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CUSTOMER'S DISSATISFACTION WITH THE SERVICES OF SERVICE
ORGANISATION: CASE STUDY OF THE NEGATIVE WORD OF MOUTH IN
THE AIR TRANSPORT MARKET OF AIR ALGERIA

INSATISFACTION DU CLIENT VIS-a-VIS DES SERVICES DES
ENTREPRISES DE SERVICE : ETUDE DE CAS DU BOUCHE A OREILLE
NEGATIF SUR LE MARCHE DU TRANSPORT ALGERIEN D’AIR ALGERIE
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Résumé :

La présente recherche étudie 1'impact de l'insatisfaction du client envers les services d'Air Algérie
sur la satisfaction envers le traitement du probléme. Les données ont été collectées auprés de 110 passagers
d’Air Algérie. Les résultats indiquent que l'insatisfaction suscite le bouche a oreille négatif. En revanche, la
responsabilité percue réduit cet impact conduisant a la satisfaction envers le traitement du probleme. Les
implications de ces résultats, les limites, et les voies futures ont ét¢ présentés.

Mots-clés : insatisfaction ; bouche a oreille négatif (BON") ; Responsabilité percue, Air Algérie ; Modération
médiatisée.
Abstract:

This study examines the impact of customer dissatisfaction with the services of "Air Algerie"
company, on the satisfaction with the problem's treatment. The data was collected through a survey of 110
passengers of Air Algerie. The results indicate that dissatisfaction invites negative word of mouth. Whereas
the perceived responsibility reduces this impact, leading to the satisfaction with the problem’s treatment. The
implications of these findings, the limitations, and the future pathways have been presented.

Keywords: dissatisfaction, negative word of mouth, perceived responsibility, Air Algeria, moderated
mediation.

J..d\)&\ Ay

-127

=
| —




5140-2392 5.5, il Olaw il Dbtz 8 Oyl Loy ads
tdaria

SV p g 5 4 ) el e Lol pae e Ol Loy iy @) olesVL )l
of «* -(Zeitoun. H et Chéron. E, 1990, p71, Souca, M.L, 2014, p 76) g;"*g“ Jsl Aol wlul,ldl
WL Uann U3 gy 0gll Salaza dop U eyt Jo alulSal 5 adlee bl e 24341
U8 o S Llazal pggdll e dgs (Olmnd) Slsin o SI(Cri€. D, 2001, p 45) 2wl Slel Y
.(Wikstrom. S.R, 1981, p 49) 4wl gl g angady ehais) ) L)

Lo Loy ol o B Sleas s o)) e gy @) JSLall o 2 aula OB calsy
Ao bl Al LU ol Y JB e e Lo VI w3y ad) ol gd) Dbl Sl Liding A
Cabinet de Consulting ) gl (lacw¥l SU Wl g Ol ©ls Tonl dasl) anll ks
pdis Y Aygw Olpb 358 20 conl e Bl ad) bgladl ciis (2013 e (Skytrax Londonien
3 3555 TaulS 2l ad) bshadl ol cCnadl 1A Uiby L 35LaY o,y dols Ly sl s et
3 US Lgadis el e Al o a3 S el w3 100 e 50 20 e chad e [l
(2013 g IOy 35Uall i) g §gmmill Blas ciedill Ol Ao g cdrdll Ay cplshl AN dand
Syl AUSCie

Bias A3las) SNpE dgdy Jams Lias BT 5 dnols 505 apd) Ll aug ¥ olel Crgrnad) O
VU Ol O 136 L0l degdl S s Sl e Al b g Gand) sl 2 JUsY) sbus
S35 sf ey alals Lsdas ST g Wlate ade 25 BUE ST A8 (addl s pre (S3k o2 ()
Sdil 13 ol almral e Ol ada 5 ub laely 20 OLWY ol e Ol oy cand
L Leadlaey Lgdlie) o 5 et A gall Lezdogonn

il sl Al abwss IVt el e dzg b o Osyl) wie SU W il Y
i LSS e el pd Sdemll e % 90 UL 30 plaal ) ol Lol pae OF luldll usl o)l
gl eascadl Blall Slmiie o el )l 8 Slgadl 0 % 34 OF (2] iS5 5 Lyl D)
Wil S 6h e B Lol pie o Osilay pddl oxSgnll sae 00K Of 4S8 gl e 0
o U B8l sds 5 Y1 o ol 3 W s B8N r 8 By e T sl AL
" 51 46 5 .(Marsha L. Richins, 1983a, p 68) Lgiae® (w5 18,00a) s C3lss 0 Lgis oy Lo g Gl
oF ol S el S ebs e sl s oSl e % 85 O 4l A, "Richins, 1983b
OF s ALl sl 2SI 30 B slag o A s e V1 s Gad o) L mgmilly pgnely St
(Marsha L. Richins, 1987, p 25) .7 3Ll and oyl 3 ol ol 58 llgan JS

sod Lgdlan oo 2T Ol e Lilg) Wiy waad) 300 3 Lehisy dangll OlpeY 0,5 5 S
L T U 055 86 SlulSl pr AU Ly Bl e 21 =T U] 2l 58 O o0 i i

-128

=
| —



5140-2392 5.5, il Olaw il Dbtz 8 Oyl Loy ads
Bgne ST dny s L) Gl O 5 ol b Ll e alasld) aad Com il JWL sl s
e ;Lgéj‘\!\ e Bt s WS P
P (st Jledl (3 Ayl ada IV e Lgadlan 5LM AJKEY) oy o5 Lt
Wil LS 1 ras Air Algérie Olpll) 354 25l bobd) Sl s 0l Lo, pls 0 JA>
Pl las o5 oS 9 SaLL)
e ) AU el Vs ks AISCaY ads (3 ST ens >
e dd] A gl e Ol Loy e g 2 Lo ]
fapid) dewgl) Lo L)) dsad) 2l Sy s 2
Tl oot Blggas Ol ez 0 ) .3
S5l L) pds adles - Ss oS 4
Calo)) (3 09l Loy pde adlas ool (iS5
eyt Wl g L) il e JU S5 coNlas o i £ L 5 bl Jiledl e 3l
G Leblan Olpall 23001 Bgdt boladl oYl e 13y Spll Lol &) ALt dsidd 2y Lo )l pats
aady B)lis asdge LA e 1S we (Lol pde g Lol asgis 2l LA JUEN e JoW b ol
Lo aaed ) LG I G s (e 3 Lo pde Lyl dis Gl 4 W) A LT L)
B3] EemglinY ppmid el o) Ll L il 2SI Iad o)l pae Cllse ol s o
Lol Al (Bl Fsedl bl ekl B e @ LB Geid Ysoy Lo pie DISHL ddlay
bl eiy Lradle () U] Vawos Lalaotl ezl
syt Bl
1Y 3 Al s Claal asds
(Air Algérie O\pll 35141 a5kl bebad) Sledst e ands o Ol Loy (Sstns Ldd —
Air Okl 5540 adl bobdl Sl e Ol Loy pde ey 2l LYY e 2SO -
(Algérie
Gt Lsbad) o dols L) alall S 5 dale Ogll Loy pied Bkl LSOV we B3l -
¢Air Algérie Ol plal) 4504
Wlo) pldail e Dol bl gl DLl 6 g dncl o Lises Opadl -
(el Labslianal g ) algid) 281 5,5k Alir Algérie Opdall 2500 &) Lokl o9 s —
AL el 2L Lo pae Loy S o L -
sl Loy et Yooy Aol Ll 152l 2dSl g el Lo )l i lSgha adlen 5 300 248 -
Syt AR

-129

=
| —



5140-2392 5.5, il Olaw il Dbtz 8 Oyl Loy ads
adlse i g bl e B3l OF 5 Aol 25LasV Sl sll L 281 Lol pis ¢ ipn
Szl e wliglen )lie Lagie sldg¥l Lol Ll OB §ghst Gegll B Sde Slaglas OISy
2 gl Ll et JBL Aol Al ol adle B (o)) pseis 2iladl Sl g Al
Lds & a5 g Ay 3 aad) i Ol e dmd)) sl Caad L U Lol gl
O (Ul Bl a5l dead 535t 2wl Olsudl o SN 5V e sl g Redd) adie 3 Oyl
e cade ol eadl o Jo LU Olaa 0 el 21 3 Opll ESlae (IgxaVly ZBY1 els
o nl) Bl Jgall o ek i g U B e Ll Bign 5 (g2 ol eSS

e Ladlas 5 ) NI BRE- WHN U :@T@z UL g et @ JsLal)
ezl 3 Ol Loy aleaaW) dpsladl duge IS7 Ao 200 () Boud) sl ols &5 e JLEY) -
e Jas ola)
(Olpbal) 23150 &gt B Bl Aol 4zl g 4l cadli cp posll 28T -
Lol sty g das JSBYI s OF 5 2obs A i Gom e g ol Ms adlas (3 2mbe 22, -
¢Air Algérie O\ylald & 5154 444
sl e A (oo LR Baiss Bgu ALl LIS b (3 Rl wgShe i) 5 U sass —
JS s g Bl e sl Loy pde ke 5 Lol Olplall 210 20l Lsbdl s alyle -
(SN L) o)y el plad) e Lgls @ abl ololdl oo buas @l el
A JESY) sz F @ Bged) slal ol 339 faall SlaazaV)
Lol adeg Lol Loggde oylas of ikl .1
L)l e CraSdl iU e el ol di (Lo JL B)lie Lo ade LE g anls e sl o
( Souca, M.L, 2014, p 76, Kueh.K, .okt esginS Login fadll of asiay Lo Loy, (sl andl (3l
continuum e} (301 sldzel Bb e Oley Grdjlaze cppysaad L)) adey Lo jumy &34 3 2006, p 80)
Sl BRI e Lo pie ad e 3 (M o2D) e gl 2kl s Lo )l <& . unidimensionnel
Théorie de deux (nksla) akan aols aboy e e 20 dorg il ods Lol ) (14 ) )
s Lo anlys 3 S5 syl (“J o Herzberg, 1959 .z «(bi-factorielle) Julsall 251 of facteurs
Sl e Ll Lo AL eop B sl el aB L Oz Lkl e pypad) pds Jols AB L Leall
Logie Jot cppsadl cpds a0zl 9 OBl (s e by (Kueh.K, 2006, p 80) Lo sde e Wsn
e Olay iy Lol pde WSl Lo Cle b Lo pam o Lol S 088 Ol 8
(LLos. S, 1997, p 84) Lz}
Ao omgad) s i) st dl fas 1l @) oLy (Herzberg,1959) auls of e
(Vanhamme.J, 2002) 4% ¢ Sz [el 2l G ondi jaside cllael J] Gud gl Lo )Wl Co

-130

=
| —



5140-2392 5.5, il Olaw il Dbtz 8 Oyl Loy ads
Sy Lol gad @ sliall plal ol (S 0 5 Sl Legin IS e ot il G SUISS
(Vanhamme. J, 2002, p60, Giese, J.L. et Cote. J.A, 2002) .4sdse 1) 3§
Lo )l ade Ly 2

adl) wladlss 0S5 G Sl Jo ol Raddl) Bt e asde e Uall Loy Spies Sdoy
&5 (Nguyen. N, 1991, p 85, Zeitoun. H et Chéron. E, 1990, p72) .aeAall dedsl) 8,0l e15Y) g (and gl
(bl B N Sleledl dag M s d ok ol sl Slo e ol pe 2l )Y e 5,4 olalkes
aci) degdl e edd) elsl 3 8,0 ¢ ULl (Zeitoun. H et Chéron. E, 1990, p72) .ailud o)l
oda by ] 0ol o Bensll S50 5 (O Bl 5922 B 2R 0y U Rdbg) Aesd) 5 (Rl o52)
(Zeitoun. H et Chéron.E,1990, .aols dedsll dibyll 5 2uadl i gl 5 dale dusl) no a4 339 350211
( Nha Nguyen, 1991, pp 84- 85, p72-73, Parasuraman. A, Zeithaml. V. L.L. Berry, P p43

) sda Bt Bker e lgndl slanl iy Bl o hee o e Lol e OF L 3w
Aol ods Ul an o gy Jo iU L) ol 1S el sl ga LBy L (S
(e g oLl 28 LS g T met I VL V) Gand) Leasy  JULL ol 2d 1 W e
o BB g Leddh) ol el el e S35 LegdST o gV ol sl Bdl L 5 aasad) (3
Qemls) 3t Slgnd St Baad) 5 g O Rol ] Bl (Vanhamme. J, 2002, p60) alelal
Lol pde G (U b aaad) D) 18 o5 pll 05 eSSl o Lot iy oy UL
(Nadjer "(3) €L, pas sl sslial 5 (2) ¥ 5l o Sty omy cygins e ol 340 (1) dets "
.C. Bousnina. Z, Najjar H, Zaiem I, 2014, pp 103-104

el A Lo ade JoY1 i) Cray Ll ol SO0 e 05K odd (Ll s e
o6 alalla ggmd 3 4 maadt T 0L Sl U Sy 8 sl A 8 5alb Lol pae OF SlS e )
sl 81 0ds oo S ol o il (3 els T g A st Wl Gl ) s
3 dedd LI oy odlalall aeblie (iad) flmral ) 4S5k Dbzl S8 3 L) e dmny ) )
(Rl pie ol) a3l L of e fedll 3 OLE) (Attitude) LBl (3 ks 2S5Le 1 o (L Lgadis
Aaad A2t Lol pf 066 et 3 Lede 00 g Al AW ) el iy
Lo Jl adad dy dadt oyldly .3

36 s o Bl Bled) 2 Lol e OF 7 CCB - Sllgral) (6501 Sk 23U (lans g5
om Byaal) Sl aedseing @l Lall dab o leiadU SN s Ut (jead) s e Lo

* CONSUMER COMPLAINING BEHAVIOUR

-131

=
| —



5140-2392 5.5, il Olaw il Dbtz 8 Oyl Loy ads
ool et S Gl e it BT VI Lol paad B2 i Sllis Bae bs i) 3 ol
(Boote.J, 1998, ppl141-142) .elgrall sl el
Paradigme de non-confirmation des attentes <lelad! oS G pde dy s 1.3

om0 & sedll Al e <Ly Ogll Al Parasuraman,. Zeithaml et Berry , 1985 ;s
Gt Badtsl) Sl o5V g Sl (ks B Sy Ledis Lol pde @8 Ogl) 6 Baad) ool 5 wilalles
Slallad) ST aus” T35 o W oda Ly (Wikstrom. S.R,1981, p 49-50) ik elsl wilallas g5
LSy aeadl Dlga) ilee |3 (Attente) Slallss Sgl) 856 o § 92 JU (Oliver, 1980, pp 460-461)
(Nguyen. N, 1991, p 84) .« & daddl sl @)lag adwy £ o 51 ol LT (Performance) Leilst
(A =P) atdl ool ae Ol lalles (g5l aie (3L sgnnd) e Slallad) ASTE e W 05 8
s Ogll lallas (sas Lodis Lo pde et (P 2 A) wlaklss 2oad) ool Bis of (alus Lo Lo )l ez
(Vanhamme, 2002, p64) .(A > P) dsdd

oyl IS Osll sl pday L 0555 0T 3 33157 18 ST sl el ol oo 03
Sl dg,ke5 2.3

oda o7i (Folkes, 1984; Richins, 1983) (5ol Sohoe jonid slw) ks ogh Lol som
U3 gy el Ol e ey dlangt 05l lallas 25 (3 aead) s OF 5,

S esy adl chyg 2l LS sdany ) jsadl 339 Ogl) die Lol ade elin Juas A3
Gl iy @I gl 3hy Aolakl sds (a3ym L ol 2T Ul ) 8 sy oo Jgmn b (Rl Lt
Byl ol adsls Lo ade Oll 055 0 2 g5l sll Blamy Lol pde Bl Ogyll axly L)) aie
0sSG (Sledadl gLl e e Lot 10l & i Jtls o) S e gl Jasd) Osl) 0K
o) L goll Sud) Adgses ST o1 o Ogpl) iy WAl e Wil adey L2 8 e
O ot b WL i b ad pll e B e il pie SUI 06K (Osl) @ ety 4 1yl
(Folkes, 1984, p398). e sold aJosull slivt ]

Lol (el ) Sa sy Sslh) il @ alse S bl Byt (Bes bl Bk g Il
Folkes, 1984, ) .(<3UH ¢33y (i Jo dansll 3,05) oSl 5 (20 OBl o ansll c0gflly Sl
.(p399; Sabadie, Allaz and Llosa ;2006 ; p 50

Gkx (Boshoff et Leong, 1998 s »5 glly Jaadl wleast 5 god) |l e ) al)l 359
CSOM Lt e Lendogas 5 Al O aiad ST el —iead) son 12 o Gl axly ) —0g)
) o = sl B s By ad AN e eladl e o (nibsll 5,08 5 eI mii e

Jiall a4 s el jaall eaY) cage ol (bl e 45 il 3y jlas 66 yal) e daslal) ﬁum)asswlw
r g sl S il plail) Galise e g UM ddlalall S jaall e 4y kil ¢ oY)
— Boote.J, 1998, pp141-142.

-132

=
| —



5140-2392 5.5, il Olaw il Dbtz 8 Oyl Loy ads
L 52 4 (Sabadie, Allaz ;2005 ; pp 8-9) .iewwshl (b - d il Bl Wl Juws Of o = 05l
Lol ot Jof B o Lo pde s 5 bl iz @1 g 2l g ladl JBY) s azlys gl
Lo pae o 42U OASHha) s (3 Bensll a8 iy Lo L)
A 4y a5 3.3
o Ol Ol il eds sl cab L Ogll Loy pie e a5 gy Al dles jla
3 o S LS pady A (Ol pdl) L 3 lazl) Wl g dbladl (3 LuSS G (e ally IS
S ol Asle Aalas folay 658 Ol jenie B ods (o35 A b Al 2T Ug ol UL U
U s carde sly ALl Sl 2 e Ml (galus Ol Laie iy ) WL i 6 (G0 b
AN k) Ba Al 3 b us gy Latie dllda) alsl
bolee o 2T 0 of WL aST U BT ST 08 Ol (58 Wl planil o Lo ) pde s
olo) pds S SASshe el ] Alaall plasl (635 45 A
REISURSIRL I 52N oda L (Ladhari, 2005, p179, Maxham et Netemeyer, 2002b, p 240)
Lol ade Cdlgs 4
Loy s e cnm &) 8V Bshad) Band IS gaul iy Lo Bl s ) 133U adas 53y
55 Tk A3l Sl el 1B Gt Oall Alnd) ISGh e WU sds B S5 L asde e Ogyl
(Gilly. M.c, et Gelb. B.D, 1981, p323) .asdill wledsdl 6L, pds o Jab
Sy & S Sz ¢ gog0 Aty 1gp3b 1 5153) iU e Hirschman, 1970 e
il s Cidy A8 (Boote.J, 1998, pl42) .Jell 5 Slaladl (luwsll o1 Lol) 1 06, Lois 5401
L iale ool ol ol (1) el Ly csalas) JL (e, ULy N PSRN W RERNE
Alo) ade 54l
By Wl s s lisly 2,4l 858 i) 36 & e EVL £35¢ Hirschman, 1970 753
o Pl Sl Sl e Redd) plbsuial f o8 Aablis Opl) Lae A Exit Je ) -
oo Bgme 05T O e B g oas AU sda L) Lol wlads LB ol ddlie e
) ) gl b
aola) dis 05 06 0l o il Wagudl Olemll WL i die Ol agn 1Voice s —
3 iy ol Lo s
Sleddl e 6l pde g Sl o8 Sl pde Ol Ladie a0 gl S5 e 325 Loyalty sigll -~
R EACIY - NN SNV DUV PRy SRS VIR VR VN

* EVL= Exit, Voice, Loyalty.

-133

=
| —



5140-2392 5.5, dppdd Sl B Doz 8 O Loy pus
Day et aulp oy wopekd Jo el ) dlizes Sl g olalys (.L,J Jis ol M b
A sk [ole Sko ¢ Jadll 3y O [ Jadll 3y pitad) o 10E) Al S U396 s 580 (Landon, 1977
(1o3) dsadl Jlaily (Lo e oo Caad (5l oa
Lo )t ade Sgh Carnas : 1 o3y Jgur!

L5l Jodss )T & J*‘U‘ 5 <eks - J*-‘U‘ 5 <l
Yol — il o Oleddl - Jxil) 5,
S il el P dela
Adad) Gl ole ol

(o 83l Slaglall e sly @=Ll sl
—  Singh J, Consumer Complaint Intentions and Behavior: Definitional and Taxonomical Issues, Journal of Marketing,

1988.
— Singh J, A typology of consumer response styles, Journal of Retailing, 1990, pp. 57-98.

(1 o3y IS0 il o)l pae dobe Caad slal B30 e &S5 ade 8T (gl auhdll oda s
(Singh J, 1988, p 104) .4l olbes Je ol 5,2Vl oda ] Singh. J, 1988 Joss
Lo )t pds oo AUl Sl 11 03y 3l
Lo Jl ads Sk

< O A A >/< M}.\L$ %:::U\\“

Gl
— - w3 e Jd
Mo Wltald ¢goll BON™ &Ll wsadt 2S00 -
L55-<-3~“ -
B tt U dxblis —
OYyCOTt L) dnblas olags b -
J,g_é 3 ij Canl -

Source: Singh J, Consumer Complaint Intentions and Behavior: Definitional and Taxonomical Issues, Journal of
Marketing, 1988, p 101.

Jogdl LU oSS o oloy oo oo Lile eadl 05l 2 (Réponses verbales 4ldll LlxzuN) -
(R 093wl Opll Lk B 5 Slas b e pad 880

s 065G w8 .0 Ol and e 2h x5 Oyl 154y :Tierce personne U <2 b dlwznl —
BT e bz ) sl OF ) s Wil sgmlll ol ezl (il (Sl Bl dma 1Y)
Ol Bl e Ball L2

Bouche a Oreille négatif: ) Ll Jsad) 2dSIL e m :Réponses privées iwols Llsmisl —
(Il mtell M el Bkl n Al lly 8 Y1 0l 283 k3 (BONT

Bl b 5 dwlyld (g adl #3501 .5

-134

=
| —



5140-2392 5.5, dppdd Sl B Doz 8 O Loy pus

Al (o ol mdgad) e By Lo
Byl g ) 2350 1.5

2 ol g aosa Lol s (2) o3y K2 el (s Modele conceptuel (gl Fosed) Caay
B 53 (2) L) dgid) S e Lo pae G (1) s W n gl g Al Olpie oal
LslaeY 05 6 (3) (b Lezdles o blisl pds s Lo Gngall Gaadl 23 adgge il 131 5021 ol
el adles o Lol e oy ads L4 by daad) cond Leadlee o Lelidy

e Clgal ks W) (2) o3y KDl 3 o)l el migedl @i o Y W STIL
k) B B 8y o Leblin] S48l 5 R Bl Tty ) s s ot Sy clgsblan o 5 L)
Al Ols b a8les (I el pisadl pud Uashy 3SR Rl bokedl e (g S1A

Rty (g o) 3501 1 (2 o3y JSHN

T RUECAUERITIAY

/

/

BON™ L dgadl a3 :
I e { o
/
H1 ,’/
\ L

el adee o L)) 0 3l Dl e L)) pe

Al ol e sl iU slas] e 0 el
Aualylld (g o) 350l il pize diBls 2.5
s Dyl 581 513l el BaoW ol il lia) O e 8 (3 (Mgl Loy
Jolsdh JSCal sl 5 W1 sdn 18 2152l) 2SN e Bkoall 0 5l Dloddl T /5 Slomzll Jgm g
3l s e Slaglall sda e jum g el ol et e Bl ()14 e oSl oy a)) 1
Ma Goand & ) o o deddh) and sl il et climY Al 3 Slend) a8 e GU) s
el s plasl Ogumny iUl (e sl O ¢ .« leader d'opinion » " l) 6B "5 J5l axzdl
Blaae¥l I o ol assdl Jo 6T W6 2 e daeall AV o
G el 5 a8 e G plesal AJll) dsid) AdSd) ol
5o ol ) E sl W 898 oy L Ole e SO AIL G Je soall Lol 095 aulg V) dsad) 2 S
dl ket o2 28 s OF Anderson , 1998 dorg dis .Sl 5 Slublll o Leai Il 09l Sl Lo

-135

=
| —



5140-2392 5.5, il Olaw il Dbtz 8 Oyl Loy ads
Sundaran, Mitra et wisS LS .szs-‘\!\ t\jﬁ!\ idy G)lae 4S5l ol e @.J\ s oads
L) i) 2l e oy gl Jad g O e Webster, 1998
(STl s gl oo o W) Slnadd e 12y -
LlaYly sl (e o ad) el aely alddl and o ) L) sl e adl -
(k) s e M
b pky il S e lgrl) s e ) ) ) e Wgsed) Bl e plim Y tplisY) -
el o Jalad) o [ adh) [ gl
LS g axi.zdu};cfms o Jad 1milai e Ex)l -
I s ) i Lo e el
L) Uit LSl Lok s g o8 Ogill Loy pds iy 1 TH
Lo Badd) L) Lgabial (635 A8 L awgoll MSin |5 Ol L) pde S5k OF el dizey
in (Kelley et al., 1993, p 429) wlallas gynnd 355 4 13 2ol Lo Radd) e abasews o ST 035l
— ST @l S e W S5 Eogln e 4l W 2Ll i) 2SI 8,01 i 3 Y1 sdn Jold (U
o S8 S g AL Wl 2SN LU o ) e s (a3l (3 B3 OB 0LV e S
e ol Wl Lk Lgsbles 5 sk Ll e JLabVl bl e L) 5 Lge 26,0 (Wb Llnza V) 25 b
Jsif &) akesl " BT 5=V el L (service recovery) 'deddl sslazwl Haally Bz ol
pds Jis cads <Ly (Maxham et Netemeyer 2002b, p 239) zll o dead) s el W e Gl
WD o 5 Ol 8 2 Bmms Wil Ledlasg B)lal ey s dead) G sld) Wk dn 3 09l Lo,
Sabadie,Prim-) . skl sl Lo ans gidle (soiy & @i S5l e Llg) JTo i (ST clagd
& O ((Allaz, Llosa,2006,p 48, Kelley et al., 1993, p 429, (Blodgett, Hill & Tax, 1997; p 186
D obsl oo il Aoliay pos (I L 5Ll g il g lan U3
AL D5al) IS g Lo 1 aue o B ASHULI B g5l Juas 12H
25 i8S s gt e e ol o Leleod i) detl] wlo) ps Osll o L LG
Wl pde ikl Aead) dansll e Ol by el 1 By U3 (3 el ssad Il GUUS
ehyg sl Ol odiny ) jpad) 335 Ogl) e AL Woaid) 2dS S0 Cide sl & a5 (o
gl dewgol) Lslio) oo b UL adgs) slal ales Lol pde Al Ol alyy Liedd) Lad ol s
Singh, s AL su> e Cign Al dsad) S &) o2l 0 s Of Richins, 1983
AL Wil 2L Lo pae @0e e 55 g gl ol e Batdh a8 s B gn 3L 1990
15 Bols Ble g BBl 5,0l §ale Tald) e Bl and e ol LBk ol pE gl s A

-136

=
| —



5140-2392 5.5, dppdd Sl B Doz 8 O Loy pus
Jas e el cadlie Olaal 524 G el e re Bl degell ol ade Al Bgss i
coslianl g anzé 8 dblany jadl o :ux;\/@;m oF oloy ada el Ailas ¢ fazs

s3 3l el 18 g LAl ahlae 3 —adsedl SLEY) e T3 = Ugede allaall 3yl o]
SV dadl cdimension distributive  gxjsd) Ll Pl Sl B e 3kl sde PR PNES

Maxham et Netemeyer 2002b, ) dimension interactionnelle ul.cbd\ JxJl 9 dimension procédurale
(p 239, Sabadie,Prim-Allaz, Llosa,2006,p 49

oV ol Jozy 1o 2 2T ) 2 nf ot n Ol gy 8 el ik e LS
Led A Ulay 3 el o Opl) Jo Lo 0650 L U &Y olad) (3l gz Aoy 3559 3
(gsbed) mllal) S el e i Reddl cdE sl 0SS @) dasitdl CBAIL U o) O
Lerlsl 3 Ogl) 5 Aaid) pdie Oglany Bkt

eill 2SI g Lol pde B iy pizeST ead) sl e a5l adgs ) Lad (U s
5 Ol Lag @ B Eeg Eo e aals Syl AL il 2 e Lo e 6 Sy 2l
ol lal) Lol sl o 8D (3 L) Wil S dblag jos S Jold (U b aaadhl dsl]
10Ul B dll s Sl adles o Lo g daidd
Sl Blas 8 WLy g dadd) cgu o8 Ogill Loy aue EILI Ugadl S Jawgs : 3H

Ul il £ aoge e Sl ads L) Gl

Ayl &eges .6

Jodly gl Jisly (Lo ey eplill JB) Gn mett @l gl L 30y ol £
(Zeitoun. H et Chéron. E, 1990, p76) .(&st! wludly Jadl Gs &y Al Yaos (Sl

UL o Slsl 1.6

Ipals o) Ll Glagaal o Lo Olplall 151 2pd) Dsladd 5U5 e Al est 0080
200 J slall mosdl Vs 2 L) Lo .ol 58 157 5 et calall 3 BV e 80y 5,0 Lgne 2y
Florinl 0Ll dauly SUL W= Laas échantillon de convenance s i Gk 8 Lominws
537l s SlLae) Al 3y NVade Lews o sy %55 Gbwzal Jdas 28 bl cOlzad 110 L
aeal 87 de Y1 pde 5 OLaa¥l e a1 by e S ) ade Ol wsas 5 il (90)
RUSOWANIPUN BN

bgll Bkl bl il o ileall ) Lemy DLV mie Cgmnd) Sl S s
Olg 5 sle (e M aall odn w8 D 5 4 o) b @b e Aol Slpase 3 & 3o
ideind BNg &0 Lokl belasl) sVl dels 2017

-137

=
| —



5140-2392 5.5, dppdd Sl B Doz 8 O Loy pus
(30) o> 61-9 L oyl Lol L= cb (O gmmtemadd ULz Y) ('...«\.55 Jﬁ c;JJL: J.M;I.-‘ 9
Al s bobd g Olxw ¥ aleY agagd o AT Lz
Ol old il 2.6
cadl g heddl Sl (3 codsiial Lo 1S lis e Ol VU Sl @lpad) 3 (3 Udazel
2 (J) Jju\;b Ol ol (..AT el B
Sl old Ly 12 o8y Joud)

(P 5 ) o L (Items)>salsds psal)
LU saf U — LG gal Y 7 a5 Lt bolad) ol ol izl
LG saf U — LG gal Y 6 Bl Ged) bsbadl Sl e Lol pis
LU sl U — LG gal Y 1 BON Ll dyal) 243
Ll aaf ) — LU 3Ty 1 Ayl gkl bsldl e aSiall afese
LU gl U — LG gal Y 1 el adlee e Lo

Olae¥) Sllre o by @=Ll slas) a1yl
Wil g dulyldl il 7
Al s e Sl s pe Jgld

iyl B el Cawy 1.7

ST o Y064 Gois Lo v pames  Y070 15ST Bes il g Moz V) gl Ul 3lneld 2l
A ) LGgh b mald) (ggndd (553 3Ll 0 90 59 s )i b gl i 60 5 3T Gy )
(Syimn 093 5 A Gstnn (B 2l 595 7033 & (59U 5 Lowsze Sotmn 0oL )l Ogpgomrel
o %023.6 i csjy 013 Gans teny Ogdelill Lk (00 42 Gab ten eddll (3 Osiboll b
B ikl e Ll BT el ) ) Ol 5 OB el 5 Jles ) Ol Jleall
2096 1
Stam ol 2.7

(Baron et Kenny, ditus dia; Lotad) T g ablag)l ST Lol (U sl Og-Ul 83le nly
Jeod) 33ld e 09Ul ot sl ST (3 S padl OF 2 1986, Caceres et Vanhamme, 2003).
AU e UL L S e e Blize Zhaay onlal e feall g Waall i) g Aol U Juaidl
. Effet conditionnel Ly, SWL Juall 5l Caog n> (3 Effet indirect

-138

=
| —




5140-2392 5.5, il Olaw il Dbtz 8 Oyl Loy ads

i) wlpadly dap gl Wil dxly OF (3 ati & 23kl 3 15 Goged) Sl cpod) caxly
Modération ablegy JlusYl ©G 5 Médiation modérée” Juaall ablugl ol oy b e
el el Sl b 3L g ot ablus OMesl ) ablugl DYl pis . médiatisée
c (@) S adgglly Jusll S L 0K G AU we Wbl JlseV) 0SS (Hayes, 2015, p2)
sl (Bedy) S b pisadl iy (VDRILY Wil S0 il )l el 18 J9Y1 L) e
) ab el el e i) pasd) sl e SU G daa) el Sn buase bl gl JiazeY)
. (Borau S, Elgaaied-Gambier L, Hamdi-Kidar L, Ranchoux C, 2015; p2) lecs sl

S

(Modération médiatisée) :Js%¥! jlb! Lis dblugly Jlsy iU :3 o S

E;L.b\“ C‘D‘}A.:J\ s,k CSN‘
aZ M ~
1 b M
PN y:
< L N\
/az X Y

a3

XZ / oMl i et

X >M:a,Z > M:a,,XZ—> M:a3 M > Y:bX > Y:c¢
Source : établie par le chercheur selon la littérature.

Alain dda Ll e o @) Raid) Olela Yl RUS de Jo iU e i) (e s
Alansl) lpriall d3doy Auslze Shlasl sl e welil ey ) ladl g e il 5
(Edwards et Lambert, o> s Yga uj) e db A

" Hayes, 2013a, 2013b" &4 b wugs L35 (2007; Preacher et al., 2007, Hayes, 2013a, 2013b
2k Of olall o (Borau S et al, 2015; p3) &bl SV Jo agiw BL g5 s U] Lugads 1has
Borau ) swly do Slai Jo blenial pwsi &t g Oleal 3 558 2T Wil due il «Hayesy
Aeandey Je Lamz & (Setal, 2015; p2

S Lo gl ) S (2) 35 Agsd) amal) JlazeVW) T S Je o3l e e fews
(BON") &Lt gal]
el misedl SYsls 3.7

e (L) pde sreny L) gaally (S adesndl)y Juzall jadl o Jelidl 5T Ll Jol4

PROCESS macro for JMs o ablugl Jlae¥) ST Lt o) > £ (Il sl el Lo o) e
(Hayes, 2013a, 2013b) .SPSS

Effet indirect conditionnel = <X o =i *
Effet conditionnel indirect = <X Lele (3l

-139

=
| —



5140-2392 5.5, dppdd Sl B Doz 8 O Loy pus

D (Sl Z3sadl) 3 ISl e BRI SVl s
M=yt a; X+ a7+ 83 XZ 4 €m0 ereeeeee e (1)°
Y- iy+C,X+ bM+ ey ................................................... (2)

oI sl e b s bl JlseW) T ey

P M e X bl S s e M e Y e X e el e ST e
D) Wb 3 X @S e Y e M STy (1 abll

fhamie BB @ L M DY e Y e X e U e STV e U 130

O = (a1 a32)D 3)
1Y) el e (3 Al sl (S
O = a1DTa3DZ 4)

e X el e S Je Z 45U o5 pamab 5 ab L g ab bl b s,

o A e Uy (el 230 AL S gy JoW) el e ddSay MY e Y

Lo and ol o ST Al e W oSG Z ) Ak s e M Y e Y e X
il e asb Caliz OF gs b (e

u»\,,ﬁ.h 834> jw < Llaall) Jyﬂﬁ: 4.7
Bl il sda feair S BLL §35m0 eli 2yl 3300l Slpadll dams oS 4
slinaly . gl B35 Jd dlae Lo alBY) 15 Lets G ST Cpmy (550 ol o i
o8 Lol g a Al et bobd) e aSiull adesed) il il adSUly aadl dslsl ol
dny el plasina) @ auhl) de o plill” bl ol gulan L (ISl 2t
U1 Jgad b w9l astad) oMol Bbeall o e L Sls Ll ad Lgnds
Lol Sl pis [l Bos (8 jasihe 1 3 By Joud!

lelall Qs il

: ] G paiiall
Alpha de Varl‘anc,e KMO" il s
Cronbach | expliquée
a=0.846 | 70.972 | 0.787 ) (ol ihad) dsall Lgladll olasl Colaginal)

A8l A ghanall Sy (oA Jamall puatiall 2. K0 Aadlas (e Liall sy (o)
* Analyse en Composante Principale=ACP
* Kaiser-Mayer-Olkin

-140

=
| —




5140-2392 5.5,

dpddl Olaewill Slods 8 Ol Loy ads

Unidimensionnelle (7 items)

a=0.871 61.183

0.752

) ol

Unidimensionnelle (6 items)

i hall dsal) bshall ciled g Ll axe

ACP: L) ol 55 dkos 5 e sl Ll slasl o 1 kel

ok &) as ) sl G s (ACP) by iles e cdad) Bpolal wlall OV e

Moy zlastal o Lol ais il Lo ACPY Gokal ddos e (olel) (3 Lol (o el Gy 0L

Ol dmyy ety beosa 9 0= 0.871 )" Alpha de cronbach " ;i3 . uldl o %061 s)ldis Lo b Iy

A Gt bslad ) oL} izl s sl Y1 e Lo M pae WLal Ble

Al 2368 Lol B ol (3 psk il U Boys g sl e Al A

Ayl z3g8 Jlasy Al el .8

23l ol 2ol Alam V) i) oUsl Jaudl oo,

) YR ae SN SOslas 14 0By Joud

il BON  (M)idlall 4 giiall 411 (V)dSiall dnllae o Lol
) Coefficients 95% CI | Coefficients 95% CI™
(Y ) lginall L) e | @1 =0.9666 03423 1.5909 [c’=-02525 -0.4338 -0.0712
o =-0.3275  -0.4908  -0.1642
(M) ol 20— 03544 01519 0.5568 | e,=3.7231  3.0751 43711
(2) 35,04 Algpusall | @3=-0.1953  -0.3432  -0.0474
X7, en=2.6961  1.9008  3.4914
Constante
R°=0.3772 R2=0.2851
F(3,106) = 21.3993, P=0.000  F(2,107) =21.3342,P= 0.000

SPSS Al zaliy Gl da 1 jradll

Mgt Loy ot (ggimn oln 5l U] el Jgadly 83 lg)l i) ez
Sl pamil i Sad) adles e Lo ) e (¢=-0.2525, CI -0.4338 4 -0.0712, p= 0.000)

p<0.01 5 CI

S e gzl Loy pde Gl JoW) ) e ablaglly Jiaee) T L) Bmgs S5
gl o Mgl L) oo folin Ll Cl of o ciggme 8500 Wgsnd) IVt e JLL) gl

(p=0.000, CI-0.3432 2 -0.0474 < a3 = -0.1953) i e 5% ¥ iS5l
M e X bl 51 2o BL Gy s oo M e Y e X ol e 5T (m3sadi Vs 3

12) sl e X 3 oSl 0 Y o My (1) sl e
ox = (a; + azZ)b =a,b + azbZ

ox = (0.9666) (-0.3275) + (-0.1953) (-0.3275)Z

48 Jlaw e (Confidence Interval) CI ey ™

-141

=
| —




5140-2392 5.5, dppdd Sl B Doz 8 O Loy pus
ox= -0.3166+ 0.064.Z
.a3b&\jalb&wbwzj%ﬁ>¥ﬂb L}‘aj

AL Y Sl Lo 2nl ) Slam Y1 23eadl sl S codlel Jgunl) Lk

Y SVlslas (il Al SlamYl #3gedl 13 (3, IS

BON ALl U gitall A ]\
b=-0.3275 \ \ al—%

/ ,=0. 3544

J<ia) dallae (e Ll

A gall Sladd e LiaHll aae

=0, 2525 \
ay= -0 1953 “ —
\ duw pall AS a4l A g gl

A8 )aall A 5 gesall "L )l ade (5 giua
A ek @5 e by 2l slie) e 1 jall
Slrlzal) 5 ikl Lsdls 9

On el g Dadal A LESele Sl Sus aie my Ol Loy pde OB i)l ] o alls
BadSI (Jadl 3y 093 ol cBasd) g e Wosdl dasll 52 A b S 55 U pde (K2
bzl Bdy e ALl Aol 2SN 55 Lol p8 Ol Lo G S s g L) alsadl
oLy pde Agts o s o) o Ogl) il 13 Aol AL aprl) S Sas 5T wy as asll)
gl b Ll SLSEY) ) o U8 Lgeshia 00t Ly GUIST 8 38T o) g Lok a5l
pde Olol e il daadl Al Jold ¢ ppad) 10b Wiy . Lgndgsns OlreVl &S5kl dlmzaVl
S O 4G il pde Al L lomy SN e Ogll OF Liade 131 Gols wili) 3idmd Voo 4iLo,
Pl AT AL AL Os or Jsmnd Lendases

u,a) d}.}) L;\ 4.1;54 9 dj-’;“ \..,a) fu\ﬁ > Jv\.ﬂ) 9 .l:..wj.u L9j$ u\)«.&,\.\ )L@_Ja\ &51.9 Lles CAJ‘v\)
pds aw)le el Lall Bl slamV) Ll = cadl Al ool o Lk R C AU ERPYR
Sl sl Lo 4035 Jodl s3)lsll Lol s cdller i ¢ Jadll aJL) 2l S0 e L)
L) gil) adS i Lo aie Ol Al (TH) LY o dl) s plel 058 sl

s aw)& Ul S su> aas o Wy i Al sl e Je Juw 6 W 10 OF 8
ikl Labslaazo) g dedd) g i 3 Lgeshiay Gl Ol aoyd Lk L)) dsal) S e 3,02y
e o) pae Bl s jais b LULL L dlo) e BYLs pdeg Lhald ams ST S a5 5 JSC2M

( )|
| -142 |



5140-2392 5.5, dppdd Sl B Doz 8 O Loy pus
ST G Akl 33l il o Lily Lo oo g Lgndatns Bsll el 151 I dyid) 2ISY)
A T ) e 1) S e L) 8l adST) e Lo pie s o) 5l Al adgsd) oaws

.(2H)

Jl W e s (sl Loy pde (3 el Sl 2Lk Waslaaiad o Letdg5ns Bnnghl Cols
o5 Lo gl by el U ey cdaS ae il dsal) S Lawgs ety Jedl s O L5, Oy
GH) W) 1o d) 542 (3 dnze [Kall adles
gyt

Sy GSHI Ol L0l Ly pde e 34U ASELl Calead) al By Wi @ il 1lé 3

add] sgw axly ) 09l Ll g ASH Calall 5T e Lalasl ALt dgid) RS e (gons
S o e lasl @ dlly ol el (gl maged) il L Olglall 5140 gk boled! s 5 paLall
Rl el Ugjde S5 017, 2l =T Al o 58 Ol s B <3l @l 5 2ol ege il
s Lo s wle s S Jaws (2l s el g bl Sl adlee (3 Lt e LB 5 Lerdgses
i) 2 Jo U s 2 oY) e pllanal da (Jadll L3S0 Adgsedd ek L) Bsal 250
Al g BlaYl g L SO Sl adles ol Ol Loy e W) 05T sl Ol 2l
Ja clad plas e duhall @padl ui ol LS L auhll sds sea 3 Ll cidy @) el )
2Ll Jis 5 Ayl o Ol dazm . olead R o el e ¥ o) il 06 (U b g
et Olie Al Sloddly Sloddh) e 2l 25 s (réplication) Jead) od LSS S8 ol s 14
5 @b e e Jis pame Lol Anlll ods (3 LSt a1 5 Sl e padl M 6lSb e
(SIS talpngl) Slpadl e 6T Slpaze jlas) BB e 0K LA il BV e oy 5T
255 28 & packad) (ggmll (i) (ST R gl Sl e e o Alaal) gl 5T il 55 093 conal

B‘JL‘ doi®

1. Anderson, Eugene, (1998) Word-of-mouth as consequence of customer satisfaction, Journal
of Services Research, Volumel, Nol, pp. 5-17.

2. Baron R.M. et Kenny D.A., (1986), The moderator-mediator variable distinction in social
psychological research: conceptual, strategic and statistical considerations, Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, V51, N 6, pp1173-1182.

3. Borau S, Elgaaied-Gambier L, Hamdi-Kidar L, Ranchoux C, (2015), L’analyse des effets de
médiation modérée : Applications en marketing, Recherche et Applications en Marketing,
ppl-44.

4. Blodgett, J.G. Hill, D.J., Tax, S.S. (1997), The effects of distributive, procedural, and
interactional justice on post complaint behavior. Journal of Retailing, 73, pp185-210.

-143

=
| —



5140-2392 5.a.5. fadd) Slaewih! SObads 8 Ogll Loy ads
3 o Ogl Loy o

5.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

Boote.J, (1998), towards a comprehensive taxonomy and model of consumer complaining
behavior, Journal of consumer satisfaction dissatisfaction and complaing Behavior, pp 140-
151.

Chumpitaz Caceres.R; Vanhamme.J, (2003), « Les processus modérateurs et médiateurs:
distinction conceptuelle, aspects analytiques et illustrations », Recherche et Applications en
Marketing; N°18, Volume 2, pp 67-100.

Crié. D, (2001), Un cadre conceptuel d'analyse du comportement de réclamation, Recherche
et Applications en Marketing, pp. 45-63.

Edwards JR et Lambert LS , (2007), Methods for integrating moderation and mediation: a
general analytical framework using moderated path analysis. Psychological Methods 12(1),
p 1-22.

Folkes Valerie S,(1984), Consumer Reactions to Product Failure: An Attributional
Approach, Journal of Consumer Research, Vol. 10, No. 4, pp. 398-4009.

Giese, J.L. et Cote, J.A, (2002) Defining Consumer Satisfaction, Journal of the Academy of
Marketing Science, No. 1, pp. 1-24.

Joélle Vanhamme, (2002), La satisfaction des consommateurs spécifique a une transaction
définition, antécédents, mesures et modes, Recherche et Applications en Marketing, Vol. 17,
No. 2, pp. 55-85.

Kelley, S. W., Hoffman, K. D., Davis, M. A. (1993), A typology of retail failures and
recoveries. Journal of Retailing, Volume 69, pp 429-452.

Kueh Karen, (2006), Service Satisfiers and Dissatisfiers Among Malaysian Consumers,
Australasian Marketing Journal 14 (1), pp 79-92.

Hayes Andrew F, (2013), Introduction to Mediation, Moderation, and Conditional Process
Analysis, Guilford Press, UK-London.

Hayes Andrew F, (2015), An Index and Test of Linear Moderated Mediation, Multivariate
Behavioral Research, pp 1-22.

Ladhari Riadh, (2005), "La satisfaction du consommateur, ses déterminants et ses
conséquences." Revue de I’Université de Moncton 362, pp. 171-201.

Marsha L. Richins, Negative Word-of-Mouth by Dissatisfied Consumers: A Pilot Study,
The Journal of Marketing, Vol. 47, No. 1, 1983, pp. 68-78.

Marsha L. Richins, A multivariate analysis of responses to dissatisfaction, Journal of the
Academy of Marketing Science, Vol 15, No3, 1987, pp 24-31.

Mary C. Gilly and Betsy D. Gelb, (1982), Post-Purchase Consumer Processes and the
Complaining Consumer, Journal of Consumer Research, Vol. 9, No. 3, pp. 323-328.
Maxham J.G. III et Netemeyer R.G., (2002b), Modeling customer perceptions of complaint
handling over time : the effects of perceived justice on satisfaction and intent, Journal of
Retailing, vol. 78, pp. 239-252.

Najar C, Bousnina Z, Najjar H, Zaiem I, (2014), L’Insatisfaction des Clients dans le
Services :Conséquences Comportementales et Remédes, International Conférence on
Business, Economics, Marketing & Management Research, Vol 2, pp 103-107.

Llosa.S, (1997), L'analyse de la contribution des éléments du service: Un mod¢le tétraclasse,
Décisions Marketing, No. 10, pp. 81-88.

Oliver Richard L. (1980), A Cognitive Model of the Antecedents and Consequences of
Satisfaction Decisions, Journal of Marketing Research, Vol. 17, No. 4, pp. 460-469.

Nha Nguyen, (1991), Un mod¢le explicatif de I'évaluation de la qualité d'un service : une
étude empirique, Recherche et Applications en Marketing, Vol. 6, No. 2, pp. 83-98.
Parasuraman. A, Zeithaml. Valarie A et Berry. Leonard L, (1985), A Conceptual Model of
Service Quality and Its Implications for Future Research, Journal of Marketing, Vol. 49,
No. 4, pp. 41-50.

Richins Marsha L, (1983), Negative Word-of-Mouth by Dissatisfied Consumers: A Pilot
Study, Journal of Marketing, Vol. 47, No. 1, pp. 68-78.

- 144

=
| —



5140-2392 5.a.5. fadd) Slaewih! SObads 8 Ogll Loy ads
3 o Ogl Loy o

27.

28.

29.
30.
31.

32.

33.

Sabadie William, Prim-Allaz Isabelle and Llosa Sylvie, (2006), Contribution des ¢léments
de gestion des réclamations a la satisfaction : les apports de la théorie de la justice,
Recherche et Applications en Marketing, Vol. 21, No. 3, Le marketing des services, pp. 47-
64.

Souca, M.L, (2014), Customer dissatisfaction and delight: completely different concepts, or
part of a satisfaction continuum? Management & Marketing. Challenges for the Knowledge
Society, Vol. 9, No. 1, pp. 75-90.

Singh J, (1990), A typology of consumer response styles, Journal of Retailing, pp. 57-98.
Singh J,(1988), Consumer Complaint Intentions and Behavior: Definitional and
Taxonomical Issues, Journal of Marketing, pp 93- 107..

Sundaram D.S., Mitra K. et Webster C. (1998), Word-of-mouth communications:
amotivational analysis, Advances in Consumer Research, 25, pp 527-531.

Tax, S. S., Brown, S. W., Chandrashekaran, M. (1998), Customer evaluations of service
complaint experiences: implications for relationship marketing. Journal of Marketing, 62, pp
60-76.

Wikstrom.S.R, (1981), “Consumer Dissatisfaction: Scope and Implications for Business and
Public Policy Makers”, Journal of Macromarketing, Vol. 1, N°2, pp 48-56.

- 145

=
| —



