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ABSTRACT

Under highly uncertain environment, the importance of creativity has been emphasized to
maintain firm’s competitive advantage. To identify the antecedents in boosting creativity at
the individual level, this study analyzed the direct effect of proactive personality on creativity.
In addition, this paper also proposed and tested the moderating effects of organizational
identification and competitive climate on the relationship between proactive personality and
creativity, Empirical results using 127 R&D researchers at three major R&D institutes of large-firm
in Korea revealed that proactive personality significantly enhanced the creativity. Moreover,
organizational identification and competitive climate have positively strengthened the effect
of proactive personality on creativity, Finally, implications, limitations, and direction of future
studies were discussed.

Key Words : Creativity, Proactive Personality, Competitive Climate, Organizational Identification,
R&D
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ESAE SstellM 2Fo] AA-AE el S FAIH] A% THEES] oA
A= AEH o2 F2EA It George and Zhou, 2001; Oldham and Cummings, 1996).
ol dolgk MFIL, f-83t otoltolE &3l Wie 2o AolHrhAmabile, 1988). THY
59| ool AxEWA 7IE AFEMNE THEE Fo8S ol Agajle dist
A7So] gts] 13 ar glck(Shalley et al., 2004; Zhou and Shalley, 2003), o]AlS o]
+ A3 aRlo == TiR1e] Aot Alsat 22 JHRISA o¢fell A% EAd(ob characteristics),
Ztle] EA a8la F8E59 EA So] AAFHI YrtHirst et al,, 2011; Oldham and
Cummings, 1996; Tierney et al,, 1999; %5F 2], 2017; o|9=& 2], 2009).

o]9} o] Fof S Fole kst A ajlel tigh vt Eds] = AR 7iQIS
d T FEA(proactivity)> L310] 7EAR= F-8000 vldl 254 A7t F=3E Holth(Amabile
t al., 1996; Kim et al,, 2009). FEA] E& 7HQe 7AA Wsls Z3x717] ¢l A=
+ 71815 A 283 71315 A5 R Ak 54 7RIt =3 x2S s A=
+ HAE ARKaL A S S8l A=E- otolt]olE AAFTHCrant, 2000; Gong et al,,
2012; Kim et al,, 2009). o]2j3 F=2 JA2] 545 a1 o Fd2 Fods =ole
A4 A8 & o= ogd

A7 F2A BA] &t digt 7€ AdTFEL FEA ol YT (Career success)
(e.g. Seibert et al,, 1999), 7|7} AXl(entrepreneurship)(e.g. Crant, 1995), & &7A(e.g.
Becherer and Maurer, 1999) 18]l ZF-Ad3}(e.g. Chan, 2006; Thompson, 2005) 5ol
AR JEE sk Ao =2 ®Hastal gk, o]gt bkt S| X E o] AN FEAdo]
ol oluld ofake Frhs Ao AEeTr) HET Bolw, FEAls Folgte
ZA ] tigt AFe] oL A&EH o7 ZFEEA rHKim et al,, 2010; Ohly and Fritz,
2010).

T2 AT o) dzte] Al st AAHE olelx T3 AT AFe)Adtte] #A
= 73} == oBATE ZAAIZA(boundary condition)g Zol oL BA|zA] AFskz]
£ 5ok dhioks 2adt =97t a3t Fotolrt. 53], &g Ao AFE2 MYUE
xo) FA chake AR RAl(el A5, 2l 54, TRl Dol wiek Aolet 5 ]
izl SEWse} FEHATe] s a9E gotele Zlo] vl Fasitial skl
AtHGeorge and Zhou, 2001; Raja and Johns, 2010). viA|Eto g F=Adw} FFolAdzte]
A2k weabl e A RSD J7E o AFEAE s Zo] it

aQ

J
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HZ31 Holth(Kim et al., 2009).

rir

ZBHANE R&KD 2iig thde = o|2f3t #AIS vt &

A 2 AT 71E ATl st JARE ST vIEsad FEA%
Zoldzte] BAll tisl vt 22 A7EAS 7L @ s A, T4 44
I e dzte] AP ads EAstaL, EA, ol et 2EaAE IRlstas it =4
BIE BAP] Hsto] F8H] aRlow AT} | FolM o] FAA 9715 AXst
k. 531, =l th71 R&D @74e] A7EES e 2ARte e 7IE dretel A
S Aastaa =it & A7 A7 RYe 1HeE FdsH vl (2¥ DI
2o
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A 2 917)

(ag 1) g9+ 29

1L o283 23 % 77

1. O|2EX &

Zo)Ae o= APl tiet AT F /i) EAo 2= o] HAHE(CPS: Creativity
Personality Scale)2 ZAsh= o]z AA(e.g: o|9=2- 7Y, 2009), AA2] tiAl71A] 214
(Big five modeD) Q] 2134, 218M4d, 844, M7 84, 7ol ool mixls a3t
(e.g. George and Zhou, 2001; Raja and Johns, 2010)°] thgt dG-50] &gk}, 18]

212 e}l (cognitive style)?l Z-3-2] -3 (adaptive type)d} A4 -8 (innovative type)
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o] AolAe u|x= aF}(e.g. Tierney et al., 1999) |3 E-3FA|gFAJ(goal orientation)2]
AM7HA] 82l s5EEAgF (learning goal orientation), 43353 X8 (performance goal
orientation) 2 AJ3}3]3] XA (performance avoidance orientation)3} #F2]Ad7ke] A o]
gt AFSoe] W s QIth(Hirst et al., 2011; Hirst et al., 2009).

Big five model#} ##3}o] George and Zhou(2001)& 4228 - oA oAl7EA] 2
T 7 B AR e d7te] BAIE de, TESA 2 ATl ofms We s
ZA=AE BA5EITE. B=8F Raja and Johns(2010)E Big five model] Al7FA] (A4
X, A, AR AT w9le] HERE It Folel nlAe g BAste, o
sEjels] 1A 7 Sl ARsHE $AEH PHES S8al0] BAl) /0Ag B
WAl HeH 2etlucke Aze Base ANGKL SAHe o] 238 T 44
2EtYo] Fejdel B T & olth(Tiemey et al,, 1999). HXEAGF3] 73-¢- 4332 2710
wje} A9} AoIe 4 SARE b SR EA RS Felol FRAe R, A el
Ao Aol AR o Z ofsks F= Ao g dajx] JrH(Hirst et al,, 2011; Hirst et al
2009).

w3 AR EAJo 2= AR B (job complexity) g<o|ut 7& TR (skill variety)o] &
o) del| ojugt BIE Hol=Aof tgh A7 AFEo] Harsal gltk(e.g. Tierney and Farmer,
2004; o|H = - B G, 2008; 2FE 9, 2010). 2tle] B0 2= wr]e] HdeAel FAA
& (controlling supervision)&} A9 F&](supportive supervision)ol] W #e]AJ o] z}o]
of tigt A7} =tk (e.g. Oldham and Cummings, 19906).

Oldham and Cummings(1996)2] ¢IollX= A 92 Al AR 2 ul=ul A3 9
THY gL 3 55 T3 THEEY F8S FolAR FAG RUE ol 593
AR B4 7S TAIA dElAle FodS Holtle AR YT o]¢el=
TAAR! 2tid] 28R WA 2jriA, HakAgFe ot oldite] Ao tigk ASEA
o] ZlP=jo] ghri(e.g.: Gong et al,, 2009; F&F <, 2017). ¥zt W A Fxsar st
+ WA e ool 33N #AE 7AW (ST €, 2017), ©EF Frie
AR2A=E AHAA DEEL] FAell tigk 7ItizS FolH, 27t YA wigE &3¢
A9 FHE Yo e "ldSo] B tid FeeS S5l 353 0E A5 A
AL ol a9E 7FRItHGong et al., 2009).

o9} o] 71& ATE AHEH FE Fole AW 81 Adsto] oheFst 82lo] AlA
Har YA 7HQ) B4 S FEAR o dzte] BAlHl tigk A7 ik 755 Holo
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(1) gold ddelo gt 712 S+ e

Haagl A7 Sl A7
. SEEREE TN . o sz s -
B4 44 0000 R 440l Fhe #5 ool THAY
- Aol e AiRle FRA SEMe Wers Felx
George and g 4FE FYLFE FoAol oS Hokd
o Zhou(2001) - Aol e NS WEd 3 aEla e WA
- Big five model YHUSS Folgol Ti ol
70 . 5
) Raja and Johns | A%l E& 7HE T Mt £35S B4l s
° (2010) shol3]
o sopey | Temey etal | A8 seled ek S48 Aeied] 7hERs el
(1999) ol
el BEAFH] 39 43 2200 uet Aot old 9l
mypagepy | H AR o gumo s sprEAge Feliel 2RI,
st €t alCOO) | agspatsiapae Belgol ¥4
. 9% 9)(2010)
s A= Tierney and | AFEFA 2 22 gfo] w25 Aol s
e Farmer(2004)
e Oldham and | A5 gejae Fol4e) 3=l FA= Bely]
gl o 1
o

Cummings(1996) | & #<Ag

2oy | bk Eoid | FsF 2017) | W
kil

WA 24 | Gong et al (2009)

FEA 7S Bl NI Aol Aa) Sl A4S $EH e F4aly) weops we
<2 77t} (Bateman and Crant, 1993; Crant,
2000). webr] FEAdo] =L JIRIEL ovSlE WskE 24957] lsiA 4 Aloks &
SHs, A28 71515 B 1 7135 &8sl] flste] AS2Q 5S HolErH(Fuller
and Marler, 2009). ¥HHo| FAo] v J1EL WsiA7]7] S5l € adt 7)5]lE zh=d)
A=A oA Al 52 BFe HolA k=Tt

FEA A9 tE 22 54 FS Eolet vk 5783 984 s
FEAol & Qe 23S HstAT|AL g3 AAE D8] Hal A=<l 9

42 Btk FEgel the 712 ATES AN Fe FEAS BAT AAS
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o] W& JiRIEel Bl AAE A7V A3l ML 71515 A6 JRE F5sk=|
A4 A= dgk(Bateman and Crant, 1993). B=3F 2218 vlgh2HA| WsiAlZ 520

AR AE A M2 ofoltjolE A=A 0w FEslal A Wihe 548 it
Uck(Seibert et al,, 1999). F7HH 02 FEAJo] F& THQIS A4l AXF 245 A&A 0w
WIAARIL 55202 A28 2 Trstels 743l Atk Major et al,, 2000). ol 53l
QN A 24e] EAE SFAoR sl s ds] URHKim et al., 2010). F2/de]
MEE- ofet]olE F&Esla IAS ATAAW R Aol7] wiel F=439] ol2igt 5442 o
A& PR 37848 93s & Zloftk. 89k FEAdo] 7EAlE 54420 A= ofelr]o],
74n gl 7]5]e] W Te)a ASER1 AgY 52 oS Foletl 3AH R 288 Sl

A, FEA0l 2 Al EAIRIAS 918l BRRlFe] FH4 dAUG UEYT Y52 55
2o g 3= EAS HoltK(Crant, 1995; Thompson, 2005). 2 FEA BAAEL 7444
wHstel Al S s EAIE webstar 71315 2] S5l el A= os AR wes
St FcH(Crant, 1995). 133 #7345 S8iA EA| Aol WkE 7hesh sk e
ofo|t]o]E WAL tlS Huslelr] S5 02 ofolt]o] 8L T3 EAIE 2] Lt
Al FHGong et al,, 2012). e thggt ofolt]o], B Bl AH T A=4 3, u$
2 A4S MBS FdEriAmabile, 1988; Perry-Smith, 2000). B3t 7iIEE EIQIE
o] gzt ofelr]o] 9 HRE Ffralar wkshHA] FAlol tigk AE-E- A2, ofelr]olrt A4
2 7hsAo] ¥7] wiel EldlFe] A gFold VENT 52 FdS Eoletl ke
83 9% s FrhGong et al, 2012), WP FEAJo] ¥ AL BRI FRI-
5o P4 AFs B3l FJHE 5 7FsAe] Ik o] A ol Feh FEA
o] 2 /iYL BA% MEE 713 ote|tjolE skt A2 olw, BlrlFe] thaksta
Y3 P4 AAE S8 S Y ok AdEn

o

K 1 FES YA FIYH 7YY BAF 1 Aol

2) ZENDH Holaziol BAIM EXSUAC| EHE}

the o2 %37 FUA|(organizational identification)o] ZH& o] tiafiA] =olsle] it}
ZAFUAAIE 71019 2270 Ale)3] of&zH(psychological bonding)g 2Ju|gcHReade, 2001).
webr] ZAFLA] FEo] &5 249 AEF AlE ARl a7l 2 YHsiAlT M (Mael
and Ashforth, 1992), FHHEL 22| 7hHF 7EX|ol] YAleh= WA 02 855 gHUmphress
et al,, 2010). B} 7A1H 02 22 FAX P} FAAEA FTHLEL AN F(organizational
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citizenship behavior)o]u} 98 9] 85 (extra role behavior) 5 ZZ]ol| =-0] &= ZIA}3]
2 Y5 Ao 72 3= 7S Holtk(Mael and Ashforth, 1995; van Knippenberg and
van Knippenberg, 2000).

2 AFodME OE 2L olfE 2ATUAN 0] HoHdrs FeAH Ao
A2 #APY US AstE 202 st AA, T E2 JHQle] HolFe A= A
A gk ofoljo] W 7]|3]9] WbA e|al Qg AH 35 BFe 2AFTUA FFI
F2 o] w2 Jllell HIsiA TS &l Fsty] wiEeltt.

71RA 0T FEAO HE5E A 2 EAMEAS Y ST EHE EFolv A5 A
Ao 2 Fsitt, 2 L& FEAY EA FTlst] Aald 2270 FUA| FE0
FoHEFE ol2f3t EFolu YT FUHH R tS Askd Zow Zddr. Jilo] 223
FTUA sl HA BRI 2AS FFHAR gotely] whel 93 W S Hole Wz
A Y5 ZAAE =o)7] g FUHEQ =8-S HF540 2 A "k(He and Brown,
2013). oS Eol7] Halxe 719 A4, ofoltje] Bl AR o]9]o] F7tH o g tjefst
A2, AR D olo|t]olE FEd) Wofof shtl, A3 o] FUsithd AT YA <0l
F2 Qo] AT 2ol He olHd FFS U o] & Aot

5, FEA 0] £2575 1Al ATUA Tl F275 S N7 6
ST7EE P5E U o] Ml HAL o= g5A0E oA S Foletl 71918 Zlolth

A, ATt 575 AELR ofoltjolE AAdstaL Aol oA AMEZEEE of
Yzt 78370415 stal AEFO A ol Alare] 7]oid 4= glrt. ejAdo] zk3=ofof
g 2L ofoltof7} 7|EIR= Adoldt MRS E BAsHAN FE4 ololro|7} of7] 71A] &
HollA] 2ol 71215 AT Y Fr843S Frsta glojok drh(Amabile, 1998; Oldham
and Cummings, 1996).

Fe BEL FARNAS AsiA 5402 digks 2l ofojr]olE vhEo] YA

A AR =2 AT A= ATt 240 =2s = 184S 1Y

|

=
N
P

&7 E

ZA3HBateman and Crant, 1993; Fuller and Marler, 2009). WiebA] FEAL A4 X7
FYA] o] 2 Al vEl] FEAAT ZAFYA S0l BT =2 JILSE A9
2o g

flo

Aol slae 913 Tk ofoltiols wol AN W Ee 2ol Ego] Hi
ofoltiolg Aol §AM oS B 4 YL Folck. oleizt ool Fluksto] thest 2

S 2 ZAFNE FEY §H GG FHE BAE 55 GG Ao
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Tk BAAR FVIE FEAAT o) dzte] Al JFS vRXE A 219
3 + HYE0] QKIEIRE 233 B A7) b HYEH
Hlargh Adae] o ofsiA] AAdrtaL 1Xehe AEE 9wk Brown et al,, 1998). &
4 A 59 3R wEA ASA RS AEshe 7/q\°]‘jr.
AR BV 3AA U B4 SHS FAl 7HAAL dth(Fletcher et al., 2008; Keller
et al,, 2016). dlE 50l TR FUS A= 7|€ dFEdKE BAA EH7E THYE
o] A9 el o =S St frEshH, BRI BAS 3 A fste B
Z F 7] W7o F71%o a3t vk 3% ‘H’J-(Fletcher et al., 2008; Klein, 1997; Suls
and Wheeler, 2000). Z2Jv B4 4719 F44 SHS ok s B2, 44L
7HQ1e] ZEYAE TESAIZ|AL, BRI HWshs 5o HAA A5 SXNNAX 520
ZA 7ol B AFE xERcRE Ao]th(Kohn, 1992). o)A AFEL 719 EAS X
et 384 QRle wet AR w9719 a3t Adold 7hsAde] vkl FAgitHe g
Fletcher et al,, 2008). dl& &0 A2 A3 71 A &7edA oS & 2-g-sA|ut
%A g2 1L RAAR] ARE BEY 7FsAde] At
olggt =oof 7|x3ste] £ AFoXE vt 2L ol E w2 FEAS EA% 9
BAA EWIE AT US 52 AS ST A0E APttt FAo] 2
ERINTH A=A o2 FAIAS A3l =i, ol HolEel= A #HeA] @aL =
Esh= 54 7HIt}(Fuller and Marler, 2009). webx] FEAJo] 2 A2 ERINA 217
frot= IAletaat she 4771 2ol AAEFEAFAAY 7FeAdo] =ot =& AAEEAH
< Holg AFEER Al I el Sstal HolFr] $f8 s, ellF A
5o A v g2 F71%Y He EAS 7RI Dweck and Leggett, 1988; Elliot and
Church, 1997). o]t A3e 7RIS wl FE2] A0 77k 7HJ1LrS FAZ 9471
stellx] $1557] Hohs ol2fg 43S #4919 AdFe T T e 8T V32 A4
Zoltt, wEhA U8 A2 7|3u s 2AS a1 o7l A WiEe =8 ol
7FsAdol M ol T30 E FoAE Eolv AHE 7HAT

H
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B 7] 7RIS AF3] SlsiA Ul ti71gell &&E 3l Al 256k T EES
tdo g2 HERARE AR £ 7] il 7l dTAe e 2HE ZelH
e Azsta N P95 A Aol 248 T 7| whitel A7Mde HE
skt w9 Hdg mRolela et AES A8 A7a XFEBAIIAl dT7EAS A
g3 & HES astolon, AE A 7IREE 20134 109 20¢5E 2013 12€ 5U71A]
ot ATdEol 2| PR FEAAS HietEW Aoz 19 ool ZFIREE 8757
ol 24A57F 1d o)l A7-Ueks dde = gt F 1272 RE HEAE IF
el &-8-3t3it.

¥ F
o
.:
o
i
rﬂn

FolAd o] thEAQ] ¢392l Zhou and George(2001) |4 ARE-H 5E3}S 88-35190ct. 7-A
Aoz U= A7 e S8l Al 2829 olo|tolE AL, U #AE B

o
AT AR A BYglel BARG, U A s2s] slal Beldel wae

2) =4
FEAL Frese et al.(1996), Tsui et al.(1997) 59 A5 Harsle] & sEgko g A8

KN
ot olg S U ek dhE Fag ARkl tiEiE ERRlZ Azto] tharekE ARl
& W3t “vis v ARl a7 EE dFEY O B2 4TS AptH o £t
e A B GAS A Jide] Fedh AR FAeNAl A olopr] gt Feltt,

DeCotiis and Koys(1980), Fletcher et al.(2008) 52| A2 Farsto], ZAA# Hr|=
Z Il Bgo = St FAH R " ©e il ATl digh ZoieEel =
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o, “gel gAEe Ak dud sk £t e, HAEe SEGYS 03 g
= e =i ol

Z 25 YAl= Cohen-Meitar et al (2009)2] ddtof| 7|¥ksto] & 47)] Fato 2 A5 Tt
A= o] U= 52l 3ol sl A9 o2k =21}’ ‘Ui $-8] 2Fd A3 257
WA e}, Y 98 2Fe] EAZL vpx] W Apale] BA|el AxY w71} "ol

5) EXHe

ol e 1 ol Tl WaE SAlel Eaelolrt 3, shele tns
= Azslgien), AAtolste AN 2 sl B4, A0 B9l ofxE £/
gho 2 slof Hulelsal Sgic) A, QAR A, B, C QTAR TRE F CATLE £
Aoz sto] F 7he] culisE 2ol B3Ik, vhAY FAMSE 25A5S T
Ack

71%2 A, AR 59 ASEAS Sste] & dqtelA = SPSS 22.0 for WindowsE

Eo| ATEAIS 54 2okt vt 2ok A ko] 3% s 2% (1%), HA
11778(93%), A} 85(6%) 010 H, it AG A &g 5S19(40%), BATEA 3578(28%),
CATA 41783200 oI, A== ofdo] 117(9%), B3 A7-¢do] 116(91%) 8 o= 33
Aol dip-eldltt. thre = SAwisre] AR} Bie s A5s AAlshalet], AEES
Uehl= Cronbach’s alpha 7= Fko] 257 0.7:& A3jste] Al)do] g Ao = dAckert
(BAA E71: 071, ZAFLA 090, F=4: 0.82, F2]4: 0.93).
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AT Q011 Q012 Q913 [0l 4
2ol 5 4 0885 0.103 0.229 -0.022
o) 3= 3 0.881 0.107 0.139 0.012
ol = 2 0851 -0.038 0.252 -0.004
o 5 5 0828 0.059 0.224 0.091
2ol g5 1 0.771 0.113 0.433 -0.029

ZAZYA_gE 2 0 092 0.142 0.117
ZAFTYA = 3 0.103 0872 0.098 0.183
ZATYA = 1 0.151 0.855 -0.008 0.214
ZATYA = 4 0.036 076 0.281 0.113
Fod_9E 3 0.206 0.069 0.74 0.107
Fo_EE S 0.408 -0.049 0.703 0.062
FEA FE1 0.177 0.292 0.699 -0.018
Fo B 4 0.274 0.156 0.627 0.163
F=A_ g5 2 0.251 0.208 0.562 0.084
BAA 2735 1 0.097 0.226 0.092 0.809
BAR 75 2 0.106 0.293 0.04 0.78
A Bel7] = 3 -0.126 0.036 0.101 0722
IHgk 6.428 3.215 1.396 1.159
AvdEAH%) 25.019 19.136 16.127 11.471
FAEAH%) 25.019 44155 60.281 71.753

22 (& 3)E FAETES I, FFHA © AATAIE Ask Ygoltt. Aol
ZAZAN 9} FeAde i oko] AAAAS Btk = 21, p € .01, r = 67, p { .001).
FEAT oAl tia AAIAATT EAN Q0B thE g9lo g Hotygly] ulie

(o3}
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ot BEHAR} 1 2 3 4
1. 2595 3.59 252 -
2. BRAA 2471 5.50 0.95 0.03 -
3. ZATYA 5.15 1.20 0.07 0,420+
4, F&4 5.09 0.92 0.20* 0.26** 0.35% -
5. A 5.36 0.90 -0.03 0.11 0.21* 0.67%
F) +p (.10, *p <05 *p (.01 * p (001

w
N
L
1o
oy
ol

|52] 3]#+#2 (hierarchical regression analysis) A3}o|t},
W2 IEA 5913 3 Eold Wg st AHE®R 27
A wale] AThes sjolahs 2ol

= J

o =

o) Aubdo R Seuse] Fasht 2Awse] 2ARNE Agshor] Bol BEuks B
S|

q

g

i

ol 19 Alolls SAMS, 202l SAINS S8, 3ulE B4, 59 2 24
Al 71802 A5 Ageke X ete] 37N
& AAFI (ol f5 - AT, 2013; 27435 AAE, 2005).

3 Feg G948 BT o R 5 gl vead 4 (multi-collinearity) A4S 312
317] 3] ARE H A3 Fof] BA8ITHCohen et al., 2003). 344 52 29l
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