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Safety management in the guanxi-oriented culture

Student: Chun-ChiaLee Advisor: Dr. Shang Hwa Hsu

Department of Industrial Engineering and Management
National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Organizationa theorists have recently begun to pay research attention to the
workforces of emerging countries in the greater China regions, where guanxi-oriented
culture is prevaent. However, little research has focused factors affecting safety
management in these countries. This first study- of the research explored the
relationships among organizational level factors, work group level factors, and safety
awareness and practices in“Taiwan, which like most regions of greater China is
guanxi-oriented (rel ationship-oriented). We hypothesized that organizational factorsin
a guanxi-oriented culture, characterized as paternaistic leadership and harmonious
atmosphere, would influence group level safety management, which would in turn
influence individual level safety awareness and practices. To test this hypothesis, a
safety climate questionnaire was distributed to Taiwanese plants in high risk industries.
We found that leadership style (management commitment) and harmonious
atmosphere (harmonious relationship) had a significant influence on work group
processes, which in turn influence individual safety awareness and practices.

Moreover, in the present era of globalization, industrial manufacturing facilities
are moving increasingly from developed countries to emerging countries. Safety
management programs of overseas subsidiaries should effectively consider
organizational characteristic differences and their influence mechanisms in different



countries. However, such attempts were rarely conducted in prior literature. The
second study of the research attempted to identify idiosyncrasies of organizational
factors on safety and their influence mechanisms in Taiwan and Japan. Data were
collected from employees of Taiwanese and Japanese oil refinery plants. Results
showed that organizational factors on safety differ in the two countries.
Organizationa characteristics in Taiwanese plants are highlighted as: top-down
directive  safety leadership, reactive safety  management  approach,
relationship-focused teamwork style, and conformance-driven safety performance.
Organizationa characteristics in Japanese plants are highlighted as: bottom-up
participative safety leadership, proactive safety management approach, task-focused
teamwork style, and goal-driven safety performance. The casua relationships between
organizational factors and workers’ safety performance.reveal different organizational
characteristics on safety performance in the two countries. The influence of
organizational factors in Taiwan takes place at the cognitive level (i.e., knowing and
awareness) whereas in Japan it takes place at the behavioral level (i.e., action).

These findings can serve as a basis for safety improvement in the greater China
areas (guanxi-oriented culture) and provide insights into areas of safety improvement

in emerging countries and devel oped countries respectively.

Keywords: Guanxi; Guanxi-oriented culture; Safety climate; Safety management;

Cross-cultural; Occupational safety; Organizational culture
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v
CFERRED
i = |—Ii ol
= gzpﬂjfg B

= 2 VR PRI Cooper (2000)

23 2 R PRVEBZETHMNF
PR [ E R T 7] > Cooper (1998) T Z ¥ [“ALR

Fﬁ?@@l iR PJ iy ‘E{auﬁuﬁ“ S PReEE zler AN O RN A O e

kg Cf

J;{*qu =
T BhEEGRL > Cox = Flin(1998)H B 1) 1% = S U T - 3 S o i KLkl
A RIS SO > Y B LT A S P A R AIRE
(Barling et al., 2002) = fiag iR+ &1 - 7= Sa PRt w1 IV et el

PSR 2 R TR ] R e A Ik -
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S PUPTACH SRR LY 2 SRR R S
B S HGEAVEE (ARYE o Kb R ISP AR 2 UL R - 2
PR [R5 (e R (how an organization functions) ¥ }%vq‘ @f{ (A R 1Y
+ =4 (Reichers & Schneider, 1990; Rentsch, 1990) :

P RS D TR PR [ RO E - R
PRSI ARG G Ty E MR 3 T Tl e M PO Fipgies IR et oA,
& 3 =7 (policies) ~ 7 -(procedures) » I') 1 {5 (practices) - dfi= = fol 11~
FURVES RIS | e i | U 12 R MRpS 38 o 2 TSR
T T AT P o e S PSR S AR > 1 RS SR IR
FORRZ R T (R RL et R oy R L R R e e
FAH o AG BB L (AR (SRS T bﬁjﬁ oz [
W= pud = o p [ﬁ@ (Zohar, 2000; Zohar & Luria, 2005) o R[> (&858 (510
B T o= T [ R R I R = A

U BRI e J@ﬂ&p (Dansereau & Alutto, 1990; Zohar, 2000) » % {7’
PR A R N T 53 5 = 3 0 53 HRLAE A8 [ et P 3 (organizational level
factors) » — [HEIf5 [Nk (work group factors) » I') 2 ffif * gt WP 3k (individual level

factors) -

2.3.1 AR
REBIEIOPS ) 53 PR SV IR 2 HOIER O I
}Eljgrﬁglr F A | F#ﬁ;gxasu RS K}FTTJIW K ﬁ%[péﬁ e = Ujégr%

T R AV - R ?&}fﬁt VRS BEIRIPURIRN R —
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(Zohar, 1980) - iy iR HE = F 715@[5% LSRR s
= [l rﬁ%@ﬁ TR IR F E - Barling Zacharatos(1999)§§?ﬂﬁ,'fﬁ’§‘}
EIJ@BE“”“T:L %%%‘E ESEA :%"Fﬁ}*sﬂs’/ e f1 T T‘i@%‘n?ﬁ% AN
=2 GFEY fHJ APl Op R AR o £Y T e (L2
%%—L“ S RPUPA > S BE B RL - W I pYAE Y =[N3k (Dedobbeleer &
Beland, 1991) - i) £1 7 Jofl | (Ep PSS o SEC - O iR = AV
(= &(Geller, 1994) » [l [ i ' [ (ST 70t~ 5 2 1 B S U A A
5] I'E',i—r‘?,’(Hechanov&Alampay & Beehr, 2001) - ﬁ;@ﬂﬁ} VTS fgﬁﬁ#ﬂ?ﬁf:ﬁf'ﬁ'ﬁg{g[
NF L — SR EE R EREY ] - B LA ,%’E*E"Sff} FURERRRAVEL T &0 T;’ﬁliﬁ‘q el
e 2 A puUes - P MR (P sds gl E[er O EEAES R =
e TSRO BV A UREE % P RERE aeE
SHEFEREHL I 30 - I P = B RS B2t 2 i (proactive
safety management)fivjf-c LB%T‘F% A s E e L I A i
B%T%j%[ PSS R A R '?{@le*ﬁij o ﬂ»rﬁjﬁiﬁ? ol JEfJ?ﬁ{a]o"& Helmreich &

Merritt (1998){1UP |1 fRIBE2FL » E=<EH] P BB OREEILES - IO RE L 1

Q~

A R P ORERS E ER R - SR s T S AR

kﬁ%‘@m BRI [T 2T E R VA
Sy R Rk 2 R WA TR TR RS
A~ DA (Lee & Harrison, 2000; Mearns, et al., 1998; Wiegmann et al.,

2002; Williamson €t d., 1997) - %?iﬁg@ IH_;M%F?W = PR 2 PR R
ﬁtﬁ Ei%ﬁﬁ PR E U Ai{[glﬁ D = BRI R T o e
ﬂ PRI T B = (R ”F J:EIH—L’ HUBTE pE FI‘J‘J%%[@W‘%%



AR S TR E T W R = REpVR ) o A E AR R 2 R

= PP [ (Formalization) %4 2 I"%f’;ﬂﬁ‘,I'D’(Formmaﬁon)ﬁ"fﬁ‘té@ eSS

‘_.

i‘#%ﬁ'ﬁﬂlﬁ%ﬁ*” =] F}ﬂ@ﬁ[[l’ﬁ@lﬁi‘é‘%ﬁ F;‘i (i~ 12l Atk (McDonald et .,
2000) = — {2y a2 Y l’“‘Elfiﬁ“\E'E’\%&ﬁé FUi e P R - et e SRREGHIE £
?‘&ﬁ B«E"*ﬁﬁ‘ Ve g{;JF T A= 7&/%1~ —L == ER EJ%:“(Elff 1999; Geller,
2001) - kR 2 s R w&tfﬁ A Hﬂy < EREHE =

[ (Reason, 1997) -

2327 [EEIlRM%R

T HRIRONR 8 A TR 4 rp‘ﬁif[[‘p =LA B R e
= E‘r@ﬁfq&gdu JiHe &?FIIQ'E‘”?E?F‘F PSP - 741*41 (Simard & Marchand,
1904)fit i et = RS I POHERDL 2 i > EAT R @R - iy
T ARG R 2 SR (SR IR B 2O TR 2 A
(1) T (Matila et ., 1994) < [ TR FIRFSE ~ ot ~ 2 1
R o [T £ [y iy 0 o £ S 2 [ P P T T L o
€ PR R RIS T RO SRR
FSEE | ELUSPRR  (Helmireich & Merritt, 1998) - 2 9 TG I W@ TS
TR 2 R E R SR R E R T (R = ]
< Tl YRR FORLE 3 2 RO S T B R

I e 1) R AL I 4 58 2 U1 7 (Reason, 1997) -
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233~ R pup

it ~ Pk qif‘ TR E I T R, = T 2 5L (Brown
et ., 2000; Mearn et a, 1998; Zohar, 2000; Neal & Griffin, 2002) ° %"= 175 ¥
Rl T B S prep =T I"E'F]Z'JJEU['E 4.(Brownetal., 2000)’¢"§ﬁ'?&/%5$§hj R
HIfY = ;cgtﬁjﬂ(gafety control) » [Pty = ;@LTHJEJ;L—L “%w%@l’%'%’ﬁﬂﬂlﬁ
fdflr(Huang et al., 2006) - 4 = FrorEed = ﬁt'riﬁﬁ S BN B (e A ]
#(Brown et al., 2000; Mearn et al, 1998) = 4 = FEHIELE F1 7 BP0 [EPAAIVE R
ARG 2 T ERRLAE T T (S 2 R 7 Neal

& Griffin(2002) Ve pl I FEZFA ARG S 2 15 m’p“ﬁfﬁ AR

AR AN B 2 SRFS Y

2RI 2 RS IRS AT R T RN
2 SR S PR R ) IR A R 2 A
%ﬁgﬂig&ﬁu I > Barling % Zocharatos (1999)?: BV A = 5 I%@JJ?FGI}J%F
e NPT R H L 2 9T [ - Hoffmann % Morgeson (1999)$ 7
leader-member exchange(LMX) S3ER$(0Y 18S9 2 5] ~ R B8 2 Fm%%ﬁ%
2 PR ORI > PP LMX SRR SRl (R 1T o 2
] A A R H R IR [ S o R - Barling et
al.(2002) ) L i fiati(Transformetional Leadership) f7 iy 4 = 5% [0 |
sy ;I«Esjjﬁgv;r PR PURE RS R B i . Probst % Brubaker (2001)EJU}§«5§~]‘
T (e 2 (job insecurity)=Ed = Hﬁfdlf » PIBREREAYE = Sa kLt L ]

EJF&J‘QT@WEI » -5 ’g',?; EJq g = S o BT ARG = B = A
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SO AIELS - iy Huang et @l (000)H[I5E R4 2 o (B4R 10 S = g
il > Al S -

o FpEER Ak = Sa PRI It * R = ERAORY RSl - Hoffmann
» Stetzer (1996)I-H [-{ffid = 5 P38 [17 1917 KL 3ot - Tomas et dl.
(1999) |2 Fl 4 = nf’%ﬁﬁiﬁj (EFONT HEE - [V R m:rﬁ -
T Psyad 2 pui= G o i) Neal etal(2000)E‘[J5§$‘“”?37«ws@“ SR = 5
SR [%ﬁéﬁ EY T posi s g B Y Y T v 2 S HL(Nedl &  Griffin,
2002) - Seo(2005)EU§d% [9@’7@1 YDA VST [Fljﬁéjfﬂjzlﬁﬁiﬁ~ 5
/AR~ IR ~ BRI J fY S = 43 -

ESRAIIRHESRE ) 20 S PV AR P sk SHE R W SRR
il » TRy 25 TR RS A R RS R T TR R g [l e
Pk o 2 T M 7 R o 2 R IFIFORUARY « [ 2 = B il et g
FRIPR S~ AR R R R R R g Ry e =
e SR R U DR Y RIS D 5 SR RO L R T

%L o

25 BT (Bl 3 Ry

(LT 2 - O R PO, - PR
PR o (25 AT R KR (Hofestede, 1980) = 137+ ARy (=3
SRR 2 SRR - USRI T PR B T B (PRI - TR
K50 (AR 1) Hofstede (1980)[1p ket 2! BRIV IRY » okl o

FYCpE S BFEY [ cu S ] B EE(Power distance) ~ ffi ~ /2
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(Individualism/collectivism) ~ 7 ngTﬁiéaul(Uncertamty avoidance) ~ plE= /P %
> F(Masoulinity / Femininity) SPUGHEIE] > ISP 2 0] [l
8% [~ (national culture)ﬁ’t?fj‘ﬁﬁ‘%gf%i’%&%ﬁ'lﬁf@';f Rz » Helmreich
Merritt (1998) £TREIT~ (HIFRQ IEOMIT] ARSI [~ i (= 1w 2
T ERORHER - PP WY [ IR Y (M BIMPEEERe hs
SEMBYRE YT pudh = RS« PR Hofstede (1980) i %Y [y
QB - WESEEAY P e I i B (PR A 2 = 5
PRV Bl o W[Pﬁaﬁ‘wl PR (Tppd = g R e e o e e =
ERETT MR - FPEE - Eh PP ERRERE R R R S PR f’f”& SUESN
KB ~ o [RGB ﬁ%’ﬁfl A P o T FREET ’Eﬁﬁrﬂ[ﬁﬁfj’éﬁ‘i
A PR I S SR v S ot > B P
B BEAR e D RIRY ) 0 TR e PP R T P PR RL R ] i
RERES ’I"I’IF'EJQI**f’ﬁa?'F&E SR TR R PR~ B A s {5 e 5 91
FOPER < ARSI » OB 12 S5 ST RO
{2 ol b FAJRET 570 R = T Eiiﬁﬂﬂﬁ CRLSA R L R 0 P
I'F'ﬁ\’r&'ﬁ'%‘{‘u’ (AR A e iU i ] lf'LPW*E’E' P[5 = P PP =
5 o
Pi- |[4*=‘ﬁﬁf;a|f [P Fpud = A FTJ FUfy]=" > kLf't von Thaden % *
(2006) s = i pl B 2 2 IS 2 S Pl e« P M3 il iy
O 2 2 PERA R AR ol % 7 i 7 (accountability)” - <« Ff 7

(employee empowerment)” === B[l (active reporting).”EIfJF:‘I P TH A IS [
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S3Ee ARSI AT SR IIE 2 I R RERL EY % S I T (R
H-

R PR 2 2 AR N AP - S i £

R R ) L T R Pl e TR R N RS - 9t o
PREROTRE TR (PR E AR AT T FY T A BT
ARG o (gl B 7 S AR R o R e
Al E = EEp T S A B IR T E S EEIR RIS > Y

[~ flp fﬁ [ﬂ:’“".gﬂu 3:]5;[1@:54 o ﬁ%jﬁjﬁ?@lﬁﬁfjg A%
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TZF WY MY S Rt
12 BERIR TR [P 2 AR B IR AR R
0 TR SR S L P T 2 SRR R
lﬁé‘é«ﬁ'ﬁjﬁﬁ'@%@ﬁwﬂ 28 R R R RN 2 S R

(7 ﬁ'f&lf’ﬁiﬂf”f?f&h R [ = TR Y lﬁgln

31 Y (o i AR 2 [N
DR - (Quanxi) LA (= 1= R FREY * BRI € U (Xin &
Pearce, 1996; Yang, 1994) - xﬂﬁiﬂ SRS L N ﬁr"ﬁ““ B R E) L
[URY% (Hofstede & Bond, 1988; Tsui-& Farh, 1997; Xin & Pearce, 1996) - {5t~ fiv
E2- N IRER A IF‘F%%I,[ LAY (S0 LT FOfiE (Confucian dynamism)fiv
(%) PRI R R 50 5@?%}‘%%@?%%@@?&%@@ ’ J\JEKETFE”.LI/DA«A"'@"%&EJI%(HO &
Chiu, 1994; Hofstede & Bond, 1988; Hwang, 1987) > 19 » 7 FTJI ﬁim SR AL
IR ! ’ﬁfijugﬁﬁ%ﬂlﬁmfjﬁéﬁg%ﬁﬁf(Twi & "Farh, 1997; Warner, 1995; Westwood,
1007) - IS R (PO E RO I VAR AR - - AT
)R R pug[l(mu et al., 2004; Westwood, 1997) « =5 {13, | I}J—L
= FEH R R R S SO R WU R 2 TR E JEJI}J
[ (Nea & Griffin, 2002; Barling & Zacharatos, 1999; Hofmann & Morgeson, 1999;
Neal et d., 2000; Zohar, 1980) » [N =5 [P e st it ﬁ@;r'ﬁw [ et
Frfr RS (ORI PIOE O e R 2 R o
AR o R w#’*’?%lﬁ AR = [N A P 2 AL
(e A pE p F L B 2 IFEJIEEI'F[]ETJII 6L [po A=A L E PRl A ) B
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(Hofstede, 1980) » = Wf{’?gj"/ | [ A FUF’TFJI F(Von Thaden et d,
2006) > Al UEJ@ﬂﬂJ%@’F“F‘W?%#i?“ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ“ » PR R 1
F b SN pVRER ﬁﬁj’ﬁl’“ﬁ[ﬁjﬁg'ﬁ"fﬁ'ﬁ F[fﬁj?“qéﬁﬁﬁﬁ’?ﬁ (Farh
& Cheng, 2000; Pye, 1981, 1985) - ffi] 17 [IJf7 (A8 > FPVlipl » 2 FIERIG I Y
gy (> LD S AR [ HALY S FOE L (Hwang, 1997;
Westwood, 1997) - $19 > vTUFTJh AR [PORYAT - = F‘,T,F&frrvﬁrj (CAE
BV T REEYR J%FF E(Farh & Cheng, 2000) - [ E1 7 o 13502 *Fh‘ th |iF JJ‘
5’?U%%l’h":ﬁ[ﬂj¢ [po e - foﬁ'JﬁﬂEﬁ_ FIEYESIFSI = % 5 1] P s
IR TR RO (- R A S RIS S f
i oAb = EER PR IR LB U“ﬁm o [N 5 IFEJE%ETE'?P%
(management commltment)ﬁ’zﬁ [;F:p [~ (blame culture){ =475 ’F (L = AR E «%Jpj
ZE N e S N e AT I m?ﬁfﬁiﬁr%— RS T IR = S (%
TS - ﬁht@ﬁfslg'ﬁj AHPISR D= B AR E R TR r'l}d%ﬁ”
Y% (Guldenmund, 2000; Wiegmann et a’, 2002; Zohar, 1980) o <= » ¢?I“J JES
Bl = Wi&%ﬁﬁ’:ﬁ[ﬁjﬁfw [ FHEIRLIN R4 = 535 Bt 6
?Fﬁ'?ﬁ“@ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬂ% PRI (PR (R A R R = W*@ +
[ 1[15Y%%(Reason, 1997) - Y R e B P [ g 1 -
PRI [ R g BT ’*’TWHJ FAFER RS TSR ]
VI > RLZS e FTJL BT R

FESE PR Al U Fjdllﬁi[ YA E&zﬂﬁ FUpRL& PR 35 Fu! ~ BT EJFT&
[ b S g PN R S R ﬁliﬂl%“(harmony)w AREAF: FT&I,I il T*f‘x”l gl

- f[ﬁ@ﬁl%ﬁlﬁﬂfa (i (Ho & Chiu, 1994; Shi & Westwood, 2000) - [fi] v ["E’qFJaJF/‘I
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[l FGERE AT 2 e F T R s e IR - AR FTRERY [ e
F b - (Face)- 2 T D ORI » Y @0 B = O
R RERG 1SR S Al R T MR [y R R AR AR T
) gmﬁ%g'ﬁ W EE R D ﬂéwiﬁ%p;%?pfjrﬁ%ﬁemwang, 1987; Westwood,
1097) « FE L VBRI F - BERIEPTREE ) RS T IV R SR F 2
FU 2 VRO > SRy TR [ AT BRI GRL g
FEES R T R R [T RIRE - WA BT o
B SR PIOFERS T SR R R PERETE LR ST BRRE (R AR *
Fjdlf’iﬂ‘”—i/ = SRR o

B2 BRI [ 2 Rt p

A ABE (] B R P R IR IR e R | R
POk < BB TR MBS R P PR LIS = R 2 M
Aelfel e T A R IR IR (R T (SR gl 2 o
% (Zohar, 2000, Zohar & Luria, 2005) = 538 s (v = TS - 4t
FRPREAE TR BRI AR T (RIS B AT RS P S fOAR 2 YRR 6 1) 2 P T
[t~ b 2 ARy o 25 MR i [t et i o0 AP PR e P i e T TN S
(organizational level factors) » — [HEI[I5 X3k (work group factors) » I') & ffat * gt ity
[k (individual level factors)ftif Jﬁcrrjm,l ¢mu@§&“”’%€“ TN R YA T
FEEIOPsh o SEDRYRER - o 2 AR = (RPN SOT BIRLR R,
FiiE l‘?ﬂ'%“fjd (oG (AR v 2 Pk Bt 2 GEFs J%‘@%”FTJ S

HE %ﬁﬂE%ﬁfF’Em[ﬂ :
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321 ﬁfﬂﬁﬁ"gﬁl@ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁ# * %’%‘%ﬁ?’ﬂﬂ@%ﬁﬁl
e 3 S PAOPURE G B 2 R R [ 0 2 e
Jgéﬁ[fkp UEY2 (Wiegmann et al., 2002; Zohar, 1980) - ' i “FT%E:I?{ ﬂ%ja_a:ﬁ 1 kL F“[T‘Jr{

AR BT FL S TR B SRR 2 SRS B I HAL

B x“':r’ﬂfjd%[fklg[ N T;’jﬁl }bjf"[gﬁj (Wiegmann et a., 2002) - 373l === £ iy
R T RS PR R
P E S R SRR F?@ﬁﬁ“i*EW?f#ﬂﬁﬁ' PR

EYIY R T R RV R AL e VAR R - S Zohar (2000,
2002)f A IR TR RO R B SRS R - P
I U AP 2 R U= E‘?}{ﬁ ] EUE?EC [ Flet=
e RS T (S P T B T R 2 R T
TP E (R MRS IR A R T T (R SR L S
T R RS Y T VS AT ﬁﬁiﬂplgﬁ%?f‘%ﬁlf#%“%
T [ AT 02 G A (Matilae @), 1994; Simard & Marchand, 1994) -
PRI > 25 FPHEL IR
MR lar TRAERHPY R B E R 10 2 PRI R AL
o 2 R < [ T 2 R TR
o5 2 AL 2 T -

YL e o IR &l?f%l'h”’i%i[f'ljﬁfiﬁ“é'%mlE“?FE«'?I'“Fl[f'lj%?:%?“ﬁfi%ﬁ%?“ s
YRR = I < B)- B2 (Farh & Cheng, 2000; Pye, 1981, 1985) » =/ & | KU El

Dt el e S U T e e e e TR R
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= PP (2 O (Hsu et dl., 2008) « PN T BT AREABH > = i
fli = E eSO - Ty f ﬂﬁ PR SEIRE R AT ~ I = Py S EB i
RIRSFI PP JRORGL 20 (NS 79 4 2457 781 (Farh & Cheng,
2000; Westwood, 1997) « [l 72 §i7R b o Wi R o it PR s
%ﬁ’%TﬁH*#HWﬁ @ﬁ T BT R S R
P b 2 PO A A ] 1 = SH Y TRV o A3 P A
W%%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ%wwammnaajmzR%wmﬁm’ﬁ%ﬁmqaﬁw
VEHE LT RSB 2 PR 2T TR
2 [filRE(Reason, 1997) » SEJffRF] F17 9 2 FRAESGIELE (540 PIGH WY
EE'KETFE?E@FJZLE%%E\JJ"[@'B%? F‘E{ﬁ,[ﬁ “J%’? R = 1%%‘ RAPR R = 12
A e 2 A R L T LR
TR flifjifff”iflfjf?jég[’%ﬁ(Helmreich& Merritt, 1998) ¢ 5 A=A 11+ I AuEIE = EY
TR | 2 IR 56 SO T (Lee & Harrison, 2000) € 2t i 4 2 15 ke

G 2 FEAIPYHEA] (Neal, et al., 2000; Oliver'etal., 2002; Seo, 2005) = [KF=» Z§ {1

RREE=E
r@r,% Lb: A VAR R Ry s = E@, ﬁjfi‘flﬁﬁé"ﬁ R
Fie TR EE O E Y (R R TR T o 2 R
ESF e X

s TR A 2 PP RS
T (e AR ORI £ (R R DR LT o
=LA 2 S

A E AR SRR 2 AVE ISk I — (Reason, 1997) - [l
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PHREER >~ [WE ol PURRRE ORLE: = — T = 1y [~ (Blame-free
culture) = 1174 9 3 53 PR AR T 2 AP TP RO E LT S
2 FpofflEE(Reason, 1997) « B ] (T POBIRTSE o g IO S
= REESE TR o SRy T F&f&h BRFORERS T ER TR R R =
FUREE I A L O (R R e RV 7 A
FIZ USRS E T A = SRV o TR ORI - R e R
PO o HL R R A R AR PB E  (RERp -
YA (TR RERSR 95> 1 T 2 PR 2 O S
2 TR POdEiey < Oy FA T DRSSV IO, R T T 0 2R
VE F S IR - P B g B -

M 22 AR VAR SRR AR P U S R B s p SRR R £
PR FYT TIEN B TS, RS EY T R
SRGHEEL (R e s o SRR

b3St - 25 P8R RR AR P PR = W ol 1 UL AR £ - 711

R FRLAF P AR > 2 (A 2 BT (A RO - PG R !
é}%ﬁfmﬁ[ﬁmw f“‘F[I:J[E*’HfJ‘EfJW@\FF?]’@ (Westwood, 1997; Hwang, 1987; Ho &
Chiu, 1994) - 3= fUFseg ,#i%afﬁ?;mf’ufm AL [T ARV [ BT
2 IS T FIRIAVE - BT Helmreich 2 Merrit (1998) {13251 | 3 ¥
PGS (Sl e = A7 TIPS G FERL B o 1 - LGRS 7 20
AR o ROTR 2 (Tsui & Farh, 1997) > ¢ iR {T1 > £ VT E)
PO R R SRS MTRRE A £ (SRR g & ORI - #  FIAE s

ﬁ%ﬁ@f"‘ﬁj (Reason, 1997) » [ -F| £ T sl 2B 2 (4G o 1=9f > T
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(R AR 5 ORGSR £ (R s e
FIF T YRR » RSN Y5 R Y R T o
T F L PP 2 PR T
R 3a: AR R Fif ﬂfﬁ‘ﬁil}dl.ﬁ SR P FRATELD o 2
I ARV E POy 2 SR DA T o 2 e
R
MBIRE 3o R RN AT EALIREFVRA e o] 7 o Ry A IR
Fi 15 e TG e PRI £ SR SR g R i o = 3t
HEd T o
TPV ISR 4 P AGAREEAR {2 P AR A - (R 4
e A AR

3.3 A

331 &=

PR E Z FRLT | I R A FUR T 8RS A ST
Tt G RS S TR W G A RREVELT - SR
5 Ml < SR b ) Lo (1 Ao S H I DR LR et
TR o B STNHR S Wl ™ RSP HIHCE S R ™ R 7 e | TN TS
FHOAEY BT R FBRTIESvRR ™ B & Ml PR b Py 22 U
(P REED S - DIARETRES ~ 84 TR [~ - Gl f
HF H R ARV 8 (SRS 05T 2 ] PR YR T S
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P PREE PR RELE S ’Tjup'ﬁéi‘ﬁjﬁﬂ; %‘ﬁ PR =2 R B
BRI S ﬁf}ﬂ’ ﬁ%:l BAY % ’ﬁ'ﬁ'}%}{j[ SERLZE TR = R F'IT%[H' o R ¥
%‘ﬁﬁ[“ FSPIE HL 690 [ > ST HIRLE [F - 312 [ - S K - 289 ) > f
HFRFE 89 ) - "EJl?j%f}ﬁg’?ﬁﬂﬂF‘ffﬁj'[‘iﬁ'{fjﬁ‘?fé?}?ﬁﬁw@%— °

e f P M SRR 1R
M GRET SR FHET(N=690)
M Florks

3511
7l 649 94%
£4 41 6%
T
21-30 755 41 6%
31-40 75 179 26%
41-50 7% 242 35%
51-60 i 214 31%
>61 5% 14 2%
==
S 62 9%
- E 580 84%
i 48 7%
TR
<5F 62 9%
6-10 * 83 12%
11-15 =+ 117 17%
16-20 ¥ 159 23%
21-25 ¥ 145 21%
>25 & 124 18%
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332 2

APPSR 2 fr U Tl (Central Research Institute
of Electric Power Industry, CRIEPI)&v5E s[5’ “—rrfh ﬁF} i (safety assessment
system questionnaire) » =) — (it "g‘%ﬁ“ 1 kg %I@(leertss point scale)
WL LR T FIAOZ SERTRIRY » gt U PR H PRI
T (Tekano et al, 2001) « F1 45 [ [ (5 % 25t = 583 Pl » 41
Bl TR - BER Y T SR RO (Takanoet. dl,  2004) - i
i85 A 10 35 Iy = RIS » BT (U 5 4 ORI jEE V1 (4

ifﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁiﬁﬁfjﬁ??ﬁﬂj £!(Hsu, 2005; Hsu et a., 2008) -

333 ffii4 2
e Pt Rl 25 PR (R B = P Y » o0 BRLAS S

¢t (organizational level) » &R 5 [ gk (work group level) » I') & it ~ [t
(individual level) « s=bE e &) (7 = (WSRO BIRL TR G ~ Fhf Y 1~ 207
B - 7 PRRERRE R &) 5 = WPk STRIRLY 2 B - 2 W ERIR A 1
it~ Bt & SR Pk o ST RIRL = FERER S S BT A PERETEY - S
FOREE (R 8 [Pk CBEFRST 0 Skl P pOREap s
REE W R - @AY PSS [ A

F“E’?gﬁ + %R EIJ TAMREIET > = frE e g R e i S = P
T FVTEL o I RIS T R R R R LSRR Y T o

e B e BPR S 3 CEET > 2 RUNERAR IR AT T R
SHEPE A FEERVE PR GIIET S (S Y
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FECED B - FRRIRRER o APkt B 4 TpE - 2 ROIE 1T 0

AR [055 FITH] BRI AT BT (S [ TIROR AL
T o

VEE BN A GEE 2 BOE L AR  E E (e
b E A (R R (ORI R R R P T
VEHF AP vvf,4f[ﬁ{fﬁﬁ"§€liﬂﬂﬁiﬁﬁi BT rehd = it
D BT P IS R 2 PO BIR A (B Pk 0 4 4 L
= ONRIE IR FARTIESE] ~ oot ~ v (3 (SR > BIOD-TEl Rt > 1)
Sl S

VAR PR P 4 Tl B (R R )
ORI > OB T B RIS e 2
£ APk b B 5 (RFIE O BRI P (R 2 PR
28— Ly = 4

3.34 FrPR[SFT
i’ﬁm}'ﬂﬁéE'J%ﬁ%)ﬁ%ij%,%@?“(structural equation modeling, SEM)p~ 3% <« k&g
SRR I N o BRI TR o I P S R R AL
RJesp A oy RET 3£ SEM ViR > i 5 RS (measurement model)
[OBRE » YRR POBRR B IR 13 AL (structural mode)io
R o AP ESLET P Sk oA 578 (Construct validity) I 7] B P 3k
Sy FT(CRA) il - 05 CFA FFR Y53 477 51 8% LISREL VNI (Joreskog &

Sorbom, 1993) > [fy [*] i - f[iﬁ”[r— W H[[#R 5] Cronbach’s Alpha [F 5y 2@
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(Churchill, 1991; Nunnally, 1978) > i émiﬁaﬁl[r,‘ﬁ@ YR E TRTREp = o ’g[[ﬂl[_}
CFA Elfiﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁiél?s@fﬁﬁ@ o BRERES SEM pulgEr - [URIRVS AT SRS
LISREL VI (Joreskog & Strbom, 1993) = 3% = Eei [+ 5 #T(CFA)==7di s 17
TE&?“(SEM)E% » ZYIMERE |~ ﬂf’ﬁrjl CHAER Jflﬁ[f&? 112! (goodness-of -fit indices)
&S LRl % pu R (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993; Bentler & Bonett, 1980;
Maruyama, 1998) - il i e cuf[ chi-square (x?), normed fit index
(NFI); non-normed fit index (NNFI); comparative fit index (CFIl); incremental fit

index (IFl); root-mean-squared error of approximation (RMSEA) -
Bentler (1992) ! NFI, NNFI, CFI, IFI < ?’?[@ IJ[;E’I’E*JE"F&}?}#T 90 i £y ﬁ[
B < i RMSEA BUfIE, 40,05 [EARIATE f pufhi el (a good-model fit) -
T 47%.05-.08 V[t RSk A A= ’?EPE" EIffie ¥ (a reasonable model fit) » /7 4%.08-.10
VR S ST fair mooe Fit) e 10 F 1 4 L

fFiels (a poor model fit) (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993) «

3.4 FER ST

AP PR LRGRS S AT Wrﬁ'%*ﬁﬁﬁﬁ I FR o A CRA )
P o AP AR R PR T o (467) =1353.75 (p <
0.01) » HEGR T EETH - (HETE o @ CEIRA B S WP Py - IS
[T A pdAg e 2o TE-RMSEA fO35#8 4] » RMSEA [ififi £ 0.063 (] 4%
O.OS),TE%iﬁJIZ'ﬁEU*JE B ?ﬁfﬂﬁf@ﬂiﬁ(a reasonable model fit) - £l ]’”JEI'U}E%

(NFI =0.91; NNFI = 0.93; CFl =0.94; IFl = 0.94)* %4\11‘?‘59%& 0.9 2= &5
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|

* ’F[?ﬁﬁqrﬁnﬁ'ﬁifg

$a5 =N ﬁiiﬁ?ﬁ‘ﬁﬁlrﬁ% 53 #1(N=690)

bl M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1 f ng‘y’é% 398 062 0.85

2. —Fﬁ [’fﬁjd/ [~ 362 071 038** 0.68

3. ﬂ%ﬁﬁ% [ 391 059 0.55%%% 0.31*** 0.80

4. V' = Efﬁ‘ 395 061 0.84*** 0.45*** 054*** (.86

5 %= iél%f'[ 373 053 0O34*% 042% . 035+** 0.35*** 0.65

6. [E.t'[%%f,l"e 3.95 054 056** 0.35%** (.62%** 0.67*** 0.41*** (.72

7. = AR 380 055 058 ** 0.33*** Q.59*** (0.63*** 0.37*** 0.65*** 0.76

8. ¥ =7k} 417 048 0.45%** (.15*** (0.37*** 0.43*** 0.44*** (053*** 0.46*** (.83

ﬁéf D SEPE LY S Ay Cronbach’s alpha [Ufifi - * p<'0.05. ** p<0.01. *** p < 0.001.
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FURLET 0P o A Bt RN R MBI RS iy 1 P AR S ML
SR T HOHEIIL © ) RO - T (F FR | Cronbachs Alpha
Akt A =5 {F15875 5 Pk Y Cronbach’s alpha flyfio5 =4 0.7 07— £
[ﬂiﬁfﬂ'ﬁ@ ikt 0.6-0.7 V] - PRHNEEA AP »Emmﬂﬁﬂ— X lilf
(Churchill, 1991; Nunnally, 1978) « sl B 5! ¢ T SO B » [
FHIPTRC T RS S A R
(R (SEM) ARSI 3T » I RAAR L PO

1’ (480) = 1433.9 (p< 0.01) - HEGR™ T EAF » 3T kol | e
RMSEA fiifi £ 0.074 &= j:fmluljﬁﬁ)f;ﬁw:gjﬂ&” | “E/f il (a reasonable model
fit) = iy F9[oF#8 (NFI=0.91; NNFI=0.93;-CRI=0.94; IFI=0.94) % it s i
0.9 » B AR RL I B A7l sflad 5l SPPRARAS IS ol AR g =

TR TRL £ o AR ISLIRIR =5 THEEARBa T ) F A S = e (0 i R
TR - FERPVEE B (TRTFS L F R IR AR OB T - L
S F DB [ R R

35 Fi

R R RO R P 2 R SRR I (SEM)PY
5 S IR W PRI e AR T * o 2 R
G o (R A B (R RB  JR O oA
s 2 GRS R RO T 2 BT R Pl e iR
N3O [ R SR 2 SRR - IS B
EANIORTRI 2 B R EIRCRRS H R BIR ) (e
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A et B e et et " Pt

S 0.81*
e [ AEER
0.52* 0.19*
0.39* 0.12*

0.21*

0.17*

ﬁ%ﬁéﬁ [ 0.65*

0.22*

B 7 R 3 TR N (8 2 (7 (*p < 0.01)
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AR E I PR R E P ERT S 2 RS SRR [N
PR BRSO o SRR 2 S« SRR S PR TRA
(Dedobbeleer & Beland, 1991; Flin et al., 2000; Reason, 1997; Zohar, 1980) - lFFﬁFjI
G 0 N RIS AR E 2 T (R 2 T 2
FUHF

ET FS{P IR AT R AR I‘EFT&I,T S E AT RIIR S EARA £ 56
i IR ) O R 2B 2 O 2SR
e PRI (AR FLT o 2 B g SR LT
ERAEED 2 5 SRR ERpR G = P P AP
R FT& raB [ (= ﬂ'%“l}i fetile, W Ty < ”lﬁhﬁ’ﬂﬂﬁ*ﬁl'ﬁ?lﬁj
(Hwang, 1987) » 5P RE R = [Pl f1 00 0 2 FRR b 5 108 | B RIIVRY S (Hsu et
al., 2008; von Thaden et al., 2006) - [ S P (R ¢ (.08 5 3 » 71
%‘F*%I TRl Y PR

sk o 25 PSR Y VIR AR TR 4 S TRV
s S PR RS 2 AL PR » A
AP A IR e g RPN R T I O PSR

P 0 (FOME THT < BI9H o F R P Pl e

SR BN o 2 R T E VA PR R SR o R R
ERES A

PR BRI 25 PR s R e s 5
B - SR RS PR Y -

o [T R R AR AL T POk R S (Farh &
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Cheng, 2000; Hsu et al., 2008) - & ﬁiﬁﬁlfjﬁ‘ﬁ? B A A v LE e A
A e R L N SRR ST L A A T
(behavior-based safety)fivEifo! % (Dedoy, 2005; DePasquale & Geller, 1999). = £id’
By s «A’Tuégy pu— R = AR S B R T s R =
ﬁJE%ﬁﬁi%@ NN N3 I E%?WJZE?‘?@  HT T R PR eI
[ i+ pFFh SO iﬂm”% e RLE R T 2 hpyd = 5 Ei(Geller, 2001) - FE‘TFI
o g’gﬂﬁgf‘/} ; ﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁfeﬁ,‘%%ﬁwﬁé%%pﬂ [ s J‘Jélg‘{
[AERSpS 2 A
E% o BEIRF Y 3 AR TR I ﬁfﬁ@i&%ﬁl’%ﬁ[ﬂjﬁfw [

Hlﬁﬂﬂi’lzﬁfj’ﬁ@gl%l > Geller (2001 TR0 27 uﬂ&ﬁsqa& Gty i T
PRI TRL e 2 PRI (SR Pl 17 @R, - 1
(IR S 2RI SRR S AR o e v
ENGE (S SRE R RS N[ S g S Bl RN A AR S T S (NN
o SR TR RR S PIRVERTOR] G ST S SR
FORYPVE T AV (B Fﬁ pAS B o PRI YT T T P #m L EanEling

qié/.pulH%,@Hl%bﬂFh [ E Tl Y e SR LT 7 PSR W@%&ﬁfﬁfﬁ%ﬁi&

Firh P (P SRV i o AR [ R - [
R P9 IR R (SR R U SR S il - F‘fﬁﬂj IR AR,

Err T (e %F‘UE&% 2N R PO ) - R R [iffﬁﬁl‘ﬁ%ﬂlj%a
ol S IR T fﬁ\'ﬁF-’fEIQ'EU [k > Pk ST gﬁi?ﬁﬂ‘?ﬁm@%ﬁl’ﬁ?ﬁfﬁjj’ [~ M

E{UFQ: fﬁJ o
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RERR N L “'ﬁ}‘ﬂﬁfﬂﬁufﬂ I.il}d I T*ff” PRI RV
# (Westwood, 1997; Hwang, 1987; Ho & Chiu, 1994) - ,+¢7sz3|~ ll“J%‘Eff.f[l%‘ﬁ%
[T SRR RIS e S 5 R ff“fi%;i 572 NI fFﬁii%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁl%TﬁfJ%%fﬁ?i%
R F | FELESY BT RIIESY EpY [ﬁ%ﬁﬁ [ R 2 (Y F%%J I’%T':fé"ﬁ‘% [Ei 35 <o -
(Geller, 2001) - Sy B2 Fp= 4R =RV [p) = F 2RI 5 1= 23T gl
PP = 8, P ARG FEER v A = Wi T phe ] IFJ@%%H’:
FUEREEEE IR 7 (Rt pog o s e R A PR (Crew: Resource
Management, CRM) %= e 2 SENR S £1 > CRMFS [I#Hi f, o iy ey oL
FIES PR ET <t A2 ERIEY 05 1) M RIS igl - g~ ~ 4 & CRM
CIR R R Wa;r% [ENf 3z fe(Helmreich & Foushee, 1993)

BESR A P = A TG RS S IR AN e~ LT OB 4Pt
B HCHGH] o F1% S kU S (Cross-sectional) o » 22
S YOHEE P (longitudingl) o R S PIREIR R 03] -
BT 235 AR I I RO R SR A T D B B
- %#FQ Uﬁﬁhﬁipﬂ/l R NNy B IR PR e B
P ARG bRy I ZI PIRR R (OB R R

ST PR > K] i %EF.&FTJ FRAELF AR (O TAOR] ) 1l

TEEVH > [yt 2 NEROGE  SEEFERE ) B SRR (R S
P VR R PR - [ ECRIPAY R PR FT& [ L A
RAED 2 FEREORF - 25 P REAC AR Y P SR N R T e Pk S 8
Bt ™ P = TR TR (RSN o R S *WJTJI I

[ = AR S E %:%EKJFF}@ °
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SME TR 2 R = H IR
&ﬁ?%?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ%w’%¢F%ﬁ$*?% L PIEEH S ¥
2 SR » S [ B O SRR 2 R O -
PP o B RR RS [P0 P R A IR R 2 S R I
TASH IR e 2 A s

1 BRI = Pk

ERieeticREe I[HBET%%?“‘EU;W?%W% yﬁf’ﬂ.?ﬁ%’ﬁiij F [V E"iﬁﬂiﬁ‘
HA S RIRIPAR A2 Nk o 57 BILRLAE A e [ 5k (organizetional Tevel
factors) » = ['HRAIE N = (work group factors) » '] 1 st * [t~ 2 (individual
level factors) - i e fIUatAioy = Pk peat eI ise

A B 17 6 TSRS TSRS R AR AT RRA R
%%ﬁﬁh%%ﬁ%oﬁ%ﬁ%é%ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%E%@%%$§Wé@”¢
FIEORE - 1T SRR 1 LR 2 el 2 RS 2 G
PR o R TR RLIE P SEeig < 2 (IO o S PRt - I IR
RHGFRIHE ) OB AIRL AL~ BRRH AV EIT AR - 2 i BRLIAC St
WSR2 P 2 W RT3 o 2 S BIRLE 2 R
s [~ 2 Y R -

T TERIR T 3 3 W A TR V2 BRI 2 B
PORMFRL 6 gl BRI (2 (OB B 2 R I T W
TR AR L - R A ORI F R - R
A (e -
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- fEre 3 B MW ¢ I R R BTN AR S fI R
[ BORLF I B S 122 2 IO 101 2 4 2 T2 BRI 3
(BT PR TR AR 2 LS RURLR LT T (g 2
AR, o

42 (I TR 2 R o W R
B0 2 SR IO > DA AP B AR (SEM)
PG E R 2 TR B g R R P R [ HEIR
T IR @R R S 2 SRS B R RS E“*HJ[*H»F Bt
SRR PR R R TR " P S AR P S SRR R
Pt 2 AU POt RS e AR 2
ﬁjg,g?”;ﬁﬁﬂ, PEE)IUHEE (Wiegmann et al., 2002)- [ Eﬁ*"i O SR EE
Fi% % Sy# (Zohar, 2000) - Ty RIS =y ) = R B AP
TR EPIHA FY T RCRIA 2 PO £ 135 2 A - gt B
IR SpusE e o S RO YT pud 2 S 2 S Ri(Simard

& Marchand, 1994) - FF= 5 P15 i 72

f@];%“ la: AR 2 ﬁﬁgjpij}%ﬁ%rﬁﬁﬁp%@?iﬁéﬁE?”ﬁﬁ& ’ ﬁljw{ﬁﬁ%ﬂ';ﬁiﬁ
‘*ﬂyé‘” W}HJFE Jpgjj FUFIZS S = ;Psrﬂz o

[ b« PRI s 2 Wl O T AL et ORI - U
PRIV PRI o SRR 2 5
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Geller (1994)¢ ,'1:?&1 A ES T TR SUACRTES T ST T (EIVE [ =
R P TIERELA 2 AP (e b R R o PRI R
PRt ETpd = ARIRTORIRE - S I = ppopes » T Jaspr e o
YEAEER D Z UGG 29 1T A SRR g
BRIV E TSR TEE | DA IR Y FYSPEsh = PUACTRIC 27 (RERITR A5 A o=
o SUREAER 2 [ S (17 SPR G 2 pURE A 5 K (Parker &
Turner, 2002) « FUFE 5] » =5 PR o2
fg]%* 2a: fEHAVELT +§ﬂ SRS A I o T (R = TR

[ Y oY AR -

MR 20« Wl popo fI7 g irols G (SR - i ETpORIs £ s

BE T e

PR BRI e (b = Dol e s et D BLRE] - Toui &
Farh (1997) P2 1AL AR * BRRR R e 2 g o A7 RIOAH S (5 =
FORRIET - &0 b fﬁ[ﬂ‘ﬁa’i‘F 3G o P 25 TR ERE Iy (R RR i 1o
PR 5 ISP I T ] R = 35 FfoHERh(Glendon & Mckenna,
1995) = p39t > iy @ﬁ BRI £ (=0 2[99 2 SR e T

TR A AL o P 25 PR RO SR

M 3a s AGERY * R 200 2 AP R A o 2 I P R
FSEEAABEIIEPE 2 i e
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B 3b *['%‘F‘“B%‘Fﬁluf TIPS £ (VT TRV RTE 5 (S erp e
TOpvE 2RI = S .

Geller(2001) %Tjjj;ELlf}ajf,’;EEl'r% AUz BRE R Jclﬁ‘ FIZpud 2 5gds e
IAEA (2002)f935 [l ] FA T FfAg A = PUBIERT | 2 R[5 fUathy
SR 2 e 2 AR el - YT P E [ R S Rl
S R 3 S ORI - S 3 56 U ] )
T E A e P ’ﬁ;@Elérfi,gmra PR S Ol 7 (=4 L
PR = IHIRE > 0 SRR = R 3k GBI T sk 2 BRI

b JUBE PRV > FH T S SR

B da s BPE LA RS FAIR SRR AT iy if PR d =
=S A o R

(955 4b  BEfIPRE F s, ORI ) (0T > (T £
IRSH3IF ™ o SRR 2 4% -

B etz ﬁfﬁllgl% AR S f“’glfjglmftﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁ B

P = AR AVE B PR RS 2 SRRl EJF»&;%’F‘,WE%WEIE@J/
b2 R AR ’ﬁ%éﬁﬁi%'* °
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A BRe [l e et it * BEet

il R e 2 T R
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4.3
431K

ATFRASAH T R R TR T R I A e
(> H5E3= 400 GIfHIS - FIA A ot bl Hakas 300 (il o S Bt
2 YAV E IV Y RLER BT e FEAS B Py ) 3 (stratified  random sampling
method ) » 1 (A 5 R S BEPOESFITRE S oA B I ] R T
FHSAY > BT b 5 IO * R & (PRI 2 o =2 U~ i
(s (R e 1 DIARETRERIS IS 3 e~ [l ~ - 3T M- ph
Yoo TRl IR PR B (BRSO IR - T S S R
ZEHIIG OFYHERE ISR R QRN R R e
P N FHEIp - & R O AL 78%(0=312) & 89%(n=267) - 1 [l - X
AR o EPSPRS ST RY 205 P3286 [ © i W R S R
eI

4.3.2 M: £

APHOIIS = el fR P A R (Central Research Institute
of Electric Power Industry, CRIEPI)’:’I’??JE%EU%EF@['F‘[;F,%*ﬁfﬁfﬁj%“(safety assessment
system questionnaire) » = — [} "ETT%‘E'J?‘J’W?‘TB %ﬂé‘[@(Likert’s 5-point scale) >
*? AR R 1(”|5ﬁ TIRIEDE] 5(”|5ﬁ Il f*%g’fﬂﬂﬁﬁgfﬂﬁ AR E A,
(Takano et. al, 2001) - [I¥45% [ & UIFH*'EFIW@“‘%Z@T [Filpo s - Iy

W 7% ¥ gg@@;{ ISR pUAEEE (Takanoet. al, 2004) -

43



P
bl

£ R S R

MR 7 (N=295 14 (N=256)
e Florks e [

(£
b 286 97% 245 96%
+ 9 3% 10 4%
=8 )
21-30 7% 6 2% 54 21%
31-40 7 32 11% 102 40%
41-50 7%, 124 42% 56 22%
51-60 735 130 44% 38 15%
>61 7% 3 1% 5 2%
~ TEHI
Hevss ~ E 32 11% 51 20%
- E 260 88% 169 66%
Y 3 1% 36 14%
TEE
<5 & 44 15% 22 9%
6-10 38 13% 36 14%
11-15 £ 50 17% 26 10%
16-20 & 24 8% 64 25%
21-25 iF 65 22% 54 21%
>25 i 74 25% 54 21%

B 5 FOBRR S S RO ) (Bringlin, 1970) © P
Y BT R R F TS Bl - G % B
FOF LA 4 [OFS TR ERE AR R O R
POt i (A 4 (IO F 3 = e RS R - I
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I PSR R RS NI PSS © R B
I F T AR O RIS ) P18 T et

%o [P RIS (53578 WRRAIR: 50 il fy T = R
b PR FR N [P R 53 r(Exploratory factor analysis, EFA) e » K3
TP G0 52 DAL 20 RPN o $RED eigenvalues AT 1 [EERIE > =
HB ) O RO B BLRL © 83% (6 factors), 78% (7 factors), and 86% (7

factors) » ffi i 7 p l’ﬁ@ [t (Cronbach’s alpha) 7} [j[[£L : 79%, 85%, and 83% - &

TSR ORI L i R 2

4.3.3 FEJ%{F =

B e R B v i P
1 FUEAOTHIS P | ORI & B i 3 =
TR

G REE ST RS ARSI e (organizational level) » = fEEI[EE ek (work group)

gt (individual level)¥™= #1117 » 33 2 MFIHOTOT 3 4 ujrl 12 [N % - 1% 5

P SLI
PRI - Dk W 5 4L = EORIE R R R RS 2 OE

T R RERS o [T Rl T e R R e R RS

FV o {1 T P91 % (Cronbach’s alpha) ) FIfL 0.88 1/ % 0.83 -
72 ROk 3 4 MPET - 2 ROl fI T AT e = s

VEABP Y ZIGGRE O G i 2 B EE -

Rt ERAT 1 UL o R F 1A T PR S I9 5 (Cronbach’s alpha) 73 [LRL

0.75I'| x 0.72 -

45



;TEE'S‘? R ES “IJFI AfREIED = RORIEN YT ‘iﬁ”ﬂ'ﬁ = PRI
FORVAER, > (T Rt %ﬁyﬁgﬁ“\fﬁﬁ’?EHi% AT S T;’?T‘ir%? ?ﬁéﬂ?ﬂﬁj‘ﬁ%” ad
W2 4 7 A5k 19 5 % (Cronbach’s alpha) 3 L 0.71 1 12 0.78 -

I - FF%EII o I [N EIJ e AR = EIE EIT l?iﬁ"r‘ﬁ T ﬁ%ﬁ%}%l’h”:
VEfolAE - IO 2 (RS AT - RIS i e R Rl - 7=l
7 145 19 5% (Cronbach’s alpha) 33 [ 0.90 ') 0.82 -

“iF;FI*J EiaES EIJ TAMTRED = RS = e
= PSR ATRIVAV S IS 2 4 RLE T R o P EA
R fﬁ@ (Cronbach’s alpha);5 jf[lL 0.88 I'| = 0.83 -

FT}'EJ EN = r.[J 3 4 AR R ﬁzfmp U e =
PR o 2 F F{%‘fﬁb SR SR PR AR o AR [

E SR [ﬁ?ﬁ I N e = 4 (Cronbach’s alpha) > i [f][fl. 0.82 I'] = 0.83 -

—”HT

VEBE - AWK F AN AR P T R R
RER 5 NI S R IR - [ R

(5% (Cronbach’s alpha) i ff[[f. 0.70 I'| » 0.77 -

_”l

VEER ARG AGEPE 2 RUESL n+§fFV¥iEE.~7§T§ﬁ: =K
b PETR > G R TRV e TR A R PR
[ L R l’ﬁ 7 (Cronbach’s alpha) >3 [ 0.81 ') % 0.86 -

RIFS £ (e H NG 0 4 RERE > 2 ROEHRIS S FIRRSE - g~ =
R o Al A2l o PR (R0 o e FA A PR R
(Cronbach’s alpha);5 jf[fL 0.68 ') & 0.73 -

FIFSa 2 35 o RNk B 5 4 PR 2 ROIRIEYT S S prepA 2 T I

46



PSE A B

EL R 2 BT (R4 IR R
(Cronbach’s alpha)sj [f|[f:. 0.84 I'] »» 0.78 -
Z—"}%ﬁﬁh RES EIJF|4IFT’7E"~EUEU Fll

i IR [ T
"N

|
ARG > [T SE = SN 5 = A R [ ’IW’ pr)
FIA T ﬂ—“{ﬂtfﬁﬁﬁ'uﬁ % (Cronbach’s alpha) 75 ][} 0.82 I'] 5> 0.71

= |—J"5'I o

TopimE
8211 0.71 -
FPNRWE SR = AR YT T R 2 L
AR TONEES - B 2 AP (SR AR o R A SR
[7i"% (Cronbach’s alpha) J3 [f[kL 0.79 I') » 0.83 -
434 ME fﬁ#f@ &l
ETa A

il flﬁjﬂ“fl % HIFRH - Cronbach’s Alpha (7B 2% FiauX Fi
[N

= [V Cronbach’s alpha[f@ﬂfb;*ﬁ"O? FUE = P EJ[F,@ % 0.6-0.7

VR PSSR ¢’mui'? 7 EFFFIJ ijk [i— f‘r’[ﬂrlr % (Churchill, 1991; Nunnally,
1978) o A A F|| " B T
7 (Construct validity) » I'J

7J7PT(CFA)_ME%§AF[ﬁ&‘HE[¢ TIPSk R 5
ERETTNIRAL A el I TR R PR S
CFA [ i[53 #7218 LISREL VI (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993)- =5 - |~ £
T B AR AT S 1 7482 (goodness-of fiit indices) ¢ 1 /7 i £ 1213 (M easurement

& A
model)FI T EpvEERE (Joreskog and Sorbom, 1993; Bentler and Bonett, 1980
Maruyama, 1998)

S P € Eljfl chi-square (x?), normed fit index
(NFI); non-normed fit index (NNFI); comparative fit index (CFIl); incremental fit

index (IFI1); root-mean-squared error of approximation (RMSEA)

- Bentler (1992) #!
3% NFI, NNFI, CFI, IFI f#’?ﬁﬁﬁu;g’[f%ﬁ‘\ii"ﬁ&% $7.90 Hﬂ‘ﬂzﬁﬁ,

| RMSEA fijifi
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F [ HR.05 fUAABIFE I il (a good-model fit) > /7 4%.05-.08 V] N F
ARt £ IOl (areasonable mode fit) > /7 4.08-10 I ] £ S 4 AR Y
F'“E*[ﬂ Uffi(a fair model fit)F|, 47,10 [ {3 A A5 fLick =2 pofielf(a poor model
fit) (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993) -

A CFA [T » 4 AR BB TRidds chi-square 4% v* (966)
=2355.19, p < 0.01 » HESR™ T ETH » [HF 17 o rf'ﬂ Z(R A B L R RS Y,
o NI T B PRt A8 o - RMSEA pufnd §e%) - RMSEA {19
£y 0.074 (] o_o&@%j:mmayguﬁ, = T A:ﬂ 19]ili#(a reasonable model
fit) - H PEdEA(NFI = 0.90; NNFI = 0.93; CFI = 0.94; IFI = 0.94) - & Ao pv T
0.9 » K= B RLE I B 0 A TR Bt B R pORE REE

SR PR L -

o

4.35 FrR[5IFT

LT[l LRSS IR R R R B L DY [
fi9 frfF#(cultural response bias)TuRy# - =5 [MHRIVATISET Bz J3 B0t = - K ’F |17
E S El%"ﬁ!f@'ﬂ%“ﬁ(raw scores): & ARV (“EFl(Leung & Bond, 1989; Leung et al.,
1990) - £+ R 1AL WA IHBIR Y [~ S AP AL & A RO B 4
TTLZW' B A T A (Independent- %\mplesTtest)?ffﬁE?* R IA -
AR PRARIE [T BEpE £

AR ifm}uf B ﬁé%%ﬁ)(structural equation modeling, SEM)p* ;% s
E?%iﬁqﬁ’?@?ﬁﬁf e %%#ﬁf‘%}xgﬁﬁ?ﬁf{ AP [RleRRT N R W

PSR < iR 95T £ LISREL VIII (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993) - i
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A (SEM)FR ™ [fiv-— Kiligly 14457 (goodness-of it indicesy == 2 #ivaE]l|] > JIjj==
a3 57 Pr(CFA)— 15 (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993; Bentler & Bonett, 1980;

Maruyama, 1998) -

LT N
441 EERES IR N Y = £
P E U 5 PRIk U BRI SR AR ST R 5 PSR THIOAERE ) AT
TP R e @iﬁﬁxjfﬁif[léﬁﬁi? T fsﬁltfiﬁﬁj}ﬁléffﬁ;ﬁ% hPVRUGADS
?@Eﬂlﬁﬁf% Ll e [ iz B (cultural response bias)Trigihy - 15 i
2B RYAY o PN 25 PO RUAARA I AR Y = > 1 2 5 el o il
PI9 o i PR 4 T A < (Independent-sampl es T-test) s fl 2 4%
FA et 25 PR LR RS IS TS RN S R
e rii (s rﬂ'%‘?%ln T ERNE TR L E TS
SRR ET R e b e PR TN S TR T 2
NN ETETAE N NI = s (N it i
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?ﬁ%i IRl i PR S '/i?*nﬁﬁwﬁll?f%ﬁﬁm: 295)

fREy Mean SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
1§Eﬂ§% 416 053 —

2 fiT = 394 055 074"  —

3:1/;:“3%“'[ 363 043 027** (.24** —

4 ﬂ'%ﬁﬁl? 400 054 O061** Qp1** -0.25%% =

5 ﬁf%acm, 407 043 065** (65* 0,26 0.63** —

6 4 =R 415 054 081" 068* .-0.35%* 055* 0.62%* . —

7= 403 058 0.86** (76** ~-038** 054** (065** 083**  —

8 —L§E~f{ 393 054 075" (.73 0.36** 0.62** 0.62** . 0.70** 0.78** —

9 [@'B‘g%f,f‘e 377 045 047** 041** -0.24** 051** 037** 0.43** 0.45** 0.44** —

0 "= FIEh¥p- 418 047 062** 062** -020%* 067** 0.75** 0.57** 0.59** 0.67** 0.47** —

11 4 =" 420 049 032** 025+ .013* 035 0.47** 0.33** 028** 0.31** 0.25** 0.61** —

12 4= 58 419 044 053* (046** -015% 047** 056** 0.44** 047** 047** 0.36** 0.72** 0.61** —

*p<.05.** p<.0L
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FeT0 F U RlR R

— AN N
ERAC

A3 47(N= 256)

R Mean SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
1@?ﬂ#§ﬁ 354 060 —

2 fiT e 392 051 0.63** —

3:1/;:“%?’[ 358 052 0.35%* 0.54**

4 ﬁ'?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ 325 044 048** 053*. 034** —

5 }?ﬁ‘;’@a’s&?ﬁ 389 051 066** 0.67** “0.19** ‘0.42** - =

6 4 = 315 062 068** 036** 040* .0.38* 050* —

7= 386 059 0.77** 0.68** 0.21** 047** 0.68** 057** —

8 i%ﬁfﬁ‘ 316 070 0.72** 0.47** 0.36** 041** 057** 0.63** 0.61** —

9 [Ei'f‘%%ﬁl'"i 366 053 0.50%* 049** 0.19* 046** 055** 0.34** 0.54** 0.44** —

10 "= FIF5dsg- 364 052 059** 056** 010  042** 069** 050** 058** 052 043* —

11 4 ="+ 403 048 031** 027** 000 0.16* 048** 025** 0.34** 021** 0.34** 046** —

12 4= =4 400 051 050%* 048** 0.08  0.34** 0.64** 040** 057** 032** 046** 0.63** 0.55* —

*p<.05.** p<.0L
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Rt MR BT (550

Taiwan Japan Difference

Variable Mean SD Mean SD (t-value)

1 E‘Tﬂygﬁ% 057 119 -023 160 6.27 ***
2 FiTme 008 124 090 134 -6.73***
3 9= iél%f'[ -064 097 000 138 -6.46***
4 ﬂl%“fﬁ% [ 020 122 -087 116 10.79 ***
5 Fes ?‘ 037 097 082 137 -401***
6 A= 054 121 -115 164 13.03 ***
7 A=t 027 130 076 158 -4.06***
8 A =EF 006 123 -110 1.86 8.32***
9 RilFg= -0.31 103 022 142 -512***

10 "= pregssge 0.62 1.07- 018 139 4.16**
11 4 =g 066 112 =119 129 -549 ***
12 4= 51 065 100~ 111 135 -4.60***

442 T EEH D 2 B ﬁ%ﬁ?“;‘/ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ%’

ARG A T PRSI (SEM) I RG> 1 R A A 8L 9 Tl 4 AR
chi-square fi % »° (1011) =3167.13, p < 0.01 » H&ffer T B - 3 H |
#o Z5 M3 RMSEA [IUfifith 0.08 BT 4 i i S g (4 RfIoT i (a
reasonable model fit) « ffij £ 1445 (NFI=0.90; NNFI=0.93; CFI=0.93; IFI=0.93)*
CAKFTHEET 0.9 0 BT SEAGRLE I P - M fiﬁ%khg@g; ,
AL Ol e AR ﬁ%’@ﬂﬂﬁiﬁﬂ@ °
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LRI OBLETR IR - 2 RIS OMRURIRARLS - R
ffeL= pliis 2 7l (path. coefficients)fid B I i | fuls P2l o PriST e
T RO A% £ 4(1012) = 3170.85, p < 0.01 - RMSEA [ £ 0.080 - ¥ [
HfE2 %+ NFI=0.90; NNFI=0.93; CFI=0.93; IFI=0.93 » B [STfifgifi=t s fl— ff
[N sl B [’Fﬁé@%&fﬂi?@?“? ISTES Uz Bl (o )™ T HE > P
2 AT e R e I O3 D AR
o TR F”%E'F INRAAR 5 i Fica Bl TR ﬁ”ﬁ%ﬂ °

e IR RO P B R LRI S TP R e iy ORI et 2 o
P@IF R “jjgﬁﬂyﬁ” p@wﬂﬁj\ RTpEI D pop129a 2 e f@]%‘ la /&
R - e PRI e 2 R AR, i R VA R R T Y
PR P R S AR SRR
[ 2 SR TR 10 DR

FF"'J@F'U?&: #;@'ﬁzﬁxﬁ}: (2RI AFF REl ISP o6 Jpjsclsrf By opud =7
I 2 T f@l;%}' 2a J%"g:l,}ajt Flﬁﬁ TR ﬁ“lﬁleg I Jfg, Fﬁ[ T [Ed
{g%zf[[tjsulsrf BT pud AL 2 FE @F%’“be“‘ fg’géﬁt

PGS * BRI R 2 P SR R R TR IS e
7+ T 1 PR < PR R R AT £
PR 2 T AR BRR TR O pHETOER £ (e e
T E EE TR B30 fI IR

PR SRR RO IR o 2 8
YA, @F@J dajdt J;%fgq,ﬁj o ﬁﬁq%@*ﬁ‘j?@wf} F’mﬁg@ Fﬁﬁ;@ﬁl %E{fjﬁg”jﬁ#@ﬁ[fj
I (B A o 2 FE (R R RS R 2{1ol fTT
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ORI (3 (= L T ol 2 S TR BRI &

P¢Eﬁﬁ%@?@ﬁﬁﬁ@dﬁmwe@%famnQ@&mm<0m’
HESRE R > (R Pogpfs o 248> =5 38R RMSEA pufififh 0.075 > B 4
Wuﬂhi’qﬁgﬁif“%ﬁf\ | “E/fi i (a reasonable model fit) - i) £ ﬁp}f 1122 (NFI=0.88;
NNFI=0.90; CFI=0.91; IFI=0.91)* 2 4 g5F 7 0.9 ,Eggﬂﬁﬁﬁ?“ﬁﬁw%&
[ o ARG 1A G R AR I PR AR R PR L

B RRNRS SRR E R 25 PHRIST-L 14 U i -2 & R T
g%”BﬁiW%@%%¢Wﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁwmﬁﬁ%%ﬂmmpzmm&
p < 0.01 - RMSEA [i4fifi £ 0.075 » H 474545 : NFI=0.88; NNFI=0.90; CFI=0.91;
IFI=0.91 » Ri= {STRA IS ) RIS ATt o 25 PIAEH SR s
TR B (e )7 T BT P S (P I RS e (oA B A A
R RSB S = ARTISTRY St o (S AR R ) e BUASYE [0 2 (R EeRg
THR

FEE 1 AR T B LTS SIS g B e il e s 2 o
PR EBER! 2 AR ORISR AT pUp I 2 e - B la

r%:f/}éjt FFI pﬁ*igl[iffg‘iﬁ Tpﬁjﬂ_ﬁqf J/%E@ﬁl pﬁ—?*ﬁgpﬁx » {EIR %F}—fﬁ

ﬁ%@%ﬁﬂﬁﬁWEjW$§%%E$§5%%%%mﬁﬂ%ﬁiﬁo
e puEs~ ?‘Q@ﬁﬁx@j I"EEFJEEJJ:L?FHJEET[ﬂl%EI@iﬁ‘U[W‘El’sr% ABEEE AL

IR S G (B 20 ML - R O FY T SR EIT O T R
Fﬁ{"&ﬂ&li&? F A 2 lﬁ'ﬁ @p;; ?Q@ﬁiﬁfgymj@ﬁ“FF[#IETF[UE{I]Z;;FL‘I 158
EI’SF_?:[ Fl[j EI/U%L:? = t@j\%ﬁ ) fg]%* 2b Iflf[ []J}‘E'Q?L}ﬂj
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“g% , f@l;%}' 3a)gt J;%'fgqfﬁ o FIIFEAY * ﬁ%ﬁ%}% (7 FT ﬁ@ﬁ[ %F{fjﬁ,l”ﬁ#,@]g’[fj[gl]z%% F&' (&
FOELT O R (A RREER SO TR (g
FIZ Vs 2 SRR PR - R 30 i G L4 -

ﬁﬁn’f‘tﬁ'@ ﬁ;@a;%:[ AUBE A, Fﬁ,ﬁ@ﬁ; pr’l NS A R e S ’rg‘ﬁgf pud =
=, @F%J Aa JETH zlﬂﬁlj‘ o Hﬁ,ﬁ%@?‘j ,?EJEI’;% YRS S5 R %E{fjﬁw#@ﬁé{fj[@'@ ﬁ

4.5 ﬁq‘ﬁﬁ

451 T EEIA D 2 R R HH T

AR PTG RV B 1 1 SR0aT 5 D 1 [py
G B 2 R SR R s
BT o AR STy« e Sk 2 T LA R et A T 4
2By e FIT AT (R R AR T S T (e 2
ﬁ“iﬁ“zﬁx{_}%lﬁigff’i = PR o TR P TIPS 2 s e gY@y
[0 2 B R T VAR B 2 [ A P
THF AR R RS oY 2 R AR R )
ARl (Top-down control) ¢ o Z5 PSR > I TR =50 ) REREST
i o e PO ERT S RLI LA ORI e A A éfﬁ;ﬁ 1T VR
PUREE I B VAT AT > SR o 2 IR YT YRR A
i e BUBTR R S RS | 0 2 B A PR T [y

(Bottom-up participation)[iv =t -
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e e e et (it * et

- 0.78*
e @ 0.92*

= D 2 FTEIRER I (B8 2 T (I KT e 0.05)
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e e e et (it * et

0.38*

% 0.65*

iU BRI B (2R (TR (7 262 T " p< 0.09

l-l
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VSRR 1o e R lﬁjF[ PSS PSR R T IR EY ) PO RERR P
Ay fyEA = puinE iﬁ[ﬁﬂﬁiﬁi = R PRIAGE] [T S Hpel
oy R T (R 2 BN [ R 2 TR -
(1 WA By o = ?ﬁﬁlﬂ’@? PIBP A Rl T = RO B SR AR
iﬁf‘s‘”&# HIIp A8 dr £ 5 =t pud = 4172E] ( Reactive safety management ) © =% {4 5
o fUATE TR AR R Fﬁ%@a’sﬁgj RIS BE o IR O 2 R
p = U azﬁ"*?*—:@ = FUE ~ SR poah S (== 1) IR i i i
AR ERA = ﬁq@&'ﬁiﬁﬁ”@ﬂﬁiﬁ?ﬁ A AU BT SRR T e [pIEE ~ n Ed
- “J'f“ AR A = R R AR R R SR e PR S
KRRt = Bz = 7Rl (Proactive safety management ) -

9= o (HBIRED Ehp et I =25 (138 BT r*[';%?kﬁ%f‘%%fﬁ"zj Iﬁ[ﬁ;’}%ﬁl
Ry o AR E%‘F%J% S AR = [55’%‘%% L~ S G I AR
[l ARSI ~ =] g s o T PR ﬁ: LR A BT (e AR
?%QW%%W’E‘?EWM‘E'EL’ SANTRE it L[S s R TR R 'ET\%&HU?JW
R SR TR LIRS B 2 2T Fﬁ%h' i1 |11] (Relationship-focused
teamwork) {97 o SYITY SRR T TR 1R 2 DA (ORi0T - &
%ﬁ.’ﬁﬁ}?ﬁf)ﬁlﬁ'ﬁ@‘f‘? Fr ERL RIS T (S~ Eh e T (R f Ry
lﬂnbfll‘p ESLAN I R ﬁ“zL:E%F}JFE'_E”Eﬁ [ o pud = %Fr RLRET R
7 IR~ 7 0p= TR LA e AL e 2 POTRIRE » IR B £
e A O]~ gt~ RN T i o AR R A 5
Fir TP A Ty R U (A | (Task-focused teamwork) -

SYD Al N o 2 RSB R - 25 PR RS T T 2 B
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AN Ak G e i O TR AR I BBAVEE B T e
2R~ R 2 T P S PP AT T2 T2
T~ ST KT e Fiﬁ R T 5 C T S = e ILEE?F

SR ;F‘ ifﬂﬁ = FE “F} EEE%F v e E'J@EIU%?IET‘H%E}E&
in T e lﬁufﬁ[ﬁ NS [‘EEJ kﬁyq”&ﬁ[‘gﬁ I—U%?‘?& A [JJJ

i

ﬁw’ﬂﬁ£%W%ﬂﬁ¢m§’pﬁmg: SRR 2 A
AT ’19’7‘/1@*?[“5”* L) ?FI(LOW atitude-behavior congruence) 7%
'NRB%L’[W%PﬁﬁL FET ™ Oty S R A

R 0L FH{PTRC T PR W (g = 1 Fi(Conformance-driven
safety behavior)  FFHEERSY I [IGB I sk @ = dibRod 2 5 R R
T EO R
R Wﬁ”ﬁfzﬁf'{‘%ﬁ?iﬁﬂ“ Iy R S R R R EY T

,»

FYREEAT LS FE (High attitude-behavior congruence)fiv/Ri -
FIBIEAURIf I ~ o = R 8 S s S e | 14 it | AR R =

7 17(Goal-driven safety behavior) - & LIS = | 14 = 5a o B T [l

FE:ILE'IFIU@[%[F’ 53 ff'ﬁfr;ﬁﬁ;[m,lgi}?wu o
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dom IR R 2 R

! Fiig FI4
5, —nL‘F"Igij C ]EI [~F]—{IJ_¥\ F[Ljﬂﬁ]“ X WIJ~PH€J%§?
=TH =
| (Top-down control) (Bottom-up participant)
VI e e S
E-[E=20=¢3
(Reactive) (Proactive)
IR Byt el &
= /j‘
(Relationship-oriented) (Task-oriented)
kg [

CREEE
F (Conformance-driven) (Goa-driven)

AS2 ¢ L4 2 FEM Y Z B

P = A o = R SR S5 AR TRIbe e = EIUF’%;‘% e =
TEEL | B E AR SR ol e Ejﬁ‘fﬁ FIF VR T i E T pos
ZRA1 SR FY T IR B R R T T < S RN SR
e LB R RO R ISP RO I 2 [ Rl 2 R
SO [ o S RO EY T R [ E A YT RS R A R
R I LS ORI T A = PR TR -

IR R R OISR R FY T 2R R J}'”S‘E%F.ﬂ/l I[N
HLA FIT O R T« ﬁiﬁ’%—# ARG N (Geller, 1994)— 35 - Fi
TG RN W T IR R R R s T R
ARSI o SRS T T I E T g 2R 2 puS L o P IR
O IR T s A ORI A [ S ol 2
D < SRR RN R R RN - SRR R
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E,g?%ia\%r%,r;ﬁﬁ(Eﬁf@a’&*ﬁfj‘gglg@ﬁ¢ﬁ3ﬁ’i%ﬁ’ljj}ii«i%[é‘ﬁ%?Fé?JElU%’;ﬁ =5
SR EL T O R S

Fﬁﬂﬂdgf,ﬁ IR r+F[ﬁ@§?E[7tﬂJﬁigﬂ FIE78 P RIPVSYEY - 7 i iisg
Ry, IR £ (e B [y FUR OIS o R g
R = FRRRRTE R P sk 5 o SRS E R R
AR UM e RS FARIPORYT - VTN i 2R s 2
e ) g %Fﬁ@‘%@mﬁ PARYRT IR 1T Y I e (cognitive leved) > i

 AFEPREE I A S LR VRS R R B (benaviordl
level) - FIAEVEIT @2 ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%mwi“ﬁﬁibﬁﬁm&?ﬂﬁka N HTE
SR E L

PASH > e IRAORAET I P A N 2
FIZ FVEISa = B T g DE QIEsiy 4 S JuTe - 4 pp e f 2
kS iﬁﬁf‘?ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁiﬁiﬁ}@ﬁ%ﬁ el > pgr A~ ﬁ?ﬁéﬁ (R
VISR = Bl 2 BT RRERR TR R A E 25 2 S e g A
Y S BERGT SRR i el 1 DR B (o 2
FE - TR O B S (1 E 3 (R < ISR 90 1 9 R
H R G P A T Pz xfﬁhww%kﬁ%ﬁféﬁfﬁ?ﬁf@mw
PR T B B = RO O L TR PR @l AR (e
TR A P

PR FEL PRI IR R 2 S R BRI Y
P e 14 o MBS T [l ARG > e IR R 2
(5 H 2 RPN B 2 SRR T = R R g AR R R
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I REABPIR SR FY T 9 2 IR S e )E:”l?’d HIAY % (cognitive
level) » - APFIRBEETIAIEY TR o P i v EI I S FVETR)Y
s r+ﬁ”§{;4r%fﬁ Ei = (behavioral safety)fivETfol 1%« AERSPIS7 137 - |14 st ok
BRI A E T RRRYATECN R U ERSIN SR B EI T A S TRy 2
3 A7 EL P g (behavioral level) > ok A EORS g o PRI A PRl g
O RIS R NP ol 20 TR B PRRE R
[EUF R R EA T o RIS PRS2 S Pl B o 2 R R Ay
Il = e Papo s 300 5 ]ﬂj’?@‘a rﬂjﬁlﬁ WPV~ P
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AR ﬁ'%lﬁb BT [
5.1 EE%FEF%
Foeo E (IS R RPVERY R S MR -
b R PRPI R Zohar FTE o VB < A PPt R S fa
AR LU T (T B H 2R R (R RIpY  gapy
= AR AR [ E LS 2 S Rl A 3 RIS AT - B
FI S SRRV W S TR S S RIVE T B 2 S R
e P E RER R BRSPS I r%ﬁgﬁ:%@gﬂ |
R PR RS T ”FTJM (Zohar, 2010) > [fiy A FApY | THVAFHC S Zohar A
AP -

BRI FO IR RN LT RS R Rl R Fistl i
o R OB R (PRSI - S LA R
i AR (PO Rt R VS - I I R O 2 PIRER
b2 PRI S PP TS RL P AL R R
A E R R PR SRR A PN S (R P e R R
[t > posh = BRI 2 5 v o S5 7y e S R G PG L
LRI (1 2 GBS (TR P 2 e R A 5 2 ()
" BRI A ISR sk D 4 2 B~ B 297 B 1D SE Y
B[RS R SRt R

CUEN ?ZBIJJEH%K-‘]‘ R e g e SR E S SR R E S I R R N RS Rl
FUHGIR] = R Bl fS T 15 (devel oped countries)F (= Bt fii] 4

{188/ (emerging developing countries) » B (3£ &I I IREE + A ETFr » R
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S 2 RO 2 PR WL B ] SRl N AP
RS [ 2 RV E L SR e f UL 2 S Ry IR =
PO B o BT I GRS PR B 2
PRAVREIEED + fl by ™ SIS 2 g ecfy - & e s 2 R 20 R
PR - 1 A R O 2 6 E < O R 2 SR RIS L I

ST 2

*mﬂ

l?iﬂr*" = A = A TR VR D e T PR
BREVZpud = S EL o 9t fEA 2 RIS TR R R AR R B
T A ARSI Bt A ?ﬁ[lﬁ@%ﬁfﬁ’(cognitiveIevel) s o [
Tt o [ F VA RE RGPS SIS 2 SIS pORY A 2 = ETfY e (behavioral
level) > 7 H[| 5 gt gt o

RIS PR T B S 7 F I uﬁr NI G '}HFTJ'T’E[F‘
Rl TP ﬁmm RER O TRES R e ) RIUF 3SR = g
PP = B 2 [ S B2 2 [ Pl s SIS R E 5 = SR v o

5.2 PR B R
BESR A PR DT K S B0 IRYTy (9 FF 4 3 R PR E | 6 Ay

PRI ST

h

> VR NPT O s - = oh b S 2 SR R gL
By PP i SNPRS00 2 ATRIPOR RS - (W el £ VT
HFHRE < SEF {1 ORLAR 2 IR OERLY ST e

L P13 LB S M ) = BRI B l1e RIF BIp P |t R e =

TSR (R A FRORERT T o A R R
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TR o R T R R

5y o PR EIIE Y [TPURYE O o DRI IV [ BRSNSy
PN AP AR R R
BT TRl S POt o BRI > 20 S L Rl v = e
9h o IR A AR (ST SR ) SR SRR 2 R R
THCH TR TS WG IR A SIS 2 gt pos Bl

9V o PSR AR £ RV LT SRS G SR T Y
P 2 22 Al (Meamns et dl., 1998; McDonald et dl., 2000) = 412
FE R IR E 2 POIER R B 3 O T A 1 R
TEE o3RS fy e~ pLRE > SRR b~ (et s o [y
PRI 1 T £ (S ARV BRI Y P E S DRI
eI

B T WS R AR R S R S R
R FRERIO Y — o PIRIPORRRE SR 1 o 3 e Ay
(Barling & Zachararos, 1999; Barling et al., 2002; Hofmann & Morgeson, 1999;
Kelloway et al., 2006) »  HIEL: R AT (11> R G  HEIRIIOPY %
(Farh & Cheng, 2000; Westwood, 1997)  HEife » 1= i o = At o 1 2l 4
’JIZLFHE%F I SR g BRRE =8 [ el I - o i I 5% g PR = 1)+

POFPS » DIFLIGET * IR T i 20 Ol Y B ERRL T ET el PUPIsk »

e EI;REIIFF[BEI’U]%Z&’ o
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