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NZEFESFTER N EIL S . RN FH R EIR
TALUN BT, RS 0 R 2R T 27 U 5)
\F-(Colquitt, Conlon, Wesson, Porter, & Ng, 2001),
AHOCHIFFEAESE T 4121 2 T B3 T4 S 2l 4t
RIEMEZHRR, ©XF & THHZEHE AR
fI4E I (Colquitt et al., 2001; Skarlicki, O'Reilly, &
Kulik, 2015), £ L2 4107 30 30 5 S — A0
ARDT AL OR) A FF A, B XREm RS
B T OIS L RIS AT R R R, S, AN
A AR LR IO T, thal G4 3]
SR8 B RS =0, A1 T
YEZBERIFT . Colquitt (2004)iA %, ZH41AFHF
FEANER REFRIEE — AL FNEE = i, Off L
B 5 — N A E A SR A AR R AL o
Skarlicki 1 Kulik (2004)# 55 =75 & X A i
i BB R PR AR T SV AR AR, HE
M A 2L FEN G A& . Topa, Moriano il
Morales (2013)i#f — 55 =7 5 SLURAEARAF-
FHAFrp, B2 AU PASIME S 2SS 1 )
A, AR DR L A . BURE
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MBAT BZFEBAT, FZFRN, KT IEE, A LFH

GUL R RS N E AT B 4 T
AN FEAT R IR (O'Relly & Aquino, 2011),
PN 2 2 J B 1 57 52 (2015) 1A BT g 4 = 2 4R
SEMARG TR FE LR, T —Fh FEDULFIL S
BEM SR, BABIACHE | 5 R E S
SRS . A BN EE NS, =
J5 1 5 R EFE T IR AR S0 45 2 5 BT A
OEREAEC T I 5B = A T L ZUA - (the
third-party perspective of organizational justice),
MFRAESE =07 BN, ARTE AUl fe g &
i P25 X . Dunford, Jackson, Boss, Tay Al Boss
(2015) N 285 F1 BE DN 5 = O SV 5 =0
TE WAEZH AR - 5 T8 R 20 210 - Bl
HLVANFEIL . Bernerth fil Walker (2012)44 45 =
T L GUN T 58 A N DA R B 7 2 7515 5]
X R R R A T TR B — Pl 20 2 PR, %
GPUNEEE S RN O EAVAS & 12U CFR S NI N
He— BRI Ao “BhaB U WA 55 =7
NI =07 N T A AV SR BB AR R AT R
R — A R, EAEHBN AL H
SRR T B T 2 AT T AR R (R R
2016), AHLLEN S, “ A& U AT =J7 41
LN BTG G 2, B WE5E 2 )5 94T 2 RN
R O TR R G I O A R, AR SO B
DA =T HEAN T,
WAREY, HAN VLS - AHRME
S =7 R AFAEN] 22 . Skarlicki Al Kulik
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(2004) 1 2H 21 - W A AL A 119 22 S PR IR 4 Dy = A4
Ffe (WITHIIPLES, EHLRAFHE,
ZEFAT RN T 4 A BRIz, Wi =07
T RS 22 2 1 T TR TR E 26 T PO TR AL T
AT ke B 2 - & (2) 52 AT IH R 22 53¢, Jones Fil
Nisbett (1972)iAJy, = FHE T2 EFEXSF
HERFETTFEAENEAESHAETZE T AS
HE;, QFBEIFMESR, H =ik EsNER
WO RNEN, 2EITEE . BEHWREL K
LAt B8 = 7 10 4 W7 2 5 ) 38 57 = O L 2N TRk
1, SR 2 R TS B R PR S8 AN R A SR
4i J7 =N 1% 4% 1 % (Batson, Early, & Salvarani,
1997)., Topa %5 AL s Al B 25 2 S 8O0 A
NP EGRERTE NI ES

BT — NFRAL A RN 2R =5 A A X L SUA
FIAFS R AEE iR B £ S, Mok
HIFRLASE = MM B N F, ik —25 52
BHL NI R, B2, NE=FHUME
Rl WAL T BB =T NEE BN
RN R T I RO RL S R, AR SR SE L
WF B RAEAT SRR & . (1) L “third party” 5§
“observer” 3 & “justice” 5% “ fairness’ 1k Jy 3z X 4t
1A 7E Web of Science, EBSCO. Wiley. ProQuest,
Sciencedirect, Springer S SCBIRIE PR, (2L
O T SR I A A TR S S
SEERETAE HP 1 (CNKI HPOScBdiE PR PR ()E
Google Scholar i i1 7 2 1) i 2R AH 5 SCHk; (4) ) 152
B SCHR 2L, BIRAEALUEE T8 = AT
B, RJA, SCRENEE = 8L F st AL
. SHTIARE L s RS WRE LS . 5T
T4 DU 5 18 PR AT SCHRGRTE, JFAE LIRS b A
SO AR SR S T RESE N A T ]

2 BZHEAXNFHMEARA
B LAY, 4TI B 5 = A AR AT

AR At A R RAT N R N7 3 B A
R EALHL A ORI AL B 5 40 (Cropanzano,
Rupp, Mohler, & Schminke, 2001; Skarlicki &
Kulik, 2004), BEGMFRAWIRA, A¥EZEEHA
AR A6 R0 TE TR AR B2 1 A A SR R R =
N (Skarlicki et al., 2015), = F0 /i B X 1
Z 3% 1,
21 BFfE

A A A2 LU BN 5E v o 9 3 Sl
i (Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004; 1188, T —f#i, 2016),
12 A 3 i T A AR TN OC R A AT I ST R
3R (Dunford et al., 2015; L& #%, 2016; {F45,
T —1w, 2016), T HAMAMS NI AN T 447 A
BRI 5 0 AT, AR — RS
LA R AR HEDN, 2 53 SO M B AT
HIET, AfTA SRR AT TR, 26 R0 NTE
TR T AR G2 T R RHIA T it 23
i 5 RMHEMAPRER, XRARMRET AT
SAEE X, WA TFHBFANBEMAIRME
BYSZE(Tyler & Lind, 1992), ¢ £ 40 £ AU AZ O WL A5
BTN TR LU A A BRE R 5[
W), 56 =070 T A R B B sh A 207
MG IF TN TS 255 TEMAMKR
MATTAL, HAA P TIN RS = LA
PR REENXEAANTFHEES R THE =T
A RA B ITE, 5 = .0 LUG RIEE A AT
HEBEE ACH L, S8 /BRI A CHiA
S0, BITXAS A5 AL AT S o
22 EENR

20122 8044 LAk, WFoT EH B AR E] A F
MAIEARMBIIA AN TATH. —FRINTIm AR
N R Y=nik s e AR R S L o S S /A B S
K, BPEALA NS A, I BTN AT A
TR FaE R AR AR, BT L5
KA, IR LA AT S . B LA TRIEET

F1 BZHFAANTFMRAABIEL

HE L f Rt i B WA
FRIBS e AP ALSSEHIRE, SR R AR AR
B AT TR
eSS e 055 R AT T R LR B AR R AL 223
it A it SR BINRATRIE T IE . Y55 At
A ARG, BB 458K A TR SR B A 2 i
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AL 55 ALEER) —FAMAZIAL, A
BRI 52 B2 [ %) 757 (Fol ger, 2001; Cropanzano,
Goldman, & Folger, 2003) ., Cropanzano %5 A (2003)
N AR ATy (4 38 SCHI IR 56 2% 1R Y 2
XEAT RN REE A S WEEER, MASEY
— AR, FEHEZE, A1E7
Az TE ARG IR 4 I R BT T0U46 it 730 40 S T 1Y
—7 . WAHLTEEFR Y, 1 BRI R I 2
NATT B BEASA T35 e Az Bof i 77 A 1 2817 2 A
T, WAL TS = A AT A N . Rupp
A Bell (2010)F 8 T 18 SCRLHY, 35 A R 55 =
J5 18 SCAT R R R T AR ST O, AR B FRIE T R
AAE Ryl J—FpE R . O'Reilly #1 Aquino
(2010) 3 — 2K 58 = Ty *MEAT R A AT SCREHY 5
WM, AN =T AL F A
FE AN H T EEEN, A T8 =

B TR 45 . W E AR M, AL T

AR NNTIESR 25 R 2 FAE 22 8 R A9 AP 3L,

7 2 560 3 FR BRI 25 BsF 7% 38 8 vk A R b M (118, T
— 1, 2016). EFEOLA RS T A =7 AR ARG Bl
TN AT R, #2258 E T A T4 IR 5l
B, W F T Z s HABGAE, BN B S
PRV = VA1 R B A o
23 EKIA

HALL A RS T BRI A FE TR, R
NP /NS NS YN 3 YT -4 P AYS
g, BT A, B ERAT R AL
1L R A B AL A S5 5, R X AT O AT
FEAEREFD ARG ], I ] 2 AN ATk i
JBN 1Y (Skarlicki et al., 2015), Fehr, Fischbacher
I Gachter (2002) 458 7 HHIS T #5 71X — Mk,
B A AT IR R — Se B R R AN
o B R — o R AR TN, R AR X
i B AT O IR AR b R R T B
Flflufiii17] . Bowles Fl Gintis (2004)I\ K H 217
SRR R A AT R, IR SRS
RBERIAC R, IR TE T 8 AR 9 A 47
e S REARE M o 5 — A SRR A R A 4 B
YO T 2N Pl 46 3 6, Fehr 1 Schmidt (1999) & 57
BRSBTS ), AR F AR LR
b i —F R A, SRS RAT R B, A2
FEA R B A T BR AN R Bh AL, R EE H SR
g% £ TATEIAT . #E R AF A (2011, 2015)#

i BEATLEE A 0 FURE YR BN 26 PN B 2 - B - D5
TABEVERY 2 AT e A2 HE AL 7 v 119 3
RN

3 FEZFHRAFRAEHR

17X 7] — HEL R ) IR AR T A 26 =
s A A R 51T o 5 =05 R R H
POPRGR T HEE SR, mFEEREE . MEREE .
NBR G FR R A SUG B8 R Z 258 = AR &
BNEE 2).
31 EHER

Folger 1 Cropanzano (2001)iA J A\ 4f
Sl RS G R E . TEE RS
J TE A R B A =7 T %, Skarlicki Al Kulik
H— AR A AR 5 B 8, 5 =k
WA G BB HEAANNT, RESFME R E
PERPEHAZ F A, (Hb g g WE R, f
MZFEFAEFHR . ZETRET ., FREH
JWAIE T 3K — A, ZBSTE SRR sR . i
[F1) 125 18] PR 2R 23 R 12 21 14 52 0 /)N (Moorgeson,
Mitchell, & Liu, 2015), 2 = 7 A L35 44
Ja R E R TR # AT IR, P R e
W% A X —fF R TT . T IH R R AL
SO 55 =7 VP BN A T 45 A7 (Lind, Kray
& Thompson, 1998; Folger & Cropanzano, 2001;
Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004; Skarlicki et al., 2015;
Mitchell, Vogel, & Folger, 2015), HA4 ¥ 09
TR FIT, =I5 A TRE AN RO
RN AR T2 E T, =Mz
FEIEIEA 1S, Harlos F1 Pinder (1999)1#HF5%
=, HAARRNTPRE EEZG/BIFALNT . 40
BAANT . EIANTFHMAREAANT ., REWFR
R, BT BALN RPN, 8 =TF
T TH X N BRAS A B 2377 AR T R A 8 R AR A
ORI, NI 23 m K xR O By A& A T
(O'Reilly, Aquino, & Skarlicki, 2016),
32 MrEZE
321 REFHAE

REFHERE T BRI, =
5 AR PR 23 R . B 22 5 U2
R T AN T HE R 25 &5 = A
N J (Umphress, Simmons, Folger, Ren, &
Bobocel, 2013). M4, XFFHSLL M 2% M A2 E
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, fEH

[HF M A% ‘
E$S IS Yz
R ZE Ji5 % 1 ™ 5 P4 (Fol ger & Cropanzano, 2001) A
3 I3 74 1Y 4 i (Fol ger & Cropanzano, 2001; Folger, 2001) 1 17]
APRA (O’ Reilly et al., 2016) i)
Ak BREFHEE A AR ERFT N E (Umphress et al., 2013) 1]
W& B LA S (Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004; Skarlicki et al., 2015) 111
KL i 72 (Darby & Schlenker, 1989) iEf
MMEFN [ 5715 4% (Darby & Schienker, 1989) 1E 1]
B 4% (Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004) 1]
)5 8Ulik (Darby & Schlenker, 1989; Cuguer6-Escofet et al., 2014) E [
Xt 55 HLAT M 4 1% & (Cuguerd-Escofet et al., 2014) 1E 1]
ZEITHFE ZH YUK ¥ (Topaet al., 2013) 71 1]
TAES(Niehoff et al., 1998; Topaet al., 2013) i)
AN (Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004; Umphress et al., 2013) 7 i)
TR 4 (J7 54, 2009) i
Z WA 4 (J7 M, 2009) 1E 1]
[ BB LAY AT I (Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004; Li et al., in press) 1E 1)
74T J9 (Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004) i
BEHAMEREE BN AKE (Schwartz, 1975) E
1 1Hi 1% 4% (Watson & Clark, 1984) 1]
A7 14 25 (Skarlicki et al., 2015) 1E )
B A [] (Skarlicki & Rupp, 2010; O'Reilly & Aquino, 2011; Mitchell et al., 2015; 7 [

O'Reilly et al., 2016)

AN IESUEME(Lotz et al., 2011a; 2597, 2016) 1 1]
AN RE & (Zhu et al, 2012) 71 1]
B 3 5 1015 5 AL BEHE 42 (Skarlicki & Rupp, 2010; XI#E# %5, 2016) E i
ZH 41N [ (Topaet al., 2013) 1 )
HASE=J7NFE iR % (De Cremer et al., 2008; ZE¥7, 2016) 1]
AN S (Skarlicki et al., 2015; Li et al., in press) ]
ANBR%  SB=E52E)N FREAAAFME(Lind et al., 1998; Kray & Lind, 2002) 1]
EYSE MR RHEE FHIEHI L1 (Gordijn et al., 2001, 2006) i1
#1231 45— 30 (Blader et al., 2013) 1]
| 25 5% 4 56 & (Porath & Erez, 2009; Li et al., in press) iE A
Xt 3% B 4R 2 T (Gordijn et al., 2001, 2006; %57, 2016) i)
W=IrS5REN AEEFE B2 R (Gordijn et al., 2001, 2006) iE I
MR RHEE T A2 B4R 5 U7 12 % i 8 (Kray & Lind, 2002) i)
FES I B (TR N4, 2017) iE 1]
HEEBEH N B 212 A (Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004; Zhu et al., 2012; Topaet a., 2013) TE 1]

BORESRUR . AT A SCk o B

T, NATAEAE 2 A8 28 3 A O HG o I 7 i
(Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004), Darby #1 Schlenker

B K 57 2 B9 A% 5] . Skarlicki F1 Kulik 48 H 2412
EJIELIER FEAT NG REHRE 2N, =0

(1989) 7E L 5t — JL R & T AL ZUAF ik 52 £ 9, 89 A 2 S SRR 4 [X) I T AN 3 . Cuguerd-Escofe,

BRI AE TR A — A A
MR FE TR, ot M o i, =
I Y P S P HAT g LA R g R, — A
A 7 W9 4R 55 D7 (9 B0 T O 22 B0 2 AR e

=SS (EE Sy ] Fortin #1 Canela (2014)RY#F9¢ £ MR E ) W FH )5
SRR 42 5547 R 199 A R BB A R AIR SR — T Je&
HE R HLR N, LRI TR =7 A8
SEARIEAIESE T Darby 1 Schienker B o
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322 ZERAE

ZHINE AL T FA 0 A 45 52
HA N, 54 INFAT e —ERE k-
M =07 AR I RS BN B, FsE R
B, 277 LUK (Topaet al., 2013)F1 TAES;
%% (Niehoff, Paul, & Bunch, 1998; Topa et al., 2013)
S =M SRR RS R A W, 2 T
HAURI A TAEGTROS R, 25 =058 iR
1R 7 i B ORI AT, 55 =07 AR A
o 25 BRER BN o 32 3 7 AN ST IR AL 2 5 i) ) 5
=B FIRAL, Umphress 45 A (2013) 7E A 5T
PIE S 52 T WA 28 P B R = 05 AN TR
T7AE 53 0 TEAR DG 2 45 (2009) 4 1 323 5 15
RG2S =D P AN A TR, R K
D ) 25 =05 AUV . PRSI AR Y, 2 H
I BB AT AR L R P B R A
TR R R B S04 =07 BRI =

52 (Skarlicki & Kulik, 2004; Li, Mcallister,

Ilies, & Gloor, in press).
323 F=pFBEHEZR

Skarlicki #l Kulik INATEPFHAN ALV F b5
Rr=EER SRS, B =R SRS A R
M Xof =42 g R ™ EE M A PR, DT R I 2R = A
BUNT-H90 . i, AR AR 5 = 5 A
JBF LR EEA AT R, BORTTRE AR
NS SR (Schwaartz, 1975); L 1T 17 4% 5 1) 55
=5 5 S KA IR R e, A AR 2
HURAN IR0 (Watson & Clark, 1984); &kl 1 FE
B = MR E T (AR LR AL )R
— R AS BRI RSB, DT R PR 0 7 A AR
B (Skarlicki et al., 2015), 45 = 7 B EIA A
R = AN TFEERNRE, = FE
PRI IFBR &, XN P S5 OF R AT T T30 AT e
1 5t # = (Skarlicki & Rupp, 2010; O'Reilly &
Aquino, 2011; Mitchell et al., 2015; O'Reilly et al.,
2016) . 25 =7 B2 TE U A -t A I s i
B 5 58 = J7 41 410 SF-J8AT 17 AH 5 (Lotz, Baumert,
Schldsser, Gresser, & Fetchenhauer, 2011a; Z=#7,
2016; Zhu, Martens, & Aquino, 2012), Fi#E &85
=% T B O a7 B0 PR R 0 G
B, TS AR = AR AT TE— 1 257
215, P57 G, AU E, AT A
Bt BUM Tt RSN, HE RN T AR

W YA RS SI PA i VAN S D VA
% (Skarlicki & Rupp, 2010; XI#E7# 45, 2016). t4h,
S =T AU R B m, B TR SR R T
ZFHIT, INAZF I H I (Topaet al., 2013),
324 HME=FEZR

55 =07 Y TTAT A PR i AR 25 52 3 A S =
WIS o T8 = 0 AR o A 5 =0y 4% T
AR B, AR (E B BE, HoAl
SO B EE L AT RO PR £ B 3R e £
=7 (4237 HI Wi (Skarlicki et al., 2015; Li et ., in
press), De Cremer, Wubben #1 Brebels (2008) LA
ZEY7 (2016) ¢ ILAE A1 (7 DO 50 Bk = 19 15 B2
T, ARLE BN B 550 E BG4 ), T )
TR AN 2 1T
33 ABRXEREZR

SCHRBFSE A AL, 5% = 7 AP w2 B
= EZEFZRAPRRRNEWN, 552 %74
THARI B HANL . A& AR A 28 3 155 =7 T Al g
“IR JIABL” . Lind %(1998) L) & Kray #1 Lind (2002)
WESEER =y i s DL A o A & 25 HI W 52 %
MBS AT, A R PR =T
AT RE 7 A R ok T 3G A PR A [ A
PRV o 55 =05 5 32 J5 Z AV RRAIE AR AR ARL R B e
HOBA R BE RS2 T AL g, T PR AR AN A
H 7 (Gordijn, Wigboldus, Yzerbyt, 2001; Gordijn,
Y zerbyt, Wigboldus, & Dumont, 2006), X{J7 2 [d]
FE 21 4 1 — SOkt 23 52 R 5 =07 (924 7 F
(Blader, Wiesenfeld, Fortin, & Wheeler-Smith,
2013), Fhox i IR I &5 =k T2 TR
PRZSEE, M5 =T %52 T A B S Om (R
PR . B, A2 F IR AEAZ, JF
HiA:—fEfEEs g . Y= ERETZ
] A7 7E ) 25 56 S OC R, B8 =07 72 A AN PR
B ML 38 I 25 AR, AH B 23 77 A = R R A 1Y 1 4
(Porath & Erez, 2009; Li et al., in press), Gordijn
45 N(2001, 2008)ikN, &5 = kR E Ir MIsZE T
JIT I B AR 4 A 23 DA ) 23 W 3 A L P R T,
5 =050 32 7 B BAT BOR A 2k Tm], U
AR IR AS (1 . 2297 (2016) F1 Li 45
AN (OL7)FEA R E ZAE 5 FUESE T Gordijn 5 A
WL AR N (2017) 1R HAE = SR F T i
FE IR BB, “ SRR ARBA & AR R T R E B, G
ERTHE =T EHRETZAMLR.
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34 HABERER

HAE B AR = T AN, B =07
FE BT ATV PRI A7 Sk SN 1 3k i v 2 32 B 4 2
B . 2 SRR T RN 2R Y 5% i (Skarlicki &
Kulik, 2004), F#ZHUES T Ll W, IFH A
H AT I BUS AR 5 58 = 5 A BV BN E A
X(Zhu et al., 2012; Topaet al., 2013), ENZHZIEB
TR T —Fp A A 8V, AL 208 Ay |
KT HER R R —F AT . A3, AR
HEATHY, T 1] 4 A A1

AR SN B =5 LBV I R 5 A7 —
SR RRE, EERBAEAN T i « 1) B IS T
ANAFHEMHERREREA EBE Folger
Cropanzano (2001) 2V B e, JayfR 3% J5 51 ™
PR STV R RS S A R R e, 2T
A R B A A =R R R AR = AL
TS 2) AT WESEAE 5 5 N BROC R R R i 5
BTZENEE = HZRMXER, MEDW K2
FEHHE=), BRENEZETZRMER; 3)
AT 58 AN 5 7 FL A AR = (4 4 A R 3
1M1 2200 1 A3 =5 4T R SO %56 =y 4L 8Ly
SERR M, HEA B RF R £ EE P T A RR
£, WMALESRNHE R RTER D FEL L, =0
WAV FReE R TRE . ZE IS
=tk S E R, 2 F 2R R R AL RIE L,
BPsfR 3R . AMERE R . ARG R N E A4
BN Z AL R = 0 AN IR, SRk
KT 5 K 2 AT — T % T A R G
W, TRVF S o B P (Ao B | PO P A O
PE) . B vk (R AIL L B AN AR Ak ) Fn s ) e ik
(FHORSIR | B BORIRE B ) X5 =7 2L (52
Gy — 5 % E A LSRR N R, S TE s
AEEA LU0 5 AR R 45 KU 256 5 = 414
NN AT RS R, JF AR 22 R0 R Z Y
FHEAER, FFRESE =I5 8V -1 2 IR W52

4 BFZFHARXNTHEWERSHM
ALl

41 EEZWER

2E U = 7 BV R W SR SR B 9 8
K = AN TR G AT R N, R
F =T IR — R FAERTHR T R
S, BVERSIAT R TAME S E T

PR EL W), BOAMEAT S, o) — R R ) T AN
T TR 4ERERC ), BVBARAT o R34
PESE =7 4B, M =l mE . Wi . BT
25 T 1 2Ok Y A, S BUR E T Rl i
A 45 B IR 2 BUR 4 1 %7 (Okimoto, Wenzel,
& Feather, 2012), KA T hyitid BEAR 42 3% 75 1 3
DL ORE L HE R TR 2 055 Ty Ak 4 B
H#EN] (Okimoto et al., 2012), %47 M # K 1T LA &
TR H AN B R, 25 =
IPARES o AMEAT R 45 T 2 I 1E Y 4
Bl AN Bl B A AR o 5 RS A Oy SOk 4R B AT
SR RAEZF R FE T Z M E AT KR,
I Ad 32 T 07 IR B R BR T AT RRAS . X Rh b
PERATBR T REZEHZI, bt BEERRE
7R BRI . SRR R A R B IR
B 41 45 % % (Okimoto, Wenzel, & Feather, 2009,
2012), WEARAT N IRAEEE = 7E P2 A AL BUR T IR
HG R FHARD mm R A, AT
TSGR 247Ny, HE RIS =
W YK 1% 4 (Baumeister, Stillwell, & Heatherton,
1994) , SRIBUEIARAT A 0455 = 5 A AR 233 ik JE R %)
HHLUR AT AT IH R SR 52 3 05 0 R SRR
B3 KBS T B O RIS 2, DA 4 -
T AN AR 47 1E 1 19 B 3R A (Baumeister et al.,
1994; Skarlicki et al., 2015),

BT = AN TG, 5 = HANF
BANF AT AR RA AL TR A B By, WS AR
M5 = YO S R A A B R
SRR RN S, SRS E T
(Feather, 2006; Mitchell et al., 2015), Li % A(in
press)thfg H, 45 =T\ h A2 FE T IRA AR
FEATE SR U ARHR” (righteous schadenfreude),
HETE AL 5 R0 AR B AR 0k
HEF 2 F 07 o HESHAT R0 = 5 ik s H 2L -
W5 1Y EZEAT N RN, BRI = 05 i HE
B I S Ok 52 E TR, R L HE
B T REAR Z SN DAL BEOR (0 R, L2 SR 1
B = HRERZMMR R MW (Farh & Chen,
2014),

5= HAUA N S 308 = LR A RAT
SRR AR AU Tad BEEE  IA-EOm T. &
g, WA e D 5 B YE i R A S B
(Skarlicki et al., 2015; XI#eH %, 2016; &7,
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2016), 55 = Jy 3B 3E ok B JE 2 0k AR R B S
IR REAT M R, 43 D AR = T HELVAF
SEMA S = 74T R RN AL A S 2 B . A
ML R, 58 =0 BT 4 A Bk, AR AnAL
7 2 SO %) S ST 0 RO X B AR A, A BN 434 ) e
KRR B BT R S TEE P, 5
SOhHEARELE . S ENEDIMEERE R
TEPE SR T TS i
4.2 INEIHLH

PR RS o B R 1 EE = O iR R O
A B TN 45 0F 8% Al 2 A A, A A E A AR
W25 43 AT 22 05 AR AR L (9 AT R RORE, R A
PRPE o AR A3 0T 0 N 25 R B AU R
FORME . BT AS . ALZUBOR . BEAOCR . HiA
M. DRI HOIRGL . O'Reilly 1
Aquino (2011)#5 i35 = ¥ s 512 % 7 LR
F 7 F0A 9 AU A e R, e R A T
TR E I BB R BUESI AT, R RAU) 4 Xt
{H i B BEAMEAT Jy, 27 BRI AU R BT IR AL )
e W 25T S AT, 7 B R0 sl =55 00
Hershcovis 58 A (2017) B 58 UE SE AL T 23 1F 9] 5%
Wi 55 = 7 AESNAT Sy, BRI 5 A A A B ALAT
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Thethird-party perspective of organizational justice:
Resear ch per spective, content and design
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Abstract: The third—party perspective of organizational justice refers to the perceived organizational justice
that was formed by the responsibility attribution process after a third party witnessing or hearing the
organizational mistreatments, which provides a new perspective to understand organizational justice. After
analyzing and making comments on existing research outcomes, this article summarizes the cause and
effects, mechanism of action, as well as the progress of theological researches. And it provides a general
framework and directions for the future research. Based on the social interaction theory and approach-
avoidance theory, the study can be furthered in the future, so as to discuss the mechanism for the formation
of the third-party perspective of organizational justice and to develop intercultural comparative study.

Key words: organizational justice; the third-party perspective of organizational justice; third parties' reaction;
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