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Abstract

Cyberloafing is a term used to describe the actions of employees who use their Internet access at

work for personal use while pretending to do legitimate work. This research that this puts the

foundation on the general deterrence theory, social control theory, and Triandis model compares the

individual characteristic including the group norm, self-control, perceived value among many factors

having an effect on the personal ethical decision-making besides the general principles of ethics and

stipulated regulation like the severity of sanction together. It was exposed to have the effect that the

severity of punishment, self control,

and perceived value notes to the

internet abuse action.

Therefore, the education and rules of punishment which is consistent along with the theoretical thesis

supporting the groping of the preparation plan that is active in the various ethic problems has to be

built. It is necessary that the company devises the internet application in the appropriate range, that

is the partial the affirmation feeling which and it can allow officially. According to the cognitive

dissonance, since this will have to allow with the positive direction can move to the misuse action

with the intention differently, it can draw a conclusion.
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[I. Review of Literature
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lll. Research Model and Hypotheses
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Action
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Fig. 1. Research Model
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(714 3] Ao oYl g 5o B(-)9) J3FS w1 Aoltk. 7)o 37(51.3%), 119 oA t714¢] 35(48.7%) % B E
glov =Bl ~Eo] o AatE AReglth. B 3 Fe UE

ANFAELE ANele] b oln ZZb40l &) HAlghe Yl AREAIZ gidk $HoRE 308 ©]3) 351 (48.6%), 30
Agkolm A7) Q] o]5& F7517] ko] AR HEE FE BE~1A13F 1978(26.4%), 1A7H~2A17F 1498(19.4%), 2417F ]
o 4= e Aol Elole 74 9 AES ot 1HE A 49(5.6%) o2 ZANE Y] 75% HEE 1AIZE o|3tE dEY
T e Al Aoz [19] A4 wE e S44 HES S AR SUE Stk B At WE Aol oA
Aeslhs A8l A ARxle] A, Abal, aE)a S s 3 AR RE HASIINUKE 1. AlFE B BE A
Yol Aot} wEhA A7) EAY o] W Al Pae]e 9 AEHF YK cronbach a) #hol 0.86501 402 dWtHog
A& Folslar, Tret 4 SAM, 35 & UAY Ssly] FHVE 2B 0.78 ASlEia gernw AlFdS
A9H, A AlnRtE A8 s Folsta, £ 9 dREgita & 9l
Agte TYo] F-FHalu ArIFHA oz wsla Psshe A
o] 73 Ao 7 HrlAL) old ngte] 2}7] EA|go] =& AFFE Table 1. Results of Reliability
L HIAS Fete ATko] ofsla, thA HAEtar 2FHAA Constant ltems Cronbach’s a

S s — - o= Code of Ethics 3 0.902

A& Fetar, =3ksi vl sk & ol Aol 9o, Severiy of
WS o Ast, Tk Aol tiskel olshata mElshE Ao Punishment 4 0.959
748k Holt}, oldl] 2 Ao A& A EAEe] AHU - s Group Norm 4 0.865
_ - - - Self Control 4 0.910

O o]3l o8kl nlzxl Ao S 210 Al &

oA frefsh G v sloleh 7hdE AN Perceived Value 4 0.941
Internet Abuse Action 3 0.934

(7 4] A7) B5AEL AHY 8 5ol F(-)9 dgS

z] - -
uIE el 29BN E 29 35 PHor JEEYYE WYY ¢

& F2.21% X (principal factor analysis)g AF&slga, 891
== N A EN ) A= 3| o [ -

Thaler[25]7F ANz a7l e) Bl o A= A1 Oli9h 220 510 X(eigen value) 1048 7]%20% M5 grREo
o Al 19 o o] e ‘—A] 54 Q0]2% pleElo
A g 3o mM TXSkrE AEE &40 HiE o A} 9olow Wg atglom Qo AAA (factor loading):=

2= - =) =
BAClE LTS talshs Zlolehal dgith. 5 I sone S)zom gole 223900, 90l AL e
B ARI)E AR ARl o] ARREtaLA) ke Ve RN E o
2] T 7HIE 25 ¢ o, ol mat ARgAlEe] 1 7w Table 2. Factor Analysis
0“ DHEH ;%E‘ 31—14:—% %23810]7“ %] ﬁO]E}i A(EZ]’@' ')l: 9}1\]:]' Construct
A o 2 AREAES B Fio U8 §-84S A5 o] 1 2 3 4 S 6
C o3 0 ALealTA G 2Axe] gEo e ololAr) o codl | 079 | 024 123 | .083| .916 | -.084
= AR }f’} ee g?,& 1°f fﬁr‘ ‘10" cod2 | .054 | —.099 | .184 | .011 | .902 | -.137
w ArelME AAE 77 ABMY 8 Beol Fold S [ cod3 | 157 | —.047 | 208 | 255 | .812 | -.163
n A Aolgl= AL A A F ) sevl | 919 | .067 | —.111 | .094 | .043 | -.165
sev2 | 945 | .018 | -.134 | —127 | 019 | -.031
_ ] i sev3 | 930 | -.047 | —.001 | 083 | .179 | -.043

[7Hd 5] A€ 7HA= B g8 sl A(+)e] FFS sevd | 936 | -.039 | —.158 | .075| .041 | -.015

n) = 7o)t} grol | .096 | .044 | 339 | 850 | .218| .009
gro2 | —.036 | .009 | .105| .763| .307 | -.053

gro3 | .100 | —.004 | .051 | .841 | -.095 | .023

gro4 | —.040 | 141 | -.025 | .851 | .014 | -.087

IV. Methodology conl | —.041 | —136 | 718 | .152| 112 | -.355

con2 | —.106 | —.094 | 945 | —.005 | .205 | —.096

1. Method con3 | -.167 | —.079 | .882 | .068| .188 | -.138

M TE B3] AZE ZAATE vl AR cond | -193 | —.053 | 786 | .316 | .079 | —.290

i yar Coemem e ! AP} dzxE 7 actl | .016 | .291 | -.192 | .065 | -.104 | .842
Aol Az S At e A9 719S AdiE 20144 act2 | —144 | .125| -.366 | -.061 | —.159 | .865
QYHE T Fol W 9 Az on HAREQAS 3193, act3 | —.175 A71 | -181 | -.115 | -.1567 .887

. - . . M| -012] 906 | -.216 | -.016 | —.038 | .004
c‘>_ ZA3lo O]‘?l' %%‘:070 = 7 A M = /‘% va
el A : ,] ], & 6571 Slxtl 3 §]T; val2 | -.002 | 918 | 121 | .088 | .053 | .212
7959 AEA F ASAZE wdE 73E A 7255 Y vald | —.101 | 922 | —052 | .142| .058| .190
o] AT} AP EAEA | AFE3IAT) 7 B A vala | 114 | 875 | .073 | —.014 | —214| 165
EY 74 HEE ol&glon, BAEA T SPSS 17.0& A
atel a3t Vg del AHE L Qe A28 4] 5 gl EHe el we)
FES 99 72 B A9 29 7 119 o8t $4 0 WA (varimax)AS 0] 83819ITE 99184 Ay <F 255 A



78 Journal of The Korea Society of Computer and Information

B FFEPdd(convergent validity)2 2t 4 H5E9] A di7|d7bl] S50] AAR AE Y 8 5ol vxE Fo| zh
Wl gk el @A Fe R It & 5 Qe HARE 0713 o7 AEAE Lotry] 98 <F 5> Zol t-testE AAITH
o] EYE Holal JonR Wi SHYEL] JFEIAS AT g el FAHCRE Folgt alo)7} e AR UE
FE3 Yok AS FAne YFeyel du A ¥ |
dhel o,
Table 3. Results of Multiple Regression
Independence Coeff. Std.Coeff. T sio. T Statistics
P B S.E. B g Tolerance VIF
constant 6.643 1.495 4,443 .000
Code of Ethics -.212 194 -.120 -1.098 276 772 1.296
Severity of Punishment —-.286 126 -.233 -2.281 .026 .878 1.139
Group Norm .082 216 .039 .380 .705 .849 1177
Self Control -.602 .150 -.457 -4.017 .000 .708 1.412
Perceived Value .318 123 .257 2.579 .012 .924 1.083
. . Table 4. Results of Hypothesis testin
2. Hypothesis Testing P ¢
H Hypotheses Result
ARY AR A= EYWss) 2EWSE 7}
hiE A 00}7 Aletel SHMFSH FEAFS 2 The level of Code of Ethics negatively Not
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