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e 0L g v B R A T2 S B o0 BA T B
THR

[ Z] XMBEEZAR-AAARRSERHIAATAH G REAEM G, L RIT XA 9 Ko
FEE, T RAE L0 ERA B A&, —FrI I A RAE 2 S —FPABAE T, B —F L5 A
RIEEX R —FSEKRE . RIEZ LB R EE P EANERE E L AR L FRAEE L B KAE
ELARARMBEL ALRBEINL KERMBEEIIAAALERZRBEINEH G, ALAFEFHE
WAL IR WA REEN SR AIF, BT RIEE L AR ENS . B RIE
XA AERBRIRBIARY, Kk B I AL ET B KT T REE LR M &R SRk, i AT
R ik S AR, EALKAR 2 SL) B R 5 @ 84 %R S T RIS AL IR A

[F@iF] KB GARTFRMEEIL;CEEYRE

“RAF F 7 (eynicism) 5 AN TR AR IR K SHHL AT S A AL, KA ik T s 3 %
TS WA o A0 R AT 32 SCUR 1 oy A T P — 3 S ORI S R S I AT B AUy W
F 5 2 32 BT R BEAT T G BRI, DA AR 245657 — VI AR o B A8 AT JCBR 3B 3K, 2 4 fif 5
MIARD A o RAT AR I A4 71 ORAT PRI AR B, — 21452 TR B 4 A 22 72 P4 JE (Antisthenes )
W EAE— RN R (cynosarges) 18 S Y, — R IRIY NAE TG RIAD 800 —REHULAT AL
BRI A=A IR A AT R R o ATGHT 3 el B R Al 25 S8 AR Rk 7 A0 AR ME R, JT iR
XHEGE A2 G AT 07 SEA T IO B W 5, I 1 1IN O S 4 i RS R B 3R
Mgz o HOMRAG SR A e vl A B0 0 R A 32 SO 2 BT At ™ 1y, i B4 Bt A 2%
R T RAKESCAIRE L o IEHFRRAG X C LN E R AL e DO HE R 2R I T
AR SCAH O BRAE A o ) KA 32 SCRIFSE BUR5 H S b A7 o i S e B

—. RIBEXHZDIHIE

DEEA R R TRGEXESREA WG — R E . ZReAE I, KA E SO —Fi A4

#DEFE L TEARCESITARRMBR B LESIH, 475001, AXAEREARZEETE (71171073 ) B9F
BRI R MR,
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NIRRT AR IR A5 s B I B Z AL 19T S 47 7E ( Anderson , 1996 5 Abraham ,2000) , )\ iX —if
AT UG 2 B DA R IR 25 TR A T A B R Bt KA 3 i

MG OB BT, RAT 32 SORHE A ARSE R A I AE AEAD B —Fh 7 i AARFF T, Cook FiI
Medley (1954 ) fie 45 ) R A = U HEAR R IUE 22 “ X ANE ANRIRFIAEAL” , J5 A& R
il 32 SCRAARXS APER —FI AR & . Abraham (2000 ) BIAfi#2 T SR AR 32 307 IE S A R
il 32 SCIRAMA A 1 PUAE TR 8 I RE BT, XX AN 78R 6 AN TRSE |« B RA B SR 5 77 A I AN E AR I, 3%
IR N 2 2R 110 i 555 A SO (A 7 A

MEHLAT R R R RAG T SO AR E T BT 2151 —Fh 28 B RS (state) , 5 %7 € 191
BRAHBEYINKEZR, #lU, Dean Brandes FI Dharwadkar (1998 ) 1\ Ay 20 21 R ff 32 S48 A % I i Jg 2
SUTHRER SUE AR B R =2 B B« X2 2 = 30 S A 5 A R A SRR B T R A RN
5 A — B X LT R WAL T AT o 3k — X 75 3] — Se 22 3 A R . AL 80 RAT 32 S
LA “ Y (contagion ) ” ( Dasborough, Ashkanasy, Tee & Tse,2009) , BJ KA = X 25 BE A 7E 4140 %
.

SO RATG B S R UGS BE U 2 4 AR 25000 22 GO A5, FRATTIA O R ARG 32 SR A | B4 a4t
[ A O RFAE 56—, RoATs 32 S A% O — PP AR XRS5 AR R A AT 58 KA M
JoT, B X TR T B A BE RO 5 55—, R 32 SR I 4 1 M o AT 32 AT AFS R 1
N, %45 RIS IR 55 X G AR AR OGN B BN AT, L AT DU 1] A DG B 4, 1 4, x4 AR
HROD 2R b2 il BE ORI S5 A DO R BB T IR AT 32 SOWIA S R AT £ LR A Z A5
fiE, B ELAS RAT 32 SCRR R AR AR SO S BT B NS Z 005 o 25 B R AT 3 SO A N R
i 32 S5 R E RIS BEAROC , B8 1) BAR R 525 55 =, RATs 3 SO 2 P B2 AR T A1 4 R
BN, B JHAk A LD IS AR A 4 1A 5 5 DU, R A = SO 3R I ANTE AT S BB 9
B ARAS AEPRA: ¥4 V5[] 38 242505 854 T R B

=L RBEXHRRBA RS %

P22 K ( Andersson, 1996 ; Dean et al. ,1998; Abraham,2000) #3420 22 Dk 08 SCHik /5 & 3,
KA 32 ST FE A LR BAE LA T A

(1) AHERAF 3 L (Personality Cynicism) o AMER AR F SGAN KA F SRR R BA K FaE
AN RR B, 2 00 At A AT o 9 5 1T A GE ( negative perception ) , & BUA IS5 9 A PR 5% 28 LA B X A4 1) 1
Mo AERAG T SCE N ANERE B AL B F AR, S A AR S E . (HX Rl R AR L — A
SR EEEBR B TN

(2) 4/ B B9 RAF 3= X (Societal/Institutional Cynicism) . Fk2x/4 B R A 5 238 MR w4k
S EE ) A PR R R IR BE AR o 2 AR 22 [) Ak 2 B2 24 1 il e A R3] 38 A4k 25 1) 1B
e, ARG, Ah 2/ BE A R AT 32 SR EZERRIE 2 X 4k 23 FN 8 B PR 1 I , % 1 ARk
BN TCBY , X #E 2 1 BEAE AR A A ( Kanter & Mirvis, 1989 ) , Leung (2002 ) 55 AR At 2x KAl 32 XA
RS AT W AERE Z — IR R 40 S SUIR AR AR B IR IE

(3) LAE/BUERAF 32 3L (Work/ Occupational Cynicism) o TLAE/BRAL KA 3 SO T
YEA NI H TR, B CAMER 25 SRS o X Fh R A 2RI X R 55 X5 el TAE
FFE G o BRI R A 32 SCRF A BR B 30 I3 f1 A 8 ol 28, 5 7728 T IR 55 sl B Em A7, HARAE &
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BEIE 2 ML ((depersonalization ) DL K £ €8, v 58 , S B Jzg i % 5577 4B TAFE 46 B, Storm il Roth-
mann (2003 ) DL g IR 55 N\ 53R G R4 T A B R AT 32 SR 9E e AR e

(4) Jig A RAF 32 L (Employee Cynicism) o H T @ B8 HH 5 0 T 2Z AU ASE 55 | i A 5
TR CETI 22 0K, 0 b 5% T T AR 5L R, B AR 5 7 A N AR I R B AN IA TR 418 E
b, LG BLE N T2 UAR I & e SR A5 045 I B U D3R AR £ 50, ORI ARET AL
IR 7 A LA B T AR R 1 2 S 2 5 BURE AR A 3 SO HE IR JZ TR ( Cole et al. ,2006)

(5) YU HRAF FE X (Organizational Change Cynicism) , 4121255 Rff = SUZFEAMA XS 44U
HRZ 50, IR GUR R & ke A 1) 3B WA BE (Wanous, Reichers & Austin,2000) , 4141748 §5 R
il 32 SCELFE A J7 T« — S X 25 Ty R A LA 8, X A 4 A 3 e = R o A BT ) RE T 11
DA o AN RAT AR AT RS ARG . 5 ST Y KA S SR B, AUV SR AR 2 X
MIRIFSE R R %

AN Brf R AF 32 X (Political Cynicism ) FIiH 2% R i 32 2 ( Consumer Cynicism ) JT 4 KA1 5] T
SEH WO o BOARAT 3 SO AT BOIE FANBOE R 0 RS 44 AR 1t == AR AN E AR S B
BATEZE TP AE TS AN IR IR A 22 0] A AH B0 (BUAE PN 104 40 3 1) 4638 Tl 2 8 B AT R 25
DUBR B , X T X Se LG 1) B S 5 (AT TR F B3R 5 S L BUA AR i 77 A R B , 3 BUBUR R AT 32 X
B A T B KA B RAR R XA 5] i MILAE A= A A EAES B W 28 R A% &
SCH AR IR B BT AIVEAT 88 BT K 5 % H AR S E W B B, T 93 KAl £ U
5 S BUB R S HEIAT A o B, X R 0 T TR i — B, B S A A
ST TN B KA 3 SRR B2 )5 2R (Chylinski & Chu,2010) o ab A 2735 %0 T 98 3 R 32 X
A5 B B AR B HL i 7= A 1 7 T 45 R T SRR AR

XA A B BRAE B0, S RAT 2 AT B — R R AT 2 R, X Rl 2 A
B R AT 32 SO MR ] — A5 500 43 88, B0 4, A R A 32 I MR A 32 SR S J5i J — i A A
R IR A L PR 1, LA S b 2 7R (k2 R A 2 S VAL BV R AT 3 SR R A 3 SR R AR B
SC B RATG 32 S 588 RAT 32 50) M2 ARE R AT 32 SCAHE [ HEAS [ 18 R FURAAE 1, Rt 2n SR LA
O RAT 5 SR o BRI AR AL 221

RAT T XBREREAR A7 BRI AAE XTI TR0 53 250 ARBF50IA N 3L F R AR v
AT LA RATG 2 ST AN 432

96, WRAT 32 L SEBOR T, T LAKE A3 S 4 B R AT 32 SCRIARAS KA 32 3, 4 o R A 32 RIS
PERAT 32 S0, 8 RAT 32 SO — BT A% 1 AP A B, DR R AT 2 SOOI R AT 32 SO e 1 851 1
— PP RN o HLUR, I RATG 3 LR T Mk, o] DIOKE FL 43O < 4k 2 RoATs 38 S0 VAL B R AT 32 30 RO
KA 3 SR B RATG 3 S BUA KA 32 ORI 98 8 RAT 32 o XS R ARG 32 SR L AE ] A [R] i B A
ARV PR S RAE , T A e, RO . 5 =, WRAT £ U AT MU _EoR A, nT LI H 4y
BT ANAS 2R AT 32 S TR AR sl 2R A5G 32 S0 3R =R A 32 S0 AT e R A S AT
SR BT R R A 3 ST R A ) TR AR 5 R 1 Brit A AS . A RIS AR I
HR AT T AL SR B 1 KA 3 SCRE SR IR AR sl T (9 47 R O 2, BGOSR N5 AT 8, AT 5
NGe, S TEG A G & o WA TR 3 CE 8 F D), REGR BT 1728 75 =, DLl EoF &
AT —FRATG 2 S 2 B2 BB T XA E R I R RS2 R F 17,
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. ARRANKEEXVE

H T KA 3 SO PR B 43 26N [], 0 s ) B e O sl A [A] o Rk B AT, O BRAA AL EF T 1R
filg SO F25F 6 Fh AL Ak

Lo ASERA PR, DR AR 32 i 3R F 202 5 T W 953K 2 A0 A 4% U 55 ( Minnesota Mul-
tiphasic Personality Inventory , f&j ik MMPI) 5 () &t &35 (Ho) 1 4w il 1 P S 38, — & Cook £l Med-
ley T 1954 4£4 i 1942 5 50 I H ARifERE K, H a RECH 0. 78 ; 75—~ J& Barefoot 55 A (1989) i
il B 6 25 27 T H TR .

2. HEVBHERAGE X ER, AWADHAL 5 R F R IER ], — & Brooks Fl Vance
(1991) FF K B A RAT 3 R 4346 6 AT H RS gty WE— B R 0. 70, 3R
BRI NI R R, XA RER W) 251 & Wanous ,Reichers Fl Austin (2000 ) % il i1 41 2145 &
R R, HALT 8 DNIUH , N — I RECH 0..86, Forh 4 AT50 H I 1 A2 0T o5 5 L 2 1) T
A, J3Ah 4 AT H I 2 0 SO S5 ) AT RE R I I R, BE S A A T GRS T X — R
( Abraham ,2000) , Bommer 5§ A (2005 ) fffF 58 3R Wi s R A N AE— R ECH 0. 90,

3. BOP R ARG F SR . RO R AT 35 SOGTE A2 0L T A IO AR S 2 e, L6 7 T 5 R AR £
SR A, 0°Connell 55 A (1986) Z il (1 41 23 KA £ S R A — DL R AT £ X ar k.
TR 4 DY, L9 AN TUE L R T Bt ok, W — Bk R A 0. 65, Bennett Fl Schimitt
(2002) il T —AM2% 4 AT0HE 1 B BB SR AR 3R, NI — 3 R B 0.69

4. BULRMEF L EFR, TR EERNZAIRAIEI L Dean 45 A (1998) 2 i (19 KA £ &
FERERL R FEA , % 58 0 T H e 4 AR sl 3 A8 2 . 9140, Anderson FiI Bateman (1997 ) i
il (A 1) g Ml 2 RS B R R AT 2 S e, Ak 4 351, Hidp 3 1ok [ Bateman ,Sakano Fll Fujita (1992 )
R IET L AT A2, 1 ik A Kanter £ Mirvis(1989) B4H2UE T 40 i 3, AR AE
F LR a RECK 0.75, Pugh Skarlicki Fl Passell (2003 ) 43,45 ] tH — 0 53 T RAF 3£ LW 5 WK
James (2005 ) 7E I A _E il 1A S0 2E O R AR 32 3 BR ISR B4R L, SIG I T E RN T Sk i
] AN GERE 3 14 DIE R NER— B R ECH 0.94, Cole Bruch 1 Vogel (2006 ) f4f X 214 44
T A TR A LS A il T — S 7 DT H R TR I R, a RECh 0.87,

I 4h , Maslach  Jackson il Leiter(1996) Zii il 1) TAE#E 2 0] 45 A = A4ERE, Hoh— N2 R I 5 R
s 3 L, 3 AP HE B2 2 B3R AR S BB R AR E LB E S NI H , H a RECK 0. 84,
Storm 1 Rothmann (2003 ) DAFg AR 55 A BORHOR, RS 1% TARE B IRAG , iE A RIF11F
B

5. e RMEEER, SRS R T L ERIEH Kanter 1 Mirvis(1989) Zi il (14, 245 7 1
WiH ,a ZECH 0.72, 7 Abraham (2000 ) [ B FEIE S 12 i e (1) N FF—BE R 40 0. 89, Gaustello 58 A
(1992) f£ Kanter FI Mirvis(1989) #it R A FEAil b 38 74~ 5 3 5 , 15 5 3 1 P9 38— ek R4 H i
KeH0.72 #5ANF 0. 78, Leung 55 A (2002 ) il A 4125 24 R4 3 (Social Axiom Scale, SAS) ) Hi—
AN B (TR AR ) & R ik 2 RAR £ Y. R 60 AT B, 3 5 AR, 430 2 it %
& Ao ZAEE A S R CREE AT . 2%AE A DL 358 4 T i il o w1 A 5 R R W
ZRER AT a ZEAE0.88 ~0.98 Z[a], L 203 44 Zs N F i dliad g b 42 i i e 45 S 2 I % i 56
TAHE TR a REAEO0.90 ~0.97 Z[A] (Leung et al. ,2002) . 73 [ [ HH ASE 41 4 [ 5060 9
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SR AR AR T i R TLAESS I BAT B Y S5 MR (Bond et al. ,2004) ,

6. BEARM I IR, BUA KRG E SCRFRIEAE L E R BUA T = MR, EZ Rl T
BUA R MBEa T B SRR . Pattyn 58 A (2012) £5 4 1 4 DMAHCHY 53R (Agger et al. ,1961; Citrin
& Elkins, 1975 ; Kanter & Mirvis, 1989 Sniderman,1981) , Wi 7 35 1, U 1 30 H , 244
T =488 N H de 3l HEARAR T L3R, iz RN — S ERECH 0.89, &R H 5 Hrik
A % BB SN RN R AEARZN, , Bl A 30 H g R4 IR A0 A, H R ARG 1 X 3 BE

WAk, Chylinski 1 Chu (2010 ) 38 3 76 A g _F- 358 22491 2 5 19 H bR A (B0 5 32 5 28 /AR — 3
155 , %5 58 T SE B /N B Y 9 R ARG 3 AT R . X A5 48 07 VA U s R AE BRI 1 5
Z WY SO B LS (EOR R 2 A R X A S AN AT RE S R SRR B I S B AT A R A
A BRT

M. RIFEXHFAROEFEIBMFIX

Rl T A BESR A=A 7 AR O B2 T W98 38 224000 1 B 1 B I 4 I L RS L0
PRI AP HLS I E bR RS KA S A ML T

MR E IR 1 38 (Affect Event Theory) | F8E 1 TAE MR EERFAE T 8 257 A B sl 2 T AR A 3+
PR AR TN X8 AR S 5 | AAH AR I 17 S S 0z, 17 S by Stk — 25 S A A I S 5
78 B AE4 2R R TAER ARG FE A ARG, 52, 8 R TAEREE AR A
T e B ARG B T 22 T ARG &, T AR T AR RATG A BE . AN, 53 AR R fe plad 7 ik
S A IE PRI 4 X A SRS R E L Z MR 58 20 /A (Cole et al ,2006)

17 28 B4 318 (Emotional Contagion Theory ) I\ , 5 25 YL J&— Rl 7 78 AR B3 Y BE Al 2 1Y
238 UK o FEUAR N IE 45 e A D PR3 S RO, T AR 1) R Al 32 SO B — AR b 2k (2
JE N BR S EBE HA A A BEIA TS 2L, BN, Qian & Daniels (2008 ) (A5 A& B, 1 1)
S B [F) S R AT TSGR

IR L IR (Psychological Contract) RYREAMRBOZA S 51 T Z [A] & —Fh B2 5 A A A 5.6
R BT EA — 2 A T B B — 2 RS o M I, AT DO R AT 2 S AR I R o0 B 3
AMEHE . B, AHRE AR, e RAG FE SCREE D A 2 Z 8]0 2 25 (1 45 F ( Abraham,
2000) ; iR A BFFE R, X mAEAMEE DAL E T GE OB (0 THEA S ™A R AF 3
B, BHAGZH 21 A8 ¥ (Albrecht ,2002) o U4, —T A a2 B, O B2 (03 85 5 AR £ L HE
P:AH 2 (Bashir, Nasir, Saced & Ahmed,2011)

WAE - 2118 (Equity Theory ) , 4 i D8 52 A 20 F-RE@ I, XA TS BHA R LG, 5 Tk
PRI, P EORAG T SCS R A . Wu 55 A (2007) LA 496 A7 Hp [ 4l 51 Tk P A5 X AT 5%
SRR A8 AR S 3 L 5 ) % TP IR T R e L ZH 2R R A 3 S

FRYET — B0 3 He B S (LMX) |, A] Do 2H 27 Hp 400 5 R 63 22 0] 1) 38 3 56 2R DAE AT S JE Ak & 4y
R AT AN . BB P AT A2 2905 5 22 0 BRBURUE T, SRA AL 2 i FHE AL 25, B AR 0 A2
PAFGR U o EFERA R il 5 B Ah 7 i DUSE 1A B 0 I E AR RUR B, 5 TroE A A F
J& , %k 4 H % B R ( Liden, Frdogn, Wayne & Sparrowe ,2006; Herman & Dasborough ,2008 ) , 4 fij =
A BT 22 1 BT 4 T BOR AT T SCEEIIE .
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A RBEXHARHAERRE

VG5 RATG 32 SCIH 0 BR2E B8 C B T A SR, IR T80 B i & 10 2 Rl # 0 s T
— YL TR . B Leung 5 N (2002) 4 R A 32 LB VE#L 23 24 H (social axioms ) fy— 4>
YR AR T AR R . X — i R AT B BTG W I AT RIS . B et se AR (U
41,2003 5 BRI, 2002 ; BIEHT, 2006 ; 15 4, 2009 ) 7EHBIFFE A 2 6018 ST 73 A 2H 188 B R A
SCH AR & S5 A AR 1 2 [AI OC R o 7 3K Se 5 Al 7488 R A 3 SO 57 A L AR 4 4 il
A I T AR T AN SRR T, K i 2 5 7k 2 R0 B A (2006 ,2007 ) | T ZE 45 (2008 ) | [ #E A
(2011) 25 N SCEEEER T A SV RAT 32 S0 A (L 21 S S HARAIE , 55 4555 (2008 ) FHSIEHIE ) Jy 2%
BT T DB A A AL S BUA A5 51 T RAF 32 CZ I T A E T, 1R 4 05 45 (2012) MIERTT T K
A A S KA B L Z A SE R o X 2 R RAT 32 S AR IR B T 2k it

P H PG 7 K F RATG 32 S E A IFFE BRSOk 1 KA 2 UK S F AL AN T LA 3 22 n)

(1) RAT T AL o AFRAT £ LI A AR TR A B2 %—, R £ X —FA
PEFRITIA S — R S BOIR S B A MAAAE S W KT R A 3 U A AE 4544 0] A i T il — 20 W0
Dean ,Brandes F1 Dharwadkar 1} Abraham #R4fs C A7 BFFE BT ¥5 M 9 S E 5 1 HORP R AL R A 32 3,
R SCF AN RIS ) R ATG 3 S I FESEHE , 2 8 TR AN — , 1 RO 1) R AT 32 St R 254 & A A TR
F LA ) 5 T A () AR 9 4598 1 AT A 1 R T 10, ) B o A (58 108 9 45 SR 1) LA Fnfie T ek, B
ORI B AR U T B RATG 2 S B 7 A 55 R TR ) sh A5 5 A 3t 2 2 i R AT 32 U 1 — > gk
FoRRAT T A TCLE R, T RATG 3 SO INFERRAE , 20 A KA 32 S 3h 45 & S ad i J R R i 5%
1Y% 2 5.

(2) HESCAETE 5 N R RATG o RAT 32 SR PR R F V8 5 RAT 32 22 IR, X 5 214 A
Y R 23 B OSUA T SO VARG . FAEAIRARE AT 50 T RAT 3 SO AU B A 2 BRSE , T HL A P4 B el
UL AT BB , I BB O VS (A8 T, L S AE O U A RS R4 R, A 28 KA 32 X
BRI [BRELSE, EARY IS o TR R G A T R A 3 R A AR A7 R
i R B RIER, , RAT 32 SO 5 3R 9 7 K SO A A TR S 1Kk 01 19 1 B0t S T3 44 B R 3X 5
AT 32 AT VRS 1 4t 57 IR B 1A% 8 SOk T R AT 3 SO [T RRAE 17 A 2 2 A i A v
T7 SR AR I B 22—

MFTL TR T T, W] 38 2 A8 HOE [ 9K, JE BRI A SUER TR B B M E B g —,
AR KA SURA LR LE A . S5VE AT EG, o B R B30 R AT 38 A MRS ke e B2 ] SR B
R R LA BR s R A 3 SC7 it — 2D RS 2 AR R A A U R AR DL AT 2 R O
PR ST B A )

(3) RATE BT ik e B RAKFE ST ik 2R A MR 6 04, B F R4 5 0
I (0] 3508 4300 L P 25 B0, 25 5 5 R Bl R A 3 1) B FR B TR0 38, P AR A S FRVEEAT O, S BOR A 4G
RANFLSL o R b FE SO IR A AR 0 — BOb: , KA 32 SCS B A BRbg v, AT B BP0 2
HHA G, ELEER A A R BRA NG, v BRI AR B BUH 45 5 . L, A5 M BIFIE N 1% 7% 1 T R AIG k
A BBUER B, B R L [ A IR S e o A, 1 0 SR I 5w S Bk A, 2R ORI BURRNET, DR
I AR SRR o IGAh , DA SRS 2 8 1) 5, B — I B R UL, AR AT B et e 1) 7 32 4
ZEIRE, Oy TS AT T AR RAT 3250, RS ECR BN 5T, DA A R AR AL ) O s 22, B2
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W IRUE I

(4) A 2 LAY RN M o 2257 AR AT 1) JB8 I L A 14 2 T 58 TR 38 8 ) (8 AT T2 2 R A
ESCGEHE WAL R N A N UG BAL SRR AT o PRI KA 2 kAT T Tk
FERA BT o AR A5 FUE %) 2 AR B R ARG S S I SR 418 1 22 WL Ay s B, 49, 7
VOB T AN AL SCAG S L, 39 9 ZH 2R PN A R T, DA R i B3 T D 7 o s g A RE T 4, LR
JRE B RATG S o X Se I = SR AT ST Y B At R 2SI Y KAl 3 A& Z B 50, 8
Xof AT S RAT T S HARAE D, A & A 0 BRAIL TR, 64T T US40, 72 Rl 2t 1 % 5
W, 33X W 2 AR T 55 1 T3 1]

(5) KA 32 S LR TR A AR A S 2R o KA 22 SO T4 AR R AN i Al s R B 22453 3
IRZ SHENTFERIUET, SR GAT WFFE A B T R A S SRR S 3R, o, KA 32 SC S B0 A7
MG, BRSSO AR 5y B A AT O (Apaydin, 2012) 5 PO A BRI, R SRt ), 45
A RAEG LSS BE RS2 AT SN TARBA A SR AT T SCRB G I 5C 28 i S 25 AT 175 8 S I o
AR (Li, Zhou & Leung,2011) o RAf 3 AT —E XTI &1, e AT ARG R A TRl oAy 1
TN IR S AR 58 PR35, F-555 P JF T X6F 2 W A T AR B W A B o PRI, SRR B AT 9 I % 4R S TR
PR R AR 22 SCRIAE RTALR , P A Xk P A 28 23 ) 1 S AT THI R 520

SE 3k

sk 125 B , 2006 : P 5 HEURAG 2 SCWFFERAT) , (ORI 22 0 545 B 56 12 ).

g3 BT , 2007 (A SUR A 2 SUAFFE B IE ) , P g W R B0 R 227400 B 4 9.
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A Psychological Analysis of Cynicism in Workplaces
DING Gui-feng

Abstract; Cynicism is defined as a mistrust tendency toward others’” sincere and kind motivation and
behavior. Its manifestations are ridicule, sarcasm and so on. There are two views about cynicism; per-
sonality traits and attitudinal state. Previous researches on cynicism focused on such categories as:
personality cynicism, societal cynicism, occupational cynicism, employee cynicism, organizational
change cynicism, political cynicism, and consumer cynicism. Based on Emotional Events theory, Or-
ganizational Fair Theory, Emotional Contagion Theory, and Psychological Contract Theory, this paper
analyzes the cause and effect of cynicism. Given that the research on cynicism in China is still in its
infancy, future studies should pay more attention to the characteristics of the cynicism in the context of
Chinese culture and to cross-cultural comparison through different methods. The positive and negative
effects of cynicism should also be considered in the future.

Key words: cynicism; organizational change cynicism; psychological contract theory
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