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An Examination on the Relationships among Upward Communication Strategies,
Self efficacy, and self-evaluated performance in Taiwan’s Media Organizations

Abstract

Upward communication is important in organizations because it allows managers to
view organization’s events from employees’ perspective, and also gives employees
opportunities to express their suggestions for organizations. This study attempts to
examine this issue by investigating the relationships among upward communication
strategies, employees’ self efficacy, and employees’ self evaluated performance. Two
research methods, intensive interviews and a questionnaire survey, were adopted to
collect data for this study. The data analysis shows that employees’ self efficacy and
their self-evaluated performance were'significantly correlated with different types of
upward communication strategies,-and that high self-efficacy employees preferred to
adopt soft upward communication strategies to influence their superiors. Furthermore,
this study also found that the types of upward communication strategies adopted by
employees varied with the nature of events, as well-as with different demographics.

More findings are reported in the thesis.
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P o

(4)#2 ¥0¥v% (ingratiation) @ v P #EH I & Rz % > LBHFEH S F & p
LSt

(5)* &L & (personal appeal ).t fep P HEHEA & F2 m > LABRL BN L4 o

(6) %4 K¢ (exchange) ‘' #H &AL HLE R 4p DL &l R i K
ok PRV U e 80 T IR RS o

(% K¢ (coalition) @ w®W A F R 43 BIRPHH - &% & Ll 3

o

c'ﬂ‘i

Bd kg pPERFRLP LD o
(8)2 1 ¥ & (legitimizing) :#FBE 42— 24 A lﬁ = T&l]%ir'.féf_.f‘%‘}f{a‘; S H T

SHER B
(9)*% B ¥ % (pressure) @ % & -~ = ﬁ{ Fe LRPEpE -

BPaG T SRR AR R AR KeE L RE b N R
Food by e (Fend o A R E D MR (rational persuasion)
/;r/]ﬁva\ﬂé (inspirational appeal) ' % ¥:7 Kv¢ (consultation)

M 2000#F > Yulk EAXBEIRA FRER G 2B B a B &
T %% (collaboration) ™ % 3= & (apprising) (Yulk, Chavez & Seifert,
2005) - & i% (collaboration) ﬁ\“"ﬁ*ﬂ-\‘*b R & fpne o RRPFPHRF o=
= w2 (apprising) Bl & 2 3B FHrRIELALL &N B e A U F o

BA7 e f8 R v ARG AR L AL R %% (rational persuasion) z * - e ¥ A
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i 2006E T P 5 B BB TIBQRE AN RS B HE Ik FRE LY
‘b fE ek g e

#& &1 > Yukl :;ﬁ—*ﬁmp -
R e T g

RLE /lﬁv TP EIR (2 ERFE I Fe) a2 2R OFRRE 0 R
BR R AR o

Schilit 4= Locke (1982) i # ehi sz & ;% B €3 %> Kipnis % Yulkeh

i

B < IR SR Kipnis® A S IRAT I 0 F R K

’-""z—%
o+

SRR S A P K P IR AT e B R 0 A R

-‘.-,\‘ﬂ\-

ARE o p EERBRN - R ERERG o a2 0 e L ivde Kipnis 1 % Yulks

EFF LWL BlAEE P a2 SR P LT RETEREE W ﬂ,&ﬁl,‘?ﬁﬁﬂ‘ﬂ‘

ST Y BEARE P fh o e B R FriidpiT o Schilit - Locke#tiE = (g P 4e T

(1) B2 (Logical or rational presentation of ideas) : f& * Fras

L e s erI® d R ERP o

(2) trdsvampa ivd»cendde (Informal or no performance-specific
exchange) : #% 2 4p 3 cirdd g SN F E DR o

(3) & 3%en3 4% (Formal exchange) & R4k — e f F 1+ il o

(4) %= 3% (Adherence to'rules) :@ JESELE L HLe LE\'"‘H‘K_ Pk o

(5) #4x%3r+4 (Upwardappeal ) : ¥ 7 o { F AR I A PEE B

3

|

o

(6) =% (Threats or sanctions ) kB g g IIBIE -
(7) #* £ g (Manipulation) @ #3838 Lw) o
(8) =& (Formation of coalitions) : B& # 4 ks o

(9) %R (Persistence or assertiveness) : % %A iy B4 & ¥t o

FPTOM GRS TG A#HD kp TAAE B2 ) (Leader-member
exchange theory » LMX) > LIMX5#zn s - d 305 LB & TR o 13 HEFSF 230
B> XT AT R R2AR 0 ,i*{;fw R R S e g
(Graen & Cashman, 1975) » @ @yt L 3 HE2E 2 g2 £R TR LD
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##_t (Graen& Scandura, 1987) » &7 ¥ @ f cnfia) » F F s b P a7
2Bl G TR FRE RS — B f & ch%) % (Venkat, 2004) © @ +2FELMX
T AERK 0 Y b P e T Bl (e A S 48 A A A (in-group)
feet @48 (out-group) # Fe e o

ek Rt PEE N R G € AMNRBE T B LBE S F IR
Pk B F AR RIS TR LG Fﬁ?‘u%?‘rﬁiﬁii = DB Fa
(core) R E A Nr (partnership) | ; @ EApF chs 4ok P T 7 3 H R %%
Bt R R - RGNS B g AfEL B TR B D
# £ (hired-hand) & ‘F‘f &4+ e ¥ (manager—-ship)  (Dienesch & Liden, 1986 ;
Liden & Maslyn, 1998) o A "2 23 M S F4F v Ak i gL p e 4 0 Fla & %
PR R G F 2 FREM AT G TARFEL B

MRS R A F RS R s A R RRIER S F

2o e pWend d o BRARFEZ £ J Hrde AT UL F PR G P F &
A

Y
F_*

ﬁﬁq;kyj_;;}gifgﬁ P Fb e e 5 g a5 R R (Graen & Cashman,
1975) #7323 3 HSFOPMMSR & FEIFEF ARSI RES
ﬁ,%%giﬁyigagw@ﬁﬁﬁgimlﬁgﬁ’ﬁifﬁé@4myi’
S F MBS R MG AL - B h TR AL 2
(social exchange) 3] f& °

MOAARLEE A B e B PRI T TR o B A Eﬁv—‘ﬁ [ = A
25 0 b AR R S 7&{;5“ GEE S R AR R LI TR R Y
¢,Q#ygﬁﬁlﬁfﬁﬁﬁimlﬁ%ﬁ’%E@w%%iﬁ%ﬂ’—h%%
B E 4 W R o »E%"*‘ R R EAIHE DR T AT
TPt BB EE LA - AR FIE M G J’]-‘u{%‘f%"’?ﬁff“?if'l
ER-Raghah o3 fﬁﬁiﬁ?é}i%“ﬁf‘qﬁ?\?%fﬂi%ﬁif? St e AR T S PE 0 IR AL € BB
BAE L G R R frd rg?ﬁw ISR I 8 TS émm"’\j\’frl??
#oom A giﬁsﬁﬂfréﬁéﬁ-—*‘@fiﬂ&%%ﬁﬁﬁ °

AR MR A RE RN RE e A RO o £ F Y B

7R (upward influence) % 102 Fouk angi ® o IMFBHIAT F NG F 5 8
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R 2R o R EIIRA R PR T%?ﬁ‘°%”ﬁ@@mﬂ
%é??&ﬁ“W'"%iiﬁﬁ%’%ﬁiz§ AR B R

3

g R L B E L 2 (Krone, 1994)

d 3 LMX R riR st L g @ E et M e B P HT R g T
WETRE PR ST o Tt o F I AL T A M
GHENWALEOER CE IO ERELE T EFERE) DLk BH R A ¢
NG M R TR R RE R HA R AR BRI TR LR
FRHANNR S - L HIVEEEY 2 AR R F S o A L
M B % (Liden, Wayne & Stillwell, 1993)

Muller® Lee (2002) =3 2% &7 » 2 dh T ;820 8 enw ¢+ 5 LMX3
A S & fAF e AR o IMXeh - ¢ B8 EE % L & (Communication
Satisfaction) - @ FiE B EL AR ¢ 41 (T X (Job Satisfaction) &2 #25¢ -
Deluga ™% Perry(1991)~ % B@ & FoLMXA #2018 * B ~ B & ~ ot ¥y

TP e SEE T E ORI RS T RA SRR E L (TR

H % b kR - Valdronte 199186065 § e LR 1 7 P L el (5 L3 § B R

CEC RS SR EL SRS ga*@@%@ié?ﬁfiﬁﬁ
A P Q€ et R 2 Waldron- £ E I S AR B G o
T ARG Rt R TEE AT A FRIT A e B

(1) B %~ %% (personal tactics) @ * 2Ll ;\enT &5 3 NaE = L bl4e FEr4

AP ReE AR RFE A E FEE

(2) %% (contractual tactics) ﬁi" FhgAbid & £ frd gt
FPHEME - BAREA T DER b & 5%? pesTTRE R
MBI T E R T NE R P @#*#r FOE R B S FERLP T

s

é’i"?fl__‘%—%j?ﬁ”’:}"‘hgﬂl‘i.?é\ LT~ R fria peatadx o

N

(3) R4~ K¢ (regulative tactics) :dp#E 2 A4 ner § U 2 R AL o b4
Bhe P PFRRG L 2 FREA R PRI ITEEG e # L

$P AN RELE
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(4)  #PB K% (direct tactics) @ #4233 2T FFEFD HI I p e g £
BRI MY B A AL 2 AE s 2Bt PHH L AL

= vk o

=

i %~ K& (personal tactics) endFd A 3t agdid K B3 3 R 3 B
oA PN F L REAPFAFR TR REDRY A FINEE RS S 7
T3 % frd PaE 24 A4Fand N E 4 B TR K% (contractual tactics)
RIS “FRBRLEF e L i g h ol 7 FR e gty
AEMRak 24 e ahE £ (politeness) (Hirokawa et al.,1991; Lim &
Bowers, 1991) 5 hgeit e chig * o e B g | B A i d > g 250
fod PRREIF o FPL B RGO RIVEHIF T2 BRI RS B

REREE#Re P PAEZHIALZ AR 2 EHEFH LN ot PRERF o

Ariew B AR Rk gk {2 > Waldrons® B A K& (personal
tactics) ~ & ¥4+ K¢ (contractual tactics ) 2R =14 K% (regulative tactics)
M B EM R (direct tactics) ig® f8 0% shid * A7 5 et P e B2 ¥ en
BEAE 5 BEFerp Bl o

BRERE TR Dol R 3B RGP (5 REFDFAE) 0 B
4 %k (personal tactics) ~ & X% (contractual tactics) ~ % & &4
w1t (direct tactics) iz= fAcn@ * AFF WL P o ¢ 8 F P78 kB Al
PEF R RAEM AT  f it PErden el hindGEM G 6§ A K
BV RA R IEFARRI I ISR R (PTORpE AEEN R
) o BRI R (regulative tactics) @i * HFF b F > B A et 7
BARE R WM o A e R A el P L
PR B ARG L P T B2 BB G g B g 07 e o FltLMKIR S
TGRSR P feT L B R RE FRE G i o

Waldron~Hunt!? % Dsilva(1993) % A er= 3 = /23 T K&+ 2 2 B enhf % o

REFaEE FERFR - 8PS Aot FRFRG @ Fadld 2 2 70

(1) 24 K¢ (direct tactics) @ ¢ ZERH PR R~ Z R PHEFRF PF
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e~ A E“—*ﬁ{%ﬁ.&%ﬁi%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ“% °
(2) 4 % %92 (compensation tactics) @ & 2z ¥ A k& KA 3 TR % ]l E
v EAOPIE ARG RN L R L& Rty B
RERBADN R BFRE LS EATE S ARG o
(3) @ ¢ (avoidance tactics) * @ 7 WL ®HZ H g ~ g4 4 ~ gt
PEZBRG
(4) £ % K% (redefinition tactics) : & z &F £+ @ ﬁﬂ]‘%El«EV%ﬁi FAe
fFrEeF o
FfeWaldron & 1991 # %= 7 # 12 > Waldron ~ Hunt)4 2 Dsilva® A 335z 55 K
oo kAR TR R @ B2 P — 2 Benhf (h8 b7 ek @ % angp B
B BIRA K G md BEAAM ) P ERL Wb 53 R Rk R kE
ﬁ%(wd@mﬂmﬂaﬂ’%&%éﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁiﬁjﬁi@éiﬁ@:w%ﬁ
Mg S MR RIFOVR R T E & v (direct tactics) kfrlt PitfF
EHEE B o

3. BB FHPRG o f

Krone (1994) cr#7 5 R Hig- H B £ 7 Fibchad AR5 (484 chf ¥ 2R 12
RS FOR o T L R T e [ H ) FR R A L PR
FHEFELAPFTEERE FRE L e

(1) Baxient 785 (open upward influence) :

LN

F I KRR e R IBHEREIRD P BB P AT 2R R
LEFERER R AR 2L P p LR

(2) Wez b 78 %A (strategic upward influence - A)

Hrogh gy R K77 éﬁi,ﬁlz.ﬁﬁj PR PRy R L
HNEIFALLE

(3) Wwz it 78 5B (strategic upward influence - B)
# TP - e i“’ffi FHmENE - #p 2 g Lot E’"ﬁéé@ E

(4) so ottt 258 (political upward influence)
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i

PR RS RBE L P a0 TR B P Ak § PG aep
o - B w2 /Bl P ALk
Kronemp" R E I ,__a%k Ak f A B Y BB IUE TR B P A S
ERFAFFEBFL FRFRG DR o f el A HRU S R RG
i E gL RUER RS B A REGES (P RET REeAR) o R
(

¥ Bciiant (88 (open upward influence) %2 {uk b 7 ifgf‘Az\i%‘{

Wi 7R 5B (strategic upward influence -A B) % = fa#g 3] e Wi vk o
mdis— BFER AT 0§ ”1‘\7"%5—*‘?&??"‘ LIPS Y R B gt (TR
2 (open upward influence) > ¥ 2§ & ¥ AB A g % prink bR R

(political upward influence) ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ.‘ﬁﬁr“s o
B DA, e E PR h o B K Mowday (1978) 33 g4 122 %\)I‘
FARF G A > ARV R RY PPRG O BRAREHIT I BN LR AR
v o @ Wayner 2 Liden®| 3 3 p i &2 5ilog @ %o do ke P21 40T 0 P HRH L g0

wE b AR E B2 (Wayne & Liden, 1997 ) -
Cable fv Judge (2003) e#% 3 RIHFAFER 7 Rjzf F ™ 2 ehgsd v > s 92
Yulk® X enmgg= i » N ER 3 X A RERBE FRB kiR > gk

AT L RBF R FRERE o bt ARV R B AL
el

el

FARE DR A R (FERRL PenE B FIL 6 PE A S R
o gl AR hanE 2 AP P 2 Al - ﬁf_%%fg’iz’v’ﬂ;?% » iEm RR
R T LT *?ﬂé PRERGE R RE
POLRE RS 2 KBRS PR R L o ¥ b Richard® A 4 B0 A R4
DREBE o  FES SR EEPN A R AR AR A

BFAG R 57 SR FRAES AR DS | ARRE R Y I Forea )
% SRR EARRAS g E LR AR R et )

v 0 R FIEYE S e R iR {k s o B % € BURe 72 el i

=
ST
3

ARG - AR fe thp r A e A B 0 g B R Y PR e R g (5

i

PR oA b A faen tnt*‘ FRAERESFRY BT KT
(

Richard & Wayne, 2000) -



pas

PERERE > Lo BAPY R FHRE S G EFER
Y , &?ﬁhifk‘ﬂ AR A2 Lo s (Tardon, Anasri & Kapoor,
1991 5 Judge & Bretz, 1992) - @ igff v enid * ¥ ¥ ALGF A 5 L aDyng chig ¥
CEEAEE AT P TEAY  FRERRIIEN I T RANIER S T A
e R o2 fod S ks F Rl ¢ R g
% (guanxi) BB R RS R G R T - TEWRG ) &Y Ry
% B2 iFaa % (Chen & Chun, 1994 ; Law, Wong, Wang, & Wang, 2000; Ma,
1992; Ma & Chuang, 2001; Tsui & Farh, 1997;Yeh, 1995; Yum, 1998; Xin, 1997) (#
shpmE % »2003)-
b4 g;&mﬁz 1;%,,3 fLenprEl ki3 F Bk i ¥ (Ralston,

Vollmer, Srinvasan, Nicholson, Tang & Wan, 2001) - # 47 = B % < it
PRF (B T~ FR 50 F - A RUEER) > RIFFE PTG i

PR e BRI R RS Rne A P Re: > TRERL - A g
R s fried S B P2 Bl eese kil ¥ B4 dans 43 B0
P 5 m G B R R R 4T 1 E

FE PR DR EL R RO R §

PR TR R R - RAARERT 75 0 bleB 4 LR

(individualism) ¥ ehd = B Fb4ei i ~ £ NE R85 * PP Ew Lo

T pE B A A ﬁ%@mn?\:g RN = R ol e gy 2%&3‘;“:‘; ;Ao R R

PG R B E s LR EMa & (collectivism) ® it Bldrd B EER R

B L?:lf—i@lkm_af\«%\ RRLE Wk % gt 08 T3 P 9 ent Bo
PEE MY AL 3 Ak (R90) Ay e

ﬁ\ﬂx ’ ’*%;?IEJ%K%““#*KK%*& ;?_‘XQ’E ’ 1;()3@ 3 ”L”n\:/\vn‘f—?i ‘QQ”T;?IR,

*?2
=3
§‘+»
13)9\
5
g
o\
[
ED
P2
T+
R 8«\
ey
=g
v
o
S
=
N
.
3

ﬁél\“ﬁ

e (7 B (I

fgj h ft enzpre b FEd § SRR ;}g B & za K+ PEAXRE o TR ma:ué,i}us,ﬁ
e~ DaRE B R RS T LRRFAFEART o 2 BRE T R
Bocshiing o 4 R ARVRRI S L Pkt L G oeF (BB R

$ro) PEENES ERIVERE 6 R B2 ET P FR S AEREP
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ARUEEELEN Y SRAEF o VRGBS B TR RRE > ok LF LB F

1B s PALH A ARS 5 ek R A K PR A EIREE P

L (1985) et FRPRGFTY o FRNIAER 1 ) ARG ¢ 4

TIPS RSB IS P E R R R BT g R
W flpe s SPF - TR~ YEDHF - R E R~ LR R RBE -
e (1989) # % F1& A frat FRAETEIF AT A BERRE (bl4r R
P s BAAAMTRED A BELS ke PEFIH) B REL (RBA D
P4 ) SRR ER (blire P PR RRIA KRR ER L e ) R (B
oA s e AR) R oo (BHCEMER BAPSA BB LR ) -

PRI LM FRE A L FRPY R FF A0 6 ] i

[

40!

=y

Ay H - g anig 2 SR i e . J’]*u{’éw*’ ok g g * AR
REH - jproBi o B A REWTE 2 R Bap i b A B AR S A
3 i * 0 (Falbe & Yukl, 1992; Pfeffer,1992; Yukl & Falbe, 1990; Yukl,
Falbe & Young, 1993) » { i& B & #iedim s bldet w5 < it (Schmidt & Kipnis,
1984) ~ +* @ & (Deluga & Perry,1991) ~ T 1 (v % % & & (Steve,

Ceasar & Wayne, 2003 ; Bass, 1985 )

— N p Ry T R EAEL
Bandura (1995, 1997) €55 # & p A00i fhd % % - 6305 A Henf 5 § £
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IFE L FE R HP s A (efficacybelief) RIEIIFAHFAS (FH 1 &
il

A g B Y % eng 4 A Banduraiat € F ¥ ek > 19828 32 01 p Aoanai e o *
MR ABARE R T BB AL SR F o 3 p Askich (self-efficacy theory) o
g A A p AR RY 6 T BREFRL TP {20 BF7R1 TR FFRHPBL 5%
33 0 MLt B A HHE p A ai® i (self-efficacy) (3% % 2 2002) - Bandura
(1997) &% p 24 rac ILam i 59 4% - fﬁtﬂ%’i#ﬁél fodo g 22 B A ki > TR
2l S pﬁ;éf_’ﬂ‘ AEE? oa EI LT S e ehP % o Locke # Latham
(19907 B3 p et R AZ B 1 g+ 2 PR PR & I~y 4 g fp
Foo PR AR A B FATE 0 RIEFFRITORS PR DERT o T BRI 7
»e ot a2 & (Bandura, 1986; Bandura & Schunk, 1981)

Gist 2 Mitchell (1992) RIZ%5 p M ocic E214TH 1 0 4 a0 4 > 38 % ok~ 3%
fr??;‘)ﬁzfrf—?iﬁ—% o s A R kR iE R 3t e @ Busch (1995) #-p Aoaxqa T &

- BBAIHREZFATLIDCLE L BBARBP BT ES o

% Bandura fhp #ray im sy o HErdgaop Aoca £ A RORER T L R p A

(Specific Self-Efficacy »SSE) » fdp B8 433 T reenise » Tirg L5
WAL BHREAP FFRHELS S ARy o BT E & T i 4 2]
#5 o
e AR p Ao @iz A - LRTAFZ AP L IFRGPY > 0E R

FREDZNMREASY o BB

Koo AT MR AR B - A RS - R Aok

ER TR TR DR o0 F o

(General Self-Efficacy > GSE) » &4p @8- A p iy 4 e 385w TR A
ok~ AT TR PR S TR T (T 0L R Soial 2R BB AT S e
5 AT A 4 - dkig 4 % (Sherer et al., 1982 ; Sherer & Adams, 1983 ;
Tipton & Worthington, 1984) -

Bandura % Wood (1989) a5 p MA»aiveha & b 7 8228 W f anfafd » i
= BRI A vka B ehs BREL

u-

(=) p 2ol £5 1 R - FriEsa- BaLa 4 2
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(=) B #orca 8- B i 2 Y|4 E SEF P 0 AT L S B (F
AR o
(2) i BAGHE- Bl 4> TG AR PN DA F - T E G E i
» R A ForE A B A eI EAR € BB g 2 .
Porhp Ak S B AG TRt AFREN AL B L p Ba
( Bandura, 1977,1995,1997) e &_p #»zic &2 p 7 (self-confidence) 827X 3 B >
Bd XX AR o pRAp B AYp L AIETR ZF R Rou 0 AAp A ST - A
i%%ﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&’éﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%é6u&§%’%% FARLIEAE
B S N RS o FEIRP ¢ SHARIEIE L (T B F B Rk o f A% €
FAREF L OB AR AR s AR g R PFR L hER S b
%%ﬂ’éﬂ%ﬁgﬁm@4 *%ﬂ?*Y4ﬂiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁ%’ﬁ%
w4 4 R (Bandura, 1977, 1995)  #+ #F > 822X Bandura (1977) %
pRonn AREFLEALR DT Ry v ¥ 2N T L grE- F]F 0 H v Aol 4 F
FEi Al SRR S R i S NaE &
AL E R LB TR IR BGR N E oW g BEE L cmAd 4 (Bandura, 1997) o
Bandura %% p A aie ¥ 4 ®A = = B & @ (Bandura, 1977,1995, 1997) -

?2%‘{‘;‘-—”«*@1&’@ o F b BA R

.mv

mHe e g k= (level) ~ 3% & (strength ) £ - 44+ (generality)
1. &= ( level):

Bt BAp g o TRELE R 2 P anfiRpE o B AP Aoy €3 A oo
2. 5% & (strength ) :

Bt s B Bd - B AGRE P e TR S nEarE Mg e f Aot
AR DAART B L AR R SN RFERDE AL A P A A RIRRG e
W R N Ak o F AR NI RS PR > 18 BRI eORE 3 ki R
F AN o K20 p Ay iIpH AR > g TREATRE > RIRGL BE Y 4 o
2

3. — 4+ (generality)
BOAA - AR AR W D R R R AT RRE &
S

SEPRAFRT 0 G PR S LR AERI S JR A gL BT
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2T R PR R R RN ey B4 AR R R GRS bt S 4
BREER R Aok BA KL BTN GG AL A
IR . U PO S IERR T L ST Sy I S SRR Pl S A s

BEARS BAg (T 5 0 B p A P E G A, B FF 3T Rp Ao

e R pF o K€ {4 1755 7 5 (Bandura, 1997) - B % g & p
AR FFH IR 2L ee® o FEARGL AL AL AN SR T2 N A~
TEFpLERPI I ERE S (Bandura, 1977) -

FEIFEHF =M1 L2558 (form) » # 24 = (physical) ~ 4+ g (social) ¥
p A= (self- evaluative) « 2N A BAHERFZ A2 L6 & f 5 ch2d
R o & 4G MR L% ( “ﬁ'mfﬁ o v ) fHRESRE SR (AR
FEIR) AL 2 A EHEREIMERGOAL G & f 5 BT bldei g
B 72783 ik AT R Fms Y AT s XA ES D p AT
BRI p e AP HELAFREF LG & m;f-l% (Bandura, 1997)
RN ERER AR RIFH PIET L B FIAINL BRIFH AP EE
M EEFIE o Gldclrwin 07 2 B4 3 B2 % (theory of motivation and

- 2,

intentional behavior) 14 % Feather = 7 # i} & 32 3% (expectancy- valence

FRAFBAWMGFAF LA EERI P AL T R D%
P g A RFEA AR E 2 2T 4 (Bandura, 1997) -

@ Bandura (1995, 1997) P33 p #osxin LIFR 7 5 4% 3 > R B A ap
Aogiv s ERPEEIFY 0 F p A AL BEFHHE G
%gﬁa’ﬁi%ﬁﬁio@ujm@jxaf.%mmﬁ S
T FEEBAHETIOE A P R LSRR A €
fiteehd ¥4 £ 4 p 4k - Woolfolk £ Hoy (1990) #- Bandura e i# i { &- 4

R RG22 8% madr ) ana PR E 4 B (7 5 hndr e

theory) ¥ >

En
RS
=g
'
il
=y
[y

\.

7
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ot
AtSS
=3
b
A
=%
(ﬂn
\‘Yn"
F_L
e
Sk
W
\l‘f\-
=
ot
AtSS
=3
pry
i

Hfel Licd S 5% ARARAED

BT F o Lp Apdla- A RN R i

B2 REEG A Ramai  BiEr A5 L85 (5) Aok dideidlia - o

At v e p ARG AR ES ¥ A PR PR EaRT 58

FARM A AL TED ERADRIE R kD 0 p AT E & S BT
AP A P b i o7 5 SR FRMAR s ¥ - f SRR RS

Iy
/4
poass
\
o
lal
p--3
=l

# OB T S0 hiEart ¥ s B
WG TR BB FORE S S s RO BB OL TS F T
FREAREIAS- AN X Rty ok B
F45Bandurasfz 8 > & FEenp Aok E 2 AL FEanp ATE S AR AR
PIEEp TiEe B> & hF Y (Bandura, 1982)
(1) 2 #5% (derective attainment) :

BREG TS SR AT 23 (F e S A PR B W e R nE RSk e
;T*ﬂd‘ﬁ S5 % %\,T* (Bandura, 1982) » iz &% qu\%@‘;ﬁ—‘r N fhw BRARA Aok
fo A kR Y E B A p Ao A kR (Bandura, 1977a, 1982;Bandura
et al., 1977) o = i ~ @i 4 > e T2 F & Hg ms\,Tﬁu P g
BEER TNz o m L p A EHRARTEA P Aoy 0 F 2 A prend WP g F L
AR T B A S BB g AR ABAREE T e ¥4 7
WA EA G oA g e id 3 Kolleslin 2 Latham e 200448 57 § e £ 4

SR eI # P hE sk R P Aok BT o FILF P Ak nA § BN R
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i Rfre S R 36 £ 0 £ KF 1 Tadd o
FERERG R A PERIFTAL A SHRDEREHKRY LEFp
Asgy Kipeni & ¥4 (Bandura, 1977a, 1982 ; Bandura et al., 1977) » FJpt + {7
WD Aoxi e 7 OB At PREHE%RY §iF
VAR R IR S i) SR R Al e 2 S gi R S &k
b it Fgkad 2 et b
,_“‘ = BB fRET] 4 pT

G ER s LN

.rﬁv
\\\

i o N E gAY AR ER SR X0 K

s —

R g Ak A s A F m,xz\-ﬁmi—gﬁa\ﬂjg

w)r 6‘

NS T Eﬁr € 3 K i RV I

(2) Bic5% (vicarious experience) :

HEBREFEY NI FRAEY i REFRRAGHR - AHIFEEHRTT

RAREER > FAPERAALRG R Y i RAE P ERART TR
(Bandura, 1997a) e - hopl e H s 225 & g B A H# L REBF L » 3513
poooki s mEBRERE A RN FRE AT U RAE S DR E
PIGFAM BlERS P e ¥ o a B3 RT I‘E_lz-\a)]'/t,v BEEL R L
P B RSk R B PG ERRAR TR L kTR g Ao 0 F] L 4N
B thd T G ISR € P Rk > @Y S F AP RS BAE
FeB it BN E R H A prendk TR MR p Ao o

(3) % ## IR (verbal persuasion) :

TRHORLIRE A KERIRBMAPG B T ET B BREF PRS0 R
WIRR HenA g h TR a$ 4 3 g JFEE > FREF S sl Fa > T HBA
Armiy o Bm FALER DS > P REF A FRA LT BERIRE T 5 E
Ft B et MH Aokl o ARENRT 0 SEORRIRE BB Ao w0 e
B Akt b oo ARG iR A drE BG% ST A% (Bandura, 1982) -

gt E S NECRF AT TP R R AR NP o eid
FE eI g A AP AR F NP 0§ b TRFIEEE A PTRRRIRE B A R A
WA AR
(4) B3 (Emotional Arousal)

Tk B A AR R E]i‘bgm;]*&; P e F B A RANEOE o BEFRE
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BFHT DHET - @ GRS R R F RSB E § Sonics g F
B SE 0 F 20 4 SL g R O T AR Ak LT 0 B A B ETERR AT § R
R N R S LT R X

ER: BEAE P R d

Bp AR B AR G 0 FARY P e RRIRIRG B B Skl chi S
R ¢ ¥F #id o »03® % > bldrLocke ~ Frederick ~ Leefr Bobko (1984) ~ Locke
fr Latham (1990) ~ Wood f= Bandura (1989b) # & & p #»civ § ht § 58
P ARNF RRE 0 A @R EF R () o Ft o AT g F 0t o § R
DR RS g% o 2R (W)PE R RALF AR RE LY - fiE
P Ea piRoiga 2 3§ (Hollenbeck & Brief, 1987; Hollenbeck, 0' Leary,
Klein, & Patrick, 1989) (#3lp # % & - 2004)

B TR BT hdry B BB kg B ki AR a3 s %
»eehi- B € & FRl4p 1% (Bandura, 1997 5 Chemers et al., 2001) » P> 4§ (78
Ty 4 2R FHE A NDY A %E (Appelbaum & Hare, 1996 5 Brown &
Inouye, 1978 ; Orpen, 1999 ; Schunk; 1984 ; Zeldin & Pajares, 2000 ; & i 4% > 2003 ;
8% > 2003) - Bandura (1982) 5 8 p #rxit A o $FRE 2 E IR T R
B kB BB F R ARG DA o d 3 Ao BT ARA
BonE & FlE o T3 Tk frp Aokit e E4EM % oLocke # 4 (1984) 45 4 o
WEr g kg o p AR S FEARAEEVERE P RR - BERBH - p
Aoy il ¢ B BP A T PERE P RRE o R I L FL R
1 H g ede € BByl & (anticipatory scenarios) o B B # ki 0 f
167 BRAPHANED > RSB P HRESPEIRT i B hg MO R ATEY h
%% (Bandura, 1989)

M9 s ———F el R E - e ZRlF B "’zi B 2wl anbl s i §
SRR AR 0 BT R AR HERAL RS 1T EAEEE T e
P ' Mg ERE DM > a A - HRA I EAHpFo

p Aoangy ok 2 2 E g eofii% (Lindsley, Bass & Thomas, 1995) » @ & ¢ F| &
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EFATARL 1TSS ®p Aok B Erengd o 4 rq\‘;bp oz R F AL
# i~ 5 % (Shea & Howel, 2000)

AR R T SR AT p Ao € B AR PR L vAR(FIRE 2000)
FE A AT B2 B - & v % (Gardner, 1998 5 Pietsch, 2003 ; 5%
P 1999 5 &4 51999 F Ao 2002) 0 F B op Arkac A4 A @ BT
;ab#@ﬁnuwmﬁ’mﬁinv“:%gﬁ LA SR Rkt

e (fﬁ i=£52000); ¥ - 2@ > AL IERA LY 0 p A s RFELFRL
R (Fi=&-2000) %1 TR LRF R g-ﬂ«ki‘*i‘gﬁgg ATy o p AT

ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ’ﬁ@ii%mf“%w\7M£%ﬁﬁ%’$éﬁﬁﬁ%%gﬁ4
£ 438 R % (Schunk, 19915 Chen » 2003) < #1% & (290) ¥ % ¢ - i3

A} EL AN 0§ A AR et 0 B A RS A

o~ FEREREE P N
Krone (1992) 325 » F ("B XA 1k wse

_2%1_‘5,_1_% — ,y—g X B 1B A R E R ?gbita%czgt%ls\ﬁﬂk_ﬁ/ﬁ‘!_l ERR A4 >

=]

A

RER PR E A AT TR

ok P EREY R BE AR AT RE TR g A A B AL €
Wi A2 ekaf o %% (Porter et al., 1981) > #71 F F Rk 4ol p Aoz
- A - AT BT ETY (T e Ae o

?gﬁ Lee (1998a) » H &3 L T IR R A v LRI T ik
Mo B AR R Y 2 MR TR R T B e fF o FlA o
A R g H AR gup B oG anfp B2 (Canary & Spitzberg, 1987;
Krone & Ludlum, 1990; Lee, 1998a)

b EERE Y RFER > B F’&mlixﬁi%%‘i“f’y CHFERE TG S G 2
Bovtdeeg PREA 12 13RI A A 12 fois s B 11 iF2 ek Nk B

2_f1Frae 4 & (Adams, et al., 1988; Albrecht & Hall, 1991; Stewart et al., 1986;
Tjosvold, 1984)

G RaNS U A e e S T E = L
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FREBRGEY IR LA B 122 Fh s | 11 (F2 s anbf i
R v Y EEY p Ay A iiﬁ”i%.f‘:ﬁ'_f%‘zi PO R Ao e R o
Heslin % Latham# 2004##7 % 7 /B % GIL A+ FRB Kk cnig # 21 p Aok

ie 20 [ B 1% ’,T&%;‘IREI Aoz g I Fr g T I RFET - BER D

GEFR o FEFARAADRY PERG > DG FILERDL 6w ¢ F

3t Shim 2 Lee RIFZ T HEWAF A font FHPRG # PHERI kB
AEFEHEY A REERE T2
i ek gt oo Y R BB F ok Rl A LR P ERME B R

¥
g
i\\é’-:
T
AtS
-3
S
A
= »
oo
(X
\ ~

PR - A RGR TR R

CETHRT S Gl g RE TR LB T 2 ARTT > 2R
ZIKp At G v ST E o Aot R € R b e Ao enfe R 0 F G
FOURELIIp e PTER S RER L B Y A - BELG Y hid (Shim
& Lee, 2001) °

M Tourish¥ Robson=i#= 7 % % RI#Et 7 Kk p F (7w G430 p Ao g
FoowRs ey ? oo 2l N P R v A G Bl
7

W e Rt LR R 0 F R

‘p.
=
=
)
\,“a’q
IRy
et

”

p 2 2Tiy o F]Pt o Robsonid & vt e 7R 2 w42
ﬁ@ﬁiﬁﬁfiﬁ%{ﬁﬂi’w%ﬂwmvmé?’qu%@ﬁﬁjﬁﬁ&
il RPFEL T R P Khihidp 2 THHT FH
r R EZE A PR 0 m 3 Bped - RS T oA
o BHRA NP RERL B IR LR FEPAL 0 TR ER
»it (Tourish & Robson, 2003 )

Brown, Ganesan ™ % Challagalla (2001) % 7 R 4335 Bandura ¢t ¢

‘:,\}Irﬂ ij\ﬁ¢,¥$ zE. ;e» 7‘ /f_‘g m:]ft-"]/ y ]?RB J.\,_\f l—-é,;: L \?”Ili Fz[ﬁ?g%ﬁj\f’?
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SF R enEE s HPEILE P Al LEV R S AP RO p Ak Mg
1o BPT L ERAN Il iEg e B Y RERER A K LR F T
SRR FFE AT FHIERARE > B R R s €5 KRR
1 IESA @ M A AR E I RAREL T Y B AL F R
FRYIVADER > &d EROVET IR REL > » BT 1 (T sxai®g o 30
CREs 2 3 NI " AR W A N s 1 A VI A 3 @ E X s I gﬁ:‘ﬁ i ap A
srie 0 RE LA LT RN HTh Aoy g A en§ler s TR Aot P
FUPEF PSS EEY AL REG DR o
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%?éiﬁw%mﬁw%?g%@%4%%ﬁ(ka&M%ﬂt
1988) e gz #ILT pifd # * cn} FRER G R pr g PEA RS 2 8 R
# % > Kipnis (1976) #& 3 B A 2 € 2 SEAFFRD T B P2 Sreng > % - &
BAG g o N F R CRBLND R o - B I N g BB AT g
Peh STiE e AR & % 2 AU e (Savard & Rogers, 1992; Yukl et al.,
1993) c § R > WS HEREFRE DR E 20 F 48 4 prenifsh € (o 1k
Foesa i Ao P halalAR 2 ¢ B IR G S R 0E i F 2
%‘{tﬁ:%%&%ﬂ? ’ 1*% TdF R pfE K vE e e R p o oahp Ao o @ afade

TR

I~

F PRI LA RS Y iR -

i
P
Sk,
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1 AT A § R B R v AR (TR TRk chE s § 3
TR <ty
EEE SES QLR i EY:

Aot P > ER 13 BB Op A 2 p R A2 S A Aek R AF fedpTio it
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CEE S E RS £

-~ 1R AT R

Gred P E A FREES o AY £ R - TR o BB TP BH
R L gk AR LR DBEE DR T~ & RFE T B
ORI (HR =~ ia > 1998)

@ Willian £ Mckinnon (1992) 45 :i§»cfiv € ehp g = 50 @ (1) HrE & 2
#5ox (2) R A S e edpikipd s (3) A WBLii4 (4) s
B2 L g (5) sitig@nfeniid (6) F2aF{cdB8afhd#, 12 (7)

R

S N BT Ren N p et

Frog@ip kiR g S o p AgBive B EITE C FHFTERE A
FEARIRFRE BT AR ER 300R L2 TR 2 R REREL A (L
Zie > 2002)
(1) p A=z (Self Appraisal) = d 4 n FH1 v & a3® G5 (2) 2
2 ¥ 3% (Appraisal by Superiors) :d £3®42 8 Bi g HH2 1 74 RpGT
e o (3) =% (Peer Appraisal) & ¥ - Ack F ehle F a0 vh 10 22 2
IERAECABEG MREETE iR VELE B P E bR d o
(4) 475 " EHALEFREE  £d {BIFLEAFTAIE - (5) 2=k
(Cross-Appraisal ) : e Bt B d FHMY PELBE SRR B
ol R ABRKBL o (6) A (Appraisal by Subordinates) @ T %
bR N A EHE B s R o (T) 4 B €% (Committee
Appraisal ) :d XFEHE HaigE A ifﬁfﬁ?%‘ﬁ’.l‘?% e TAFFTP LR 8
#fe o (8)360& 2 26 3®f (360 Appraisal) 1 d =g A& EF/t &~k -

PWHA IR RS D A P& R R F G Ak % Bz o (9)
T %% £ #7 (Computer Monitoring) : %% Faf i » & kdx 5 & £ T il
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T RS LA o WIS ICCE £50- o SRR SN S SN BRI S
PR 29 p AT R RFFE AR PARLA AR
£ a3 3k 1) £ 4R 9484 (Farh, Werbel & Bedeian, 1988) -
AE RS - R TN SR 3 D f R T R MR

o s PR EL FENERNHR OB E o Ra o i\.’f—,p—‘ﬂ'rgfr WEg &

«.r\Q- P \;1
[
T
.
IR
v
C
e
-
l

—A s SHGERE Y - L .

i % %= 5872 & (Farh, 1988) -

L S ~enFTakih ¥ @LE - 3P L8 bt o

=

E‘Eé"ﬁi“ggéﬂ“—f’ﬁ%x L'%F'&m,f_xﬁ' ) TR K L:ﬁmm;wr;:f

F 5B R AL B H MR G B R DD i

B FFERAp 0 p ke y i s (B3 ) 4 (haloerror) #is > &
B RA D b e A L B

=~ W o
Ja
Ry
&

BEAR P gl g Pk REE R A i BB p AT PR R R
B *F:;T-”’Lﬁ B0 B3 93 B+ w4 (leniency bias) R % (Harris &
Schaubroech, 1988) - =4 > % 2t (leniency) & > s (stringency) » »
Pl - FamEa v LR 2y e R RE & fi-Thornton § IR E = a7p 75
TP FRETABARFFow e EEHE I LEAY o B A

ANEAR A E AR RREEGHLS FFERE AP G TR o B

[}

e griadg (1998) RIS A 78R A RONIFEN A g2 > B P3R5 2B Ll
BARL AL 0 AR R L ARt R B A ERIIRI A S A B
s Bip s 2 fEage > pERE S 3T EEAE GELT o4 FP o R p
%%E6%ﬁ$éﬁ‘$éﬁﬂ%’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgiﬁiﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁé’ﬂ
AECALE R A E ERA  FRA R B

Cheung (1999) 45 » p =& 3207 - R 2 £ 3 B A ehlfrcp ;7 8 8
Sl PR ) amER Rk o b GRm kg o d 0 Y
TF Al eapdy c £B 0 RE#BEEE (Katz & Kahn, 1978) » F]t 4 »ci® i3 chks
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BEMEFARREALS A AR oA S F R GTR L B R
Flik G =

1. F# 4] (informational constraints) » #*7 f 1 p 323 4 # 32pF > 4
1R LA BATRO R TED BE LRI FFR B FlA AR50
et Boo

2. Aear4] (cognitive constraints) * AR 2 #7114 L2 F30E B A HEF
P FAFIRATE oo

3. HR 4] (affective constraints) > B &k p ATk ¢ BEI L

FAPend s TR e FRA A ET o d 2 B T B

il
[}
put

AR EFREAL N AN IR L R o

Cheung (1999) R ¥t p 382 & 327 — RV iy = FIF L S L S G
fr}ﬂmz\'qﬁﬁ:pmki{go
- H SRR H RLTER G BRSOl 0 TR iR R] G Uen
IEFR R AR AL F AP R REF 0 T R (TR 4 o
CZRE AR H NI REDE R PBEER H T 2 AL 2R OB
R0 R EGEA AR BEET - RATIEE o FZ A AFEA BTN DB S R
Pl o d AL PR R RAE TR Fla AR p B U EmE R oo bt g opF

WmEr F LT RETE G SR EFRALS [ ol avg @
P

~=h

FEAKME TR bAoA AP R p AR A K P A
WIRHINVEARTEY o R p e gkl kA RERLE .

Cheung (1999) #paF@ A B 7 & F IR > VPP 77U ¥ v 2 4 37k
ERR  ApEE "‘E?I"T-éiknﬁg:'ﬂ’?k P RERIFEEITEE BARAKE
K Bew 0k 4 > Cheung 45 1 > 7 %3

c““\*
W
-q_ltg
?‘1
w
14

F ik gk o BT R AL EE R R LA

‘0 R BT R o R - BAETE Y Aok (Haloeffect) @l 58
(Murphy, Jako & Anhalt, 1993) < * & »c% cde FIR35A F £ 31X 32 FHer oo
PE HE-BER DR 7 5@ DA bdexFAE RTINS
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R TR ST AP FFEE IR - RO FR 0 X Ak P
SRR € A A FEA H - RenfFas s FulE A rg BeE B 1 pEIRY §en? 3t
2,

R N g FEERP AR Y P F LR o - AT 0 4 S
ERF - 2 RERE . G E T pIFA B AFE RS o WA
& % (Meyer, 1980 ; Anderson, 1984) F=  #3» R 1 [LIL§ B o p = e T4

A FF T EAR% o e £ Thornton (1980) s 3 e > p AiEman? &
P ] 0 7 T A ‘35;#%"3::5;,1;@.% T p e ek AL T AR IR (s

% 84)

ERNE G- LTl b kit

Bammm<wm>mé§1%ﬁiﬁw B AR IT PR 0 0T feha (TR
A EF AL LY UG EaanER A DB LI R 0 T B R
P PG AL g R —legﬁ’g"ﬁ’i'f BT A LA O (E e A rﬂlbﬁﬁﬁ:’
RTRE T P2 I &R R B R AR o T (T xR FE

2 SN = Fe

[

4 .

PRI P BT FFEREINEPIUE p 2ot » JFIFATHT T
REH LR L AT Lo oM > IR (rational persuasion) ~ R =
51 (inspirational appeal) ™ % $57 W& (consultation) > 1 (F% L & 5 &
Fee? (Yukl & Tracey, 19925 % % M - 1995) -

VUL E 35 P ke R 0E g e P R 0 2 kiRl (e, g, Wayne &
Ferris, 1990) » ¥ ® ¢ 81 iveh4 R (Kipnis & Vanderveer, 1971) » # 1 £ 4 &
eh4 I (Judge & Bretz, 1992) -

Ferris 4c Judge (1991) 4R 7 &2 c#7F » i 1+ AR PR
kR M g (- A R A

v

I £
PE Y PRt ot BOARG B DMEY > 2 Kot ¢
RIS B PREERY TSRS INFS

SE R H?-m:[%&;\,i%o—

RN enig ifi’i& » B BT

m ?‘»
o
9 b

ﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁ%m@*ﬁp@%fﬂ@AAVw
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PR PEE L 6 A B ANE S I PRI FR A A L fom R

AFREDNHETFARE A O o A AT 3R Yulk & 4 A& 1996 & fraE 2 oen
AR E o BRI FRPRG A S 2 A 2R g A

RS R R HREA T TR R o M e

1. #E K@ efp®
PR # O SRS N KRB R L ﬁ\gf;z‘ﬁ{ﬁ % (Neale
& Northcraft, 1991) > igthen> s4s W2 € R T B BRI T A 2 ET

?.“l’ﬁ B % ’fr'm_-,_F'& @\lbgabbiP‘?? F'*m?a%ﬁ«,éf"m?— m PP F"ﬁ’ig

a4

BiEp e fed o pb oL T BT 5 %3l 4 (ingratiation) *# 3|4

7 b o

Ggii s Y 4 - ARGLE L DR SERT D (PSR B G g A
I EFHE R WA T D A2 2 rﬁgﬁmm¢;ig

(Schilit & Locke, 1982), > #Z 7 #R 2 DR e g * {odg T 5 & o cfp B>
YA EET R R DR ok A5 50w 48 B (4 (Jones, 1964; Wortman &
Linsenmeier, 1977) o

Judge!? 2 BretzZ A P g R F ARG EHRE 1A RELARF ARY S

#*'%$w?é@§%{%*”@¢ﬁ%§%%¥%§’if?uﬁﬂﬁgﬂm

»
&
3

BT DR A1 FHTR P TR R LAk @ P DRk s £
BIT OB I FERS éwwém»é?rik{?* PSS RS S
B 7% 3% 3+ (Ralston, 1985; Wortman & Linsenmeier, 1977) o » § & 4335 & #0eh
7 éﬁ*‘u{ﬁ"‘v@i A %iﬁﬁ@.i PHRALEL MOR Y P A4 R - (Byrne & Griffit,
1966) » Flpt A& 5 * LD e ch k> T § HIR D TR ki g e o Bt iEdE
i L@- HAnET hy plF B g o

R FALRG BRI F AN FARNE ABEEF LG D
25 > Thacker ™ % Wayne (1995) # A 35 d »vi 2Dk g * o4 § £ F] 5 20

BAGIE >4 F R TR T b Bk 7 g R e L P B A
§ o Aok b BRI E S RE A ERUFRF T nq B A RO T
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http://www.findarticles.com/p/search?tb=art&qt=%22Timothy+A.+Judge%22
http://www.findarticles.com/p/search?tb=art&qt=%22Rebecca+A.+Thacker%22
http://www.findarticles.com/p/search?tb=art&qt=%22Sandy+J.+Wayne%22

Bpentz g o (Broll, Gross & Piliavin, 1974 ; Greenberg & Frisch, 1972 ;
Nemeth, 1970) -
Kipnis® + (1980) % ;i*u:fﬂ dME R R F G AT A LR ié i
FEHB € RHEF SR F5 R DL L Kipnis 12 % Schmidt (1988)
BFR s FRADT G R Y Pt LT BRARAMEEERANE A
*E G ERaE A E o F]p Thacker! 2 Wayne (1995) 35 £ 20 vk enig * 4f
o

i
Y%@’g%%iﬁﬁT%ﬁ&%’m%T%ﬂ¢EM£%ﬁﬁﬁu;ﬁ;’i

A
TELSpEDfIE o FRND TEHNT JeanFER Mo ea PP BDEE -
P oo BT RG R AF AR L ERA SRR PHT AL

B R R PR T RGN B SR 0 B2 foT 1 (FARG T 6 i il

M (Tsui & Barry, 1986;Wayne & Ferris, 1990) -

2. AHEK kg

RREFE U SE R sl LA REEEE 3 T Ra b U F - - o RTRISENE S 2] Dl A
EW R el G E N2 Pk 3ia 28 (Schilit & Locke, 1982) -

Wortman % Linsenmeier (1977) 325 7 £ v &1 iFFkE ¥ 350 I3
s e Bldog L vE (assertiveness) ¥ 23 WX &2 0 F A Vi
4142 % (Higgins, Judge, Ferris, 2003) - Kipnis (1980)1*3‘5 e B EFE T
TR Aok FI P RE S F A ARSI TR GALZ LRE &

AL RpLPndFEe ¥ FBELREL T AP E (upward appeal )
BAERAL RSP RN T HAIEREIBAER " > A1 PFET
2% (Kipnis et al. 1980 ) -

Dreher# 4 (1989) » 4 75 B {vi $30 FH F ensf 4o + 7025 B % > Kipnis
fr Schmidt (1988) # I 3%5 58 Wk chid * 5 cnFF g » 3G v R % sgid {0
Jehp fow s p 3t

A

KR XY AT RS ARERY SRR RS R T

ﬂuni\e%@#’arﬂAﬁ@@mﬁﬁ#ﬁ%m@wg%ﬁﬁiw@@

W%’%ﬁiﬁ**wﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ-W@*gﬁf.fﬁﬁ%@’ﬁWﬁgﬁ
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http://www.findarticles.com/p/search?tb=art&qt=%22Rebecca+A.+Thacker%22
http://www.findarticles.com/p/search?tb=art&qt=%22Sandy+J.+Wayne%22

EPEHTHG E R e %o iga BEF S B ¢ (Thacker & Wayne, 1995) -

FOL B R RG 0 f e B PRATORA @ il 4 7 B 1 PR &

peehpenid @ AT e AR AFPEXG ALl g R SR B G
mg.?%‘;skﬁ g MbldrHd BEE  FTE ._,fiz\;ﬁ,m;fﬂﬁ; FoObR s dg o aid
FPRERG R ) SEE ekt T A BAEA Y ORGRE ERE Ok

(Thacker & Wayne, 1995)

R R 0g g

Kelman (1961) 3 # M Kot il ¥ B foB L end £~ o d FApM > o ¢
FERR > # R ET IR D e

Yukl & 4 (1999) 225 i@ Rt @ % (B p BT d8H s A £ pik
W EBRNERPUET FH- BEL 0P Mgtk &4 fod (TH BTG R

(Vroom, 1964) > » y‘j&{;&u VLIREN D 7 7 F e BT (F fRehy LR SRR S &
M OAER IR G & 4 € fop Aoagag g rAp B X (Yulk, Chavez & Seifer, 2005)

ﬂygﬁﬁgmﬁwgﬁjsﬁfﬁaﬁiﬁJéiﬁa’jfﬁjﬁw%f
e R 3P R L P P EnEfEa 2 4 ik £ 334e (Cummings & Schwab,
1973) § R R gz * ¥ 72 T ER P X 2RI cnZppo R £ 34 F
YR PR ET Geg % e (Chatman, Bell & Staw, 1986; Ferris & Judge,
1991) - Yukl F-Tracey (1992) ﬁ*u%;‘ BILIE ek SR ¥ g g L F hiLG Lo M
W A A B AL 4 B s % £ f% (Thacker & Wayne,
1995) » Fa T e PERFEOTHR > 83 P E LG hTR > P RERSD
LA R Y Rt AT R PRBT B ST
BRgga? e TR PR TN S8 SROPERG §RY TR
A AP foo - B PR EIFL T RTR U E A B ALEE G
(e.g., Villanova & Bernardin et al.,1993; Cummings & Schwab, 1973) -
Dreher ~ Dougherty 4cWhitely (1989) ijt»);? AR B ek EREFTHRA o

FEM ATy o AT F R ReE 2 T R s B R R S

FOUREL T cnd R AP F o Aok i B o AN g E "Jg"i M1 iThILILE
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(z) #E% (ingratiation)

Yukl % A 22D & 5 0 T P RN E R o ARFH S F L
e P EENLR o - Rk Y AR AR R B A X A
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24.3 Bulat FEFER2tR T

P ERER % | Al | Mean®E | BB L tie pd A piE
L N ES 917 4.12 3. 504 0. 07 29 . 054
+13 4.78 3.274
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2 4.4 2P FREPRERTIEF LR

g N
1. 2R (91.5%) 1. =2H R (82.4%)
2. B oWvE (22.5%) 2. E¥Ee: (23.5%)
3. P Ew (12.7%) 3. % &k (20.6%)
E1m ek (12.7%)
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1. 24 e (91.8%) 1 e (81.5%)
2. BE Rv: (20.4%) 2. ¥R (28.1%)
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i

R AEEL TR LA L T B T S K
r%“gw%Jﬁ4*me»@wp~%ﬁnv%64’~&km@¢ﬁﬂf &k
SR E - e AR A TR F R 1080 2 ket £
+ 4 ¥ 33.39% -

A 4ok ERYulkE A (2005) #raE = e 552 0F > BB A 2 2 X8
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MEDLAM-

24T g} FRPRE 2t T

P AR # Ak Mean® | &% X tie pd A DiE
LR G g s & 20 5.01 5.353 | 3.534 29 . 254

Bk 10 4. 89 5. 134

e 2ty g & 20 5. 78 3.678 | 5.272 29 . 000%kx
e 10 9. 67 3.436

AR vE 2ty g & 20 3.91 5.456 | 4.213 29 . 340
Bk 10 4,22 6. 464

¥AP<0.058F F £ & ®KAP<0. 0124 B ¥ A 8 RXAP<0.0014Ag ¥ £ 8
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#EEFRRP P LI BN, FUR n—Jir%i H - g\\!xm;é?ﬁ;l_,ﬁj_;fﬁff_ﬁﬂrﬁg@
o nE R i E ke WEPERRa 2 > BT R AT A1

Emliz > IR0t A b 5 AR FaReg 0 LR IR R hE v 28T 4% 0%
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2GR P A YL P Pt B @ E ke { A% 290,

LR L L il B U grgbé;wfrfé PR AR S  f T R R

Bog B A LR RIFRAED PanE g ik 34.3% 0 B F LR
BRTERTE Rg 0 530.6% 0% 25T BH K TR BT TP AR S
SRR VHRED B TERE LR LR LSRR Fo By

#4.87 PR hig * F 50

2 E TP B IR
1. ZH R (87.4%) 1. =248 (90.4%)
57 g (34.3%) 2. “ﬁé #iz (30.6%)
R URHQE
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3. WR K (20.4%) 3. %% Fw% (10.5%)
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- ~p ARG REIZFRLI

AE Y2 Tp A g4, 0 ARAA PRI AP FAREIR
PR B2 e Tp A 84 ) SRIBZEFSNY BRI RIELLFEZ R
BT LB R AT 2 2 M e g A

ARG ET R Aonii 2 TG A4 ’%?\':}7% Zalteman & Burger (1975) &uE

%o N EEPEAcE (eigenvalue) <310 L RHzZ FlE fFEAN0.30 2 R
“%%ﬂ§@M%”i*?°ﬁ@J%wn&mm&mmm<mm>; SR
FEIRLFENGHES0.3 RIFHSHFF <004 RIF AL v RE & (more

important) ; % **0.5 RIFfLZ2EHHF -

Flp AR B A PR AR R OB HE 0.5 hRETL FEE
kg o R ARG T AT i g REE PN BF R G 0 L FEZ A
PARIREFI RPN e FREAL AR B e el o WKL F R G kB A
fRRREEHEL4L T

PRI FIE AT % o B R KO e iy o 4 % 5 F 114 51230 # 16
WHPFH - AR B2 PENA BFF o AL T AR L na T RE
woyoom T pARTA FlEP 0 2 AR+B (Cronbach’ s a) & 0.8955 j3 @ &
520.8% ; #HaciEm s 8.74;m &l piEEs  FlE Y > 2 AR (Cronbach’ s a)
Bl % 0.8968; f29#E 549.5% 5 #Hac® s 4.5 B EEE 561.3% -
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%4.9 p AN FELFEGR Gk

) WA MG F%fFE
FEk- | FlE=
p 5 % Likm Ao . 871 . 242
EE 6 3% % 55 wF FIEE o . 861 . 343
= TR AR . 860 . 931
& 0 EiEEIM o . 805 .535
El 4 % p e .754 . 462
10 2 iEfIpF > fpogh € 3 o . T19 . 443
17 % f AU® 4 20 chp 4 o .613 211
14 A REehic 4 23 % 2R - . 594 . 433
p 8 A pFIARL - . 452 0. 881
= 9 FATRMEERF - 233 o . 315 0. 864
% 3 - BEPIAH L o . 542 0. 850
7 13 A e widpsrds o . 544 0. 785
El 15 AEBp4 {4t o 432 0. 746
1 372344 - #a aale . 543 0. 746
B i (B 2. 74 1.5
299 & 40.8% |20.5%
Alpha & 0.8955 |0.8968
= THERERE 2 TpRAig g
ZRYulk®E A (20050) #re& = dhk 5f E e G

Sk R A R A

AR RE 01 R T Fak s 0 E N A BCE] S 0 304 dod A

"L'F

PREs plaziEasd L
2R EARE R MEPE > TR 2 8F P A 2 ZfA R 5N o

{5 114840

Bl T kAT AU T FRERG 02 TG

Fobo TR AGA He o MR P F R A L2 AT
x

RAAGE, F o TP REAGL, FUE TRRAAGL,

x
p
&) FMpAGET OO ELIPIIN TP RPATE F

g NG AT IEN
Bei¥33.3% 0 THMARRARE ) Fp AR LTI G (£33.3% -
AEF A H F]S %R Bl 7 (One-way ANOVA) K & AR 488 %‘« AR

R EpATLELHRE B BRHT 0 FRP AT LEFHE R
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B A e e A | g AR A

2410 P FRPRiBp AT L
Wk fARE T 3o Fig P Scheffe
TR
FRAAGCAE | VRAAGE | mAAARA
1 324Kk 6.09 5. 32 4. 31 2. 32 .56
2 FH ek 6. 34 .82 4.41 13.74 |.001sx |2>1,2>3,1>3
3 H MRk 5.91 .22 4.23 2.865 |.102

¥AP<0.008F F £ 3 KXAP<0. 0122 Ag¥ £ 2 BXAP<0.00l4zig ¥ £ 2
= IEREFEREERES
R Yulk® 4 (2005) 7 = A dfned » #H PR A $2 <8 L i R

G RER SRR KA O

T.l)ﬂ

T el p e e SOREFRAFEFET L LB AT E
BREHED, F "¢ RPHRES WAL RP RS, ¥ 27 TR R %
$o ) e REe T8 i 33,3% 0 LER P REY ) F P R Ton
i@ 33.3% 0 TMARPRER ) FhDREe T8 G 1233.3% °

AE LI H TS %R A 37 (One-way ANOVA) R 4bdf e sk & § b 7 32 5
s p e 2 M SRR 0 3 AP B e RS RS
Bt FRERG oA AT > @ e e A R P R
TEARE BRI o A AR gl RS R e R B A

i o
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Rk 485 T ol Fig Pie Scheffe
FiSHk T
FRAXCE | PRPARELE | MRPARE
1 724 ek 5. 60 4. 97 4. 34 2.32 |.66
2 B 6. 34 5.00 4. 35 10.42 |.003% |2>1,2>3,1>3
3 AR 5. 34 4.67 4.10 1.247 |.274 ;
¥2P<0. 008 F £ B XxAP<O. 012 ¥ BF LR RXEAP0.001i=Eg ¥ £ 2
- PP REAZTFIRB T
AR Ty i | > pBAmafiRat > AT FARER
PR 1 h T pEE 8 4 g Rl e T BRI ELALFF 2
BAFT o P B &AL Lt 2 B2 Bl R SR
AFE L ¥ P =z, TR % 2 ¥55 0 895 Zalteman & Burger (1975) &u&

%o DB EPHEHHE (eigenvalte) <] 0 ABEZ FIE LR <30.30 2 Rt
AR £240% ¥ - @ ik Joseph, Rolph & Ronald (1987) = * &g »
i & & (more

FHREREFEDEHFEL0.3 A7
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24,12 p=gxFELAFHEG R G

’}#_\i WIHEMES Flg i FE
7 5 12+ 2 ik A4Fehk o h 4 o 0. 899
=3 | #4adrt @992 NehiE e iF 0. 882
1 8 i zj\ggx;fj;x]}% = U o 0840
1T 6-@1}#’?4‘\{'1%"}—1( ° 0.764
3% 24,%}%@/@,@;@ % o 0. 750
% I SRR AFFARE LT o 0. 746
T1irgr=Rerliay 0. 698
L Ei T 0. 659
e 2.4
faE g 57.9%
Alphai& 0.9043

FEFE AL RS 0 d 205 2 AU E 7 T DT $ 3R 1 A
FrxB i 2P VPl - BFEO RAEEE TEEEn, oA T p =k T

% ¢ > T &P (Cronbach’ soa) = 0.9043 f#3# & 557.9% ; #acE 6.4

I~ ERER G Ep Y%
R g’/%‘;ﬁaﬁl”»ﬁ\“‘ Bp gk M A Ay Y2 T
- 15 (Factor Analysis) 4% T p =4 | B0 - B FZ >

=g e od b T pEREan, NF R LY o ARG LR
ez fERAl A Els TR PSR, o T pemsny g T R

TR AT F P T s w0 33.3% 0 T PR i
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RO FvE 02 32 Rd o d R TR A TF] R 05 304 0 de % st A e 14
PR Rl 2T R LR A AT AR T AR e u: T s

2RV B M PE o PR 2MEP S = fEA g 5 e
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2 413 1 ERPRGEp =Y
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