
   

  

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

   60 Int. J. Process Management and Benchmarking, Vol. 11, No. 1, 2021    
 

   Copyright © 2021 Inderscience Enterprises Ltd. 
 
 

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

       
 

Effect of perceived support on employee’s voice 
behaviour through the work engagement:  
a moderator role of locus of control 

Hasan Abdullah 
Basra University College of Science and Technology, 
Business Administration Department, Iraq 
Email: hasan_oudah@yahoo.com 

Iman Ismail 
University of Basra, 
College of Economic and Administration, 
Business Administration Department, Iraq 
Email: sustoma2012@yahoo.com 

Alhamzah Alnoor* 
Southern Technical University, 
Management Technical College, 
Business Management Techniques Department, Iraq 
Email: alhamzah.malik@stu.edu.iq 
*Corresponding author 

Esraa Yaqoub 
Alkunooze University College, 
Business Administration Department, Iraq 
Email: asraahussein150@yahoo.com 

Abstract: This study primarily aimed to identify the direct effect of perceived 
support on the employees’ voice behaviour in the workplace. It examined 
knowledge interactive impact of locus of control on the perceived support of 
work engagement. Accordingly, this study was built on literature of voice 
behaviour and as such, it employed a survey methodology. The study focused 
on a government sector firm, specifically Basra Electricity Production. The data 
collection tool used is the questionnaire and it was distributed to 333 employees 
in the firm. The collected data was analysed using AMOS version 22. Based on 
the results, work engagement fully mediates the relationship between perceived 
support and employee voice behaviour, while external locus of control 
moderated the relationship between perceived support and work engagement. 
Suggestions were provided for several avenues for future studies. 
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1 Introduction 

The importance of behaviour in the face of role or job requirements expectations in the 
workplace has long been recognised among scientist circles and this leads to benefits for 
organisations that are related to enhancing its performance (Lee and Steers, 2017; Bakker 
and Demerouti, 2017; Barrick et al., 2015). Based on recent studies, the attitudes of 
current organisations’ directors towards the attention and adoption of views proposals 
and employees work ideas and their future in the organisation have been highlighted to be 
divergent in pas studies (e.g., Morrison, 2011; Mowbray and Herman, 2014; Andiyasari 
et al., 2017). Other studies like Lebel (2016) and Aryee et al. (2017) also evidenced that 
employees also voice out their opinions when they perceive security, through the 
comparison of speaking risks and the benefits from it (Van Dyne et al., 2003; Detert and 
Burris, 2007). Specifically, Detert and Burris (2007) revealed that employee’s voice is 
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related to two elements; first, the set of signals the employee obtains from the 
organisation/organisational representative that may urge him to use his voice or refrain 
from doing so and the second is the assessment of the employee of the advantages that 
can be obtained against the risks of using voice. 

Hence, in this study, the focus is placed on the voice behaviour concept for the 
purpose of providing insight into the motives and incentives of employees to use their 
voice and offer their feedback and suggestions. Accordingly, this study examines several 
precedents that may precipitate the use of voice, share decisions and provide and discuss 
opinions as suggested by Schipani et al. (2016) and Gomez (2016). Additionally, the 
study conducts tests on the precedents in light of their prediction of the voice behaviour 
of employees through a developed model that addresses the weaknesses in prior related 
researches (LePine and Van Dyne, 1998). This study examines the effect of perceived 
support (independent variable) on the employee’s voice behaviour (dependent variable), 
with work engagement as the mediating variable. Perceived support refers to the 
awareness of the employee of the level to which the organisation appreciates their work 
and its commitment towards assisting them to satisfy their social requirements (Kurtessis 
et al., 2017). Meanwhile, work engagement refers to a positive mind state, promising 
work-cantered vigour, dedication and absorption of employees towards the organisation’s 
goals and values (Knight et al., 2017). This is aligned with prior studies that investigated 
the relationship between the cognitive facet of perception, the behavioural attitudes and 
outcomes (Bishop et al., 2000; Chang et al., 2009; Tabatabaei and Bigdelli, 2015). Also, 
prior studies have evidenced that the employees’ cognition is related to the attitude 
towards work variable (e.g., Yousef, 2017; Van den Heuvel et al., 2017) and in turn, 
work attitudes are related to behaviour (e.g., Brooks, 2014; Wu, 2015; Michel et al., 
2015). 

Added to the above mentioned sequence of relationship between the three variables, 
the present study tests the moderating effect of locus of control that past studies have 
evidenced on the cognitive perception-attitude relationship (e.g., Aubé et al., 2007; 
Agarwal and Agarwal, 2016). According to Edelaar et al., (2017), an individual may 
generally adapt to an environment that he perceives by modifying himself to match the 
environment. Along a similar line of argument, employees’ voice behaviour has been 
shown to facilitate and precede work engagement (e.g., Kwon et al., 2016; Holland et al., 
2016; Maymand et al., 2016). Some other studies advocated that employees’ voice 
behaviour stems from work engagement and that voice behaviour perception is within the 
actual role such as Rees et al. (2013), Mowbray and Herman (2014) and Wu (2015) and 
along a similar line of examination, this study strives to conduct the same line of 
determination. 

2 Theoretical framework and previous studies 

2.1 Locus of control 

According to Rothbaum et al. (1982) the classification of control can be divided into two 
primary categories namely primary and secondary category. The former refers to the 
actions that the individual takes to modify his external environment and make it adapt to 
himself, whereas latter refers to the individual’s adaption to the external environment via 
self-change. Generally speaking, individuals have a higher tendency to opt for the former 
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rather than the latter, but with failure to do so, the secondary control is adopted in order 
to acclimatise. 

Moreover, the primary control entails a direct action to modify the external 
environment, while the secondary one involves a cognitive mediation that is directed 
towards modifying the individual’s evaluation and emotional responses to the 
environment (Rothbaum et al., 1982). In the secondary control, a significant personal 
variable known as locus of control is contained. The control concept can be attributed to 
Rotter (1966) via his social learning theory known as the locus of control reinforcement, 
positing that both rewards and punishments are basic behavioural determinants. Locus of 
control refers to the level to which an individual is convinced that his actions are what 
determine the outcome (Zigarmi et al., 2018). In other words, there is a difference 
between the working individual estimates and his beliefs concerning what is going on 
with them, with some attributing what happens to them to external causes and others to 
internal causes that originate from individual selves based on personal abilities and 
actions (George and Jones, 2012; Griffin and Moorhead, 2014). 

Therefore, it can be stated that a consensus exists among past studies on the main 
dimensions of locus of control namely, internal and external dimensions (Rotter, 1966; 
George and Jones, 2012; Griffin and Moorhead, 2014). Internal locus of control, the 
belief that the ability, effort, skill and intelligence of an individual are what determine 
what happens (positive or negative). External locus of control, the belief that luck, fate, 
control of powerful people or the life complexity are what determine happenings. 

2.2 Perceived support 

Literature dedicated to management, including field researches and theories that attempt 
to provide insight into the employees-organisational relationship, have extensively 
touched upon perceived support topic (Mignonac et al., 2018). An increasing interest has 
been placed on the perception of support from their organisations-in that employees 
perceive that their perception of the organisation appreciating their work, contributions 
and attention to their welfare are what is most important as evidenced by their positive 
work outcomes (Rhoades and Eisenberger, 2002). 

Added to the above, the perceived support can be explained using the theory of 
organisational support, indicating the level to which the organisation appreciates them 
and are committed to helping them and satisfying their social and emotional needs and 
their expectations for reward in lieu of good performance (Rhoades and Eisenberger, 
2002). According to the organisational support theory (OST), employees have to perceive 
the level of the organisation’s contributions, interests and welfare (Eisenberger et al., 
1986; Kurtessis et al., 2017). Moreover, the awareness of the employees of the 
organisation’s support lends them stability and safety in their workplace (Daskin and 
Tezer, 2012). Therefore, the top significant outcome of support is the positive attitude of 
the employee towards the organisation (Kurtessis et al., 2017) and with minimal support, 
employees may be inclined towards meeting their personal interests, forsaking the 
organisational interests (Riggle et al., 2009). 

Some authors like Eisenberger et al. (1986) considered perceived support as a  
one-dimensional construct, whereas others had their worked based on the outcome of 
exploratory factors analysis, with the intention to categorise perceived support into two 
(supervisor support and organisational support) (Dawley et al., 2010). This division is 
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meant to generate results that are accurate and detailed (Bajaj and Krishnan, 2014) and 
thus, this study depends on the same divisions. 

2.3 Work engagement 

In the past, stress was placed on positive psychology – a field that scientifically examines 
human power and optimal performance (Shefer et al., 2018). The same attention has been 
placed on optimal performance in organisational psychology, with an attempt to 
investigate the positive strengths of human resources and psychic abilities that are 
measurable, developed and effectively managed to enhance workplace performance 
(Luthans, 2002). The important capacities include work engagement as the opposite of 
work burnout, where in the former, employees feel actively engaged with their work 
(Schaufeli et al., 2006). 

Rather than focusing on a particular time and state, work engagement stresses on 
stability, pervasiveness and persisting cognitive-emotional state (Maslach et al., 2001). 
Employees who have high work engagement are equipped with the resources they require 
for high performance and these employees have the potential to create their own 
functional resources as time passes. This may not only be beneficial to the employee, but 
the organisation will also obtain competitive advantage (Bakker et al., 2008). 

Several views of work engagement have been proposed, with the first view being that 
it is a measurable situation in three dimensions namely, energy, involvement and 
efficiency that is in contrast to burnout (exhaustion, cynicism and ineffectiveness) 
(Maslach et al., 1996). The second view is that work engagement comprises of three 
components, which are physical, emotional and cognitive (May et al., 2004) and the third 
one is that work engagement is an independent and specific concept that is adversely 
liked to burnout and it is a mental state towards work characterised by vigour, dedication 
and absorption (Maslach et al., 2001; Schaufeli et al., 2002). This study is based on the 
third view of work engagement. 

Organisational behaviour has long been examined by researchers through the effect of 
the perception of employees on their ideas and behaviours (Babcock-Roberson and 
Strickland, 2010). Perceived support among employees is their belief that the 
organisation acknowledges and rewards their performance, leading to their commitment 
to the successes and goals of the organisation (Chung, 2017). Committed employees are 
happy and have a higher tendency towards work engagement and organisation 
engagement (Biswas and Bhatnagar, 2013). In fact, the employees’ responses to the 
positive support are their perception of having to invest more in their work performance 
for its improvement (Babcock-Roberson and Strickland, 2010). Employee support 
practices contribute to increasing the positive feeling of comfort, safety and happiness in 
their work and thus increase their link to their work physically and mentally (Mahmood 
and Sahar, 2017; Murthy, 2017). This was also evidenced in the conclusion of several 
studies (e.g., Sulea et al., 2012; Biswas and Bhatnagar, 2013; Holland et al., 2016; 
Khanday and Siddiqi, 2017). Therefore, this study hypothesises that: 

H1 Perceived support is positively related to work engagement. 
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2.4 Employee voice behaviour 

The idea of employee voice behaviour was presented by Hirschman (1970) in his exit, 
voice and loyalty model that describes voice as a response to dissatisfaction. A few 
decades later, employee voice behaviour was considered as a form of extra-role 
behaviour (Van Dyne et al., 1995; LePine and Van Dyne, 1998). More recently, voice 
behaviour has become known as a form of proactive behaviour of the employee that lays 
emphasis on change, aiming to maximise the group’s interest, where voice is behaviour 
of horizontal/vertical communication (Andiyasari et al., 2017). Stated clearly, it is a 
relaying of ideas, concerns, suggestions or opinions concerning work-related issues, with 
the aim of enhancing the performance at the workplace (Morrison, 2011). 

Moreover, the employee often view voice risks to outweigh benefits (Chen et al., 
2018) and as such, an employee will only use his voice when he feels it safe to do so, 
through his assessment of his contextual position (Van Dyne et al., 2003). Hence, it is 
pertinent to comprehend what prevents voice behaviour through regulatory limitations 
and what encourages it, which is the main focus of the present study. The employee voice 
is limited by two things; first; the signals from the leader, management or supervisor that 
may encourage voice raising or to steer clear of doing so and second, the assessment of 
the potential benefits to be received against the risks of raising voice (McClean et al., 
2017). 

Employee voice concept is different from the opposition concept as the latter is 
directed towards conscience and moral elements and not towards effectively doing things. 
Also, it is different from the complaint concept as the latter covers dissatisfaction 
expression and does not include change proposals. Lastly, the voice concept differs from 
in-role behaviours as such behaviours are job conditions and not voluntary actions 
(Lisbona et al., 2018). 

The researchers mentioned the factors that motivate employees to use their voice 
(Andiyasari et al., 2017) and to this end, understanding the voice behaviour of employees 
is a crucial aspect in enhancing organisational performance (Cheng et al., 2013). In Rees 
et al.’s (2013) and Mowbray and Herman’s (2014) studies, the authors explained the 
relationship between work engagement and voice behaviour among employees by stating 
that higher employee work engagement brings about perception of the voice as an in-role 
and this will result in more voice behaviours. On the other hand, low employee work 
engagement brings about the perception of the same as an extra-role and as such, will 
result in less voice behaviours. Employees, who are engaged in their work, relate to voice 
as in-role (Michel et al., 2015; Ilkhanizadeh and Karatepe, 2017) and as the core role and 
thus, this type of employees will be more engaged in expressing their opinions and 
information. A positive correlation was evidenced between work engagement and 
employee voice behaviour in Brooks (2014), Wu’s (2015) and Ilkhanizadeh and Karatepe 
(2017) studies and thus, this study hypothesises that: 

H2 Work engagement is positively related to employee voice behaviour. 

2.5 The mediating role of work engagement 

The theory of positive emotions posits that experiencing positive emotions produces and 
motivates thinking in the work place (Fredickson, 2001). This means that perceived 
positive support contributes to the positive feelings of employees and motivates their 
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positive attitudes and behaviours towards work and maximises work attachment and 
supporting colleagues. Because work engagement is an emotional state, it encourages 
positive attitudes as opposed to elements of cognition (Kahn, 1992). Work engagement is 
viewed to have a mediating role in the relationship between perceived positive about 
organisation and employees behaviours, such as, it mediates the perceived organisational 
politics-work outcomes relationship (Agarwal and Agarwal, 2016), as well as between 
leadership perception-organisational citizenship behaviour (Babcock-Roberson and 
Strickland, 2010). Other studies have also evidenced the mediating role of work 
engagement on the proactive personality-role performance relationship (Bakker et al., 
2012), the relationship between perceived organisational support and person-organisation 
fit and organisational commitment and job satisfaction (Biswas and Bhatnagar, 2013). 
This mediating effect was also revealed between transformational leadership and 
employee voice behaviour by Wu (2015) and between perceived organisational support 
and extra-role behaviours by Sulea et al. (2012). Hence, this study proposes the following 
hypothesis for testing: 

H3 Work engagement mediates the relationship between perceived support and 
employee voice behaviour. 

2.6 The moderating role of locus of control 

Andiyasari et al. (2017) laid stress on the importance of determining the relationship 
between personal factors and contextual factors on employee behaviour and thus, this 
justifies the examination of the relationship between locus of control and perceived 
support. Moreover, the thinking and behaviour of employees at work may be explained 
by such relationship (Harris, 2005). Studies of this calibre include that by Aubé et al. 
(2007), who reached to the conclusion that locus of control intervention can address the 
negative impact of lack of perceived support. Specifically, internal locus of control works 
to minimise the requirement of perceived support for positive work response (Aubé et al., 
2007; Bajaj and Krishnan, 2014), whereas external locus of control maximises perceived 
support as it reflects the outcome on the basis of what happens in the environment (Chiu 
et al., 2005; Bajaj and Krishnan, 2014). Individuals with high locus of control are more 
independent of the motivation that the environment provides (Semmer, 2000; Harris, 
2005). External locus of control leads to increased negative impact of perceived support 
on negative emotions, while its internal counterpart does not change the positive effect of 
perceived support on positive emotions. Stated clearly, external locus of control with 
support minimises negative feelings, but internal locus of control fails to do so (Bajaj and 
Krishnan, 2014) and this result has been supported by other prior studies (Cummins, 
1989; Parkes, 1991; Grob, 2000), leading to the following two proposed hypotheses: 

H4a Internal locus of control weakens the relationship of perceived support and work 
engagement. 

H4b External locus of control strengthens the relationship of perceived support and 
work engagement. 
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Figure 1 Study model (see online version for colours) 
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3 Method 

3.1 Respondents and procedures 

The study sample was selected through random sampling from five power stations in the 
General Company for Energy Production/Southern Region of Iraq, including Harithah, 
Nujeibeh, Al-Rumailah, Khor Al Zubair, Shuaiba and Shat Al Basrah. The study sample 
comprised of 333 employees out of a total of 2496. This is consistent with the equation 
provided by Thompson (2002). 

( )2 2

(1 )

1 (1 )

N p pn
N d z p p

× −=
  − × ÷ + −  

 

This study employed the questionnaire as the instrument of data collection and it contains 
items, where the respondents were requested to select one of the alternatives in 
conjunction with them. The final questionnaire contained 50 paragraphs that addressed 
four variables gauged using a 5-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to  
5 (strongly agree). 

3.2 Measures 

Perceived support – the measurement scale for perceived support was adopted from 
Dawley et al. (2010) based on Eisenberger et al.’s (1986) study. It comprises of 11 items, 
with eight addressing perceived organisational support and three items addressing 
perceived supervisor support as exemplified by the items, “This organisation values my 
contribution to its well-being” and “I am very satisfied with my supervisor” respectively. 

Work engagement – work engagement variable was measured using Utrecht Work 
Engagement Scale (UWES) by Schaufeli et al. (2002). It comprises of three dimensions 
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and 17 items, with six items addressing vigour, five items addressing dedication and six 
items addressing absorption. These variables are exemplified by the statements, “When I 
get up in the morning, I feel like going to work”, “To me, my work is challenging” and 
“When I am working, I forget everything else around me”, respectively. The scale 
reliability and validity were verified in different contexts/countries and the scale has been 
extensively utilised. 

Employee voice behaviour – the measurement scale utilised to measure employee 
voice behaviour was adopted from Van Dyne and Le Pine (1998) and it consists of six 
items (e.g., “develops and makes recommendations concerning issues that affect this 
work group”), considering the construct is uni-dimensional, with a reliability of 0.86. 

Locus of control – the WLCS scale by Spector (1988) was used to measure this 
variable, consisting of 16 items, divided into each locus of control dimension; internal 
locus of control and external locus of control, exemplified by “A Job is what you make of 
it” and “Getting the job you want is mostly a matter of luck”, respectively. 3.3 The 
moderating role of locus of control 

4 Data analysis 

4.1 Preliminary confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) 
The model fit was assessed using structural equation modelling (SEM) by obtaining 

model fit and obtaining the best model (see Table 1). The study used AMOS, V. 22 and 
followed several indicators: 

1 root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA) and its confidence interval 

2 standardised root mean square residual (SRMR) 

3 comparative fit index (CFI) 

4 incremental fit index (IFI) 

5 normed fit index (NFI) 

6 ratio between X2/df. 

The model is deemed to be acceptable when RMSEA and SRMR values are lower than 
0.08 as established in Arbuckle (2006) and Browne and Cudeck (1993) and the values of 
CFI, IFI and NFI are equal to or over 0.90 as suggested by Bentler and Bonett (1980), 
Hair et al. (2009) and Hu and Bentler (1999). As for the ratio between X2/df, it should be 
lower than 2.5 as established by Arbuckle (2006). 

In the first model (single factor), it was tested in a way that the entire variables were 
treated as one latent factor and the results obtained were as follows; X2/df = 4.41;  
CFI = 0.58; IFI = 0.46; NFI = 0.48; RMSEA = 0.22; SRMR = 0.24. Meanwhile, in model 
2 (two-factor), the testing included employee voice behaviour (the first latent factor) and 
other factors designated to be the second latent factor. The results obtained were as 
follows; X2/df = 3.93; CFI = 0.64; IFI = 0.58; NFI = 0.59; RMSEA = 0.18;  
SRMR = 0.20. This was followed by testing model three (three-factor), where employee 
voice behaviour was tested as the first latent factor, perceived support as the second one 
and work engagement and locus of control as the third ones. The obtained results are as 
follows; X2/df = 2.66; CFI = 0.79; IFI = 0.74; NFI = 0.78; RMSEA = 0.10;  
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SRMR = 0.11. In the final model, Model 4, all the variables and their associations with 
latent variables were tested, obtaining the following results; X2/df = 1.44; CFI = 0.97;  
IFI = 0.97; NFI = 0.96; RMSEA = 0.06; SRMR = 0.07. 

The above results are summarised in Table 1, with the indicators of the four-factor 
model as the best one. The model is characterised by constructs with discriminant validity 
and it contains the optimum data of the study sample (Hair et al., 2009). Added to this the 
findings in the table indicate that majority of the relationships between the indicator and 
latent variables were found to be statistically significant. 
Table 1 Assessing the model fit 

Models X2/df CFI IFI NFI RMSEA SRMR 
Model 1 4.41 .58 .46 .48 .22 .24 
Model 2 3.93 .64 .58 .59 .18 .20 
Model 3 2.66 .79 .74 .78 .10 .11 
Model 4 1.44 .97 .97 .96 .06 .07 

4.2 Descriptive statistics 

The values of means, standard deviations and correlations among the variables are 
tabulated in Table 2. From the table, it is evident that a positive relationship was found 
between perceived support and work engagement and employee voice behaviour. A 
positive and significant relationship was also found between work engagement and 
employee voice behaviour (p < .01) and between external locus of control and perceived 
support, as well as between work engagement and employee voice behaviour (p < .01). 
On the contrary, no significant relationship was found between internal locus of control 
and perceived support and employee voice behaviour. This goes the same for internal 
locus of control and work engagement (p < .05). 

In order to confirm the study measures reliability and their internal consistencies, this 
study used Cronbach’s alpha and from Table 2, the values of Alpha (in parenthesis) all 
exceed 0.70, indicating statistical acceptability in administrative and behavioural field of 
study (Sekaran, 2003; Pallant, 2011). 
Table 2 Descriptive statistics, correlations and scale reliabilities 

  Mean Std. 
deviation 1 2 3 4 5 

1 Employee voice 
behaviour 

2.72 .765 (.849)     

2 Internal locus of 
control 

2.90 .869 .089 (.905)    

3 External locus of 
control 

3.29 .788 .522** .114* (.871)   

4 Perceived support 2.84 .626 .490** .022 .352** (.850)  
5 Work engagement 2.72 .714 .531** .113* .515** .492** (.893) 

Note: N = 333. Alpha reliabilities appear in parentheses. *Correlation is significant at the 
0.05 level (2-tailed). **Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 
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4.3 Testing hypotheses 

With regards to the conditional indirect effects (moderating and mediating), they were 
tested using PROCESS Procedure of SPSS macro Release 2.16 (Model 9) as suggested 
by Hayes (2013). The study model hypotheses were tested and the results are presented in 
Table 3. 
Table 3 Testing hypotheses  

Y = employee voice behaviour (EVB) 
X = perceived support (PS) 
M = work engagement (WE) 
W = internal locus of control (INLOC) 
Z = external locus of control (EXLOC) 
Sample size = 333 

Variable Point 
estimate SE t p-value Lower 

limit 
Upper 
limit Results 

Outcome: WE (direct effect) 
PS (a) .357 .092 3.849 .000 .268 .445 Support 
INLOC .248 .100 2.449 .005 .142 .354 Support 
PS*INLOC .058 .059 .915 .727 .094 .022 Not 

supported 
EXLOC .341 .109 3.103 .000 .232 .451 Support 
PS*EXLOC .413 .062 6.362 .000 .374 .453 Support 

Outcome: EVB (direct effect) 
WE (b) .516 .054 9.393 .000 .409 .623 Support 
PS (C̑) .105 .062 1.706 .088 –.016 .227 Not 

supported 
Indirect effect 

PS → WE → 
EVB 

.184 .049 3.862 .000 .110 .258 Support 

Total effect 

PS → EVB (C) .289 .051 5.459 .000 .201 .377 Support 

Note: Number of bootstrap samples for bias-corrected bootstrap confidence intervals: 
5000, Level of confidence: 95%. 

Table 3 shows that the direct effect hypotheses [H1(a), H2(b): p < .01] are accepted 
indicating that a direct effect exists from perceived support to work engagement and one 
from work engagement to employee voice behaviour. However, no direct effect as 
detected from perceived support to employee voice behaviour (C̑). This shows that the 
effect of perceived support on employee voice behaviour is only via work engagement. 

Lastly, as for the moderating effects [H4(a) and H4(b)], the results indicated that 
(H4b) is supported, where the moderating effect of external locus of control was 
evidenced between perceived support and employee voice behaviour (p < .01). Stated 
clearly, external locus of control contributes to the relationship between perceived 
support and work engagement. On the other hand, there was no evidence to support 
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(H4a), indicating no moderating effect of internal locus of control on the relationship 
between perceived support and employee voice behaviour. 

5 Discussions 

This study attempted to determine the effect of perceived support, using the theories of 
social exchange and organisational support, on employee voice behaviour, with work 
engagement as a mediating variable and external and internal locus of control as 
moderating variables. It assumes that internal locus of control interacts with perceived 
support to minimise the effect on work engagement and external locus of control with 
perceived support to maximise the effect on work engagement. This is justified by the 
argument that an individual with external locus of control is more sensitive to his 
surrounding workplace environment that that with internal locus of control. Four major 
hypotheses were tested consistent with prior studies (Bishop et al., 2000; Chang et al., 
2009; Tabatabaei and Bigdelli, 2015), where several outcomes were reached that can be 
summarised in the following points. 

The first conclusion is the positive effect of perceived support on work engagement, 
indicating that the employees’ perception of their environment has a positive effect on 
their attitude and such an effect can be emotional (response to the perception of 
positive/negative things). The second conclusion is the full mediating effect of work 
engagement on the relationship between perceived support and employee behaviour, as 
the direct relationship between the two latter variables was equal to zero. This indicates 
that perceived support effect on employee voice behaviour is only via work engagement. 
This supports prior literature findings that advocated a logical sequential relationship 
between perception (cognition), attitude (emotion) and behaviour (outcome) (Biswas and 
Bhatnagar, 2013; Saks and Gruman, 2014; Agarwal and Agarwal, 2016). The third 
conclusion is the moderating role of locus of control. In the past studies, the interactive 
role of internal and external locus of control were examined individually, with the results 
evidencing different interaction signs, particularly when it comes to perceived support 
relationship via reduced internal locus of control (positive relationship) and via increased 
external locus of control (Bajaj and Krishnan, 2014). This study evidenced the 
moderating role of external locus of control as evidenced by the increased strength of the 
relationship between perceived support and employee voice behaviour, but no 
moderating role of internal locus of control was evidenced. 

Furthermore, the positive awareness of employees regarding their organisations adds 
and influences their level of thinking and hence, modifying the collective thinking of 
employees about the organisation will lead to changes in attitudes and urges employees to 
be attached to their jobs and more willing to effectively and efficiently perform tasks 
(Biswas and Bhatnagar, 2013; Chung, 2017). The result of the present study evidences 
the same in that staff members who perceive that their organisation and supervisors 
support them are more willing to work, are stable and satisfied with their jobs, invest 
more effort on their jobs and are more attuned to their work performance (Sulea et al., 
2012; Biswas and Bhatnagar, 2013; Holland et al., 2016). 

Added to the above, work engagement motivates employees to perform extra-role as 
if they were performing in-role performance. Stated clearly, the employees’ engagement 
with their work is increased, with their modified view of extra-role as in-role (Rees et al., 
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2013; Mowbray and Herman, 2014). In relation to this, employee voice behaviour is one 
of the extra-role performance (Michel et al., 2015) and it is affected by the work 
engagement level as mentioned. Employees harbouring a strong work attitude are highly 
motivated to voice out their opinions and provide useful work information, even to the 
others disagreement. They provide work information and work external and internal to 
the department viewing it as moral and professional duty to the organisation they work 
for. Hence, it can be stated that this result is consistent with prior studies (e.g., Brooks, 
2014; Wu, 2015; Michel et al., 2015). 

The results obtained from this study also supports the full mediating role of work 
engagement between perceived support and employee voice behaviour and this is 
consistent with prior literature that supported the effect of cognitive component on the 
behavioral component via the emotional component (e.g., Sulea et al., 2012; Rich et al., 
2010; Biswas and Bhatnagar, 2013; Tabatabaei and Bigdelli, 2015; Agarwal and 
Agarwal, 2016). This is supported by the lack of support on the direct effect hypothesis 
(sans the mediating variable), despite the signs that show the existence of such effect in 
prior studies (Van Dyne et al., 2003; Chen and Chiu, 2008; Janssen and Gao, 2015; 
Andiyasari et al., 2017). These support the way behaviour is formed via the relationship 
of the intellectual awareness of something (perception) and its effect on the emotional 
awareness of something (attitude) and the solid expression that attitude forms behaviour. 

Finally, it is notable that despite the lack of moderating role of internal locus of 
control in perceived support and work engagement relationship, there is a direct effect of 
internal locus of control on work engagement, suggesting that the former is akin to 
perceived support in terms of its positive influence on work engagement. This may be 
attributed to the fact that individuals having internal locus of control will not require high 
support from either the organisation or the supervisor to enhance his work. This is 
notable in a sense that the variable obtained low mean in comparison to other variables. 
On the basis of the above results, the theoretical and managerial implications of the study 
are provided in the next paragraphs along with the study limitations and suggestions for 
future studies. 

6 Managerial Implications 

This study has several practical implications that are discussed under this title. First, it is 
important for managers to pay attention to the perceptions of employees, how to modify 
them and to eradicate the variables influencing their positive feelings in the organisation. 
Majority of managers appear to focus merely on the way to obtain positive behaviours 
among employees, while steering clear of the behaviours formation and composition. 
Managers have to be aware of that the effect on attitudes will not generate required 
behaviours for some time as the attitudinal changes affects the behaviours dependent on 
them. Hence, forming long-term emotions can enable the development of positive 
attitudes and behaviours that stays for a long time and this is possible through the 
influence of the perceptions of employees. 

Second, the emphasis on the employee work engagement among managers is what 
could precipitate the display of extra-role behaviours. For this, managers should be aware 
that work engagement is frequently an emotional component (attitudinal), where attitude 
requires positive indicators towards employees and obtaining a positive attitude requires 
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an organisational environment with open channels that can absorb varying views and 
opinions. 

Third, majority of individuals harbour external locus of control and as such, their 
attitudes and emotions can be their response to their environment and not their principles 
and values. Hence, organisational support and supervisors’ support are the best evidence 
of the positive intention of the organisation towards fulfilling employees’ interests 
(Eisenberger et al., 1986). In relation to this, the organisation, through its policies, has to 
attract human resources that have internal locus of control as they will not require 
significant financial support. Such employment can be confirmed by using special testing 
procedures via interviews and by interviewers that are able to analyse the employees’ 
locus of control. 

Lastly, perceived support will eventually establish continuity, stability and 
development of organisation (Daskin and Tezer, 2012). The current study model testing 
shows that a feedback process assisting in the determination of mistakes and failures is 
proactively conducted via employees’ voice. In this regard, the information, perspectives 
and views of employees are used to develop work and procedures and to contribute to 
organisational development. 

7 Limitation and future research 

The present study model attempted to contribute in explaining the way behaviour is 
developed, particularly employee voice behaviour but throughout the study, there are 
some notable limitations that future studies should take into consideration. This study 
made use of the electricity industry employees, from five power plants located in 
southern Iraq. The current study results therefore cannot be depended on in all sectors, 
unless they are first tested in such sectors or different cultures for the results to be 
generalisable. 

The second limitation is the exclusion of other variables and in this regard, pursuing 
universal theory should involve the testing of other variables like those of cognitive 
perception nature (perceived organisational politics, perceived organisational justice, 
etc.), or attitudinal variables with emotional nature (psychological contract, 
organisational commitment, etc.) or those of behavioural nature, whether positive or 
negative (e.g., organisational citizenship behaviour, reverse behaviours, etc.). It is 
suggested that the study model is examined using two mediating variables – more 
specifically, aside from work engagement (employee’s attitude towards the job), 
organisational trust (employee’s attitude towards the manager) can be examined as the 
second mediating variable. Lastly, the study employed a cross-sectional approach and as 
such, longitudinal studies are required to provide detailed causal explanations and to 
support the obtained outcomes. 

8 Conclusions 

This article aimed to identify the effect of perceived support on the employees’ voice 
behaviour in the workplace. It assessed knowledge interactive impact of locus of control 
on the perceived support of work engagement. The study focused on a government sector 
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firm, specifically Basra Electricity Production. On the whole, the present study findings 
show that the employees’ perception is significant when examining or understanding the 
formation of behaviour and the attitudinal component (positive psychology). Employees’ 
perception can produce individual and collective attitudes towards the organisation, 
where employees, failing to change/control the behaviour of the organisation towards 
himself, will have a higher tendency to change his behaviour towards the organisation 
instead. Added to this, a significant external locus of control role is evidenced in this 
study to determine individual’s organisational awareness in what is referred to as “locus 
of control reinforcement”. 

It is important for managers to pay attention to the perceptions of employees, how to 
modify them and to eradicate the variables influencing their positive feelings in the 
organisation. Managers have to be aware of that the effect on attitudes will not generate 
required behaviours for some time as the attitudinal changes affects the behaviours 
dependent on them. Moreover the employee work engagement among managers is what 
could precipitate the display of extra-role behaviours. For this, managers should be aware 
that work engagement is frequently an emotional component (attitudinal), where attitude 
requires positive indicators towards employees and obtaining a positive attitude requires 
an organisational environment with open channels that can absorb varying views and 
opinions. Further majority of individuals harbour external locus of control and as such, 
their attitudes and emotions can be their response to their environment and not their 
principles and values. Hence, organisational support and supervisors’ support are the best 
evidence of the positive intention of the organisation towards fulfilling employees’ 
interests. Hence the current study showed that a feedback process assisting in the 
determination of mistakes and failures was proactively conducted via employees’ voice. n 
the whole, the present study findings show that the employees’ perception is significant 
when examining or understanding the formation of behaviour and the attitudinal 
component (positive psychology). Employees’ perception can produce individual and 
collective attitudes towards the organisation, where employees, failing to change/control 
the behaviour of the organisation towards himself, will have a higher tendency to change 
his behaviour towards the organisation instead. Added to this, a significant external locus 
of control role is evidenced in this study to determine individual’s organisational 
awareness in what is referred to as “locus of control reinforcement”. 

References 
Agarwal, U.A. and Agarwal, U.A. (2016) ‘Examining perceived organizational politics among 

Indian managers: engagement as mediator and locus of control as moderator’, International 
Journal of Organizational Analysis, Vol. 24, No. 3, pp.415–437. 

Andiyasari, A., Riantoputra, C.D. and Matindas, R.W. (2017) ‘Voice behavior: the role of 
perceived support and psychological ownership’, The South East Asian Journal of 
Management, Vol. 11, No. 1, pp.1–24. 

Arbuckle, J.L. (2006) Amos, version 7.0 [computer program], SPSS, Chicago, IL. 
Aryee, S., Walumbwa, F.O., Mondejar, R. and Chu, C.W. (2017) ‘Core self-evaluations and 

employee voice behavior: test of a dual-motivational pathway’, Journal of Management,  
Vol. 43, No. 3, pp.946–966. 

Aubé, C., Rousseau, V. and Morin, E.M. (2007) ‘Perceived organizational support and 
organizational commitment: the moderating effect of locus of control and work autonomy’, 
Journal of Managerial Psychology, Vol. 22, No. 5, pp.479–495. 



   

 

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

    Effect of perceived support on employee’s voice behaviour 75    
 

 

    
 
 

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

       
 

Babcock-Roberson, M.E. and Strickland, O.J. (2010) ‘The relationship between charismatic 
leadership, work engagement and organizational citizenship behaviors’, The Journal of 
Psychology, Vol. 144, No. 3, pp.313–326. 

Bajaj, H. and Krishnan, V.R. (2014) ‘Perceived organizational support and affect: the moderating 
effect of locus of control’, Great Lakes Herald, Vol. 8, No. 1, pp.22–31. 

Bakker, A.B. and Demerouti, E. (2017) ‘Job demands-resources theory: taking stock and looking 
forward’, Journal of Occupational Health Psychology, Vol. 22, No. 3, p.273. 

Bakker, A.B., Schaufeli, W.B., Leiter, M.P. and Taris, T.W. (2008) ‘Work engagement: an 
emerging concept in occupational health psychology’, Work and Stress, Vol. 22, No. 3, 
pp.187–200. 

Bakker, A.B., Tims, M. and Derks, D. (2012) ‘Proactive personality and job performance: the role 
of job crafting and work engagement’, Human Relations, Vol. 65, No. 10, pp.1359–1378. 

Barrick, M.R., Thurgood, G.R., Smith, T.A. and Courtright, S.H. (2015) ‘Collective organizational 
engagement: linking motivational antecedents, strategic implementation and firm 
performance’, Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 58, No. 1, pp.111–135. 

Bentler, P.M. and Bonett, D.G. (1980) ‘Significance tests and goodness of fit in the analysis of 
covariance structures’, Psychological Bulletin, Vol. 88, No. 3, p.588. 

Bishop, J.W., Scott, K.D. and Burroughs, S.M. (2000) ‘Support, commitment and employee 
outputs in a team environment’, Journal of Management, Vol. 26, No. 6, pp.1113–1132. 

Biswas, S. and Bhatnagar, J. (2013) ‘Mediator analysis of employee engagement: role of perceived 
organizational support, PO fit, organizational commitment and job satisfaction’, Vikalpa,  
Vol. 38, No. 1, pp.27–40. 

Brooks, D.M. (2014) Employee Engagement and Personal Voice: a Phenomenological Approach, 
Doctoral dissertation, Walden University. 

Browne, M.W. and Cudeck, R. (1993) ‘Alternative ways of assessing model fit’, in Bollen, K.A. 
and Long, J.S. (Eds.): Testing Structural Equation Models, pp.136–62, Sage, Newbury Park, 
CA. 

Chang, C.H., Rosen, C.C. and Levy, P.E. (2009) ‘The relationship between perceptions of 
organizational politics and employee attitudes, strain and behavior: a meta-analytic 
examination’, Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 52, No. 4, pp.779–801. 

Chen, C.C. and Chiu, S.F. (2008) ‘An integrative model linking supervisor support and 
organizational citizenship behavior’, Journal of Business and Psychology, Vol. 23, Nos. 1–2, 
pp.1–10. 

Chen, S.J., Wang, M.J. and Lee, S.H. (2018) ‘Transformational leadership and voice behaviors: the 
mediating effect of employee perceived meaningful work’, Personnel Review, Vol. 47, No. 3, 
pp.694–708. 

Cheng, J.W., Lu, K.M., Chang, Y.Y. and Johnstone, S. (2013) ‘Voice behavior and work 
engagement: the moderating role of supervisor-attributed motives’, Asia Pacific Journal of 
Human Resources, Vol. 51, No. 1, pp.81–102. 

Chiu, C.K., Lin, C.P., Tsai, Y.H. and Hsiao, C.Y. (2005) ‘Modeling turnover intentions and their 
antecedents using the locus of control as a moderator: a case of customer service employees’, 
Human Resource Development Quarterly, Vol. 16, No. 4, pp.481–499. 

Chung, Y.W. (2017) ‘The role of person-organization fit and perceived organizational support in 
the relationship between workplace ostracism and behavioral outcomes’, Australian Journal of 
Management, Vol. 42, No. 2, pp.328–349. 

Cummins, R. (1989) ‘Locus of control and social support: clarifiers of the relationship between job 
stress and job satisfaction’, Journal of Applied Social Psychology, Vol. 19, No. 9, pp.772–788. 

Daskin, M. and Tezer, M. (2012) ‘Organizational politics and turnover: an empirical research from 
hospitality industry’, Turizam: znanstveno-stručni časopis, Vol. 60, No. 3, pp.273–291. 



   

 

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

   76 H. Abdullah et al.    
 

    
 
 

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

       
 

Dawley, D., Houghton, J.D. and Bucklew, N.S. (2010) ‘Perceived organizational support and 
turnover intention: the mediating effects of personal sacrifice and job fit’, The Journal of 
Social Psychology, Vol. 150, No. 3, pp.238–257. 

Detert, J.R. and Burris, E.R. (2007) ‘Leadership behavior and employee voice: is the door really 
open?’, Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 50, No. 4, pp.869–884. 

Edelaar, P., Jovani, R. and Gomez-Mestre, I. (2017) ‘Should I change or should I go? Phenotypic 
plasticity and matching habitat choice in the adaptation to environmental heterogeneity’, The 
American Naturalist, Vol. 190, No. 4, pp.506–520. 

Eisenberger, R., Huntington, R., Hutchison, S. and Sowa, D. (1986) ‘Perceived organizational 
support’, Journal of Applied Psychology, Vol. 71, No. 3, pp.500–507. 

Fredickson, B.L. (2001) ‘The role of positive emotions in positive psychology’, American 
Psychologist, Vol. 56, No. 3, pp.218–226. 

George, J.M. and Jones, G.R. (2012) Understanding and Managing Organizational Behavior,  
6th ed., Pearson Education, Inc, New York. 

Gomez, R. (2016) Employee Voice and Representation in the New World of Work: Issues and 
Options for Ontario, Centre for Industrial Relations and Human Resources, University of 
Toronto, Toronto, March. 

Griffin, R.W. and Moorhead, G. (2014) Organizational Behavior: Managing People and 
Organizations, 11th ed., Cengage Learning, USA. 

Grob, A. (2000) ‘Perceived control and subjective well-being across nations and across the life 
span’, in Diener, E. and Suh, E.M. (Eds): Culture and Subjective Well-Being, pp.319–339, 
MIT Press, Massachusetts. 

Hair, J.F., Black, W.C., Babin, B.J. and Anderson, R.E. (2009) Multivariate Data Analysis, 7th ed., 
Pearson Prentice Hall, Upper Saddle River, NJ. 

Harris, S.B. (2005) Locus of Control Within a Social Exchange Framework: An Investigation of the 
Moderating Effects of Locus of Control on Perceived Organizational Support and Felt 
Obligation, Doctoral dissertation, Alliant International University, California School of 
Organizational Studies, Los Angeles. 

Hayes, A.F. (2013) Introduction to Mediation, Moderation and Conditional Process Analysis: A 
Regression-Based Approach, The Guilford Press, New York. 

Hirschman, A.O. (1970) Exit, Voice and Loyalty: Responses to Decline in Firms, Organizations 
And States, Harvard University Press, Cambridge, MA. 

Holland, P., Cooper, B. and Sheehan, C. (2016) ‘Employee voice, supervisor support and 
engagement: the mediating role of trust’, Human Resource Management, DOI: 10.1002/ 
hrm.21809. 

Hu, L.T. and Bentler, P.M. (1999) ‘Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure analysis: 
conventional criteria versus new alternatives’, Structural Equation Modelling: A 
Multidisciplinary Journal, Vol. 6, No. 1, pp.1–55. 

Ilkhanizadeh, S. and Karatepe, O.M. (2017) ‘An examination of the consequences of corporate 
social responsibility in the airline industry: work engagement, career satisfaction and voice 
behavior’, Journal of Air Transport Management, Vol. 59, No. C, pp.18–17. 

Janssen, O. and Gao, L. (2015) ‘Supervisory responsiveness and employee self-perceived status 
and voice behavior’, Journal of Management, Vol. 41, No. 7, pp.1854–1872. 

Kahn, W.A. (1992) ‘To be fully there: psychological presence at work’, Human Relations, Vol. 45, 
No. 4, pp.321–349. 

Khanday, M.A. and Siddiqi, M.A. (2017) ‘Perceived contact employee support and work 
engagement trigger service performance’, Asian Journal of Management, Vol. 8, No. 4, 
pp.1159–1167. 

Knight, C., Patterson, M. and Dawson, J. (2017) ‘Building work engagement: a systematic review 
and meta-analysis investigating the effectiveness of work engagement interventions’, Journal 
of Organizational Behaviour, Vol. 38, No. 6, pp.792–812. 



   

 

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

    Effect of perceived support on employee’s voice behaviour 77    
 

 

    
 
 

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

       
 

Kurtessis, J.N., Eisenberger, R., Ford, M.T., Buffardi, L.C., Stewart, K.A. and Adis, C.S. (2017) 
‘Perceived organizational support: a meta-analytic evaluation of organizational support 
theory’, Journal of Management, Vol. 43, No. 6, pp.1854–1884. 

Kwon, B., Farndale, E. and Park, J.G. (2016) ‘Employee voice and work engagement: macro, meso 
and micro-level drivers of convergence?’, Human Resource Management Review,  
Vol. 26, No. 4, pp.327–337. 

Lebel, R.D. (2016) ‘Overcoming the fear factor: how perceptions of supervisor openness lead 
employees to speak up when fearing external threat’, Organizational Behavior and Human 
Decision Processes, Vol. 135, pp.10–21. 

Lee, T.W. and Steers, R.M. (2017) ‘Facilitating effective performance appraisals: the role of 
employee commitment and organizational climate’, in Performance Measurement and Theor, 
pp.75–93, Routledge. 

LePine, J.A. and Van Dyne, L. (1998) ‘Voice and cooperative behavior as contrasting forms of 
contextual performance: evidence of differential relationships with big five personality 
characteristics and cognitive ability’, Journal of Applied Psychology, Vol. 86, No. 2,  
pp.853–868. 

Lisbona, A., Palaci, F., Salanova, M. and Frese, M. (2018) ‘The effects of work engagement and 
self-efficacy on personal initiative and performance’, Psicothema, Vol. 30, No. 1, pp.1–17. 

Luthans, F. (2002) ‘The need for and meaning of positive organizational behavior’, Journal of 
Organizational Behavior, Vol. 23, No. 1, pp.695–706. 

Mahmood, A. and Sahar, A. (2017) ‘Impact of psychological empowerment and perceived career 
support on employee work engagement with the mediating role of affective commitment’, 
Pakistan Journal of Commerce and Social Sciences, Vol. 11, No. 3, pp.1084–1099. 

Maslach, C., Jackson, S.E. and Leiter, M. (1996) Maslach Burnout Inventory Manual, 3rd ed., 
Consulting Psychologists Press, Palo Alto, CA. 

Maslach, C., Schaufeli,W.B. and Leiter, M.P. (2001) ‘Job burnout’, Annual Review of Psychology, 
Vol. 52, No. 1, pp.397–422. 

May, D.R., Gilson, R.L. and Harter, L.M. (2004) ‘The psychological conditions of meaningfulness, 
safety and availability and the engagement of the human spirit at work’, Journal of 
Occupational and Organizational Psychology, Vol. 77, No. 1, pp.11–37. 

Maymand, M.M., Abdollahi, M. and Elhami, S. (2017) ‘The effect of employee voice on work 
engagement through trust in management’, Journal of Administrative Management, Education 
and Training, Vol. 13, No. 2, pp.135–142. 

McClean, E., Martin, S.R., Emich, K.J. and Woodruff, T. (2017) ‘The social consequences of 
voice: an examination of voice type and gender on status and subsequent leader emergence’, 
Academy of Management Journal, (ja). 

Michel, E.J., Wayne, S.J. and Liao, C. (2015) ‘Beyond performance: examining the role of work 
engagement on employee voice and success’, Academy of Management Proceedings, Vol. 1, 
pp.177–186, DOI: 10.5465/AMBPP. 2015.17776 abstrac. 

Mignonac, K., Herrbach, O., Serrano Archimi, C. and Manville, C. (2018) ‘Navigating 
ambivalence: perceived organizational prestige-support discrepancy and its relation to 
employee cynicism and silence’, Journal of Management Studies, Vol. 55, No. 5, pp.837–872. 

Morrison, E.W. (2011) ‘Employee voice behavior: integrating and directions for future research’, 
The Academy of Management Annals, Vol. 5, No. 1, pp.373–412. 

Mowbray, P.K. and Herman, H.H.M. (2014) ‘Managing engagement and employee voice: effects 
on in-role perceptions and voice behaviour’, 28th ANZAM Conference, Sydney, pp.1–17. 

Murthy, R.K. (2017) ‘Perceived organizational support and work engagement’, International 
Journal of Applied Research, Vol. 3, No. 5, pp.738–740. 

Pallant, J. (2011) SPSS Survival Manual, 4th ed., McGraw-Hill Education, Open University Press. 



   

 

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

   78 H. Abdullah et al.    
 

    
 
 

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

       
 

Parkes, K.R. (1991) ‘Locus of control as moderator: an explanation for additive versus interactive 
findings in the demand-discretion model of work stress?’, British Journal of Psychology,  
Vol. 82, No. 3, pp.291–312. 

Rees, C., Alfes, K. and Gatenby, M. (2013) ‘Employee voice and engagement: connections and 
consequences’, The International Journal of Human Resource Management, Vol. 24, No. 14, 
pp.2780–2798. 

Rhoades, L. and Eisenberger, R. (2002) ‘Perceived organizational support: a review of the 
literature’, Journal of Applied Psychology, Vol. 87, No. 4, pp.698–714. 

Rich, B.L., Lepine, J.A. and Crawford, E.R. (2010) ‘Job engagement: antecedents and effects on 
job performance’, Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 53, No. 3, pp.617–635. 

Riggle, R.J., Edmondson, D.R. and Hansen, J.D. (2009) ‘A meta-analysis of the relationship 
between perceived organizational support and job outcomes: 20 years of research’, Journal of 
Business Research, Vol. 62, No. 10, pp.1027–1030. 

Rothbaum, F., Weisz, J.R. and Snyder, S.S. (1982) ‘Changing the world and changing the self: a 
two-process model of perceived control’, Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, Vol. 
42, No. 1, pp.5–37. 

Rotter, J.B. (1966) ‘Generalized expectancies for internal versus external control of reinforcement’, 
Psychological Monographs: General And Applied, Vol. 80, No. 1, p.1. 

Saks, A.M. and Gruman, J.A. (2014) ‘What do we really know about employee engagement?’, 
Human Resource Development Quarterly, Vol. 25, No. 2, pp.155–182. 

Schaufeli, W., Salanova, M., Gonza´lez-Roma, V. and Bakker, A.B. (2002) ‘The measurement of 
engagement and burnout: a two sample confirmatory factor analytic approach’, The Journal of 
Happiness Studies, Vol. 3, No. 1, pp.71–92. 

Schaufeli, W.B., Bakker, A.B. and Salanova, M. (2006) ‘The measurement of work engagement 
with a short questionnaire: a cross-national study’, Educational and Psychological 
Measurement, Vol. 66, No. 4, pp.701–716. 

Schipani, C.A., Milliken, F.J. and Dworkin, T.M. (2016) The Impact of Employment Law and 
Practices on Business and Society: The Significance of Worker Voice, Vol. 19, p.979. 

Sekaran, U. (2003) Research Methods for Business, 4th ed., John Wiley and Sons, Inc. 
Semmer, N.K. (2000) ‘Control at work: issues of specificity, generality and legitimacy’, in  

Walter, P.J. and Grob, A. (Eds): Control of Human Behavior, Mental Processes and 
Consciousness: Essays in Honor of the 60th Birthday of August Flammer, pp.555–564, 
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Mahwah, NJ. 

Shefer, N., Carmeli, A. and Cohen-Meitar, R. (2018) ‘Bringing Carl Rogers back in: exploring the 
power of positive regard at work’, British Journal of Management, Vol. 29, No. 1, pp.63–81. 

Spector, P.E. (1988) ‘Development of the work locus of control scale’, Journal of Occupational 
and Organizational Psychology, Vol. 61, No. 4, pp.335–340. 

Sulea, C., Virga, D., Maricutoiu, L.P., Schaufeli, W., Dumitru, C. and Sava, F.A. (2012) ‘Work 
engagement as mediator between job characteristics and positive and negative extra-role 
behaviors’, Career Development International, Vol. 17, No. 3, pp.188–207. 

Tabatabaei, S.A.N. and Bigdelli, E. (2015) ‘The mediating role of employee cynicism in the 
relationship between perceived organizational justice and employee silence’, Journal UMP 
Social Sciences and Technology Management, Vol. 3, No. 3, pp.121–127. 

Thompson, S.K. (2002) Sampling, 2nd ed., Wiley. 
Van den Heuvel, S., Freese, C., Schalk, R. and Van Assen, M. (2017) ‘How change information 

influences attitudes toward change and turnover intention: the role of engagement, 
psychological contract fulfillment and trust’, Leadership and Organization Development 
Journal, Vol. 38, No. 3, pp.398–418. 

Van Dyne, L. and LePine, J.A. (1998) ‘Helping and voice extra-role behaviors: evidence of 
construct and predictive validity’, Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 41, No. 1,  
pp.108–119. 



   

 

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

    Effect of perceived support on employee’s voice behaviour 79    
 

 

    
 
 

   

   
 

   

   

 

   

       
 

Van Dyne, L., Cummings, L.L. and McLean Parks, J. (1995) ‘Extra-role behaviors: in pursuit of 
construct and definitional clarity (a bridge over muddied waters)’, in Cummings, L.L. and 
Staw, B.M. (Eds.): Research in Organizational Behavior, Vol. 17, pp.215–285, JAI Press, 
Greenwich, CT. 

Van Dyne, L.V., Ang, S. and Botero, I.C. (2003) ‘Conceptualizing employee silence and employee 
voice as multidimensional constructs’, Journal of Management Studies, Vol. 40, No. 6, 
pp.1359–1392. 

Wu, Y.W. (2015) The Influence of Transformational Leadership on Employee Voice Behavior: The 
Mediating Effect of Work Engagement. Master thesis in china. 

Yousef, D.A. (2017) ‘Organizational commitment, job satisfaction and attitudes toward 
organizational change: a study in the local government’, International Journal of Public 
Administration, Vol. 40, No. 1, pp.77–88. 

Zigarmi, D., Galloway, F.J. and Roberts, T.P. (2018) ‘Work locus of control, motivational 
regulation, employee work passion and work intentions: an empirical investigation of an 
appraisal model’, Journal of Happiness Studies, Vol. 19, No. 1, pp.231–256. 


