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Research into the Structure Dimension of Employee’ s
Contextual Performance in China
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(a. School of Economics and Management, b. School of Education, Heilongjiang University, Haerbin 150080, China)
Abstract: The concept and structure of contextual performance is the core content in contextual performance research, however,
currently, the theory on concept and structure of contextual performance at abroad has many differences and debates and the lack of
empirical research on China’s enterprises in China exists. This paper consults foreign literatures, based on the questionnaires on real
employees relation performance of Chinese enterprises, the survey data were collected from 736 managers and employees of companies
which were different kinds and from different districts of China. The results show that contextual performance of Chinese employees is a
three-dimension construct, comprising interpersonal contextual performance, organizational contextual performance and job contextual
performance.

Key words: contextual performance; contextual performance structure; contextual performance of employee relation; interpersonal

relation ; organization relation; working relation

— 3= HLAFHBTT A TR 5 R T 8080 B 35 AH e 1
SRS U N E I S0 BE IR e P AE T BB (Johnson, 2001) T HL,
A TG FE R R T ARSI B — 0, AU TAHLR—MEZ N EM BN RS, KRS

«  Yrks HEA:2010-07-05 ;&[5 H #:2010-08-28
EeUW AR B RITAEET AR E (11532154)
YEB B BAR(1975— ), 55 0 TREN PN, IER LR &0 5 TR A BAT A, EEMNF A TR
WF5E ; Tel : 13766816045 , E-mail ; wog358 @ 126. com,,
B F(1975— ), % I TR A M, E SRR R = BE F B, FEMF T SO IR
Tel ;13946067095 , E-mail ; orchidser@ 126. com,,

100



RER, % F:rECYRIXAGREMELAR

PRI 25 At 28 2450 5 1) R 5 S AR A R T —
FE FRIREI

1. X Z 4t 32

FI M\ Katz I Kahn (1978) §25 TAEA KT A
Sr R NAT R AMT N K™ A K A 4k
T AW T ARZ 8 1R

Organ 75 1983 4F 4 i T 41 81 28 R 47 %
( Organizational Citizenship Behavior, f&j 8 OCB) it
BB OIMNY B ST P AT, SRR
YUN TR Brief #1 Motovidlo (1986) $2 i
T A RUAE &, B SR 4R 25 47 ( Prosocial
Organizational Behavior, fAij % POB) , 248 H B9 7E T
PRSI B4 T 9 e BT LR S R
(AT LU A A Y, T HXE T 2H 2] R T A S
M, {E 2 XA A BB AE . Borman (1985 )
N T & I &R AL T ( Model of soldier
effectiveness ) , B 5 T % BT I S A 25 44 O 1 1€ A,
B 2 2l A BURE SRS AH S
BT S R SRR DL M E A
Pt

IR EAMEEAR SR T 0 T AR AR IR AT
N7 T ABFRBATRE 0L AT 55 B 2 SRS Sh kAT
AT A4S . Borman F1 Motowidlo X i SEAR & 47
G RO AR 55 HUE 1Y 1 s IR 45 il — A BiRGE
W, S 106 R GTRLA AR &, AT 42 T M 48 78 T 40
A5 TAEE 55 S B #) 1. Borman A1 Motowidlo
(1993) ' 42 1, 7 A\ 25 1 1 55 26 4R 110 FHL 945 0 5 2k
AT ) TR AR TR 7R BT AR SR i 1Y
— A5 T, B A AT B Z AT 55 Bt A0 ( Task
Performance ) A HE—¥8 73 , X [RIAFAT 45 B 24 1Y
“FZ2G3%%” (Contextual Performance ) #5421 HEB 8%
R o ABATTIN A I 2 i AR 02 ), e [ 44 8 D T2
ARG

1155 SR04 1E X8 TAE LG h BT 48 s 1y
ARLEi®Fly, T3k 263 g 58 UZH S BRI L
HRBZ O PR SR 55, I B AT R
RN, T 56 R SO0 & F5 I dEsE U T
VERETERLAE 1 B EARAZ DA SRR (S AL
S OB S S ) B9 IRLEE B, anB N G AR SCHE
ABUEBRAE o ik S B xd T A SURRE 1
FAAMGATE: 55 SO 2 W1 X, Fir DA K Dk oK 32
Mo HYE 2B, 52 TR 2 S .

2. R I KRG L 254

KT KR GUIME 5 45 K6 J7 1 19 S HE F1 PRI
IR 2, LR BTG BRI 3 e, 45 Rk
A LT LR AR R WA

Borman F1 Motowidlo (1993 ) 8 5¢ R i3 & X R
AT HAR LR PRI 55 15 3l 5 ATy, T2 Ry 3 e
S STNARET R Iz 2L 0 BRI S R S
Frig47 Mk iE 3h' . M RL A b AT 4E 45 T OCB,
POB Fl-1- T &% R S M & i B Al B4R T 56 R BiAL
) TLAESS A A, 2B R W] ¢ R G R0 Hh T4t
JER R (1) A — A ANE T H SRS E N
A 5 (2) 58 i 2 AR B A A0 5 (3) #F I
ML S 5 NG 5 (4) ™A% 38 1 2H 21 1) L 5
J 5 (5) HElR] ST RLE AU B AR

Van Scotter il Motowidlo (1996) '®' 3\ 3 3 & 5%
ROE B 1 5 T AU B AU T AT 8 5
TG0, AR AL, B G R SR000 45 14 43 45 A Br e
HEFIOI RS B0 P9 K J5 T8 o N PR A2 k2 45 A T [\
FET AL R FE 20 BT A0l
Far A6 EA ORI ROAT O, a0 %S ) TAE R R =
3 S LSRR H AR

Organ (1997) /4 i 56 R SR A F TR H5 A1
P& 8 ST 55 SR AL 23 LG BRI AT A, (] I 33
W16 RGN 12 I A 1 2N TAE M RF 20 A )
A IR A 22 52 1] ik ), (D0 2H 2100 5 4
EEEN,

Coleman F1 Borman (2000 ) % 3¢ & 4750 E LN
AJe HAEPE A GUE 7= 5 IR 55 04Ty, T2 SR 2R
UL A 14Ty, [R] I Hh 56 R BTRY =
ANYERE (1) BT APR R A RS, 45
BN BE A2 5 0 ABRAe i R LA K SCHT AL
B (2) M THA R HHA LN REGIALT, (L35 855 M
B SRS bR Bl N S AN B FTBUR |
e FRIMERSS 1 B AE 2 2 S R MR SR AL 4L TR IR
M BB GRS Rl 2 RO AR DL K AT (3) Al T L
VEBUAT 55 19" TAE—E 55 DALY, A dm X 55 045
ARG FIA AN SS Ty B AR AR AR R R )
X BRI AR R RSN AT

W98 iz P 22 10 2 T e v A — 2 i — 4
VERT O R K 4 2 ARG A5 B A T, o B I R ALE
TR S WG, KR Coleman 5 Borman (2000 ) Ay
I, AN R 23 07 ¥ 2 i T B RS TR], i A B

101



R, % F:rELCYRIXAGREMELAR

AT o PRI AS o WA o i 4 0 o S AT L
R

25 FRTIR R R SUSON L& I A4S T T LA
T — SRRSO A AN BB Ty, Bl T
TAE UL A #5319 4T 5 ( Borman F Motowidlo,
1993 ; Van Scotter il Motowidlo, 1996 ) '™ RJi fii 53
BT X AT R AN 2 32 B AL 5 L AR S5
LR S W TAEAS W] A5 Bl 22 531, fHL 26 R SRR E
FFIAR BL R, A 25 IR T4 L 41 4009 22 Ak 22 1k
( Borman F1 Motowidlo, 1993 ) 1", 4 = | & & 4 5j( &
Aot A 2UIE AR R S8 BT AR N B9 47 24 (Organ,
1997) " RHIR AL B E AT s 55 U, 06 R G
AR B HEAR THH U RE ( Stone-Romero, 2009) ",

3. % R aegm &

KRG & T H, e mk, FE4 =
TR . — AR 5 R BRI & SR AT DR I il &
HH 3%, U0 Motowidlo F1 Van Scotter( 1993 ) (156 & 4k
", Borman , White F1 Dorsey (1995) [ A
fE ") Van Scotter 1 Motowidlo( 1996 ) [0
FrmR™ . KR REAE N2, EAAY
WS, R 2B SR e . 2 A
HREEE MR ER) SRR H S by
Ja RSS2 fA) i 2%, 40 Antonioni i1 Park (2001)
AR R L X — R R B, (R A
%, PR RGIRGR I (W L) 455
HANRAT Ay 1 25 HoAAT Ry R M W 255
PEAZ, 4 Hattrup .0 Connell F1 Wingate (1998 ) 1> fifi
RGN E 51 o X —28 838 HIL TN &b

4. B 5017 ALY 32 B

P RRGEMIRC EHE T4 AEA D
BUR ABXT LAAE R B9 AT IR A e i I R, b
VFZ i E it — DT T .

5, BAREHEA TR IR B OC R Gisiue M (A5h H
FEAT hy ABART IR ff1 8 50 B BEAT SR A0 B = 3 I Y o8
Yo 55—, L% Borman 5 Van Scotter 5& 2R 4530 4514
RBL XA A H S ) BB 4 A AN TR R A
IXER T UL XS ¢ 2 Gt 880 B A7 TR 22 21, 18
X P KA 2 A 4215 1M Coleman A1 Borman
(2000) 456 F G A AR AT N AR VH AR
AT R AE LOC R SR, P ET T Dy A,
HEAHEFE LA Coleman 1 Borman [ 3¢ 22 5145 245 FA 5
RUVE A 5 1 32 SEAE G0 ¢ R GG T 98 5

102

TR AR REUMEE I kB, R i A
A€ SCAFAE RS, A0 A | 338~ 2H 20 5 1) B2 4547
o $%HE Katz Fl Kahn (1978) 1 £ £ 35 B3 38
(role-taking theory) ) | ZH 41 & — /> Hy 4 il /1 6,60 B
KIRM R R G, N T RIEH L IR #1817, &
A CL RS R FIA B UME , X AFF 6 KRB
AIME G Htn] WA 1 Sy A UM R B 2547
JEA T NTT O, Stone-Romero (2009 ) Y AF 58 L 1IE 52
Xk

HWR, BT FR GBI HR A& S 7R VS 7 3C
ST, BT I U B R ZE =%, B LA
A LB [ SO 5T Y 51 LR RGN 4
4, 2 UG B A S RIF S B kA

—HRTE

1. BF A

BB P S A T SRR, AR
M 8 R E &AM A (F &R RB A FRAE
iRt A i T NS i Y I /A NG R S R
(i B /NG LSRRI A %1 B8 /AT
AR A A BRI FE T2 24 A b st B A PR A
A)) &R L, 56— RFEAR T 01 LR REGR
N [ 25 1) G il 5 %o B 06 2R A 4 ) AR 2
PRI 2o, 36 % i Tm) 2 300 433, [T 260 14y, A5 %5 1)
&0 248 1y 3 2 AR T T A TG R GRS M 4
JERBIE , LR R A5 600 {3, Ml 502 £y, 43 &% 1A
;488 7o

2. B IR A LA 2 E) 69 %)

ARWFFER K R GTCR R G i) 2 2% Coleman
il Borman 25 AT 78 R , [ i 45 45 3 5] 52 B 1
WSV ST

() XRRGEBEIHWE . KRRGRER
W15 L Coleman H1 Borman (2000) =4k NMHEZE,
[ R Rl 5 1 At 3L R Y5 22 F oA SC AT ok T,
A Motowildo A1 Borman (1993 ), Van Scotter I
Motowidlo (1996) L) f Coleman F1 Borman (2000 )
S N il i A A TR R B BIR Bl 75 8 R B
2% 2 WF I8 sl 2 R M T, PR Ok LA A i AR
P AT ST R IX 26351 H AR Oy 32 S8 iU 5 T A
BB IR YT O FR S 30 i Ll A 6 BF 5 SOk
( Antonioni 2001 ; Hattrup , 1998 ) , 7 3 £& Sk
TS B AR T 0T 8 R GRS HoAl 28 7 Y ¢
F, BTk FH 9 ¢ &R i 3l 4 i 5 00 H A 4,



R, % F:rELYRIXAGREMELAR

R EA — & 4, AW il B T Ah 72
Y52% , RIG, 455 R RGEIM S S TR E LR G
DU H AT IR, TN OC 2R ST R0 Y HEAHE 2 O A
TN FITHL F T TAE=ALERE P O R 58
RO R IH (W 1) o TEAWIHERS TIEg2E
Jo , BERLEIC T 19 A Al TAFE N #4715k, A
TR RGO LRI H AE R LA A ST
KARGUE RSB, DIRGEREY], KR
GRS 19 .24 WUE SOR KR T LLERR, 73 44k
767 BTHRHS 8.25 MIANITH o X R R A R R
26 AIH .
xR XRGHERVBFRE—R
BB (CRR)

1. HyRFLLAEEGEML;(B,C)
2. BEHAFMERERIHES;(B,C)
3. ERAREFHELIA;(C)

4. E—ZEEERIFHAGIT.;(D)
5. S RFERMARGE L (B)

6. REAA THAGEE;(A)

7. HBALIRERXE;(A,B)

8. LB FHFA eI, (E)

9. HR.EAH HTMLEF;(AC)
10. st S E;(B,C)

1. sFELE&4RIBE;(B,C)

12, saEak; (C)

13, SR T EAE S, 158 ELR P ;(C)
14, BREHAAFHREHELEESD;(C)
15, sF2AR A 7AER;(C)

16, FoMER RAFHIMELERT £ (A,C)

17.  BHEmAS HARES, HFTERLES;(C)
18. B RAKIERIR TAEZ 9184 T4E;(A,C)

19. B E R F I GRS R B 5 (A,C)

20.  AFARIR AR LE A #4E;(C,D)

21, sF AR TAEAT AN A5 (C)

22, aF TAERIRETr;(D)

23, B BRABINAE;(A)

24, st LSRG IE T A A BB B R (A)

25, FRFREG(E)

26. ARG CHRERE T HimiRfdii; (C,D)
27, ¥k (C)

28. RTRIFHIRLT LS53R E;(A,B)

FE () FRI H B, A 2 Motowidlo F1 Borman (1993); B
Van Scotter Fll Motowidlo (1996 ); C % Coleman Hl Borman
(2000) ;D % Antonioni Fl Park (2001) ;E 2 Hattrup (1998) &
TIREEREE

(2) RAGRCR RIS (R4 SOk

BE VTR T, X 56 R GIALI N A5 AT 3 & 5 50 #T
TE G RGO AE 5 R PR, FHA So s T R
HATIEE (1 B A FE—S FaE) . XMk
TEANTRE A, AT LA S 7 (0] 250 [0 465 I 1 22 %8 A%
DYSET Y dA S i/ S NTTEIN YA TR EE R
P , T DR TE 2 2R R .

(3) FBFFE . Al 3L 300 o7, [ 260 1,
AR A 248 iy, IR 86. 7% , HRFH 82. 7%
HPEEERRA 245 o XFRIIR R AR 25 A0
HPR R 2087, R 8003 20 M 7 gl =,
TEAZTT MR AT R R T i , 455 1A T AR
ERT 1], x5 3 H R R A e EAR T 0. 4 1y
H R 5 [ i 2% 5 350 H [8] J2& 75 47 75 BUE 71 fif L4
St ZURIHREM MR RE ., HRMER T 13 A
HiEmIH  RJERE 13 DMIEAEN T — 217
AWRETH(E2),

x2 RIXZRSWENXEEHRE
1. HPRFALATE LOER
5. LSRFRIFRG A
6.  REHA THAE L
7
9

ST IR R X
. RRL AR FEAREAF
10. AR FRREE
1. SP2RLR ik R 4088
12, SRR ER
13, H20204 T AAEa AN, 38 AP
18. A RMIEAIR A Sheg TAE
20. A ARRIAELT ARG
21, PRI ITARAT B AN E A
23. B RA=HI

3.AB A
R H1 ATy YU 6 5 A, FE A
X4 ) P 52 T 53 2 1 B
AR, AR A S . R X AT
LT T 46 518 MG Y02 e B A1 20D, R, 395
AR G4 R 252 AR B, I 45 AL (BT
e B BSE 4 5 S AT T
TARSERZ G, AT HEt A T AR, 95 AT Y
HIBEH ST
4. %t o7 ok
SR SPSS 13,0 G b1 A X 3 S H
BEEATIRARPE B 00T , R FL AMOST. 0 SE i 41
103



R, % F:rELCYRIXAGREMELAR

TR ZE R 2 5 SR A T IR .
= OWER
1. X 2GR R H F 547
K Alpha Factoring J5 iR BURFAEE KT 1,
Quartimax JEF% 17 i34 T 2 e , 48 4o 5 HE /N T
0.4, 45803 MHT A BH 134, 2551 0% 3,
KMO {47 0. 834, LB FEAR 7R 1 U Al , 9k
] 22 5 &5 /)N ; Bartlett #5365y 1 079. 005, P =
0. 000 , F4a FAH 5 HE P A B2 A 6 1 L 8 H 1 A
TForir. BRRESEN 58.505% A EIEHEF 1 ~3
AR B , WiAE 4 5 F2Z S5 ARF28 , ol IE H
B3 AN F I EEE, AR g R H &
oy Rl F1 ARG RS50(1.5.6.7 ) F2 4]
ZIXRGHE(9.10.,11 12 13) Fl F3 {L45 L R Gk
(18.20.21.23 ) , X v B Ak 51 T 1 56 R BTRL 4544
FIFE =ANYERE . AR RS AT 55 L RS H
£3 XREFEFHNE
F1 F2 F3
EF Y 3@ 0.525
EF Y & 0.747

X R85

* A6 0.643

X F %% T 0.637

* A %39 0.709

X ARG 10 0.791

% A%l 0.714

% ARG 12 0. 804

% R Y13 0.722

X R 4a 18 0.827

X R4 20 0.814

% A2l 0.695

% A% 23 0. 689
Tk R %
o R¥ 0.637  0.825  0.801 0. 840

24.867 19.366  14.272 58.505

2. K945 B AR

WFe 3 o BUAR th, 5T % R0 B O
b BPERRCRS— 40 0. 637 5 (AT 7%
FFEIEIR 0. 600 ~0. 700) , FEABRIAAERE Y 1 35—
SUHE (ST R AT T 0. 800, 21 46 10 0 28— B B
104

REERECN 0.840, — M &, il X THEEN
BRI, AR ZR 1945 BE R EAE 0.700 LI, 3RV
GERIE T LI R . AN, Tt g R R W M %
AR IR (R BTk R A 5 58.505% ) o
B, 7R (R 3 1  BE SE AR B 45 G0 B 2 I 22K
SRR ATE AR

3. B iR F 5 AT 4R

BEE B 3 A 1 A AN s — SR K5 — 4
SRR R AR B 5 — FEAR R 1 R R S5
SRR LA, RO B T 6 3R SR 4l A mT RE A7 AE 1)
TR R AT A, 5 2% = IR AR 2 75 g A A
Bk HL S AR TR A 5 B R AR | R R
MNF 4 F, = ZE BRI AT o R R R A
Y = PR ZE A ) 25 T B G 38 0T DL A7
PRI 53 T 06 R G0l — 4 245 F HL AT A 1 D 0 30
T REAN SR S BT | 02 AR A7

Xif = R 2% 48 AL B TR P W R (L8R 1k R A7 2 Al
T, HAR S EE THE I E 1 frs. B 5 E 1)
P i 7E 0.45 ~0. 82 Ji [l N W3 o fH, 3
£ 6.88 ~15.40 i [ 4 (0. 000 [1) 2 2 7K F) , i B
AR SE A A TR RS A 1, = R AR L
BHE RN SCKE o TR, X2 B B 40 B 4 285
B ZAARDHRZE S BN TS 1

cpl

F2 0.62

g

(=]
O\ N
\,w
N~
]
=}
3
g
OO®EEOOE®® ®

0.54

0.55

Bl RIXRSHALEEERIHNMEITE



RER, % F:rECYRIXAGHREMELAR

®4 ERENRASHMREEVEINILER

BER X df X /df RMSEA CFI GFI TLI NFI
PRERY  544.470 65 8.351 0.123 0.760 0.829 0. 664 0.740
ZHERA  340.728 64 5.324 0.094 0.863 0.902 0.833 0.838
ZHEABA 168.331 62 2.715 0.063 0.929 0.942 0.911 0.902

M. i3ie MAEAE 55 KA G E b, BATHI BT R I

143k 5} Tk R Gr20d 4

ARWFFEIE o H -2 A T 3R E Al 5 TR
KRG NPR KRBT 55 KRR G A LD
REUE =AY I X 5 AT IR BT . FAT]
Hgtig R 5 Coleman A1 Borman (2000 ) [y = 4
AL AR — B0, BAE AT H EA A E
L, S RGBT SRS ST S P A — 2o

MAFR KR GIOX —4EEF, 5 1T A A
AT A FIABRAE ATy 3K AT TR Al 32 3
TZ2IEM, EXALANMEZS] T )2,
LU, NBRIE RGOS K RGO e YRR, X
MG UIAEROF A — 20, NIRRT R B R,
KRGV R ZBISEDT 5T, # LA B AAT g R AR
RHPRRGR, /LR, XA T4 7R L R S0
MAEW Y h ) E E M, 5 Coleman Fl Borman
(2000) FIBIFFE L5 RAH B, ATk D TS 4F A2
ST RNET S —, ST AAE RS T
VEAT ARG AT g, IAE BT BA AR Hh 45 XA R &
RAGHI S 56 =, Xl R 5 = W Scfb i
K, L SO B RS 18 R 5 HY b 3R IR AE AT ]
MNERGTROTAL R ge b, TEE VS 7 /Y 8 R B X
— RTEEA M RISAE R U

TEH R R G FE )y i, 5 Coleman F
Borman (2000 ) Y BFFE45 S AH HE , FRATTH BIFFE A Hy
PSP H AR TR 25 H WAL 4T 3h S5 AT
Ho HE SRR R U SE G, TR TR
KGR, SR H E AL 2R, S50 iy S5 5
SN S G N HAT AN TR 1 5% 5 G AL, 55 0B
e, LIS BOASOR) A 288 0B v o R X b SCAR Y 2
Wi, 51 H ARSI N SN G B L 230 3 40
Mg, 5 HC TR, ST H SR H AT Y
R PR R X — 47y B B 5 AR A G AT
WERAESF 22 B H LSRN, DX A AT o
P ZE AR R G VT

AT BB S R RDR T . X
LSRRI R R, X — 17 2 2 541
ST A0l 0 2 A L
17 R 2 B4 S0E SR B e 4, TR
SRY. MR R E VR 0 777 SR e
e SR T o 550 A A2 B 8
R T foll B3 GRS 0 A, TRt )
MR ] 53T 56 3R 0 P a8 AT 15 Lt
ERIHE

Te R eSO B L T
ARV TN T 5 Fe b S B I T AT
it T o 98 T 5 60 05 A AL A T
3, DM WL TR KB 2, L A5
WEN. KRB BAE Al B T 04T M b, Bk
BRI (i 6 35 5 1 T P L 95 L
S S A R E . PRI, 75
AP TR P87 SCAE R AT R B TRk
92 5%,

2. R RA R R

SRR B AEAET RS ., (T
KRY, LRI S GBI 47 X
LR A4 3 M2 19 P B, 4 3 Borman
A Motowidlo (1993) % RETCE X, X RO 2 1
BRI PRI 9545 81 577 o, 02 5 60 30 51
AL R RS R SR B S
BRSSO B O R B
R AT IR SR 2 HRAR R E G
HOE L BBATH b LA LA — B, 56 R S0
BB BT AR BG4 R TR R
ST 45 SRR S AL BRIy, B 2
AU ST R, 0 A B 1, T 4
S ARBTG5 A T LSl 3 R SRR
B R SN 7 508 7 B 51 9 4
52, AN B SIS A B B 1

105



A, % ForELL

T X RAHE AR

HE O TR T b, B A AR N B3 17
N REHLTIEFAT 0, IR ZE AT KRB
MY, DM OGRS 45 #) v e 15 A0 7 6 T 38
TR ARSI — MERIRABI IR T W

TR

ABFFEAFH AN T E5E

LAERESCE T 5N, ok 5 TR RGO =
ELER : KPR R RS TAE R RS VA KRR

2. ARWEFE I Al 9 4l B3 06 R BUUR) B HoA
LA A A B RIS80RE , A o0 HLI 4 27 P BRI
A0 IS A T A 23 Al A R AR AT B T Al 5
TRAGAAE , 2 T8 A6 4 1 [ P 35 1
LSRR it oan

S 30k

[1] Johnson J W. The relative importance of task and
contextual performance dimensions to supervisor judgments
of overall performance[ J]. Journal of Applied Psychology,
2001,86:984-996.

[2

[

Katz. D,Kahn R L. The social psychology of organizations
[M]. 2nd ed. New York: Wiley & Sons,1978.

[3] Bateman T S, Organ D W. Job satisfaction and the good

[

soldier; The relationship between affect and employee
“citizenship” [ J]. Academy of management Journal,
1983, 26 587-595.

[4] Brief A P, Motowidlo S J. Prosocial organizational behavior
[J]. Academy of management Review, 1986, 11:
710-725.

[5] Borman W C, Motowedlo S J. Task performance and
contextual performance: the meaning for personnel selection
research[ J]. Human Performance, 1997 ,10(2) :99-109.

[6] Borman W C, Molowidlo S J. Expanding the criterion

domain to include elements of contextual performance

106

[M]//N Schmitt, W C Borman,eds. Personnel Selection
in Organizations. San Francisco: Jossey Bass,1993:71-98.

[7] %F. X AGAERAAATRELGEZEL[T]. F
B3R R F FRGERAFIR) ,2003,3(5) :21-24.

[8] Van Scotter J R, Motowidlo S J. Interpersonal facilitation
and job dedication as separate facets of contextual
performance[ J]. Journal of Applied Psychology, 1996,81
(5):525-537.

[9] Organ D W. Organizational citizenship behavior; It’ s
construct clean-up time [ J]. Human Performance, 1997,
10:85 - 97.

[10] Coleman V I,Borman W C. Investigating the Underlying
Structure of the Citizenship Performance Domain [ J ].
Human Resource Management, 2000,10(1) ;25-44.

[11] Eugene F S, Kaye A, Lori F T. The construct validity of
conceptual and operational definitions of contextual
performance and related constructs[ J]. Human Resource
Management Review. 2009,19(2) :104-116.

[12] Motowidlo S J, Van Scotter J R. Evidence that task
performance should be distinguished from contextual
performance[ J]. Journal of Applied Psychology, 1994 ,79
(4) .475-480.

[13] Borman W C, White L. A, Dorsey D W. Effects of rate
task performance and interpersonal factors on supervisor
and peer performance ratings [ J]. Journal of Applied
Psychology, 1995,80(1) :168-177.

[14] Antonioni D,Park H. The effects of personality similarity
on peer ratings of contextual work behaviors [ J ].
Personnel Psychology, 2001,54(2) :331-360.

[15] Hattrup K,O’ Connell M S, Wingate P H. Prediction of
multidimensional  criteria;  distinguishing task  and

contextual performance[ J]. Human Performance, 1998,

11(4) :305-319.

(#m3g:F  db;Bxd:BSCi)



