
 
Open Access Maced J Med Sci electronic publication ahead of print,  

published on October 12, 2018 as https://doi.org/10.3889/oamjms.2018.328 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Open Access Maced J Med Sci.                                                                                                                                                                                                          1 

 

ID Design Press, Skopje, Republic of Macedonia 
Open Access Macedonian Journal of Medical Sciences. 
https://doi.org/10.3889/oamjms.2018.328 
eISSN: 1857-9655 
Public Health 

 

 

  

 
Do Personality Characteristics Constitute the Profile of Burnout-
Prone Correctional Officers? 
 
 
Stanislava Harizanova

1
, Rumyana Stoyanova

2*
, Nonka Mateva

3
 

 
1
Medical University of Plovdiv, Faculty of Public Health, Department of Hygiene and Ecomedicine, Plovdiv, Bulgaria; 

2
Medical University of Plovdiv, Faculty of Public Health, Department of Health Management and Health Economics, Plovdiv, 

Bulgaria; 
3
Medical University of Plovdiv, Faculty of Public Health, Department of Medical Informatics, Biostatistics and E-

learning, Plovdiv, Bulgaria 

 

Citation: Harizanova S, Stoyanova R, Mateva N. Do 
Personality Characteristics Constitute the Profile of 
Burnout-Prone Correctional Officers? Open Access 
Maced J Med Sci. 
https://doi.org/10.3889/oamjms.2018.328 

Keywords: Burnout; Correctional officer; Eysenck 
personality questionnaire; Maslach burnout inventory; 
Prison staff 

*Correspondence: Rumyana Stoyanova. The Medical 
University of Plovdiv, Faculty of Public Health, 
Department of Health Management and Health 
Economics, Plovdiv, Bulgaria. E-mail: 
rumi_stoqnova@abv.bg 

Received: 19-Aug-2018; Revised: 24-Sep-2018; 
Accepted: 27-Sep-2018; Online first: 12-Oct-2018 

Copyright: © 2018 Stanislava Harizanova, Rumyana 
Stoyanova, Nonka Mateva. This is an open-access article 
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons 
Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International License (CC 
BY-NC 4.0) 

Funding: This research was supported by the Project No 
BG05M2OP001-2.009-0025, "Doctoral training at MU - 
Plovdiv for Competence, Creativity, Originality, 
Realization and Academism in Science and Technology - 
2 (DOCTORANT -2)", funded under the Operational 
Programme “Science and Education for Smart Growth”, 
co-funded by the Structural and Investment Funds of the 
EU 

Competing Interests: The authors have declared that no 
competing interests exist 

 

 

 

Abstract 

AIM: This study examined the relationship between personality characteristics and burnout syndrome among 
Bulgarian correctional officers.  

METHODS: The cross-sectional study took place through individual, voluntary and anonymous interviewing of 
307 employees from three district prisons. Maslach burnout inventory, Eysenck personality questionnaire and 
demographic characteristics were administered.  

RESULTS: The personality predictors of emotional exhaustion were low emotional stability and low level of 
dimension extraversion. The predictors of depersonalization were high levels of neuroticism and psychoticism and 
low level of extraversion.  

CONCLUSION: This research helps to identify employees who are at risk for developing burnout as a result of 
their personalities. In Bulgaria, there is still no official information about studies in this area. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Introduction 

 

Employees of prisons, for their job nature and 
work environment, are exposed to high levels of 
occupational stress [1] [2]. Armstrong and Griffin [3] 
contend that “very few other institutions are charged 
with the central task of supervising and securing an 
unwilling and potentially violent population”.

 

Researchers have found that the perceived 
dangerousness of the job, as a result of threats and 
inmate violence is a significant cause of stress for 
much correctional staff.  

Over time, these prolonged or chronic 
stressors in the workplace can lead to strain and 

ultimately to burnout among many prison staff [4] [5] 
[6].  

Over the last years, researchers focus on the 
issue of job burnout among prison staff in various 
ways. Some authors study correctional officers in 
general [6] [7] [8], others focus on the relationship 
between personality variables and burnout [9], gender 
difference in stress and burnout [10], impact of 
correctional officer job stress and burnout [2] [11], 
relationship between supervisor and management 
trust and job burnout among correctional staff [12].  

The limited study of burnout in the field of 
corrections has found that this is a serious problem for 
many officers and other prison staff, and one that 
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needs more scientific attention [7] [13].
 
Cieslak et al., 

[14]
 
contend that correctional staff burnout is less 

frequently studied than burnout of teachers or medical 
personnel, particularly regarding identifying and 
understanding its potential causes. Neveu [13] 
indicates that he has found only 16 published studies 
on correctional staff burnout and not all of these 
explore possible causes of burnout. 

There is currently a paucity of research that 
examines personality characteristics and their 
association with employee burnout within correctional 
officer samples. During the last two decades, quite a 
few studies have indicated the possibility that 
personality plays an important role in the development 
of burnout. In Bulgaria, there is still no official 
information about studies in this area. Correctional 
officers are a little studied professional group that 
works in totally closed institutions that are difficult to 
access for investigations. To date, the psychological 
support offered in Bulgarian prisons is commonly 
directed to inmates. Thus, the present research will 
help us to identify employees of penalty system who 
are at risk for developing burnout as a result of their 
personalities. This dataset offers an opportunity to 
gain new insight into Bulgarian corrections and 
Bulgarian correctional officers. 

This study aimed to examine the relationship 
between personality characteristics and burnout 
syndrome among correctional officers. The focus was 
to investigate if personality characteristics constitute 
the profile of burnout-prone prison staff.  

 

 

Methods 

 

There are twelve prisons in Bulgaria of which 
eleven are for male inmates, and only one is for 
women. The prisons in Plovdiv and Pazardzhik for 
male inmates encompass the building of the prisons 
itself and four open type correctional dormitories. The 
Plovdiv District Prison is the second largest prison in 
Bulgaria. The Pazardzhik District Prison is mainly for 
recidivists convicted of major crimes. Working there 
involves high-risk work with hostile individuals, high 
crime rates and the size of the community, a high 
incidence of physical ailments and psychological 
problems that affect their work performance. In 
Bulgaria, there is only one prison for women and one 
correctional dormitory for minor girls, both located in 
Sliven. The staff of the prisons and the affiliated 
dormitories is distributed in the following divisions: 
custodial work and guarding activities, social activities 
and educational work, financial division, human 
resources and medical centre.  

A cross-sectional study was carried out with 
307 correctional officers working at three prisons in 
Bulgaria. The all available staff at prisons in the 

Plovdiv District Prison (N = 106), the Pazardzhik 
District Prison (N = 100) and the Sliven District Prison 
(N = 101) were surveyed. Given that the data come 
from three prisons comprising 25% of all prisons in 
Bulgaria, the sample selected was considered 
representative of the Bulgarian prison system context. 

To conduct the survey, we received a 
statement of approval and permit for admission to the 
respective prisons from the General Directorate 
"Execution of Penalties" (GDEP) at the Bulgarian 
Ministry of Justice (with Reg. No. 11518/22.12.2011). 

The participation of the prison employees was 
voluntary without any financial compensation. The 
questionnaires were accompanied by a letter in which 
the goal of the study was briefly introduced, and the 
confidentiality and anonymity of the answers were 
emphasised. Data were collected between June 2012 
and April 2014. The only qualification in the sample 
selection was that the employee has direct contact 
with inmates. The exclusion criteria included an 
unwillingness to cooperate and incorrect completion of 
the questionnaire. Some staff members were off duty 
(e.g., sick leave, vacation or administrative leave) 
during the period of the survey. The response rate 
was 85.28%.  

Six demographic characteristics were 
selected. Gender was coded as female = 0 and male 
= 1. Age was measured in continuous years. Marital 
status was divided into married, unmarried, divorced, 
and widowed. Education was measured as a 
dichotomous variable representing whether the 
respondent had a university degree or not. Tenure 
was measured as the number of years the respondent 
had worked at the prison. Job position was measured 
as a dichotomous variable representing whether the 
respondent was a correctional officer or inspector 
(supervisory officer).  

The most widely used and validated 
instrument for the measure of burnout is the Maslach 
Burnout Inventory (MBI) developed by Maslach and 
Jackson [15]. The Bulgarian version of the MBI 
adapted for the Bulgarian population by B. Tzenova

 

[16] was used to measure the three core dimensions 
of burnout – emotional exhaustion, depersonalization 
and reduced personal accomplishment. Emotional 
exhaustion (representing a lack of energy and feelings 
of being over-extended and depleted of emotional and 
physical resources; the basic stress component of 
burnout) was measured using nine items. 
Depersonalization (representing feelings of 
detachment and unresponsiveness about the job; the 
depersonalization aspect of burnout) was measured 
using five items. Finally, personal accomplishment 
(feelings of incompetence, a reduced ability to do the 
job, and lack of accomplishment; the self-evaluation 
dimension of burnout) was measured using eight 
items. The items of personal accomplishment were 
reverse scored (lack of professional efficiency). The 
response choices, rated on a 7-point frequency scale, 
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were never (0), few times in year (1), once a month or 
less (2), few times in a month (3), once a week (4), 
few times a week (5), every day (6). High scores on 
emotional exhaustion and depersonalization and low 
scores on personal accomplishment were indicative of 
burnout.  

The Bulgarian version of the Eysenck 
Personality Questionnaire (EPQ) was used to assess 
the personality traits of a person [17]. The 
questionnaire contains 86 items and answers are 
given on a Yes-No scale with regards to whether 
respondents agree or disagree with the given 
statement. Eysenck initially conceptualises personality 
as two, biologically-based independent dimensions of 
temperament measured on a continuum: 

1. Extraversion-Introversion: Extraverts, 
according to Eysenck's theory, are chronically under-
aroused and bored and are therefore in need of 
external stimulation to bring them up to an optimal 
level of performance. Introverts, on the other hand, 
are chronically over-aroused and jittery and are 
therefore in need of peace to bring them up to an 
optimal level of performance. Most people fall in the 
midrange of the extraversion-introversion continuum; 
an area referred to as ambiversion. 

2. Neuroticism-Stability: Neuroticism or 
emotionality is characterised by high levels of 
negative affect such as depression and anxiety. 
According to Eysenck's theory neurotic people who 
experience negative affect (fight-or-flight) in the face 
of minor stressors, are easily nervous or upset. 
Emotionally stable people who experience negative 
affect only in the face of very major stressors, are 
calm and collected under pressure. 

Further research demonstrates the need for a 
third category of temperament: 

3. Psychoticism-Socialization: Psychoticism is 
associated not only with the liability to have a 
psychotic episode (or break with reality) but also with 
aggression. Psychotic behaviour is rooted in the 
characteristics of tough-mindedness, non-conformity, 
inconsideration, recklessness, hostility, anger and 
impulsiveness.  

EPQ assesses three basic personality 
dimensions-extraversion-introversion, neuroticism and 
psychoticism, and, additionally, the tendency to 
provide socially desirable answers-the lie scale. 

The Statistical Package for the Social 
Sciences version 17.0 for Windows (SPSS Inc, 
Chicago, IL) was used for the statistical analysis. A 
descriptive analysis was conducted on the sample 
(the results were presented as mean ± SEM). A 
Pearson correlation coefficient was used to explore 
the relationship between burnout subscales and 
personality traits. A multiple linear regression analysis 
with burnout subscales was used to examine the 
impact of personality characteristics. The emotional 
exhaustion, depersonalization and personal 

accomplishment were the three dependent variables. 
The main independent variables in this study were 
personality characteristics. These were taken as 
predictors to determine whether introversion, 
neuroticism and psychoticism made significant 
independent contributions to the three dimensions of 
burnout. A p-value < 0.05 was considered as 
statistically significant level. All p-values were two-
tailed.  

 

 

Results 

 

Concerning the demographic description of 
the sample, the mean age of participants was 40.59 ± 
0.48 years, of which 68.02% (n = 209) were male. Of 
the total number, 237 officers (77.20%) were married, 
124 (40.39%) had a university education, 79 (25.73%) 
were inspectors, and the mean number of years of 
service at the prison was 11.37 ± 0.44.  

The three personality dimensions were 
significantly correlated with burnout subscales (Table 
1). The strongest correlation was between neuroticism 
and emotional exhaustion and depersonalization, and 
negatively correlated with personal accomplishment. 
Low values of extraversion correlated strongly with 
low scores of personal accomplishment, and with high 
scores of emotional exhaustion and 
depersonalization. Dimension psychoticism was 
positively correlated with high values of 
depersonalization. 

Table 1: Pearson Correlations between Personality Variables 
and Burnout Subscales 

MBI Subscales 
Personality 

Emotional 
Exhaustion 

Depersonalization 
Personal 

Accomplishment 

Extraversion -0.45** -0.41** 0.55** 
Neuroticism 0.76** 0.59** -0.49** 
Psychoticism 0.35* 0.56** -0.34* 

Note. *p-value ≤ .05. **p-value ≤ .01 (two-tailed). 

 

A series of analyses were performed using 
multiple linear regression (using the Enter method) to 
identify the predictors of the MBI scales. For every 
single dependent variable, we developed an 
independent regression model. First, we conducted a 
linear regression analysis with the personality 
variables as the predictors and emotional exhaustion 
as the dependent variable (Table 2). The coefficient of 
determination (R

2
) is 0.391, which means about 40% 

of the variance in emotional exhaustion was explained 
by the variance of high levels of neuroticism and low 
levels of extraversion. The high level of neuroticism 
was the factor that had the most significant influence 
on emotional exhaustion. 

In a second regression analysis, we 
regressed depersonalization on the independent 
variables. The personality traits neuroticism, 
psychoticism and extroversion, explained 38% of the 



Public Health 
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

4                                                                                                                                                                                                   https://www.id-press.eu/mjms/index 

 

variance in depersonalization (see values in the 
second column in Table 2). 

Table 2: Effects of Personality Traits on Burnout among 
Bulgarian Correctional Officers 

Independent Variable 
Emotional Exhaustion Depersonalization 

B β B β 

Extroversion  -0.205 -0.096
* 

-0.209 -0.134** 
Neuroticism  1.106 0.575** 0.717 0.514** 
Psychoticism  0.448 0.089 0.780 0.212** 
R

2
   0.391**  0.388** 

Note. N=307. *p-value ≤ .05. **p-value ≤ .01. 

 

We performed the third regression analysis 
using personal accomplishment as the dependent 
variable. No significant relations were found with 
personality traits. All variables that had a statistical 
significance level of p > 0.05 were excluded from the 
model. 

Summary of the multiple linear regression 
model determined that the important statistically 
significant predictors of emotional exhaustion were a 
low level of dimension extraversion and low emotional 
stability. Depersonalization was best predicted by low 
level of extraversion, high levels of neuroticism and 
psychoticism.  

 

  

Discussion 

 

All the previous researchers reported that 
prison environment affects emotional well-being of the 
prison staff, which in turn brings about increased 
stress among them and culminates into job burnout 
among many prison staff [1] [6] [18]. In our previous 
study, we have revealed that the Bulgarian prison 
employees do suffer from burnout [19]. Based on 
Maslach’s categorisation of burnout 10.42%, 25.73% 
and 50.49% of our respondents experience high 
levels of job burnout in the emotional exhaustion, 
depersonalization and reduced personal 
accomplishment subscales, respectively. This result is 
in line with other previous studies on similar 
populations [6] [20]. 

Undoubtedly correctional work is a high-risk 
occupation for developing burnout. Lambert et al., 
[21], in a review of 55 published studies on burnout, 
conclude that various workplace stressors play a role 
in leading to correctional staff burnout. But what 
factors contribute to burnout? Why do some 
employees report high levels of burnout whereas 
others in the same environment do not? Personality 
characteristics are important in explaining burnout 
among correctional officers. The theories of 
personality suggest that individuals’ dispositions affect 
their interpretations of and reactions to their 
environments. The risk of burnout may differ not only 
across situations but also across individuals. The 
three personality factors that constitute the basic 

structure of personality in Eysenck’s system are most 
important in determining how individuals experience 
and adjust to the stressful events in their lives. In our 
study, the application of the Eysenck personality 
inventory shows that introversion has the strong effect 
on emotional exhaustion and depersonalization. Our 
results are consistent with the findings of similar 
studies in the field [22]. The workers higher in positive 
affectivity (a component of extraversion) experience 
less burnout [23] [24]. 

Neuroticism, introversion and psychoticism 
appear to be the most consistent predictors of 
burnout. A tendency to underestimate self-
performance and a tendency to react with strong 
emotions and self-criticism in stressful situations seem 
to be associated with a higher vulnerability to all 
symptoms of burnout [25] [26]. We find that 
correctional officers who are higher in neuroticism 
experience higher levels of emotional exhaustion and 
depersonalization. These findings resonate with 
another recent study among a sample of UK prison 
officers, in which higher neuroticism emerges as a risk 
factor for burnout [27]. 

Schaufeli and Enzmann [28], in a 
comprehensive review of more than 250 studies on 
burnout, reported that neuroticism is one of the 
strongest personality correlates of burnout. For 
instance, when exposed to high job demands 
employees with high levels of neuroticism are more 
prone to burnout than those with lower levels [29]. 
According to Eysenck and Eysenck [30], individuals 
who score high on neuroticism are prone to emotional, 
anxious and fearful responses, and these 
disproportionally pronounced feelings of distress may 
lead to emotional exhaustion. Thus more neurotic 
individuals combined with low extraversion perceive a 
given work environment as more stressful compared 
to less neurotic individuals [31].

 

Psychoticism is positively associated with 
depersonalization. Some authors see 
depersonalization as a coping strategy in itself, rather 
than as a manifestation of burnout. Hobfoll and 
Freedy [32] expect psychoticism to affect 
depersonalization directly, rather than through coping 
strategies.

 

Although conditions in the work environment 
contribute to burnout, our findings suggest that 
burnout is also associated with employee personality. 
Personality traits are considered to be rather stable 
and unchangeable throughout life, and difficult to 
modify directly. Personality characteristics may predict 
which employees experience increases, decreases, or 
constant levels of burnout over time. Personality types 
may also be used as indicators for individuals in need 
of support in the workplace.  

In closing, emotional exhaustion is predicted 
by low levels of extraversion and high levels of 
neuroticism. Depersonalization is predicted by low 
levels of extraversion and high levels of neuroticism 
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and psychoticism. Thus, correctional officers who are 
high in neuroticism and low in extraversion deserve 
special attention and need to benefit from training 
programs in preventing and reducing burnout.  

Limitations: This article is a part of a large 
study on burnout among prison employees in 
Bulgaria. It should be noted that the results presented 
in this article were from only one study and 
longitudinal studies should be undertaken in future to 
confirm the conclusions obtained in this study. 

Future studies need to research the impact of 
different job and organisational characteristics on 
correctional staff burnout. Our next step is to offer 
some detailed coping strategies to decrease job 
burnout among correctional officers. We hope that 
preventive care to the mental health of correctional 
officers benefits not only the prison staff but also their 
families and the inmates also.  

 

 

Acknowledgements 

 

The authors would like to thank the 
correctional officers that participated in this study and 
the administration of the prisons for their cooperation. 

 

 

Reference 

 
1. Akbari J, Akbari R, Farasati F, Mahaki B. Job stress among 
Iranian prison employees. IJOEM. 2014; 5(4):208-215. 
PMid:25270011  

2. Lambert EG, Cluse-Tolar T, Hogan NL. This job is killing me: 
The impact of characteristics on correctional staff job stress. APCJ. 
2007; 3(2):117-142. 

 

3. Armstrong GS, Griffin ML. Does the job matter? Comparing 
correlates of stress among treatment and correctional staff in 
prisons. J Crim Justice. 2004; 32(6):577-592. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2004.08.007 

 

4. Griffin ML, Hogan NL, Lambert EG. Doing "people work" in the 
prison setting: An examination of the job characteristics model and 
correctional staff burnout. Crim Justice Behav. 2012; 39(9):1131-
1147. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812442358 

 

5. Lambert EG, Hogan NL, Dial K, Jiang S, Khondaker MI. Is the 
job burning me out? An exploratory test of the characteristics 
model on the emotional burnout of prison staff. The Prison J. 2012; 
92(1):3-23. https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885511428794 

 

6. Roy S, Novak T, Miksaj-Todorovic L. Job Burnout among Prison 
Staff in the United States and Croatia: A Preliminary Comparative 
Study. IJCJS. 2010; 5(1):189-202. 

 

7. Griffin ML, Hogan NL, Lambert EG, Tucker-Gail KA, Baker DN. 
Job involvement, job stress, job satisfaction, and organizational 
commitment and the burnout of correctional staff. Crim Justice 
Behav. 2010; 37(2):239-255. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854809351682 

 

8. Schaufeli WB, Peeters MC. Job stress and burnout among 
correctional officers: A literature review. Int J Stress Manag. 2000; 
7(1):19-48. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1009514731657 

 

9. Alarcon G, Eschleman KJ, Bowling NA. Relationship between 
personality variables and burnout: A meta-analysis. Work Stress. 
2009; 23(3):244-263. https://doi.org/10.1080/02678370903282600 

 

10. Carlson JR, Anson RH, Thomas G. Correctional officers 
burnout and stress: Does gender matter? The Prison J. 2003; 
83(3):277-288. https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885503256327 

 

11. Finney C, Stergiopoulos E, Hensel J, Bonato S, Dewa CS. 
Organizational stressors associated with job stress and burnout in 
correctional officers: a systematic review. BMC Public Health. 
2013; 13:82. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-13-82 
PMid:23356379 PMCid:PMC3564928 

 

12. Lambert EG, Hogan NL, Barton-Bellessa SM, Jiang S. 
Examining the relationship between supervisor and management 
trust and job burnout among correctional staff. Crim Justice Behav. 
2012; 39(7):938-957. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812439192 

 

13. Neveu J. Jailed resources: Conservation of resources theory as 
applied to burnout among prison guards. J Organ Behav. 2007; 
28:21-42. https://doi.org/10.1002/job.393 

 

14. Cieslak R, Korczynska J, Strelau J, Kaczmarek M. Burnout 
predictors among prison officers: The moderating effect of 
temperamental endurance. Personal Individ Differ. 2008; 45:666–
672. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2008.07.012 

 

15. Maslach C, Jackson SE. The measurement of experienced 
burnout. J Organ Behav. 1981; 2(2):99-113. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/job.4030020205 

 

16. Tzenova, B. The questionnaire of Maslach to determine the 
syndrome of burnout (MBI). Authorized translation. NCPHP, Sofia, 
1992. [Bulgarian] 

 

17. Paspalanov I, Shtetinski D, Eysenck SB. Bulgarian adaptation 
of the Hans Eysenck Personality Questionnaire. Psychology. 1984; 
5. [Bulgarian]. 

 

18. Bezerra CM, Assis SG, Constantino P. Psychological distress 
and work stress in correctional officers: a literature review. Cienc 
Saude Coletiva. 2016; 21(7):2135-2146. 
https://doi.org/10.1590/1413-81232015217.00502016 
PMid:27383347  

 

19. Harizanova S. Job burnout among Bulgarian prison staff. Int J 
Sci Res. 2014; 3(8):307-308.  

20. Keinan G, Malach-Pines A. Stress and burnout among prison 
personnel. Sources, outcomes, and intervention strategies. Crim 
Justice Behav. 2007; 34(3):380-398. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854806290007 

 

21. Lambert EG, Hogan NL, Griffin ML, Kelley T.The correctional 
staff burnout literature. Crim Justice Stud. 2015; 28(4):397-443. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/1478601X.2015.1065830 

 

22. Jonker BE. Burnout, job stress and personality traits in the 
South African police service [mini-dissertation]. North-West 
University: Potchefstroom campus; 2004. 

 

23. Clark LA, Watson D. Temperament: A new paradigm for trait 
psychology. In: Pervin LA, John OP, editors. Handbook of 
personality: Theory and research 2. New York (NY): Guilford 
Press, 1999: 399-423. PMid:10229183  

 

24. Iverson RD, Olekalns M, Erwin P J. Affectivity, organizational 
stressors, and absenteeism: A causal model of burnout and its 
consequences. J Vocat Behav. 1998; 52(1):1–23. 
https://doi.org/10.1006/jvbe.1996.1556 

 

25. Bakker AB, Van Der Zee KI, Lewig KA, Dollard MF. The 
relationship between the Big Five personality factors and burnout: 
a study among volunteer counselors. J Soc Psychol. 2006; 
146:31–50. https://doi.org/10.3200/SOCP.146.1.31-50 
PMid:16480120  

 

26. Swider BW, Zimmerman RD. Born to burnout: A meta-analytic 
path model of personality, job burnout, and work outcomes. J 
Vocat Behav. 2010; 76(3):487–506. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2010.01.003 

 

27. Lovell B, Brown R. Burnout in UK prison officers: the role of 
personality. The Prison J. 2017; 97(6):713-28. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885517734504 

 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2004.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812442358
https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885511428794
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854809351682
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1009514731657
https://doi.org/10.1080/02678370903282600
https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885503256327
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-13-82
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854812439192
https://doi.org/10.1002/job.393
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2008.07.012
https://doi.org/10.1002/job.4030020205
https://doi.org/10.1590/1413-81232015217.00502016
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854806290007
https://doi.org/10.1080/1478601X.2015.1065830
https://doi.org/10.1006/jvbe.1996.1556
https://doi.org/10.3200/SOCP.146.1.31-50
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2010.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885517734504


Public Health 
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

6                                                                                                                                                                                                   https://www.id-press.eu/mjms/index 

 

28. Schaufeli WB, Enzmann D. The Burnout Companion to Study 
and Research: A Critical Analysis. London: Taylor and Francis, 
1998. 

 

29. Schaufeli WB, Salanova M. Burnout, Boredom and 
Engagement in the Workplace. In: Peeters MC, Jonge J, Taris TW, 
editors. An Introduction to Contemporary Work Psychology. 1st 
edition. John Wiley & Sons Ltd, 2014. PMCid:PMC4380598 

 

30. Eysenck HJ, Eysenck MW. Personality and individual 
differences: A natural science approach. New York: Plenum Press, 
1985. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4613-2413-3 

 

31. Langelaan S, Bakker AB, Van Doornen LJ, Schaufeli WB. 
Burnout and work engagement: Do individual differences make a 
difference? Personal Individ Differ. 2006; 40:521-532. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2005.07.009 

 

32. Hobfoll SE, Freedy J. Conservation of resources: A general 
stress theory applied to burnout. In: Schaufeli WB, Maslach C, 
Marek T, editors. Professional burnout: Recent developments in 
theory and research. Washington, DC: Taylor & Francis, 1993. 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4613-2413-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2005.07.009

