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Employee wellbeing as a central aspect of organizational growth has been widely
regarded and accepted. Therefore, a considerable growth in the number of researches
focusing on employee wellbeing has been comprehended in recent years. Employee
wellbeing characterizes the individual’s own cognitive interpretation of his/her life at
work. The present study made an attempt to examine how workplace spirituality,
empathic concern and organizational politics influences employee wellbeing. It was
hypothesized that empathic concern mediates the relationship between workplace
spirituality and employee wellbeing while organizational politics act as a moderator
in this relationship. A survey was conducted on 253 employees working in Uttar
Pradesh Police department (Uttar Pradesh, India). The results obtained revealed that
workplace spirituality, empathic concern and employee wellbeing carries a positive
association among them whereas these variables were found to be negatively correlated
with organizational politics. Results also depicted that empathic concern significantly
mediates between workplace spirituality and employee wellbeing. Further, moderated
mediation analysis confirmed employee wellbeing as a function of workplace spirituality,
empathic concern and organizational politics. The present study has put forward
several practical implications for business practitioners and research directions for
academicians, emphasizing upon the need to investigate the comprehensive impact
of employee wellbeing in organization and the society as a whole.

Keywords: mindfulness, meaningfulness, employee wellbeing, empathetic concern, organizational politics,
moderated mediation analysis

INTRODUCTION

Alike development (physical, psychological), identity, social relationship, work (job) is also a
fundamental facet of human life. For an individual, having a job is essential to accomplish his
economic freedom as well as to fulfill his physiological, social and psychological needs. Therefore,
we all put a significant amount of our strength to find a suitable job and thereby gets involved
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to maintain its status in the society. Generally, a person spends
almost one-third of a day at the workplace. Nevertheless, in the
Indian context, the working hours or hours on work-related
tasks are higher than one-third of a day (Periodic Labour
Force Survey, 2021). Considering the working hours the Indian
workforce spends at the workplace, it is apparent that their life
at work significantly impacts their overall wellbeing. Therefore,
it may be assumed that having a good working environment is
a crucial determinant of an individual’s overall life satisfaction
and wellbeing. This implies that employers should focus and
make sincere efforts to promote employees’ wellbeing at the
workplace to maintain a motivated and competent workforce. As
this will consequently help in enhancing the overall wellbeing
of the employees, along with their family members and the
society at large.

Employee Wellbeing

Work-related issues [e.g., work stress, organizational politics
(OP), and interpersonal relationships] often trigger various other
problems for the employees those consequently affect their
family and the society. Employee wellbeing (EWB) is one of the
topics of significance in the area of organizational behavior and
management. Organizations develop and implement different
training and other programs focused on enhancing employee
wellbeing. The major reason for taking this initiative generally
lies in the consequences associated with employee wellbeing,
which include better work performance, low turnover intentions,
less injuries, high work motivation, job engagement and low
absenteeism (Keyes, 2005; Lyubomirsky et al., 2005; Boehm and
Lyubomirsky, 2008; Bakker, 2015). Before conceptualizing the
concept of employee wellbeing, it is important to understand
the meaning of wellbeing. There are plentiful explanations of
wellbeing in the literature. For instance, Diener (1984) defined
wellbeing as an individual’s own overall evaluation of his/her
work, life situations, surroundings and emotional experiences.
Grounded on his views, employee wellbeing can be defined as
employee’s comprehensive subjective discernment of satisfaction
and positive attitude toward their work.

Extensive literature review revealed that the concept of
wellbeing has been conceptualized in different ways. However,
there are two major perspectives that include: (a) hedonic
perspective (b) eudemonic perspective. These two perspectives
are pointedly distinct in nature. Hedonic perspective consider
happiness as an indicator of wellbeing; while the eudemonic
perspective believes in character virtues like self-actualization
(Ryan and Deci, 2001; Dewe and Cooper, 2012). Further, Diener
et al. (1985) maintained that the hedonic perspective advocated
the importance of three dimensions of wellbeing, which included
having a positive mood, absence of negative mood and life
satisfaction. Whereas the eudemonic perspective lays emphasis
on an individual’s character, means to achieve happiness and
growth as essential components of wellbeing. Ryff (1989, 1995)
reported that an individual can attain wellbeing by engaging in six
different activities, which included: life purpose, personal growth,
self-acceptance, mastery, autonomy and positive relatedness.

Initially, it was believed that both hedonic and eudemonic
perspectives were mutually exclusive, but lately scholars pointed

out that for a better understanding of wellbeing we need to
incorporate the characteristics of both. Completely relying on
single (any one) of these perspectives seems insufficient to
explain the meaning of wellbeing. As Fisher (2014) pointed
out that wellbeing is a very complex concept to understand
and explore; it can only be understood if it is taken as a
multidimensional concept that includes the unique aspects of
both perspectives.

The present study follows the argument that wellbeing is a
multidimensional concept, and aspects of both perspectives
(hedonic and eudemonic) should be considered while
operationalizing employee wellbeing. Therefore, in this study
employee wellbeing is operationalized as an amalgamation
of hedonism and eudemonia perspectives which includes the
dimensions of happiness and self-esteem.

Spirituality at Workplace

The concept of spirituality at the workplace (SW) has recently
gained popularity among business scholars and practitioners.
Commonly it is believed that spirituality is another name
for the concept of religiosity, but it is not a comprehensive
reality. There may be certain similarities in some aspects
of religiosity and spirituality, but spirituality as a concept
is widely different from religiosity (Milliman et al, 2003).
The concept of religiosity encompasses a relatively permanent
system and pattern of faith or belief of a group of people
(Newberg, 2014; Afsar and Rehman, 2015). On the other
hand, the concept of spirituality discusses connectivity among
individuals, meaning in life, purpose, integration, growth,
truth and mindfulness (Myers, 1990; Harrington et al., 2004;
Beheshtifar and Zare, 2013). Therefore, the concept of spirituality
discusses beyond the terrestrial and institutional aspects of
religiosity (Petchsawang, 2008).

Workplace spirituality has been tried to explain incorporating
various aspects including the dimensions such as inner life
connection, sense of community, connectedness, compassion,
transcendence, mindfulness and meaningful work (Mitroft and
Denton, 1999; Jurkiewicz and Giacalone, 2004; Kinjerski and
Skrypnek, 2006). In the present study, workplace spirituality is
defined as an inner sense of connectedness and completeness
with their work. This inner sense of connectedness and
completeness is a consequence of an interaction between
two characteristics of the workplace named mindfulness and
meaningful work.

The concept of mindfulness is used to express the state of inner
awareness and consciousness (Phan et al., 2020). This implies that
the individual is consciously aware of his/her present thoughts
and actions. It considers active monitoring of actions only
through the lenses of the present without any disruptions from
the past experiences or expectations from the future (Heaton
et al., 2004). A person adorned with the quality of mindfulness
lives his/her life in the present; he/she does not behave like a slave
of past experiences and does not ruin his/her state of wellbeing
with uncertainties of the future (Walach et al., 2006; La Torre
et al.,, 2020). Another important representative of mindfulness
is owning freedom from external distractions. A mindful person
can get rid of different worldly distractions that deviate the
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person from putting all his/her efforts into present activities
(Brown and Ryan, 2003).

Meaningful work is another essential feature of workplace
spirituality. It can be defined as an individual’s belief that
his/her work has a significant impact on one’s own life as well
as other members of society. Duchon and Plowman (2005)
argued that meaningful work has a more positive impact
on performance than external rewards (materialistic benefits).
Furthermore, meaningful work motivates, energizes and gives a
sense of meaning in the life of employees (Overell, 2008).

Organizational Politics

As far as the availability of resources is concerned, a similarity
can be observed between the functioning of organizations
and the societies. Members of organizations often struggle
to acquire maximum resources similar to the individuals
of the certain societies. This struggle leads to interpersonal
conflict and engagement into various activities aimed to secure
maximum resources without evaluating the righteousness of
these activities (Molm, 1997; Hochwarter, 2012). Fundamentally,
using inappropriate strategies to maximize personal benefits
is a core ingredient of organizational politics (Ferris et al.,
1989; Kacmar and Baron, 1999). However, in extended form,
organizational politics can be understood as employees’
egocentric and morally illegitimate behaviors (such as
exploiting organizational resources and taking advantage of
other employees) that are envisioned to accomplish personal
interests (Mintzberg, 1985; Ferris and Kacmar, 1992). Therefore,
organizational politics is often considered as a negative function
and challenge to the collective objectives of the organization
(Block, 1988).

Affective event theory (Weiss and Cropanzano, 1996)
supports the idea that various events at the workplace cause
emotional disturbance in the life of employees. Further,
this emotional disturbance damages not only the physical
health but psychological health and overall wellbeing of the
employees. Based on effective event theory, Thiel et al.
(2014) advocated that different incidents of organizational
politics stimulate the affective state of employees and result
in intense emotional responses. Though enough literature has
provided evidence of the negative consequences of organizational
politics but its impact on employee wellbeing is not explored
in depth. Given the meaning and motive of organizational
politics, it can be concluded that organizational politics
has a negative influence on employee wellbeing. Therefore,
the present study focused on how organizational politics
influences the relationship between workplace spirituality and
employee wellbeing.

Empathic Concern

Empathic concern (EC) is one of the most discussed concepts
in the area of social and organizational psychology. Initially,
it was believed that empathic concern is a multidimensional
concept (Smith, 1759; Watson and Tellegen, 1985). However,
in later years, scholars argued that empathic concern is
a unidimensional construct, as its dimensions share a
significant commonality in operationalization and measurement

(Hoffman, 1977, 2000). Considering this, empathy can be
defined as an individual’s ability to experience the emotional
strain of others and express concern for them (McNeely and
Meglino, 1994). Lazarus (1991, 1999) extended the meaning
of empathy and explained it as an individual’s capacity to
place himself/herself in the situation of others and experience
their sufferings. Further, Eisenberg (2000) and Cliffordson
(2002) advocated that empathy encompasses cognitive as
well as emotional processes. Cognitive processes include
perceiving, examining, understanding and comprehending
the situation of others, while emotional processes include
sharing the feelings and emotions of others (Davis, 1983;
Decety and Jackson, 2004).

Empathic concern is an important tool to make people
abide with the social context (Muller et al., 2014). It also assist
in facilitating social cognition, personal bonding, interpersonal
engagement, healthy relationships and honest apprehension for
other’s wellbeing (Davis, 1990; Reynolds and Scott, 2000; Scott
et al., 2010). The impact of empathic concern on wellbeing in
social context is well discussed (Diener et al., 1999; Haxby et al,,
2000). However, in organizational context the role of empathic
concern in relation to workplace spirituality and employee
wellbeing remains somewhat unattended. This warrants a need
to explore this aspect of empathic concern.

On the basis of review of literature a research gap was
established and present study was aimed at exploring these issues.
Following hypotheses were formulated for the study:

H;: There will be a positive association between workplace
spirituality and employee wellbeing.

H,: Organizational politics will moderate the
relationship between workplace spirituality and employee
wellbeing; and would be negatively associated with
workplace spirituality.

Hj: Organizational politics will moderate the relationship
between empathic concern and employee wellbeing.

Hys: Empathic concern will mediate the relationship
between workplace spirituality and employee wellbeing.

Hs: Empathic concern would be positively associated
with workplace spirituality and employee wellbeing and
negatively associated with organizational politics.

METHODS

The present study was designed to explore whether empathic
concern mediates the relationship between workplace spirituality
and employee wellbeing. In addition, whether organizational
politics moderate the impact of workplace spirituality and
empathic concern on employee wellbeing was also explored
(Supplementary Figure 1).

Sampling and Participants
In this research, a survey was conducted on police personnel
of Uttar Pradesh Police Department (UPPD, India). Convenient
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sampling (a method of Non-probability sampling) was used to
select the participants for data collection. For the survey, 300
employees of UPPD, India were contacted. However, only 253
participants have responded and completed the survey. Thus,
responses from 253 participants (male = 177, female = 76)
were analyzed. The participants’ age ranged from 22 to 57 years
(Mean = 37.40, S.D. = 9.29); and their work experience ranged
from 0.2 to 26 years (Mean = 10.10, S.D. = 8.74).

Procedure

Before initiating the data collection for the study, Uttar Pradesh
Police Service departments, located in different districts of
Uttar Pradesh, were approached. Prior appointments were
fixed with the concerned authorities. They were informed
about the study’s objectives and the procedure of data
collection in detail. Questionnaires were administered among
the participants after attaining their consent. Overall, 300
sets of questionnaires were distributed to the employees of
the police department located in different districts of Uttar
Pradesh. Out of 300 employees, 278 employees provided
their consent for the data collection and 253 completed
the questionnaires.

Measures

Empathic Concern

An adapted version of a subscale from the interpersonal
reactivity index (Davis, 1980) was used to measure empathic
concern. The interpersonal reactivity index (IRI) has four
subscales: perspective-taking, fantasy, empathic concern, and
personal distress. The subscale of empathic concern is made of
seven items, and the responses were noted on a seven-point Likert
scale. The Cronbach’s alpha of this subscale was estimated as 0.94
in the present study.

Workplace Spirituality

A scale intended to measure workplace spirituality in an Asian
context (Petchsawang and Duchon, 2009) was used to measure
workplace spirituality. In accordance with the operationalization
of workplace spirituality, two dimensions (mindfulness and
meaningful work) were considered in the present study. Internal
reliability of this scale was found as Cronbach’s alpha = 0.96.

Organizational Politics

A six-item scale developed by Yadav (2019) was employed to
measure organizational politics. Responses were recorded using
Likert type seven-point scale, and Cronbach’s alpha of this scale
was found to be 0.95.

Employee Wellbeing

Employee wellbeing has been measured by Well-Being
Manifestations Measure Scale (Massé et al., 1998). This measure
includes two dimensions namely self-esteem and happiness.
These two dimensions encompass both perspectives (hedonic
and eudemonic) of employee wellbeing. A seven-point Likert
type scale was used to record the participant’s responses. In
the present study reliability of this measure was recorded as
Cronbach’s alpha = 0.97.

RESULTS

Descriptive Statistics, Reliability and

Correlational Analysis

Table 1 illustrates the descriptives (Mean, S.D.), reliability and
correlation coeflicients among research variables. Aligned with
the research hypotheses, workplace spirituality was found to be
positively correlated with empathic concern (r = 0.55**) and
employee wellbeing (r = 0.36™*); similarly empathic concern
was found to be positively associated with employee wellbeing
(r = 0.37**). Table 1 shows that organizational politics owns a
negative association with workplace spirituality (r = —0.23*%),
empathic concern (r = —0.17**) and employee wellbeing
(r = —0.48%%),

Moderated Mediation Analysis

Figure 1 demonstrates, the standardized regression coefficients
between workplace spirituality and empathic concern
(B = 0.55***); empathic concern and employee wellbeing
(B = 0.20***); workplace spirituality and employee wellbeing
(B = 0.22"**); organizational politics and employee wellbeing
(B = —0.41***) and all these coefficients were found to be
statistically significant. Table 2 illustrates the importance of each
predictor in forecasting employee wellbeing. Table 2 also shows
that all predictor variables together could predict thirty percent
variance (R*> = 0.30) in probability of employee wellbeing.
It also depicts the conditional indirect effect of empathic
concern on the relationship between workplace spirituality and
employee wellbeing using organizational politics as moderator.
Conditional indirect effect was found to be strongest when the
perception of organizational politics was low (—1 S.D.; indirect
effect = 0.189; LLCI = 0.081; ULCI = 0.302 at 95%). In case of
average perception (Mean) of organizational politics, indirect
effect was found lower than low perception of organizational
politics but statistically significant (Mean; indirect effect = 0.109;
LLCI =0.038; ULCI = 0.187 at 95%). Whereas, indirect effect was
found lowest and statistically not significant if the perception
of organizational politics was noted high (41 S.D.; indirect
effect = 0.030; LLCI = —0.056; ULCI = 0.122 at 95%).

Moderated mediation analysis (Table 2 and Figure 2)
highlighted that organizational politics moderates the path
of spirituality and employee wellbeing (B = 0.24; t = 4.26;
LLCI = —0.353; ULCI = —0.120 at 95%); and empathic
concern and employee wellbeing (B = 0.14; t = 2.66;
LLCI = —0.251; ULCI = —0.037 at 95%). The overall structural

TABLE 1 | Descriptive statistics, Cronbach'’s alpha and correlation coefficients
among variables.

Mean S.D. ws EC OoP EWB
WS 57.05 18.26 0.96
EC 31.84 10.48 0.55™  0.94
OP 18.91 8.91 —0.23* —0.17* 0.95
EWB 38.88 14.84 0.36™* 0.37** —0.48™ 0.97

N =258, Cronbach’s alpha in italics; **p < 0.01.
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FIGURE 1 | Mediating effect of empathic concern between workplace
spirituality and employee wellbeing as a function of organizational politics.
Moderated mediation model (all coefficients are standardized). Here ** means
p < 0.01 and *** means p < 0.001.

TABLE 2 | Testing the mediating effect of EC and moderated-mediating
effect of OP and EC.

Employee wellbeing as outcome

Predictors B t p LLCI ULCI
WS 0.22 3.55 0.000 0.095 0.334
EC 0.20 3.43 0.000 0.085 0.314
OP —0.41 8.69 0.000 -0.512 -0.323
WS x OP 0.24 4.26 0.000 —0.353 —-0.120
EC x OP 0.14 2.66 0.008 —0.251 —0.037
R? 0.30

F 109.31**
Conditional direct effect WS on EWB

Effect Boot SE Boot LLCI Boot ULCI
-18D 0.456 0.09 0.267 0.646
Mean 0.215 0.06 0.095 0.334
+18S.D. —0.026 0.06 —0.158 0.104
Conditional indirect effect of WS on EWB through EC
—-18D 0.189 0.05 0.081 0.302
Mean 0.109 0.03 0.038 0.187
+18S.D. 0.030 0.04 —0.056 0.122
Index of Moderated Mediation
Index Boot SE Boot LLCI Boot ULCI
—0.079 0.03 —0.145 -0.013

4 < 0.001.

(Moderated-Mediation) model was found significant on
moderated-mediation Index (Index = —0.079; Boot SE = 0.03;
LLCI = —0.145; ULCI = —0.013 at 95%).

Organizational politics emerged as a significant moderator
in the data analysis, the trends of its moderating effects
being depicted in Figure 2. It clearly shows that the level of
perception of organizational politics (1 S.D above mean, mean

and 1 SD below mean) had notable impact on the effects
of workplace spirituality and empathic concern on employee
wellbeing. In both cases (workplace spirituality and empathic
concern) low level of organizational politics fosters the strength
of the effects, but in occasion of average and high level of
organizational politics the strength of effects become weak and
weaker simultaneously.

DISCUSSION

Employee wellbeing is a well-researched topic although major
section of the literature has focused on factors (e.g., excessive
work demands, work stress, inhumane working conditions)
those have detrimental influence on employee well-being (Major
et al,, 2002). Therefore, the positive aspects of work or work
environment and how these factors can help in fostering
employee wellbeing need sincere attention from the scholars.
Previous studies have suggested that job not only provides
financial stability but it also fulfills different psychological and
social needs of human life (Paul and Batinic, 2010). Hence, it
is imperative to understand that work is not always a source of
negative experiences, but there are several positive consequences
of work climate. It provides employees a meaning in life,
opportunity to develop, enhance life satisfaction and many other
belongings which are indispensable for the holistic wellbeing. So,
there are numerous benefits of positive experiences at workplace
and any organization cannot survive for long if it fails to develop
positive facets at workplace.

Present study was designed to explore how workplace
spirituality and empathic concern impresses betterment of the
employees; and whether empathic concern mediate between
workplace spirituality and employee wellbeing. Results have
supported the hypotheses that workplace spirituality and
empathic concern have positive association with employee
wellbeing and both these factors contribute largely in
determining the status of employee wellbeing (Tables 1, 2).
Lyubomirsky et al. (2005) also noted that positive climate of
workplace is positively associated with citizenship behavior,
altruism, productivity and better performance.

Excessive technological advancement and over-emphasis on
profit-making transforms employees as a mean to make money.
This approach might help the organizations to attain immediate
financial growth but consequently damages the human spirit
and psyche of employees. It is not a matter of argument
that employees work not only with their head and hand but
they need to put their spirit and emotions into work to
achieve the organizational objectives (Petchsawang and Duchon,
2009; Chirico et al., 2020). If the employees associate purpose
and meaning to their work then they feel spirited into the
work. So, workplace spirituality is instrumental in achieving
organizational effectiveness and performance (Krahnke et al.,
2003; Chirico et al., 2020). Results of this study also showed that
workplace spirituality and empathic concern help in fostering
employee wellbeing. Present study also established the mediating
role of empathic concern between workplace spirituality and
employee wellbeing (Figure 1 and Table 2). Diener (1984)
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Organizational Politics as Moderator
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FIGURE 2 | Graphical illustration of the moderation effect of organizational politics on the relationship between workplace spirituality and employee wellbeing; and

empathic concern and employee wellbeing.
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advocated that the state of wellbeing not only means the
absence of negative experiences but regular occurrence of positive
experiences in life. Accordingly, employee wellbeing could
not be achieved only by eliminating the negative experiences
from the workplace but a sincere look for positive emotional
experiences at workplace is also required. Among various
positive experiences in human life, spiritual experiences and
empathic concern share a unique and special space (Dietz
and Kleinlogel, 2014; Chirico and Magnavita, 2019). Empathic
concern fosters bonding among individuals and consequently
improves the interpersonal relationships, pro-social behaviors
and wellbeing of employees (Mencl and May, 2008; Somogyi
et al., 2013; Burch et al,, 2016). In the organizational context,
empathic concern motivates employees to think and engage
in welfare of others and improves wellbeing, life satisfaction
and performance of the employees (Diener et al, 1999
Scott et al., 2010).

Results of the present research revealed that organizational
politics was negatively associated with workplace spirituality
and employee wellbeing (Table 1). Kacmar and Baron (1999)
also advocated that organizational politics inherently means
using immoral or inappropriate tactics to achieve self-centered
objectives while ignoring the problems, considerations, values
and wellbeing of other employees. By drawing the meaning
and motive of organizational politics, the obtained results
hardly need any explanation. Previous researches provide ample
evidence of often association of organizational politics with
negative experiences (such as stress, anxiety and dissatisfaction),
deceleration in performance, low job involvement and reduced
organizational citizenship behavior (Fandt and Ferris, 1990;
Ferris et al., 1996; Chang et al., 2009; Labrague et al., 2017).
Substantial numbers of researches have established the adverse
effects of organizational politics. However, a dearth of studies
focusing on the moderating effects of organizational politics
between facilitators of a healthy workplace and employee
wellbeing was observed. Present research work attempted to
mend existing gap and established how organizational politics
moderates the relationship between workplace spirituality,

empathic concern and employee wellbeing (Table 2 and
Figures 1, 2).

CONCLUSION

Present study examined and revealed that workplace spirituality
and empathic concern plays a significant role in fostering
wellbeing among police personnel. Further, analysis showed that
organizational politics negatively affected workplace spirituality
and employee wellbeing. Present study also established the role
of empathic concern as mediator between employee wellbeing
and workplace spirituality. Further, organizational politics was
observed to instigate moderating effect between (1) employee
wellbeing and empathic concern; and (2) employee wellbeing
and workplace spirituality. Present work emphasized need for
fundamental shift in approach where organizations should
sincerely engage to enhance positivity at workplace rather than
merely subsiding negativity. In addition, some studies have
indicated that workplace spirituality is also dependent on the
nature of work (Crescenzo et al., 2021). Therefore, further studies
need to be conducted for examining role of workplace spirituality
as a central factor in establishing employee wellbeing.

Limitations and Future

Recommendations

The sample studied was limited to a single organization
(Police department) only. Therefore, data from other service
organizations (hospital, bank, corporate, etc.) and manufacturing
organizations would have encompassed various aspects of
work environment and may have provided comprehensive
understanding of interactions among research variables. Other
compelling variables such as age, work experience and gender
were not included in the data analysis. Future studies may
include demographic details to identify impact of these variables.
A comparative research plan may be executed in the future to
identify salient characteristics of diverse work settings and their
interactive effect on concerned variables.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org

April 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 881675


https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

Yadav et al.

Workplace Spirituality and Employee Wellbeing

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The raw data supporting the conclusions of this article will be
made available by the authors, without undue reservation.

ETHICS STATEMENT

Ethical review and approval was not required for the study on
human participants in accordance with the local legislation and
institutional requirements. The patients/participants provided
their written informed consent to participate in this study.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

SY and PK were responsible for designing the study and data
collection. AY, SY, TT, and LM reviewed the literature and drafted

REFERENCES

Afsar, B., and Rehman, M. (2015). The relationship between workplace spirituality
and innovative work behavior: the mediating role of perceived person-
organization fit. . Manag. Spirit. Religion 12, 329-353. doi: 10.1080/14766086.
2015.1060515

Bakker, A. B. (2015). Towards a multilevel approach of employee well-being.
Eur. . Work Organ. Psychol. 24, 839-843. doi: 10.1080/1359432X.2015.107
1423

Beheshtifar, M., and Zare, E. (2013). Effect of spirituality in workplace on job
performance. Interdiscip. J. Contemp. Res. Bus. 5, 248-254.

Block, P. (1988). The Empowered Manager: Positive Political Skills at Work.
San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.

Boehm, J. K., and Lyubomirsky, S. (2008). Does happiness promote career success?
J. Career Assess. 16, 101-116. doi: 10.1177/1069072707308140

Brown, K. W., and Ryan, R. M. (2003). The benefits of being present: mindfulness
and its role in psychological well-being. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 84, 822-848.
doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.84.4.822

Burch, G. F., Bennett, A. A., Humphrey, R. H., Batchelor, J. H., and Cairo, A. H.
(2016). Unravelling the complexities of empathy research: a multi-level model
of empathy in organizations. Emot. Organ. Govern. 12, 169-189. doi: 10.1108/
$1746-979120160000012006

Chang, C., 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. Acad. Manag. J. 52, 779-801. doi: 10.
5465/AM]J.2009.43670894

Chirico, F., and Magnavita, N. (2019). The spiritual dimension of health for more
spirituality at workplace. Indian J. Occup. Environ. Med. 23:99. doi: 10.4103/
ijoem.JJOEM_209_18

Chirico, F., Sharma, M., Zaffina, S., and Magnavita, N. (2020). Spirituality and
prayer on teacher stress and burnout in an italian cohort: a pilot, before-after
controlled study. Front. Psychol. 10:2933. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2019.02933

Cliffordson, C. (2002). The hierarchical structure of empathy: dimensional
organization and relations to social functioning. Scand. J. Psychol. 43, 49-59.
doi: 10.1111/1467-9450.00268

Crescenzo, P., Marciano, R., Maiorino, A., Denicolo, D., D’Ambrosi, D., Ferrara, L,
etal. (2021). First COVID-19 wave in Italy: coping strategies for the prevention
and prediction of burnout syndrome (BOS) in voluntary psychologists
employed in telesupport. Psychol. Hub. 38, 31-38.

Davis, C. M. (1990). What is empathy, and can empathy be caught? Phys. Ther. 70,
707-711. doi: 10.7326/0003-4819-116-10-84

Davis, M. H. (1980). A multidimensional approach to individual differences in
empathy. JSAS Catalog Sel. Doc. Psychol. 10:85. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2021.588934

Davis, M. H. (1983). Measuring individual differences in empathy: evidence for
a multidimensional approach. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 44, 113-126. doi: 10.1037/
0022-3514.44.1.113

the manuscript. TT, AS, and SY completed the data analysis.
ND, AY, and PK helped in drafting the final manuscript. All
authors significantly contributed to the present research and
approved the submission.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to thank the support received from IoE, (BHU)
vide Development Scheme No. 6031.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found
online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.
2022.881675/full#supplementary- material

Decety, J., and Jackson, P. L. (2004). The functional architecture of
human empathy. Behav. Cogn. Neurosci. Rev. 3, 71-100. doi: 10.1177/
1534582304267187

Dewe, P., and Cooper, C. (2012). Well-Being and Work: Towards a Balanced
Agenda. Basingstoke: Palgrave MacMillan.

Diener, E. (1984). Subjective well-being. Psychol. Bull. 95, 542-575.

Diener, E., Emmons, R. A., Larsen, R. J., and Griffin, S. (1985). The satisfaction with
life scale. J. Pers. Assess. 49, 71-75. doi: 10.1207/s15327752jpa4901_13

Diener, E., Suh, E. M., Lucas, R. E., and Smith, H. L. (1999). Subjective well-being:
three decades of progress. Psychol. Bull. 125, 276-302. doi: 10.1037/0033-2909.
125.2.276

Dietz, J., and Kleinlogel, E. P. (2014). Wage cuts and managers’ empathy: how
a positive emotion can contribute to positive organizational ethics in difficult
times. J. Bus. Ethics 119, 461-472. doi: 10.1007/s10551-013-1836-6

Duchon, D., and Plowman, D. A. (2005). Nurturing the spirit at work: impact on
work unit performance. Leadersh. Q. 16, 807-833. doi: 10.1016/j.leaqua.2005.
07.008

Eisenberg, N. (2000). “Empathy and sympathy;” in Handbook of Emotions, eds M.
Lewis and J. M. Haviland-Jones (New York, NY: Guilford Press), 677-691.

Fandt, P. M., and Ferris, G. R. (1990). The management of information and
impressions: when employees behave opportunistically. Organ. Behav. Hum.
Decis. Process. 45, 140-158. doi: 10.1016/0749-5978(90)90008- W

Ferris, G. R, Frink, D. D., Galang, M. C., Zhou, J., Kacmar, K. M., and
Howard, J. L. (1996). Perceptions of organizational politics: predictors, stress-
related implications, and outcomes. Hum. Relat. 49, 233-266. doi: 10.1177/
001872679604900206

Ferris, G. R., and Kacmar, K. M. (1992). Perceptions of organizational politics.
J. Manag. 18, 93-116.

Ferris, G. R, Russ, G. S., and Fandt, P. M. (1989). “Politics in organizations,”
in Impression Management in the Organization, eds R. A. Giacalone and P.
Rosenfeld (Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Inc), 143170.

Fisher, C. D. (2014). “Conceptualizing and measuring wellbeing at work,” in
Wellbeing: A Complete Reference Guide, Work and Wellbeing, ed. P. Y. Chen
(London: Wiley), 9-33.

Harrington, W., Preziosi, R., and Gooden, D. (2004). Worldview resiliency of
business degree graduate students — an examination of spiritual experiences and
psychological attitudes. Assoc. Employ. Pract. Princ. 119-124.

Haxby, J. V., Hoffman, E. A., and Gobbini, M. I. (2000). The distributed human
neural system for face perception. Trends Cogn. Sci. 4, 223-233. doi: 10.1016/
S1364-6613(00)01482-0

Heaton, D. P., Schmidt-Wilk, J., and Travis, F. (2004). Constructs, methods, and
measures for researching spirituality in organizations. J. Organ. Change Manag.
17, 62-82. doi: 10.1108/09534810410511305

Hochwarter, W. (2012). “The positive side of organizational politics,” in Politics in
Organizations: Theory and Research Considerations, eds G. R. Ferris and D. C.
Treadway (New York, NY: Routledge), 2765.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org

April 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 881675


https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.881675/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.881675/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1080/14766086.2015.1060515
https://doi.org/10.1080/14766086.2015.1060515
https://doi.org/10.1080/1359432X.2015.1071423
https://doi.org/10.1080/1359432X.2015.1071423
https://doi.org/10.1177/1069072707308140
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.84.4.822
https://doi.org/10.1108/S1746-979120160000012006
https://doi.org/10.1108/S1746-979120160000012006
https://doi.org/10.5465/AMJ.2009.43670894
https://doi.org/10.5465/AMJ.2009.43670894
https://doi.org/10.4103/ijoem.IJOEM_209_18
https://doi.org/10.4103/ijoem.IJOEM_209_18
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.02933
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9450.00268
https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-116-10-84
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.588934
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.44.1.113
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.44.1.113
https://doi.org/10.1177/1534582304267187
https://doi.org/10.1177/1534582304267187
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa4901_13
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.125.2.276
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.125.2.276
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-013-1836-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.leaqua.2005.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.leaqua.2005.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/0749-5978(90)90008-W
https://doi.org/10.1177/001872679604900206
https://doi.org/10.1177/001872679604900206
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1364-6613(00)01482-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1364-6613(00)01482-0
https://doi.org/10.1108/09534810410511305
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

Yadav et al.

Workplace Spirituality and Employee Wellbeing

Hoffman, M. L. (1977). Sex differences in empathy and related behaviors. Psychol.
Bull. 84, 712-722. doi: 10.1037/0033-2909.84.4.712

Hoffman, M. L. (2000). Empathy and Moral Development: Implications for
Caring and Justice. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, doi: 10.1017/
CB0O9780511805851

Jurkiewicz, C. L., and Giacalone, R. A. (2004). A values framework for measuring
the impact of workplace spirituality on organizational performance. J. Bus.
Ethics 49, 129-142. doi: 10.1023/b:busi.0000015843.22195.b9

Kacmar, K. M., and Baron, R. A. (1999). “Organizational politics: the state of the
field, links to related processes, and an agenda for future research,” in Research
in Personnel and Human Resources Management, Vol. 17, ed. G. R. Ferris
(Greenwich, CT: JAI Press), 1-39. doi: 10.1093/0s0/9780199498864.003.0001

Keyes, C. L. M. (2005). Mental illness and/or mental health? Investigating axioms
of the complete state model of health. J. Consult. Clin. Psychol. 73, 539-548.
doi: 10.1037/0022-006X.73.3.539

Kinjerski, V. M., and Skrypnek, B. J. (2006). “Measuring the intangible:
development of the spirit at work scale,” in Proceedings of the 65th Annual
Meeting of the Academy of Management, Atlanta, GA, 16.

Krahnke, K., Giacalone, R. A., and Jurkiewicz, C. L. (2003). Point-counterpoint:
measuring workplace spirituality. J. Organ. Change 16, 396-405. doi: 10.1108/
09534810310484154

La Torre, G., Raffone, A., Peruzzo, M., Calabrese, L., Cocchiara, R. A., D’Egidio, V.,
et al. (2020). Yoga and mindfulness as a tool for influencing affectivity, anxiety,
mental health, and stress among healthcare workers: results of a single-arm
clinical trial. J. Clin. Med. 9, 1-13. doi: 10.3390/jcm9041037

Labrague, L. J., McEnroe-Petitte, D. M., Gloe, D., Tsaras, K., Arteche, D. L.,
and Maldia, F. (2017). Organizational politics, nurses’ stress, burnout levels,
turnover intention and job satisfaction. Int. Nurs. Rev. 64, 109-116. doi: 10.
1111/inr.12347

Lazarus, R. S. (1991). Emotion and Adaptation. New York, NY: Oxford University
Press.

Lazarus, R. S. (1999). Stress and Emotion: A New Synthesis. New York, NY:
Springer-Verlag.

Lyubomirsky, S., King, L. A., and Diener, E. (2005). The benefits of frequent
positive affect. Psychol. Bull. 131, 803-855. doi: 10.1037/0033-2909.131.6.803
Major, V. S., Klein, K. J., and Ehrhart, M. G. (2002). Work time, work interference
with family, and employee distress. J. Appl. Psychol. 87, 427-436. doi: 10.1037/

0021-9010.87.3.427

Massé, R., Poulin, C., Dassa, C., Lambert, J., Bélair, S., and Battaglini, A. (1998).
The structure of mental health: higher-order confirmatory factor analyses of
psychological distress and well-being measures. Soc. Indic. Res. 45, 475-504.
doi: 10.1023/A:1006992032387

McNeely, B. L., and Meglino, B. M. (1994). The role of dispositional and
situational antecedents in prosocial organizational behavior: an examination of
the intended beneficiaries of prosocial behavior. J. Appl. Psychol. 79, 836-844.
doi: 10.1037/0021-9010.79.6.836

Mendl, J., and May, D. (2008). The effects of proximity and empathy on ethical
decision-making: an exploratory investigation. J. Bus. Ethics 85, 201-226. doi:
10.1007/s10551-008-9765-5

Milliman, J., Czaplewski, A. J., and Ferguson, J. (2003). Workplace spirituality and
employee work attitudes. J. Organ. Change Manag. 16, 426-447. doi: 10.1108/
09534810310484172

Mintzberg, H. (1985). The organization as political arena. J. Manag. Stud. 22,
133-154. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-6486.1985.tb00069.x

Mitroff, I, and Denton, E. (1999). A Spiritual Audit of Corporate America: A
Hard Look at Spirituality, Religion, and Values in the Workplace, 1st Edn.
San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass Publishers.

Molm, L. D. (1997). Coercive Power in Social Exchange. Cambridge: Cambridge
Univ. Press.

Muller, A. R., Pfarrer, M. D., and Little, L. M. (2014). A theory of collective
empathy in corporate philanthropy decisions. Acad. Manag. Rev. 39, 1-21.
doi: 10.5465/amr.2012.0031

Myers, E. (1990). Wellness Through the Lifespan. Danbury, CT: Guidepost.

Newberg, A. B. (2014). The neuroscientific study of spiritual practices. Front.
Psychol. 5:215. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2014.00215

Overell, S. (2008). Inwardness: The Rise of Meaningful Work, Provocation Series,
Vol. 4. London: The Work Foundation.

Paul, K. 1., and Batinic, B. (2010). The need for work: Jahoda’s latent functions of
employment in a representative sample of the German population. J. Organ.
Behav. 31, 45-64. doi: 10.1002/job.622

Periodic Labour Force Survey. (2021). Periodic Labour Force Survey (PLFS) July
2019-June 2020. Available online at: https://www.mospi.gov.in/documents/
213904/301563//Annual_Report_PLFS_2019_20m1627036454797.pdf/
18afb74a-3980-ab83-0431-1e84321f75af (accessed January 27, 2022).

Petchsawang, P. (2008). WorkplaceSspirituality and Buddhism Meditation. Ph.D.
dissertation. Knoxville, TN: University of Tennessee .

Petchsawang, P., and Duchon, D. (2009). Measuring workplace spirituality
in an Asian context. Hum. Resourc. Dev. Int. 12, 459-468. doi: 10.1080/
13678860903135912

Phan, H. P, Ngu, B. H,, Chen, S. C,, Wu, L, Shi, S. Y., Lin, R. Y,, et al. (2020).
Advancing the study of positive psychology: the use of a multifaceted structure
of mindfulness for development. Front. Psychol. 11:1602. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.
2020.01602

Reynolds, W. J., and Scott, B. (2000). Do nurses and other professional helpers
normally display much empathy? J. Adv. Nurs. 31, 226-234. doi: 10.1046/.1365-
2648.2000.01242.x

Ryan, R. M., and Deci, E. L. (2001). On happiness and human potentials: a review
of research on hedonic and eudaimonic well-being. Annu. Rev. Psychol. 52,
141-166. doi: 10.1146/annurev.psych.52.1.141

Ryff, C. D. (1989). Happiness is everything, or is it? Explorations on the meaning
of psychological well-being. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 57, 1069-1081. doi: 10.1037/
0022-3514.57.6.1069

Ryff, C. D. (1995). Psychological well-being in adult life. Curr. Dir. Psychol. Sci. 4,
99-104. doi: 10.1111/1467-8721.ep10772395

Scott, B. A., Colquitt, J. A., Paddock, E. L., and Judge, T. A. (2010). A daily
investigation of the role of manager empathy on employee well-being. Organ.
Behav. Hum. Decis. Process. 113, 127-140. doi: 10.1016/j.0bhdp.2010.08.001

Smith, A. (1759). Theory of Moral Sentiments. London: A. Miller.

Somogyi, R. L., Buchko, A. A., and Buchko, K. J. (2013). Managing with empathy:
can you feel what i feel? J. Organi. Psychol. 13, 32-42. doi: 10.000/proquest/
1470425153

Thiel, C. E., Hill, J., Griffith, J. A., and Connelly, S. (2014). Political tactics as
affective events: Implications for individual perception and attitude. Eur. J.
Work Organ. Psychol. 23, 419-434. doi: 10.1080/1359432x.2012.725534

Walach, H., Buchheld, N., Buttermuller, V., Kleinknecht, N., and Schmidt, S.
(2006). Measuring mindfulness—the Freiberg mindfulness inventory (FMI).
Pers. Individ. Diff. 40, 1543-1555. doi: 10.1016/j.paid.2005.11.025

Watson, D., and Tellegen, A. (1985). Toward a consensual structure of mood.
Psychol. Bull. 98, 219-235. doi: 10.1037//0033-2909.98.2.219

Weiss, H. M., and Cropanzano, R. (1996). “Affective events theory: a theoretical
discussion of the structure, causes and consequences of affective experiences at
work,” in Research in Organizational Behavior: An Annual Series of Analytical
Essays and Critical Reviews, Vol. 18, eds B. M. Staw and L. L. Cummings
(London: Elsevier Science), 1-74.

Yadav, S. (2019). Individual and Organizational Factors in Moral Decision Making
in Organizations. Doctoral dissertation. Uttar Pradesh: University of Allahabad.

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of
the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in
this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2022 Yadav, Tiwari, Yadav, Dubey, Mishra, Singh and Kapoor. This is an
open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted,
provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the
original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic
practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply
with these terms.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org

April 2022 | Volume 13 | Article 881675


https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.84.4.712
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511805851
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511805851
https://doi.org/10.1023/b:busi.0000015843.22195.b9
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780199498864.003.0001
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.73.3.539
https://doi.org/10.1108/09534810310484154
https://doi.org/10.1108/09534810310484154
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm9041037
https://doi.org/10.1111/inr.12347
https://doi.org/10.1111/inr.12347
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.131.6.803
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.87.3.427
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.87.3.427
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006992032387
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.79.6.836
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-008-9765-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-008-9765-5
https://doi.org/10.1108/09534810310484172
https://doi.org/10.1108/09534810310484172
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-6486.1985.tb00069.x
https://doi.org/10.5465/amr.2012.0031
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.00215
https://doi.org/10.1002/job.622
https://www.mospi.gov.in/documents/213904/301563//Annual_Report_PLFS_2019_20m1627036454797.pdf/18afb74a-3980-ab83-0431-1e84321f75af
https://www.mospi.gov.in/documents/213904/301563//Annual_Report_PLFS_2019_20m1627036454797.pdf/18afb74a-3980-ab83-0431-1e84321f75af
https://www.mospi.gov.in/documents/213904/301563//Annual_Report_PLFS_2019_20m1627036454797.pdf/18afb74a-3980-ab83-0431-1e84321f75af
https://doi.org/10.1080/13678860903135912
https://doi.org/10.1080/13678860903135912
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.01602
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.01602
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2648.2000.01242.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2648.2000.01242.x
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.52.1.141
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.57.6.1069
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.57.6.1069
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8721.ep10772395
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.obhdp.2010.08.001
https://doi.org/10.000/proquest/1470425153
https://doi.org/10.000/proquest/1470425153
https://doi.org/10.1080/1359432x.2012.725534
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2005.11.025
https://doi.org/10.1037//0033-2909.98.2.219
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

	Role of Workplace Spirituality, Empathic Concern and Organizational Politics in Employee Wellbeing: A Study on Police Personnel
	Introduction
	Employee Wellbeing
	Spirituality at Workplace
	Organizational Politics
	Empathic Concern

	Methods
	Sampling and Participants
	Procedure
	Measures
	Empathic Concern
	Workplace Spirituality
	Organizational Politics
	Employee Wellbeing


	Results
	Descriptive Statistics, Reliability and Correlational Analysis
	Moderated Mediation Analysis

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Limitations and Future Recommendations

	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Acknowledgments
	Supplementary Material
	References


