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Abstract

Interpersonal harming behavior is the interpersonal-direct counterproductive behavior. It is con-
trary to the legitimate interests of the other members of the organization, for example, arguing,
physical conflict, talking behind others, interference with the work of others and plagiarizing
findings. Both individual factors (negative emotions, cognitive assessment, personality traits) and
environmental factors affect the occurrence of interpersonal harming behavior. This paper intro-
duced the mechanism of interpersonal harming behavior, which included the framework of the
social network, social comparison, social dominance orientation values (SDO), and psychological
collectivism. Finally, this paper prospected the follow-up study.
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1. 5|15

Nt — Bt 2 DB R ARG R FEIN R . ABRK R A& AT S M ATE B 8 22 1 f b e
FRIGOEESE R, AR AT R IR SR 1, ARk R & LA BRATE. ABribse, FlfiT A
AMZACAT NG DL, X B NBRIPRAZICAT NSRRI ARG R (BN OB 2Rk 5, A
GUTRFRIEFEH L ST IER ARG KR, Flin, ETESEGS, MILHSBRXMER: F—
AN TAERBA A, FIFAISEEH A T, IR TETE2IAER, I BEALRRAALE: X
AR TR, @FSEEEIE EAHLFHIE RS FRETE., MIAZESHE, ftash
P FPILR

DA AT 9 2H 2015 155 wp 35 Bh DA 547 N I 0 B Hh T H 2L IRAT S (OCB) Al A 74T R (CWB) A A
oo BRI RS A AT O UR T LA RAT A BRI, IR AT A — M T 53 L CAERGAR,
AR TR THNAERE, AHERGHABIHALODATT AR, (HRdH AR S A T HLUSE AR
(Organ, 1997). RAFATNMZE R T H KT, (HEX)

HEIM 55 A F (Gruys & Sackett, 2003), — B LLREBIN AR “—NF A WAH S A7 48 T2 1)
AR o ERE T A AT A — R AT

BEAE B TR, B FEE R T RAEFAT NEA 2R, XM RGN R RE DT T 421U 1B B
A E Al o N BR- m] B SRAEFAT AR FEA %, ASCIAE RAE AT R TR B A b, S22/ A
bRt AT N ST A 18

2. ABMGEITANMRER

RAEFAAT MRS EAE 2 7 7 NEARBIh S R BRSOk e L, 8, 2009). &¥)
Hollinger #1 Clark(1983a, 1983b)44 £ =47 WM FE N “ W=7 1 “ A= 8% AT8” , Robinson
A1 Bennett(1995)fE St ALl EANFS T ABRILERE, LMAT AR BAREEE R~ 0T GORRRS, St T 4/ BT
NEERIR R, A FAAT N — 2553 R BT R AT N A ZU S AT R, MAT R R (B - A8 FIT
PR Ak - P E) AN GE RN 53 TR AEFAAT NN 4 2% WP AR R . A BRI BUG
RUBEN . X FR5r H BT A RIS TR SR, 38 78U ZINE. 54k, Gruys 25(2003) R H T
— AR FEAT NG RIR R, AR UAT IR MM (L - ABR)FIAE S A G (ST 46 - 5485
TER)BANGERE, A THIRAEFAT R N 4 25, AR AR, 5 TAERES TR IR A AT A2
Robinson “5(1995) K8 i A BR-F1a i S A 7247 A, BRABRG AT 19

RO S R AT NS AT AN GA K, ANBRB AT N S H R R A AT A E A
JRIAA] . SR I A 24T S — M 2 BN B R ANE M E s R, MR, ABRBUR A F24T R — M
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B [A) S5 AN 2447 51 K (Sarah, 2008). A BRS 11 AR AT Aot N Bnfi B47 0, A GiE T 2H 43 HiAth
AMARIE SR 55 AT N, B EE e 5, TN TAE, B3, FrvbE 2 i Rk ph 98 56 (Venkataramani & Dalal,
2007).

AR, FEBEE A AT N IR, B FU3 R AR B R B0 22 Fh S AR = AT R R T T 7L
(BRI AT N B AT M) o X R — B 70 RS, 16 IR B4 T AT o0 AT, I RS 3)IX
BTN RIRIR R, A il B R AEF=AT AR LA, RAFA Ll TS ARSTM BRI A R
INTRAFAT AR N R G HONAT, A BT RAEFAT N — D T

3. ABREEIT AR
3.1. ABR{5EITHEHHE

N EARR B At o i), dEx T HG R VER, A FHARRFIEFE R E0T N, G2MTH
SONE, BN SR B ARTEES . PRI, AR E SR R R R B, AR N AR, S g ik
NHUR (Cohen-Charash & Mueller, 2007). #aftivt, AFESE EA 40%I1) 51 TAE TAEh & I id BosAT Aek
IR AR B, AN 170 544 0t TAE TARI )28 v 52 % (Kelloway, Barling, & Hurrell, 2006). X}
HIRA FAT N SRR TR TAESE, TAESU, S0 @R, FEx TAER B S 8O RO 1)
YH AR R (Chiaburu & Harrison, 2008; Lim, Cortina, & Magley, 2008).

3.2. ABRGGETAESA XML ST

AR S A AT N IE R I 22 /T, W7 Bt AT ha Qi 4L b B FT e fa 5 4L 2R 28 1) 53 AT M,
BINBEEAT . BT R IEATNEFRIS, RN, 205, 2010). XEEAT N5 N FAT A 4
5 [FWe ?

MRFEAE(2010) AL T BGEAT A BT AR EAT NS A AT B 1R 7], A9 =3 X 3 2
PRBUAEAT IR RANAT U JE ROX P T = A 08 A I O B R AL ) e R B b
MI(ERGAT R RGNS E); Ja 3 AT Gl H AR (R € IR, SEHRAR), 5
R R RN eT, WEWARIESE). BT AR FAT 7 NBrS i A =47, Bx
FRALZPHIN, FreNBRE AT AN RS BEEAT A BT NAREAT N — 2.

AT R AT, BT AR FAT AR SR 28, B BRSNS g PERED.
PP A FNEE), A TEERRS R (Bl 3w = . R ABSCR), DI AR5 AT 00 R L By
TN BT AEER IR,

HAT MRS, NBRUIEAT NS BAAT N BT NSRS b BRI, T AES 28 B
TN AFET R TICE PR, BEE AR 0 LRSS 7 TAR RN RE /1A L e R RS AT A -

3.3. ABRGETRE(TE) A

I Kelloway “%5(2006) 1 E A BLHACEE, 4547 NAEHA D E R AFAE, HAM K2 XK EAT
NFEREE UG A S 2 KRB RIS, Jaflitt, ALVGFNTARR T K847 NI ik 42 1057t BR
UEBAAN,  NBtidik 2 om0 TR TARRUMNE, 3 ot T AR T R 2R, A s2 ) TAES0

B 7 BB EER, WEE KO EAT NI & B LMER, R T A KT AR R
I3, T3 — 45 SR A2 A DA < ORI B (1 - ST O R 8 0 TAE TAE b AT 9T RE TR 7,
LRI FRAGEA LA, SEOEK NG F E S, AN MR B, A4
ZUNSR. Dunlop Al Lee(2004)38 i %t 4 AT A1 TAEGUA] 5 R AT ) SUETF FLIGAE 11X — 157k

()



HAP NI FEITHN

4. ARG EITHHER

NB iR — RN, AR FEAT IR R 2R AR A M A5 R, MARHIE . 914
fiby ABUIHE 2 SO B A EA P BE S A PR AT . NI om0 N Bt 34T 9 R D 22
TR R AT

4.1 MERER

4.1.1. HRIESE R R

CABTCRIL, A PRI ARNE 4 I N5 A 24T A ILA 5% Fox, Spector Al Miles(2001)
WA T TR BEIAT. ERIEE R RAEFAT N B FREAERERZERR, HRRKM, R
A FEAT N TR A e s 7= AR () — P AT 9 LR S SE, T T AR 26 I S e 3 —— AR AT
P Z AR A g TR YR BB A, I B 1% 46 S B2 e ik I AR PP AT NI . S AN R
A7 AT ) (T A AR ol AN R R ARR ) A R R VR

4.1.2. INFREAMY
R TAE R S A ARG 4, (R FFAERTA 1 R Sl 2 b NP A T s 45 IO, 38
BTN BB ARV . BURIEN AT RE AR I8 1, K AR 5 AR G2 ik % )
1B . RAMKG RSN SZ IR, MEA = A G % B, A A AT Rer= A R AEF=AT .
Spector %5(2005)42 H I 7 - 15 A5 (S-EM) BN 4TI R 1 A% B b i A1 48 S o 5 I A 7
ITRZ IR R, RKILR BRI TAES AT R SR TARAT 55 B 5 . A BRih S5 34T A J e
FEASZRIR, A GURAMR A 2 S RIS . FEEEAE), LR RAEFEAT AR A .

4.1.3. WLEBIEHIF SRR

B TINEIVEAR, A F03E 4 H A B A ) RN R SR (U153 L £ RE) AT REAE IR 7 - ABREAT
Ry lEE B AER . Marcus A1 Schuler(2004) [ FL36AE T B FRAZHILE AR — M 10 S A 7247 N B 15
FHRIZAFEAER . Judge, Scott Al 1ies(2006) & I TAE 3 BT AN 8] BRERBAAT J9 7T B BR (A1 I 8G= . A B
AR AR R T, SOERET T AR AP ——RRRAS Z MBI R, 0 SO R i R i,
JERAN B AR IRES Z [ A SR ZU A G

Hershcovis 1 Barling(2007)iEsE T AMAZE 5 5 Nba 347 86 %, T T TAERE SRR s 5 T4E
Yipr b BT R B G, T HIX PR R Z BT O E R E MER B NS AR . 4
A T AR AN 15 28 AR B I H R RO S ATk B i A0 0055 353 SR R R N B9 36 22 T ) 6 R R 2
FEh, WA E TR A B EOE T AR b N B0 B 4T R ZILEEI ER (Shao, Resick, Hargis, 2011),
A RRIAER R, T, B, 2l RS SR m N FRHE B brgs 47 (11
&, Berry, Ones, & Sackett, 2007; Illies, Fulmer, Spitzmuller, & Johnson, 2009).

42. REEER

HRAEAT N LR B = f(P, E), AFf—MT NI A E ARSI, A HILAT A 2498
252 B AUE BN R IR . Skarlicki 71 Folger(1997)WF 78 T HZUA (0 lie A FEFF A TFRIE SN AT 54
ZUPIREAT N IBIRFR, KIGTET AR BB AFHAL T HURIK P, AP AR AT M.

AP I SAL AT RARAAIKF LG, 182 R 1) S AT ARG FAT M I 2
BRI (Robinson & O’ Leary-Kelly, 1998; Glomb & Liao, 2003). Robinson %5(1998) /& B3R B H A I
FE2AT AR5 R S RIS B SR AL AT N L IAAFAE IEARDG,  H 2 MR HE [R] S 3 00 b i okt 47
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NI, X F S AN R BT . Glomb 45(2003) & AL 2 BB AMA I N BRZICAT NA 2 . BIAE% 18
BIMEZE R, BB AR 25 m AMA BOR BIAT N, ANEBRALTE—E AL M5, IXANER
AR NTRIAT A, LR ATRIAT A W BRI R 5T B 9 26248 50 PN Brds 5 A0 N B
AT N R E E (Venkataramani et al., 2007). 5 T2 F & T G5 ET N, Tah&E0E - MsEH
FRIFREE, BRTAT3E 5 H bR Z R — 76k R RHIE (Hersheovis et al., 2007).

Aquino Il Lamertz(2004)# HH —AMNHL P& M0 52 ERA T F 2 AR AR, XM ER T
MBI Z 7, U)o 2 E U kA . H T3 ABR3 F47 A — ook R SSE sl L&
FFaE%H R 5 R &% e H #F (Barling, Dupre, & Kelloway, 2009; Hershcovis & Barling, 2010).

5. ABRAEF B EIER S iR FE
5.1. S MLEHESS

FEo 22 48 AL 2 K R IS5, Bk 7 Ao R 2 [ A 22 D0 2R, WFIX MG R I 4 i A& 1
ICL 3 b I RVE AT VERR A M2 3 b o NBRA AT N5 IR A2 AT N ER & KA — B AL 2 I 2%
W) - IFATARBRBHRANR - RAEFATHRRN—HB5r, 1X—KFR2 H T BT HE 7 38 (Dalal,
2005)  DAERS SAFRAT BB FE (AR S BRI, HHERSE) AT “ORR7 1, (BAUERET SIS
S EF R IRR) . PEIFI R 2% 5 _E (Pearson, Anderson, & Porath, 2005), B{EFAN &9 R4k R dE
[Fi] F 8] () 2% £ (Bowler & Brass, 2006; Lamertz & Aquino, 2004), it L H B A0 BEERRLGE A BE MR L 5 A=
ENBRRRFRANIAT A, AT, ABREBIEE, X470 O¢ 2 5T B A 52 i/ E FH A 15
9T IRZ T LN RAT AR A= AT A BB L T RFIT XX $647 A G (1) — 0 0% RT3 2 1)
F7(Glomb et al., 2003; Penner, Dovidio, Piliavin, & Schroeder,2005).

Venkataramani 2%(2007)% 1 T # £/ 4% 43 #7 (social network analysis)SHF 75 A br# B A0 A Brt 34T 4,
RIAERS TAE G R BN =, AL Mg ok RAR RN T7 18, =77, BIARANTH AR AR R0 2 (1) 25 46 Fl AL
BRHIE )N R PO AR AT RSB 1. B, 7 TAESRES T, W20 THZERESE = RGO R,
HHHEI O RIEAX, SH0HE MR REAMG M B =T EREBIERXR, 5
A QAR 2 IEADC, 5HH QMR RA MG . . O ZFTHRIE IR OC RN i iz O AL
HHE MR RIEAK. 5H4h, WO BREAENE, 50 HE QR M2 M.

AN Bl A T I — R R R R R T TSR R & . 4k 2 50 Z T IRV AR I 850 Zo0T
TR A FAT RN EE, TAERE R 2 R TIHEMBN SR IEE, SHFEOMEERIE
FAK; R W R TR RIVBREE, 5 H CMFREE 2 EM G,

5.2. LB IED

L R G 2 26 AL S5 O B2 KA ) - 27 VT #% (Leon Festinger)7E 1954 44 I, F8AMALEBRZ &
BT, R AR AAE R OB 0 R R AT B BRI . #E2 OB RO B T /M2 6 B B 5 HE )
H A2 5 EIE A2 [F) 4k (Mussweiler, Ruter, & Epstude, 2004): X Ebyd: 5 X BAFAE (MAE AR BIEE RS 5 H briE
FANYERE ALY, T E A SR AR TR ) SO SRR R RS B ARAE AN 4EFE EARARL)(Buunk, Zurriaga,
Nauta, & Gosalvez, 2005). 44Nt B & 5 LR B AR B, 1a) B E 2By B S B R E— 15 H
%, A FEBN<4 53R E E(Lockwood, 2002; Van der Zee, Buunk, Sanderman, Botke, & van den
Bergh, 2000); 4AMAN [ & 5 LR B AR EAGES, 10 BBV B ERE E M, 1R BRI 2= AR
JifrE% (Lockwood, Jordan, & Kunda, 2002; Lockwood & Kunda, 1997).

NBRGFAT AR, 51 A i P St 4 347 A (Aquino et al., 2004), 17803 hE—AMrEe H
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PRIGFERE, BURTARAT 2 TR RR ) 058 RUFAE, 31X — 55 215 2UAH L IF 7T S FF(Hershcovis et al., 2007).
W E WAL A BN F 47 8 5 BIA AN TAEGUS Wt a7 =, HIBVETE B A, BIBS AR Rk
TAEGRUB A AR A 0%, X NBRA AT AT T 0K P I SHIER FUA 56 o

WA R, SRkbeimJr m(m b vs.a R i r o7 (b vs. Rb) = m S b, SE73)
TS sy, BT SR AR N BRI AT . BIBABIEAENE B br 2 sgmn Nbrt FH47 A
tho i 2, ) b gk b i EIE B BE 25 5 AR 3 D A AR M E AR A1 BA A (Gardner, Gabriel, &
Hochschild, 2002). fERARBBNGIEEHFRIBIAT, 200 ARG AR, 555
P A B 573 P B2 (RA )b 4 2 P As0) 5 N B AT 0 2 I AR I &R o 3 E 2 I IA G AE H AR &, 41
B ARRGUBAHLEE 5 N Bt 3 (8] R 5% FR A2 A1 o

Tr) b AT [ B 2 SR B R SRR SO B I AR (T AN 2 A AE), T BE 2 51 R N B[] R i gk o
SR B B (R B H A 1) s G800 ILPE R R B RSS2 AN, 4 5 B A A 2 i 3 Py A ) i L
A& K AT B B &1 B As sk, Nt BT N 5 R4 .1X 5 Cohen-Charash 25(2007) A 78 45 5 — 5.
DR e N B A5 AT N BB 28 5 AR A ) L A, R it 5 S5k A SR 5 ORI AR S A1 U385 P 475 45 o (B o) _E 936 B o

5.3. LT HIRRFEE BRI

id 2% 20 AERXT CWBGX B IR 12 AN Brtl FA7 ) IR OIE 11X AT NI “ R AR, B a4y
NI ZE, HWAMAREAE . HGUFIERIE BERRAE S . (R AR IR “ At 2 MxtF Hifth 572 Tk
Ui, AR TEEREGZRARAFFNGFEIT RN, AOFRERE— IR, MOXEATH 1 ABRH
F——RUT N IESZ 7 R TR B ATy o AMAHE W sl T At N PR 77 T AR KRR BB A ) 0 7 A & B L
), —u8 5 T2l RS H ORI Z 2N Z (1 Bhal i # . mi B2 2RI HEFHB R TaRWH
B KB TAES8(Tsal, Chen, & Liu, 2007), 17152 84535 1 57 TR I @K1 TAEAREK, Hik,
JEHN, WAEEK, K S (Bowling & Beehr, 2006), FiT AT AR AL IR 53 T2 )5 BUAMSG EAT AR )
HNEEKEE,

Lyons Al Scott(2012)4&H 7 —Fhfh & 1+ AT B S FIR 2 R At S IR 8 A, 3 LIRS 4R 1) 2
— PR AT BIHERIRAS, NI AR 2 B ARARXS JC =R B3l (Frijda, 2007), X MAT Sk R 4
AV BAT N RIH52 07 B, i DS IO 0 B B TARAT AN N, BRI 28 R T
N(OCB)IF=AE, TiH I 28 2R (fi 15 34T N(CWB) 7= A= (Spector & Fox, 2005). I FEE RS FRtE &3
B R R TN, BI85 M A Ul Tk 85 Bhak 495 34T A1 (RIS 0 JL A5 X i) ™ 5 Bh A% 3 o
M, AMESEH BT AR RIMFE AT R, St AT AR B T AT MBI R AR X B2
R AT B e B 0 35 3 (M IE AR KPR, NBRCRVEIEA N & BT mr g AATTHIE 2
ENGAEII— R o X— AN A R T I KSR AL 22 I 25 43 AT SR U6 E 35 Bh A A% 35 1) e

5.4. SDO #rEMFLEREETE X

Shao 5 (201 1) M4 56 4+ AU A EDW AN I BRI UE TR AR, 42t A #h 2 SCC IR (SDO) A B AR A 3
(PO RMAREF R LA & PAR R N BRAT X —F JE MM E . SDO B T — ) Nt A&
RIS, RAMEEEFI SRR T B ARSI R LR, AR BRI T RA LR EZ. SDO
W E W] B SRAS 56 TAES7 B AT AN g sl e , 4140 Umphress, Simmons, Boswell /1 Triana(2008)izH SDO
MBI R T AR e S 1 2 P IR BAT Ao =i 7KF SDO MBI YA Vi EE AU FHIASE, T8 SRAS A 25 11
AR, )RR NS 24k, 9 TR A CEEA R BCE R R DL SRS — e A R
REEANMAR LI IRBGE G FEA N, BRI 2l — 2 AP S, Bk ihis s . £ oty

)
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E ik A, AT Sl i S (i WL R A7 T (] 9. PRI Shao 25(2011)iA 09 SDO #irE ML 2155
RNBREIAT A, D NP A RAT N, T HIR ARG 2 52 B 8 A BR 1Y

R EE TR OO R — RN g ALOHE B AR BN R, BN T IS T SDO S5
BDIEAT NZ ARG &R — RNTDE B T RA &SV, m7KF SDO M+ oGERIA L A &
WA R HERE R, FREE B 9R T R/KF SDO MARIE I ——HUR A S A7 42, it (o7 1 A
JS D3 P LA [ BA S R A )2 2 1, R B P 7R TS S ——E Wy T AR
a1 E A AN B 05 AT D9 i] AR A A THIHL 2 o 5 B RE A PR Ry /K7 SDO MA A 23 3UAT 4
BALAE LR EEAL, T Jm A8 7 B2 A 2 i A ) N BRVF B T E 27 /5 RE A B LURAS A AR A 2 A

DR T PR T AR BN TR Z EAMAHGE LM, 5SARERAR. HKT PC
I AR AR N BRI SR R, 7 AR ST, SR BAACKR A, 3y ARSI, HIBA H AR
TANBFR. BlEAKT PC 5 ARG FEAT (I an e O FA A RIAER], d S S A 2 IVE) 2 8] 2 4
HFK FR . Shao “5(2011)HL IHAEHT FLARIL, SDO X NBRBEAT A IERFEM, Xt ABr 2 RAT A ik
SN o BT B R B 58 IXANOC R, RARFEEE M B R B ES IR LR . PC AMEDIRT ABR
PN RAT AT IEFRFEW, XA BRBEAT AT N, 5 BOR I A AR AR

6. LR ARKMRRE

N4 FAT R MR A F=AT AT K, R AP S A =T . fENBR R RBONE A1 TARA
g, NBR T PR AEFAAT N B 2 AT R AT AT N, SR G MRS T, 38 BRI
BEM S EAHL R . DAL C A RVE T ey Nt FHA T IR E&, IR N FH47 8 E 5 T3
WHSCIHEAL, MR B 77 H AN BR FAT J9 B R R AT ke, %1 AT — DB AR AN B AT R
BIRKFI . FETHATCAHMIIT, AJ5KT ARG 5T e LOGE LU JUANJ7 T A 2

G, TN R PR AR R R A TIR AN T B TR (R B A Y o — NI FE R H R
FLESCIR RS 1 — R T H BTG SRR L= A7 BT AT Nt 3 R RAAIE S AT
R, BAR NG EAT ARSI s e, AR AR F AR R G T Abrts
FHmE R, Hirt KB ICEESR N TR G AT T a0, A RS HERARRIE .

F, N FEIT AN E ST L. ANRGEATARNERMNERE, Z2REELmW, BT
TEXF NS0 AT N A IR S e, e R WA, BT L E a0t A Brt 47 B8 WA 1)
MEFRIR. HHh, WAL ARG EAT A TS B8 M R4 Ras Aok, RS R H AR
B A B0 LA AR R R AR, LU A 5058 T Ll A A 4 (191 2 ] S ) M A7 B0 B SR L),
B0 1) TAE W] g2 3 B06 TAE BN N Bdl AT At 23 RO R A € P S VR4 1) B A

5=, NbrfnFEREFPLRIER 70 . B T AN BRs 47 T 58 2 88 R ER 7o N Bt T AT AR,
X Nt 5 R A E RN a2 Eb, RO TIAMAR R, ERHALSUERRER, ER2MFHER? X
S ) BE I O3 I RTE o Bl NP S S IR 70 2 el o feflt, AR i, X EE U
1, AR TAEREEHRICH SO C S UG X R AL N E SR R S AMER I, AF R AR H AR AL,
R HT O BIAS R 5 B/ F X 2e 2R R 56 & (Neuman & Baron, 2005).

H0, FHREAFE SO SR FIRAR R ARG FAT A ZE T . A2 0B e O8I T B0k
MINBRZE R, (R SRR AR BN RS TR 2 AR AR P N B 22 5, 7 7 2 23 B N B S 6 2L
HREY S NHS RN bR 3R 24 R H R . Chi-Ko, Wing fil Jane(2005) &8, 745 HIH RS
W I R AEFEAT O, WNEATE, BRI AR A S AT N AR R E S I, FREE R S
BNBR S RAF=AT N, BIABRMGEAT A P AR “HIBE T o8 B 5 B ERIAT N, ERRE R
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