
G

BT EIRPUAMEBE, $R AT I ST T AR B CHN B LT R) , RIVAT 33 1y oA
X B e R Al D5 0] 57 TR SUARME BRAT N BORE IR, o sl R I B A8 HE I A e rp e
FNERAAER, LA RN R AR VERTT AR A lh Oh 35 5 R SUHRE BIA T O — 3%
(] P AL ) A4 P A S5O e A2 A7

SR
AR

\ U

delk Py " femiry

Bl SiER®IZE
= Rt

(— ) WFFEREAS 5 B R

AL g TR T A R 18 AV P ) B3 TR AR 4, S Rl v | s L
BrHAR R G  AFFE R B T — R BT AR, B —103 B AR 5 T m) 3% Bl —
Py B R = ) Herp < B AR B Tl Pl A A S B R B B A R A a4k
PEHRAT Ay, T o [v] 25 1) 3 0 o Al 38 AN A TS 5005 8 o ZE AR AL A 7 9 R 20 B4 455 B
T, BEHLEER47045 53 TAE R o 5 TS MR 4, IR P50, E 740 5, HHh O, Fm 4
W55 B2 Bt TF5 1o, E AFREEA Y NI B bR 52 T 1. R, 7E AR B AR 51 T
JITAE R 1T a8 P A P 26 B Ath /i 114 144 [R) A by Be it [ 25 [n) 26 R PR E AT 42 AR $8 O, C, i A T
iy, Hho, £l 75, C, £ 375, Flano,C/RFREARMI LN BRI S 1. BAR G T
S [ 5 A REA AT B BT AR 2 < RIS S m=m "Fln=n" W55 3L & jiL4 7003 H 5 51
TR A5 Z Be B AY4701) [R5 ) 4 , Be B m1 27205 A 50 5% T IR 45 A130 10454 %5 Rl ) 2 , L
FRAT O B3 T 01 &2 [l 4 it HL B G [A] 2 ) A5 2] 17385, I LA SR e A58 B T —[ml e X Bl
Fe2724)y  FEAREIRE R 58% o

AN , 4.4% 00 51 Tk A FEA M, 57.7%K A RE M, 37.9%K H MR .
MPERIRT , B3 TAEAS (15 58% ) AR EHAEAR (1563%) XL B IR £ s WARIR K E , Bt TAEA
265354 fHZ (1160%) , [RIFAEAR 126 358 551%; 2B B, B TREA (d551% ) Alf] S
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A (748%) ¥ILIARHE Z o SR LU, FEATEM I AV 285 b oA B4, I R ARk K
2D TRI , HTAEASR BRI, 7 IR U B T, IFSER AT T REAS 2 etk
K30 73 AT , 285 R R WA [l 4l A5 B A REATE M ] AR 27 Py 455 T ANAAE % 220
AR AR B AT e R 20 A T4 E .

()28

ARSCETERIE A 8 03 TR BRI T N B, P98 A8 f b I A 722 Al A3t
(FFRA CH) (R7AE B SR R BTN (TRIFR A UPB) (A7 S T FEAHE I (AR MD) (475
A i TE AR [R] (TRTFR A MDD o W Ah AR DLAE AR S 58 1) 21 (Effelsbergss , 2014 ; Graham5§:
2015;Moore,2008) , A SCATEH T 53 TR AEWS 227 T DA S AR b 2 A 4 AR F A R
AR N AR ELAR AN T2 W3R 132 FISPSS19. 081X} 12 3R 5 FE A 4 R Bl < 4
A P SR A a R BON0.9, SRA LA BAT it R A a RECH0.92 , IETEHEI R AV o R B
0.87,, JEEIN A R M a R BN 0.98 , R IIAH 53 i F 1 R A5 BE I ALhe-

(=) a3 br T H Ko

ABIFFE AU & T 22 )2 A58, TR 53 BT I e 2[R I 2% A AR s0ns FZH ) 2400, 1448
BT BARTEAL I 2 R G5 B B 25 5 S Bl iR 25, 7 2R 2 )2 Ze R (hierarchical
linear models, HLM ) #4754 4381 - Hofmann (1997 ) $& 1 , (RS & HAG I 35 AU 2H [0 22 S 2 0 A7
Z IR LR AL Hr RS 25, 45 WA IE ‘R ) 2 2 R AR o0 Mr 5 1 AR AT B e i 2
L, FATRAHLM 6.0 T HXHEAR BTG LT 2 200 T TR, HARLL 5 TR 8UHE R
AT A PR AR g AR AR AT AT A8 R 1 AR A (null model) .

S TR LRSI T =t

R B=yartite

HLMAY T4 SR W1, 411R 75 22 (2,,) 290.027 , 40 8 22 (02) 7710.478,1CC (1) fH N
T/ (73+6)=0.053 ARHE Cohen (1988) H A HIWTFRE , H1ICC (1) fE/NT0.0591 , fRERE R AL I
A U8 Y 2H 8] 28 S AFAE AN ELHEAT 2 )2 T o AT 58 HH AR A A ) S8 s 2 ) 22 S AN
3% (?=187.39,p=0.215) L35 LR T4 2R, 5 TR GUHME BAT M B J7 22 R 2k HAHN
(1594.7%) , Jo i F WA A J7 22 , Aid HoR T 2 B MR T Ge it o0 A o PR, AR A2 oA
5T RIS (Zhao%,2014) , ASBHF S5 B SPSS THL A7 2 G4 [ S50 H7 ) 5 3k B T 58 A2

QiDL i8ivE Sva

HRAEABRBE , AW ST EEGUE A Oh 50T 51 TR ZIARACHRAT R 52, ARG e I A
R A PR RISE BRI TP B B 09815 P TR B (2006) 95 6 T4
P A RS RN 3B B 3 B v A RAOSE, SRS 23 A A RS AEAS TR K S  3
Z T BYSERFE A, ASHIE SR e R IR B RE S (2004) $2 1 1y = 2P BR A [ E 43 By i (three
step mediated regression method ) > % UE A 5 i v A 452 58 | AR 5 AR 4 T BB A R
(2014) FIr 4 0 A 55 B A 3808 S AT AE S A e an T [l 7 A

UPB =cy+ciCH+coMI+c;CH+MI+-¢ €))
MD=ay+a\CH+a,MI+asCH*xMI+e, (2)
UPB =c g+ |CH+sMI+5CH s MI+bMD +b,MD s MI+es 3)

EARDHT B B S — K50 R (1) W i R4, flle e 5 8.3, 1 UECHXT UPBI) HLHE5K
NS5 AZ BIMIFTRAT ;255 R 0T 2 (2) 1 B B a, a5 B 35 5 SRS FRRE 6 7 72 (3) h i
ZHUb FNb, Y B W a, FNb, , a F1b, , a Fb,IX = 2H v /b —2] g 35, DI A 5 2 rh AR 57 2|
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VAT AR = A 2, W FS FBootstrapEiMCMC 7 i i — A G IE
()28 & L5 1
AR 5 SCRIUERATE L1

®1 TEENIHRAR
E

KA 4 K R B4 8

AT A 2 B AL B P A R Wagner 8 (2000) 5 011 %5
Ak i CH DR, BB RO R e il Pl A T
H fiE bk

o BRI s R R A {2 SR Umphress%¥ (2010) f1A) 45,

(RS e UPB  HIFE B4 0MME JEREGHIS 508 TR i TR A UPBIYT]
WERIAT N (RER LN

7N Lo ) 47 b R HAE o

Qﬁgﬁﬂ%ﬁ%@%% E FMooreZ (2012) [ 4 , 54

U JiiMoore (2012 I G 14
PR SRR MD mﬁﬁﬁ%m%ﬁﬁﬂmﬁmﬁi%gﬁé@iﬁ“ﬁ‘ﬁ%”ﬁ
DN oHe
N2 — 2 AR T T LA T Aquino fiReed (2000) BT
G AR MI REYE TR, For RO T e B TR A

FER A i
PTAR IS Age  [BIVAEE, OfREHE, 1RE L
BT AR, 10258 ML, 20 %26—35%7 , 3f0K36—45% 40K
Il W Gender 46 LI
AR, IRFRR L LUF  20R K% 3EAR, 4RI A I LU
s

N

il

H R T2 Education

BT T Tenure f 01T AR AR PR X S Ak TARRYI, AN AL AT
) LASTEIN

VKR Company JEAWASE, CEREA KIEAER, 2R RE , 310URAM BT, 41U
BORPA TR ARAE AR G SRR B

M SKEERE S

(— ) BUEE T4
HBIAMOS18.05 /4, ARWFFEHEAT T — Z2 51 55 UE 14 PR 743 B A K S AF 5 A5 o 1) X 30
IR /df IFIGEEPEHEE0  TLIAERNEII G850 (CFI(LEIUE 850 .RMSEA GEALIR
ZEB AR SRR TEAR AW 45, FLAARZE S 362 th 2T Al AHA 1 7 2 I3 7
B | AR TR DA RO B B (IF1=0.96 , CFI=0.96 , TLI=0.95 , RMSEA=0.06) , iX A 5%
H R4 AR E ST, H B 3R X 850
®2 WIFEEFHWER

| + 7 df  y¥df RMSEA IFI CFI TLI
M1 4. CH,MD,MI,UPB 414.41 203 2.04 0.06 0.96 0.96 0.95
M2 3 CH, MD+MI, UPB 1340.76 206 6.51 0.14 0.77 0.77 0.74
M3 2B+ : CH+MD+MI, UPB 162039 208 7.79 0.16 0.72 0.71 0.68
M4 L AF: CH+MD+MI+UPB 2541.15 209 12.16 0.20 0.53 0.53 048

L N=272 TR AR FE I —1

(TSt
F3 B A WA B B H R VEGE T AU SCPE 2 A 4 SR o e SR3WTAL, Al PR 35 5 T T AE G
(r=0.25,p<0.001) JEFEIA[F] (7=0.68,p<0.001) , 51 T HHLUHEE I T4 (7=0.20,p<0.001) i

A & BB G R A R AR IRAT A A P AR
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FHEG T AN SR SR AT R (7=0.42 ,p<<0.001 ) fB ZHH G 1% 2843 b 48 R A Stk —
B R L T — 2 P -

F3 TERHERMESITFIEXER
a5 M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Gender 1.58 0.50
1.96 0.70  -0.23*

Education 2.26 0.75 0.11 -0.04

Tenure 7.14 6.62  -0.19" 0.73*" -0.15""
Company 2.33 0.56 0.03 -0.08 -0.1 -0.08

CH 3.30 0.95 0.00 -0.02 0.15" -0.04 -0.91™

MI 3.07 1.16 0.11 -0.04 0.18" -0.11 -0.24™ 0.68""

MD 1.95 0.74  -0.13" 0.05 0.03 0.11 0.08 0.25™ 0.01
UPB 2.16 0.78 0.03 -005 005 -0.06 -0.08 020" 0.12 042"

L N=272 M, SDFREZE ™ FRp<0.001, 52 Rp<0.01,"FR”p<0.05,
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Corporate Hypocrisy, Moral Disengagement and Unethical
Pro-organizational Behavior: Moderated Mediating Effect

Zhao Hongdan, Zhou Jun
(School of Management, Shanghai University, Shanghai 200444, China)

Abstract: In recent years, corporate hypocrisy in the CSR performance process has been received
more and more attention from the society. However, we still know little about the questions such as
whether corporate hypocrisy can be transmitted to employees through social cognition or learning, thus
leading to an internal chain phenomenon of unethical behavior. Based on social cognitive theory, this
paper explores the impact of corporate hypocrisy on unethical pro-organizational behavior of employees,
especially the mediating role of moral disengagement and the moderating role of moral identity in this
mediation route. Using the 272 employee-colleague paired samples, it finds that moral disengagement
plays a fully mediated role in the positive effect of corporate hypocrisy on unethical pro-organizational
behavior of employees. Moreover, moral identity significantly moderates this indirect effect of corporate
hypocrisy on unethical pro-organizational behavior of employees through moral disengagement,
showing that this indirect effect is relatively stronger for employees with low moral identity and
relatively weaker for employees with high moral identity.

Key words: corporate hypocrisy; unethical pro-organizational behavior; moral disengagement;

moral identity
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