Factors that Influence Survivors’ Job Stress

during Organizational Change

P ERRY LA EST



.i&.%:%:i PHTERIIERA LT

Factors that influence Survivors’ Job Stress
during Organizational Change

R T K Advisor : Cherng G. Ding

v 4 EBE Student : Yun Fang Lu

oy
|

A Thesis
Submitted to Institute’of Business and Management
College of Management
National Chiao Tung University
in Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements
for the Degree of
Master
of

Business Administration
June 2007

Taipei, Taiwan, Republic of China

PEARAL LS E S



.3.9_3%‘2%3. PRTERIIER PRI E

BiiEmY hERE T R K

3

Mrd -~ B oy §mET ML

7% % ‘:“?%U‘féﬁi'%lﬁ'bi’
mﬂk%im%“ﬁ i
%g&«@@“ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ’agu—h&%,@jr«Jﬁ@;
@F@?mioqwﬁpfmé%#i& uﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁ’iﬁ%
BAA A R B W AL g 2
Theory» SET) ## & + &2 @ S Bphidin K Nzx)’ B ?éi"F*f PlaE = B
728 %32 % (Attachment-Theory ) B f# B 4 22 & Bk AR R o, Hr H
R4 2%, P BpRELER ABI RN FHET #”fi 8w BT oA
REXBFBDZL > FIURPHER DG ELREY A2 g £48
IR A DA FRE @B A Rk A2 -

o

AR AFALE Y G AR 2T H e R RE S HE F o
HeS KFEHRE KFFRANGY L RF2 7 B
FHL TR MG L HFLRF AT e R bRE 2T R
P EHERRFEREKFr FREMGIEI - HFLBF @
BEREHL TR L v HEF2 PR L PR A
2 o RS AR R RS E P 1 HE R
BRA G ERF R



Factors that influence Survivors’ Job Stress
during Organizational Change

Student : Yun Fang Lu Advisors ¢ Dr. Cherng G. Ding

Institute of Business and Management

National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Environmental factors influence the essential of organizational
change. Either change-oriented persons who can foresee the chances or
environment followers who usually make changes at last minute, they all
regard the perpetual operation of their organizations as their final
purpose. However, it is people that can dchieve their purpose by actual
actions. As a result, this reseatchr focuses 6n people’s perception and
reaction. The framework is ‘divided into two parts. The first part
constructs the reciprocal favored treatment between individual and
organization by Social Exchange Theory.  (‘'SET) and the second part
tries to comprehend individual’s and organization’s stress result from
different anaclisis. It is noted that the research time window is set in the
period of organizational change. It can avoid the missing of feelings by
afterward recalls. In other words, the objects of our research are the
organizations which are in the process of changing. Additionally,
government which is making effect to re-organize is also the object of

our research.

The results show that in the enterprise, change fairness toward
organizational commitment, change favorableness toward organizational
commitment and change commitment all have significant and positive
relation while organizational commitment has a significant negative
influence on job stress. In the government, change fairness and change
favorableness both have significant positive influence on organizational

commitment and change commitment while change commitment has

i



significant and negative relation toward job stress. The reasons of the
difference between the enterprise and the government are caused by the
difference of the organization culture and the different attitudes. These
both make the persons in organizations have different feelings and

stress.

Keywords:Organizational Change, Change Fairness, Change
Favorableness, Organizational Commitment, Change
Commitment, Job Stress
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BAFLEHYE T FTRHRE TR F L 4pM (Wanberg & Banas,
2000) c Tz 0 F R aAGRERE AN B F A § hE SR
AEDET R AL PR BE {0 foo FEASL EFRS 0 (BB
4L iesd o g op _@:}3 P #& ; Mowday et al., (1982) » = B SOKEE
FURERI-CX IR EFHRE R FIRORS EFE
(p.139 ) S vt 535 NE A & TR F 3F 5 0 4ol < 124 John Bowlby & 1950
£ R d 2 IR B enik 2 (Attachment Theory) » # g — 1 4 %
— VT FITBARADTFREE  FARTAFELE AL TRIE-ES
‘% > @ Bartholomew{rHorowits (1991) & gt #74F B &) e & = X i& ¥ B
¥4 3 1T o v d % 7] (Secure) &%t ' MR A hF 4

> 2] (secure) R EP e EFHEh BEAAE M N RPFAEFSEL LD G R
FpeL AR LM
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pAEw

()

e B
(%) (%)
s % >4 (secure) & & 7] (preoccupied )
AR (B) | smgeampgpip ik § B %

(L grid)

223 4| (dismissing ) % 464 (fearful)
AP E kiR T o B ALY

Bl 3w a4 itk

7L k& : Bartholomew & Horowits (1991)

¥ ¢t Savery £2 Syme (1996) 4-¥fPRi33t 2 'i\%ﬂ‘%ﬁﬂ%@d FF2_ 57 7 &g
o0 MORFEA W BORKFED A RE NAAFRA > F LB PR
1 Ed A2 Earehn S0 R A Rp Pt R REek g
BRI RFD S0 GRS By RERS LS - B A
ERA T EHOKE MG PO R TGRS Ea A 4 ek o

gt v phidsh o A M LR o T T e RGIGER A TR
BT EARRE > 72 Maslow A R #nT BE RE T kE o FAmE & 2T K
B FE T RE A B M AR AR g
ﬁ'ﬂm%m’A#K?JQWQﬁﬁﬁJ’&@rﬂﬂ?mj’7
a0 P PEA LR L MR - R F o F R 1B e
R AR % R 2 FRE O A1 HHEAR > PR S
L S . M

IE" 2k

~rd

rald

= 3
o w

s

.
A

% ood P LA TR

£ &3 (preoccupied) @ @A e iXhE > iXp 2 BAKIFR A > Lk Aa¥ T hagp A
FEFR > FiodiES -
%3 4] (dismissing) ¥ Fp e FHE > RAAPEE A 0 AFFERIFE A > BB A F FAF R
fE I E o

T4od] (fearful) : EFp e RF HiE > 2 EERE ;- TEBATTRIF B A gEEFp 2 o
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1My % H

,}q% }-t)(% “‘-‘i: j\ﬁnw ‘f#, ]K%b,ﬁ; ’ 'a‘u'?]" R4 E-Lfiii}?%;FedOI', et

<zm® AT A R RE AP T L R KGR

fgz PR IGER RIT R RE F 2Bk FRG e gUIGE o |

oo r AP PIGE S (5% Eﬁ?ﬁ% FAp kel TRY 2 M
i

i ( Psychosomatic Disorder ) sh& & 7]
A Ao A fF 0 RN R A RS
Fehg gk u#"“@h’%)j@iﬁ,_#‘«%i“g’lq:ﬁ“1 ER A 2. % F)E
THA o Ao 4000

e

A v 42t

"L‘P

%%

A L ek
%
e ]
AT tf._,“:;—'-
L]
B 4 27 % E

RA T RS 2 M G- WAL ;riﬁﬁ:’ E r.%m%ﬁ«?l i*““‘m
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3.2 kB

AFIAAFHIIR A BN - SAFHEMDP B Lk
}T:J—E > o

%

CEHHEMD P S s BT RE SR EAFEY KRG 20
%%iéﬁﬁyﬁﬁﬁw’m%ﬁmaﬁw@w,ﬁ?ﬁgxﬁ%i,%
% 3+ (Design, DE) ~ ¥ 3t (Information Technology, IT ) £ @ i¢ 1 4%
( Manufacturing Engineering, ME) = R 3 fdn B 374 ¢t » Hap e 2 M4 5%
(Finance, FIN) ~ 4 4 ¥ /& (Human Resource, HR) - # P (Procurement,
PROC) -~ # 3 (Materials, MA) -~ % %% > &2 ( Environment, Health and
Safety, EHS) ~ &% (Quality Assurance, QA) % % 3 ®# > %3573 200
PRl igiEs R AIFETHEZ - o
J}/J:)TTE 2w A ERAIRBEFES oL 0 p 1997 E42 0 AR TR
PR R R s o I SRS E Y o st @R kR
Fim o d Wl EEER O E SRS W R At
PAFc3t ~ AR E » KRRy RRlRT 26 v ¢ va s L E G TR -

FTHAFHTINBZLZAAEST 7 > QR TEFpP Ay M 27
FONRLT IR L A BRI R G - S e T
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3L LR

AT TERZ AT 3T A REL TREDSTHFL
1 J

r%_g_jﬁ-lﬁ-,FzJ N r_f:ﬁ,f%‘«’i&??-’F:SJ ~ r%ﬁyl'\;%,’Fél.Jﬁ rlf%@?‘ ’
FY | ,rﬂf# »b4w.¢.#ﬂa}iﬁ|z Likert 7 2t R 2B p > M1, 5224
ARA T2, 52 RA S T3 28y T4 A RATS) A2EYRR O EE

B RER R A

331 %E T

®E ST ATk § 23 * Caldwell et al. (2004 ) 2 Fedor et al. (2006 )
AERHERRE SR e $E AT L A A AR
UHA e B 3P @R 2

L e yaes@gd (L) ®
2. £#A (£ 3) P PR alFiE)g
3. EAHE > o7 (Him) BFERE

Fola (ri)
—/Ab t&gﬁbﬁi L‘j\b’%#"ro

332%EE#

oL oardh 2 2 }I?% Caldwell et al. (2004 )
TR AR E T H iRy -

A (F3) hig sk ¢RI 1 Fendbek s o

A<¢w>w’@gmﬁl<kuﬁ%m>é&{ﬂﬁﬁo
T (R3) B R E e (FanEk o (Fw)

e @] (L) He R E R (F )
~mﬁ§”'l(ﬁ JIEFL T RGO TR Bldet 3 1E R Bhend i
AR AR (22 Pl L ,a?_@) (5 %)
5)%%ﬁ~1@\9%ﬁ&§%w o (Fw)

A (FE) BB THRE (BLECRF) Suiey FIE-

AN ol S e

N
#
b
i

3.3.3 mgh ki

BoKFER 5 &Y GO & 4L Mowday ~ Steers £ Porter = 5 # 3t
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1979 & 47 & h e & K FE D 4 & ( Organizational Commitment
Questionnaire » OCQ) > RS ¥ 3 # ¥ » 35 % —%’4;,1;; OCQ & # iF
33 % (Antecedents) ¥ {4 ¥ (Consequences) 7 -K#E > @ L3 $RI B &+ <
B R & OF R 0 F]#t 3 O'Reilly ¥ Chatman % 1986 # #& 1 3L
(Identification) ~ p i* (Internalization) -~ "gj¢_( Compliance) = &1
¥ - FTE E%\: R GEH > A R E R ;8 d Vandenberg ~ Self £ Seo
(1994) = =& F et hefd = Fhtkit i 4877 BREHA
2 qp k-

Lof 2l A Mae (peihalic) - BRFaas

ApFAEIM2P (pemREE) AR E -
2 4o k@ (KHE) - Ed)] o
3 N s @ (RME ) S Ak gk
M=o (A8 g)dgfb PR 5 AT EARSAFE L 0T o
A AR MOF (BRE ) h- pF o
FRaRALEE(CER)E M2 (g2) &A1

N R LN

R 7';’ - B AEE AW AT Ri&p3 ivH9T (Workplace ) kg &
B Ra 2 P EERL 2L L EORH LR IR LERGIHTE D
- AR e Tﬁ"«’k\,{;& R THL2THRFEEG RL - F S N - A
% e B-LGEAP$ B > Herscovitch 22 Meyer (2002) i # 9 # 3 Kt w8
734;%;Kg VNG R R RRIFIS 0 BN RS SR Lf’% v 3EH IR
L SRR S

p)

Ll A @ﬂéaﬁ%%éuﬁﬁﬂ<ﬂn%ﬂ&mﬁﬁdé>

2. wEhEA (R3) AP f (TRE ) REEF PR o
3 gt (2 i) S R
4

AEgFTapERe R ER (@) P o
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5, Ao Edrie @& A (R3) g o Blde B ?g'\‘»‘}‘t B3 3E o)
iEp e T kel (R E) -

3351 iFRRA

1 iFR 4 § L4 * Evers & Frese >t 2000 & #73f £ chig & #3573 1 1%
BRAFF2ZAREE o *?ﬂ\ﬁnffﬁgii'uﬂﬁi\i R R '_’ﬂﬁ“élg"%“—‘ 7 3
IR AL RS RECEE o ALY > HEY %é%l S

L &T§ehaiv? » A2 R - IR FEHEIF R FIL T o

2. FAFEIERE EEAEFALANL Fud 0 .

3. AR AL TR EFIRAMER g 4 8|

4. BRIADERE- By A g TR LT F R
5. wRIF 1 v A E  AFERL K- BRI
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B4R AT

T ARACR] 5 AT 0 AR B L bR BB P
A NETE bi»%ﬂm‘ﬂ o gL TR @.%ﬁ%*’t‘ e LR s 7
FERRE TR o T2 %&ﬁm%w’wiﬁzﬁﬁ\sga?ga
A0 BBRRESFAEHERFP AT ELE DY E TR

1T E s P

!

27 R

| <
|
| | | |
REFHERE KA J
% %2 N i ,
E%%1~i§ BHE ST ,_E,‘,% K 1 TR
i L 3 G

Bl 57 7 i AR
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3.5 M3t g

FHAE T HHE T A T e 5 AT By IR 0 E i
U H A fijﬁ BEA I B 1‘?“ #24#-3¢ (Structural Equation
Modeling, SEM) i B2 Fl & ~ 1% @& & i 2 R "1 4 (Latent
Construct ) 2_ *} &g itk ( Manifest Indicators ) > F]pt & * c98_SAS 9.1 552
e A e

3.5.1 CFA B & #50

e EHEYTE AN A ARG LG HEE RN EHA 0
ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%’wﬁﬁﬁﬁiaimpiﬁ%°TE@6é$pfam
PR
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X24 [4¢— E 24

X25 [¢— €55
X26 [ ¢ 5
X27 [&— ¢ 5,
X28 [— ¢ 55
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2 Ne
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) [¥e) 2
w P ; ~
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A 26
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A1s

X

B 6 CFA #& 3
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352 # REK T A

o #5 % 4 (Dummy Variable) » FIp § %4 i3 20 4 i~ @ IR
R U S

o % A 5E Sy R e Sl
A 3 I F sex=1" THEN HI1=1;
(sex) + 2 ELSE H1=0;

30 g T 1 IFage="l' THEN I11=1;
ELSE 11=0;
/ 31 fe~40 & 2 IFage=2' THEN 12=1;
w8 i ~50 ; ELSE 12=0;
(age) IF age='"3' THEN I3=1;
51 % ~60 % 4 ELSE 13=0;
‘ IF age='4' THEN I4=1;
61 firz b 5 ELSE 14=0;
Aml# 1 IF service='1' THEN J1=1;
ELSE J1=0;
L 1 #12F~3 & K5k 2 IF service="2' THEN J2=1;
# 7 3 E L ~6 E Ak - | ELSE 12=0;
(service) IF service='3' THEN J3=1,;
6 & 11 ~10 & A% 4 ELSE J3=0;
) IF service='4' THEN J4=1;
10 & x4 3 5 ELSE J4=0;
PR 1 IFedu='1" THEN K1=1;
. ELSE K1=0;

)vaer F3 2 IF edu="' THEN K2-=1;

(edu) Al 3 ELSE K2=0;
IF edu='3' THEN K3=1;

B4 4 ELSE K3=0;

* 2o 1 IF marriage='1" THEN L1=1;

ELSE L1=0;

¢ A 2 IF marriage=2'  THEN L2=1;

PRI I . ; ELSE L2=0;

(marriage) - IF marriage='3' THEN L3=1;

A 4 ELSE L3=0;
IF marriage='4' THEN L4=1;
e 5 ELSE L4=0;
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I ®#E 2T (F1) #%E g4 (F2) Ha

2.

3.

7}"3&&?/}7}&
ER A Ik -3 SUEE S - R IR NI R
Z RS AR o eI e T

F3:,B01 +ﬂ11F1+ﬂ21F2

+ 5, H1
+ﬂ41|1+ﬁ51|2+ﬁ61|3+ﬂ71|4
+ﬂ81J1+,B91J2+18101‘]3+'8111J4
+ B, K1+ B, K2+ ,,K3

+ B L1+ B L2+ B, L3+ By L4
+81

K (F3) 207 425\ ¢

$ioT (F1) %3 54 (F2) #%3 k% (F3) 23 250 ¢

F4:ﬂoz +ﬂ12F1+ﬂzzF2

P %

4ok (F3) 2%E kg (F4) $#1 (04 (FY) 22 258 ¢

+ S, H1

+ L1+ B, 12+ B, 134 B, 14

+ Pl + P, d2+ By I3+ B, J4
+ P K1+ B3, K245, K3

+ ﬂlSZ L1+ 18162 L2+ ﬂ172 L3+ ﬂlsz L4
+&,

FY :,B03 +ﬂ13F3+:B23F4

+ f;H1

+ B+ 12+ .13+ 5,14

+ By d 1+ B2+ f3 3+ 5,504
+ P K1+ 53, K2+ §,,,K3

+ﬂ153|‘1+ﬁ163L2+IBI73L3+ﬂ183L4
+&,
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0 Hy,: 0
Bk 1 (Hl) 0.1 i ¢ Bk 2 (HZ) .02 B
Hy 6, >0 H1,2 B, >0
BRATER 1R R E PR e KGO RE KGR E T BFE

. Hes: 8, =0 ’ :
Hi;:8, 20 L H ,:6,>0

%
;i‘fng\
N
T
~

BT TR 12 e A RGEREAER Y 1 TR FHY e B
Foawe:
Hos: ;=0

o . = ‘p 2 . H0’6:ﬂ2320
B2k 5 (HS) - ¥ B3k 6 (H6) -
H1,5:ﬂ13<0 H1,6:ﬂ23<0

o
A

)

<
e

EnLgE L TR hABRRL > T AR S a4

NI & BRK g - > i) fhH 4k . (One-sided Test) o Ec#t
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o~ RES T

fk%ﬁmﬁ B pcrE g A TG P RRa s KA F
%ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁﬁg %aﬁmi?’ﬁwwm@%%ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁl@
BEAN o AMABENL F FRREELST CREAN A RKE
¢ B AF B2 R o

ﬁﬂz (\x,

i
4.1 B % w )

AFEFTRENZTIMBERAANEF M 279 > @G+ ity
FREFFE LFDN 167 B FE R BV AA- Bk AL
A 0 B AASE T FEE L5 0 100 o0 200 oo £ 2 L EERER X B
Tr AT e F R L 1125 0wt F G 67.07% 5 ForE ¢ o R
200 > > 3 2R R L 154 0 T EF G TT% o

% 2 B wmaa A

‘ P AR B 3% g BE S jaaw

L , v ,
FE O owlt wfek FT oo mek R Y OREY 8 ¥

Y A 167 115 68.9% — = - 112 3 167 67.1%

FOEE = 100 71 71% 100777 87+ 87% 154 4 200 77%

bog i) 267 186 69.7% 100 87  87% 266 7 367 72.3%
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4.2 A ¢ SiHEE

# 3AAFTHAELET  AFT 3 igf\ Aoy E#ﬁvg\lﬁ’zfa—ﬁ o 3
FENL MR LA GERTIZERLE G AT F D EAE
B¢ A 40 AT (83.03%) o sRrE R 31 R F] 50 Rz B RS
(7857%) ; EFchAff A 2% » - E 2 & ABAQE Lk
(56.25%) > ¥ LEHh §f 2B 7 FRaFER &2 KT S
5 (66.88%) > Aom SBRerupipeiauE £ A A R KT AR BF LD
O R AR o W F AR R RAR S R R G
2oie iy FRARS T RARMORG 3 ik 2 s BLEFRAHE
RFIF i A0 - %¥EL APy HERR > B - ﬁ&%‘i%%&,j‘s el B
BSR4 2P A A L s R BT T soirE R
* 5 he AL (7597%) -

|

N
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03 A AFTRRAEL
o +H i~

25 2 ;'Zg,:M —F; L :’zgftfﬁ——g ; 0
5 g 77 68.75% 107  69.48%
L 35 31.25% 47 30.52%

30 e T 32 28.57% 13 8.44%

31 ki ~40 & 61 54.46% 58  37.66%

# & 41 % ~50 & 17 15.18% 63  40.91%
51 & ~60 1.79% 20 12.99%

61 12+ 0.00% 0 0.00%

Bl E 15 13.39% 4 2.60%

1 £ 10F~3 & 4% 39 34.82% 15 9.74%

£ F 3E~6F AGK 24 21.43% 9 5.84%
6 & 11 ~10 & 2% 17 15.18% 23 14.94%

10 & 12 ¢ 17 15.18% 103 66.88%
1 28 25.00% 57 37.01%
s R g4 38 33.93% 53 34.42%
AL 46 41.07% 44 28.57%

4 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
4 53 47.32% 37 24.03%
© A 57 50.89% 117  75.97%

W R m % 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
LR 2 1.79% 0 0.00%

A 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
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4.3 #-3) feif At 4
AEERRE AN L RBAEF R R AT R 2R R -

- UF Y bR AR AR L E F Y R P g R g iR T (4o GFI
>0.90 ~ RMR < 0.05 4% i€ 4% 47 ~ RMSEA <0.05 i 2 » 0.05~0.08 24 % ) -
B peif T (Bl4ot AGFI>0.90 ~ NFI>0.90) % % ## fi fie if #& 2 ( &4c
PNFI>0.5+ACI 4350 § %) = & » RFFHCAIfd 23 (2 Fik o
2004 ~ FR gk 0 2003) -

AT HA 2 e R R Ak 4 0Tor 0 BR A R D F)IT M feif iR g A
it B o fe e ARSI AR > FIPH v 5 RS o R o st il g PR
PR A Z R R R EITE kY FRIM-EHOBATL B Gehd B
1o (R >4 2006)

%4 AR R A

Bl B foif i %
Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) 0.8364
GFI Adjusted for Degrees of Freedom (AGFT) 0.8047
Root Mean Square Residual (RMR) 0.0587
RMSEA Estimate 0.0646
Bentler's Comparative Fit Index 0.9220
Bentler & Bonett's (1980) Non-normed Index 0.9133
Bentler & Bonett's (1980) NFI 0.8623
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4.4 % R £ R

AT R AT g 2 @ < § (Stanford University ) Lee J. Cronbach
et 1951 & #73 E cho (il > T Cronbach’s o> d % 57 500 A& 4 97
7 1 & 2 Cronbach’s o %%t/ >+ 0.8795~0.9165 » — & % 35 Cronbach’s o, *
WIOAHESRER T AAELRG VAP IR RIL .

# 5 Cronbach 3 & & Bl %

w4 T8 (G i# %] Cronbach’s a # & Cronbach’s

X1 0.6701

3 oI Fl X2 0.8059 0.8795
X6 0.9030
X3 0.9079
X4 0.9004
X5 0.9068

%2 L4 F2 X7 019016 0.9165
X8 0:9005
X9 0:9004
X10 0.9090
X11 0.8691
X12 0.8794
X13 0.8762

ke Bk F3 X14 0.8892 0.8925
X15 0.8709
X16 0.8713
X17 0.8809
X18 0.8971
X19 0.8906

giourF X0 0.8875 0.9110
X21 0.8879
X22 0.8999
X23 0.9057
X24 0.8747
X25 0.8946

1 ¥Rk 4 FY X26 0.8797 0.9035
X27 0.8774
X28 0.8833
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¥4F & 7 & (Composite Reliability, CR) & % # 2 p *& (Latent) -4
¢ o # ¢ AFdn 4% (Manifest Indicators ) ¢h— % - § CR EAXZ » £ 57 *h B
Ap AR R AT & R BB o1 ¥ ER N R4 AF £ 1 R (Composite
Reliability » CR) 3" 0.80 ¥ A A M & (Hairsetal,1998) » %% % 6
Bom AR AAFE ARG 0.8850~0.9170 > B £ § U Rdp o

. 6 ERRERES

A WEGR
$ioTF] 0.8850
RELE R 0.9170
e 8K F3 0.8950
B K% F4 0.9126
1 FR 4 FY 0.9038
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5axi &Rl

Yok g B2 G AR R 0 TR S ORI R TR (B2
B 02004) > AFT ?Z # % % w2z A (Discriminant Validity ) £z a&t2c B
(Convergence Validity ) 155 B ¥ »2 & 2 78 & ¥ o

451 % B3R

n|»2 & (Discriminant Validity ) % &7 F W& B e st 1

7 Pﬂ‘#% B i iR MAZ R AR > PRI L 2 RICA[AR K 3 248 0% B2k
o i ¥ Fornall f= Larcker (1981) eh#= 3 4R 4n ) » §H 4 & & chEF B
RERPEANELASFLF DApM Gl 2 B PR A ERIEA R G

VFOFe U pe R o i T P FR T BUBLAZBRPRERE R AN
EABFLEDT AP E  Bor AL L TFEG THEEHIRR -
% 7T HuBEERES ()
4 T3Pl E
KRR ei2  Fl F2 F3 F4 FY
i T Fl 0.7222 1
$EEEF2 0.6125 0.1230 1
o BGE F3 0.5507 01098 00752 1
¥E K F4 0.6364 01247 03140 02754 1
1 ¥ R4 FY 0.6532 00049 00251 00373 00417 1

¥R BTR T AR & B AP M 12 (Corrrelation ) 2. 95% 5 i B
(Confidence Interval ) £.F ¢ 2 "1, RigiRl > §HEFAPM Gl f 4o
A BEELA AT 7 £ AL Y2 A (Hatcher 1994 p.337) -
1\8%;’7’*3%\#5}@?&@!471ipﬁzﬁ'?gb& MTREZ 1V ARG LR

WATR
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3 8 HBITREERESE (Z)

oy HAMMZ G ®R
F1 F2 F3 F4
BEEHWF2 (0233 0469)
K %,%‘c« AGEF3 (02100 0452) (0.148 5 0.400)
BEKEF4 (0235:0471) (0443 0.678) (0407 - 0.643)
1R+ FY (-0.063-0.203) (-0027>-0290) (-0062>-0323) (-0075>-0334)

4.5.2 < ¥Pe R

yﬂ,;E%—%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ?ﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁ%*ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ’fﬁ’
Bt FNEIEAE AT L
B R 2 9596 1 2 B E AN ([i6)21.96) > Bl AR AL Ui

ac>c & (Hatcher » 1994 0 p.339) » 4.9 85 7R 5 #7F 4k 7 1218 AZE & 1%

p it {7z aerx & (Convergence Validity ) 2
&

i T L AR AT AR AR D ROTR -

% 94z A ARETER %
hiEEHA
& it 2_Aphd Tl
(t Value)
XI#HEHOFARELHER (L) PPAE 1 0.9489
(Fiz) o (19.4464)
graoz X2XEL (£2) A1 (Fiz) 3 2 0.8675
F1 il = zi-abh# 3T o (16.9686)
X6 @AHF > 27 (Him) FRHFEF=F 1309 0.7167
2 rHE 4 2 de o (13.0735)
X3 B2 A (£ 3 )M T S H e (e o (gzg;)
X4 p5 A ( )% g R B fradeeagr. 00214
w1t (15.9828)
2 XS#EA () 8> FEHRL (FizehdiIR) 0.7566
S AT (14.1543)
. N o . 0.8062

3K F A % be 3 B R H o

X7 g 3] (L) #4c7 THE =T (15.5371)
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A

4 itk 2 PR fhdic
(t Value)
X8 =t kAl (£33) 4§71 R H1 TR b
Yol 1 1Tk Bhendg FE S ',imig e (202 0.8137
B o L (15.7544)
gigs TS RLELEY)
1.’” o (15.6619)
X10 #&3] (Fi) (6 BT ERP OHEE 7 0.7283
RO 3 o (13.4153)
X1l ag = > P X M 2 @(p e #rpaE =) 0.8038
- BRERFoP (Hi) (15.3179)
X122 % i MaP (pesREE) Ak 07272
FE o (13.2638)
X13 fadozgd o ke (AE) -5 07522
“’E’f'] o (139054)
‘E'_f‘%“«’li‘:%- X14 21 74 e Nakiliiae g (ﬂ\ﬁ ff'_) i 4 0.6224
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= SAS dp £ - R IR R

OPTIONS nodate linesize=85 pagesize=60;
DATA THESIS;
INFILE 'D:result\ALL1.prn';
INPUT X1-X28 sex$ age$ service$ edu$ marriage$ Atype$;
X3=6-X3;
X7=6-X7,
X8=6-X8;
X9=6-X09;
X10=6-X10;
F1=(X1+X2+X6)/3;
F2=(X3+X4+X5+X8+X9+X10)/6;
F3=(X11+X12+X13+X14+X15+X16+X17)/6;
F4=(X18+X19+X20+X21+X22+X23)/6;
FY=(X24+X25+X26+X27+X28)/5;

LABEL
X1='noticegiven' X2="ampleinput' X3="lesseffect’
X4='"interesting' X5="betterpeo’ X6="fullyinfor'
X7='problem’ X8='disruptfun' X9="indefinte'
X10='connecting' X11="greatorg' X12='careorg'
X13="helporg' X14="inspire’' X15='considerpeo’
X16="proudorg' X17='bestorg' X18='indentify'
X19="goodstrategy' X20="changevalue' X21="helpchange'
X22="myselfready’ X23='copechange' X24="unsettlt'
X25="mucheffort' X26="quesability’ X27="lackconfidence'
X28='worrier'
F1='changefairness' F2='changefavorableness'

F3='obcommetiment'  F4='changecommetiment'
FY='jobstress';
RUN;
PROC PRINT label;
TITLE1 'OBG data';
RUN;
PROC CORR DATA=THESIS out=OBGCORR nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X1-X28;
RUN;
PROC CORR DATA=THESIS nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X1 X2 X6;
RUN;
PROC CORR DATA=THESIS nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X3-X5 X7-X10;
RUN;

59



PROC CORR DATA=THESIS nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X11-X17;
RUN;
PROC CORR DATA=THESIS nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X18-X23;
RUN;
PROC CORR DATA=THESIS nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X24-X28;
RUN;
PROC PRINT DATA=0OBGCORR;
TITLE 'Correlation matrix for X1-X45';
RUN;
PROC CALIS CORR modification;
LINEQS
X1=LXI1F1 F1+El,
X2=LX2F1 F1+E2,
X3=LX3F2 F2+E3,
X4=LX4F2 F2+E4,
X5=LXS5F2 F2+ES5,
X6=LX6F1 F1+E6,
X7=LX7F2 F2+E7,
X8=LX8F2 F2+E8,
X9=LX9F2 F2+E9,
X10=LX10F2 F2+E10,
X11=LX11F3 F3+El1,
X12=LX12F3 F3+E12,
X13=LX13F3 F3+E13,
X14=LX14F3 F3+E14,
X15=LX15F3 F3+E1S5,
X16=LX16F3 F3+E16,
X17=LX17F3 F3+E17,
X18=LX18F4 F4+E18,
X19=LX19F4 F4+E19,
X20=LX20F4 F4+E20,
X21=LX21F4 F4+E21,
X22=1LX22F4 F4+E22,
X23=LX23F4 F4+E23,
X24=1LX24FY FY+E24,
X25=LX25FY FY+E2S5,
X26=LX26FY FY+E26,
X27=LX27FY FY+E27,
X28=LX28FY FY+E2S;
STD
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F4=1,
FY=1,
EI=VAREI,
E2=VARE2,
E3=VARE3,
E4=VARE4,
E5=VARES,
E6=VARES,
E7=VARE7,
E8=VARES,
E9=VAREY,
E10=VAREI0,
E11=VARE1I,
EI12=VAREI2,
E13=VARE13,
E14=VARE14,
E15=VAREIS,
E16=VAREI6,
E17=VARE17,
EI18=VAREIS,
E19=VARE19,
E20=VARE20,
E21=VARE2I,
E22=VARE22,
E23=VARE23,
E24=VARE24,
E25=VARE2S,
E26=VARE26,
E27=VARE27,
E28=VARE2S;
Cov
F1 F2=CFIF2,
F1 F3 =CF1F3,
F1 F4=CF1F4,
F1 FY=CFIFY,
F2 F3 =CF2F3,
F2 F4=CF2F4,
F2 FY=CF2FY,
F3 F4=CF3F4,
F3 FY=CF3FY,
F4 FY=CF4FY;
VAR X1-X28;
TITLE 'CFA for F1-FY";
RUN;
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W= SAS 45 4 -CFA frie f 4 4

OPTIONS nodate linesize=85 pagesize=60;

DATA THESIS;

INFILE 'D:result\OBC1.prn';

INPUT X1-X28 sex$ age$ service$ edu$ marriage$;
X3=6-X3;
X7=6-X17,
X8=6-X8;
X9=6-X09;
X10=6-X10;
F1=(X1+X2+X6)/3;
F2=(X3+X4+X5+X8+X9+X10)/6;
F3=(X11+X12+X13+X14+X15+X16+X17)/6;
F4=(X18+X19+X20+X21+X22+X23)/6;
FY=(X24+X25+X26+X27+X28)/5;

LABEL
X1="noticegiven' X2="ampleinput' X3="lesseffect’
X4='"interesting' X5='betterpeo’ X6="tfullyinfor'
X7='problem’ X8='disruptfun' X9='"indefinte'
X10='connecting' X11='"greatorg' X12='careorg'
X13="helporg' X14="inspire’' X15='"considerpeo’
X16="proudorg' X17='bestorg' X18='indentify'
X19='goodstrategy’ X20='changevalue' X21="helpchange'
X22="myselfready’ X23='copechange' X24="unsettlt'
X25="mucheffort’ X26="'quesability’ X27="lackconfidence'
X28='worrier'
F1='changefairness' F2='changefavorableness'

F3='obcommetiment'  F4='changecommetiment'
FY="jobstress";
RUN;
PROC PRINT label;
TITLE1 'OBG data';
RUN;
PROC CORR DATA=THESIS out=OBGCORR nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X1-X28;
RUN;
PROC CORR DATA=THESIS nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X1 X2 X6;
RUN;
PROC CORR DATA=THESIS nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X3-X5 X7-X10;
RUN;
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PROC CORR DATA=THESIS nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X11-X17;
RUN;
PROC CORR DATA=THESIS nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X18-X23;
RUN;
PROC CORR DATA=THESIS nomiss alpha plots;
VAR X24-X28;
RUN;
PROC PRINT DATA=0OBGCORR;
TITLE 'Correlation matrix for X1-X45';
RUN;
PROC CALIS CORR modification;
LINEQS
X1=LXI1F1 F1+El,
X2=LX2F1 F1+E2,
X3=LX3F2 F2+E3,
X4=LX4F2 F2+E4,
X5=LXS5F2 F2+ES5,
X6=LX6F1 F1+E6,
X7=LX7F2 F2+E7,
X8=LX8F2 F2+E8,
X9=LX9F2 F2+E9,
X10=LX10F2 F2+E10,
X11=LX11F3 F3+El1,
X12=LX12F3 F3+E12,
X13=LX13F3 F3+E13,
X14=LX14F3 F3+E14,
X15=LX15F3 F3+E1S5,
X16=LX16F3 F3+E16,
X17=LX17F3 F3+E17,
X18=LX18F4 F4+E18,
X19=LX19F4 F4+E19,
X20=LX20F4 F4+E20,
X21=LX21F4 F4+E21,
X22=1LX22F4 F4+E22,
X23=LX23F4 F4+E23,
X24=1LX24FY FY+E24,
X25=LX25FY FY+E2S5,
X26=LX26FY FY+E26,
X27=LX27FY FY+E27,
X28=LX28FY FY+E2S;
STD
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COov

F4=1,
FY=1,
E1=VAREI,
E2=VARE2,
E3=VARE3,
E4=VARE4,
E5=VARES,
E6=VARES,
E7=VARE7,
E8=VARES,
E9=VARE9,
E10=VAREI0,
E11=VAREI],
E12=VARE12,
E13=VAREI3,
E14=VARE14,
E15=VAREIS5,
E16=VAREI6,
E17=VARE17,
E18=VAREIS,
E19=VAREI19,
E20=VARE20,
E21=VARE21,
E22=VARE22,
E23=VARE23,
E24=VARE24,
E25=VARE2S5,
E26=VARE26,
E27=VARE27,
E28=VARE2S;

F1 F2=CFIF2,
F1 F3 =CF1F3,
F1 F4=CF1F4,
F1 FY=CFIFY,
F2 F3 =CF2F3,
F2 F4=CF2F4,
F2 FY=CF2FY,
F3 F4=CF3F4,
F3 FY=CF3FY,
F4 FY=CF4FY;

VAR X1-X28;

TITLE 'CFA for FI-FY';

RUN;

2
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DATA THESIS;

SET THESIS;
IF sex='1" THEN HI1=1;
ELSE HI1=0;
IF age="1" THEN 11=1;
ELSE 11=0;
IF age="2' THEN 12=1;
ELSE 12=0;
IF age='3' THEN 13=1;
ELSE 13=0;
IF service="1" THEN J1=1;
ELSE J1=0;
IF service="2' THEN J2=1;
ELSE J2=0;
IF service='3' THEN J3=1;
ELSE J3=0;
IF service="4' THEN J4=1,
ELSE J4=0;
IF edu='1" THEN KI1=1;
ELSE KI1=0;
IF edu="' THEN K2=1;
ELSE K2=0;
IF marriage='1" THEN L1=1;
ELSE LI1=0;
IF marriage="2' THEN L2=1;
ELSE L2=0;
RUN;
PROC CALIS DATA=THESIS CORR RESIDUAL MODIFICATION;
LINEQS
X1=1.0 F1 + E1,
X2=LX2F1 F1+E2,
X3=1.0 F2 + E3,
X4=LX4F2 F2 + E4,
X5=LX5F2 F2 + E5,
X6=LX6F1 F1 + Ee,
X7=LX7F2 F2 +E7,
X8=LXS8F2 F2 + ES,
X9=LX9F2 F2 + E9,
X10=LX10F2 F2 +E10,
X11=1.0 F3 +El1,

X12=LX12F2 F3 + E12,
X13=LX13F3 F3 + E13,
X14=LX14F3 F3 + E14,
X15=LX15F3 F3 + E15,
X16=LX16F3 F3 + E16,
X17=LX17F3 F3 + E17,
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X18=1.0 F4 + E18,
X19=LX19F4 F4 + E19,
X20=LX20F4 F4 + E20,
X21=LX21F4 F4 + E21,
X22=LX22F4 F4 + E22,
X23=LX23F4 F4 + E23,
X24=1.0 FY + E24,
X25=LX25FY FY + E25,
X26=LX26FY FY + E26,
X27=LX27FY FY + E27,
X28=LX28FY FY + E28,

F3=PF3F1 F1+PF3F2 F2+PF3H1 HI1+PF3I1 11+PF312 12+PF313 13+
PF3J1 J1+PF3J2 J2+PF3J3 J3+PF3J4 J4+PF3K1 K1+PF3K2 K2+
PF3L1 L1+PF3L2 L2+Dl,

F4=PF4F1 F1+PF4F2 F2+PF4H1 HI1+PF411 11+PF412 12+PF413 13+
PF4J1 J1+PF4)2 J2+PF4J3 J3+PF4J4 J4+PF4K1 K1+PF4K2 K2+
PF4L1 L1+PF4L2 L2+D2,

FY=PFYF1 F1+PFYF2 F2+PFYF3 F3+PFYF4 F4+PFYH1 HI+PFYII 11+
PFYI2 I2+PFYI3 I3+PFYJ1 J1+PFYJ2 J2+PFYJ3 J3+PFYJ4 J4+
PFYKI1 K1+PFYK2 K2+PFYL1 L1+PFYL2 L2+D3;

STD
F1 F2=VARFI1 VARF2,

E1-E28=VARE1-VARE2S,

D1 D2 D3=VARDI VARD2 VARD3,

HI=VARHI,

[1-13=VARI1-VARI3,

J1-J4=VARIJ1-VARJ4,

K1-K2=VARKI1-VARK2,

LI1-L2=VARLI1-VARL2;
COov

F1 F2=CF1F2,

F1 HI=CF1H1,

F1I1=CF1Il,

F1 12=CF112,

F1 I3=CF1I3,

F1J1=CF1J1,

F1J2=CF1J2,

F1J3=CF1J3,

F1 J4=CF1J4,

F1 K1=CFI1Kl,

F1 K2=CF1K2,

F1 L1=CFIL1,

F1 L2=CFI1L2,

F2 HI=CF2H1,

F2 I1=CF2I1,

F2 12=CF2I12,
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F2 I3=CF2I3,
F2 J1=CF2J1,
F2 J2=CF2J2,
F2 J3=CF2J3,
F2 J4=CF2J4,
F2 K1=CF2K1,
F2 K2=CF2K2,
F2 L1=CF2L1,
F2 L2=CF2L2,
HI1 I1=CHII1,
HI1 I2=CHI112,
H1 I3=CHI113,
H1 JI=CH1J1,
H1 J2=CH1J2,
HI1 J3=CH1J3,
H1 J4=CH1J4,
HI1 K1=CHIKI,
H1 K2=CHI1K2,
HI1 L1=CHILI,
H1 L2=CHIL2,
I1 12=CI112,

I1 13=CI113,

I1 J1=CI1J1,

I1 J2=CI1J2,

I1 J3=CI1J3,

I1 J4=CI1J4,

I1 K1=CI1KI,
I1 K2=CI1K2,
I1 L1=CIIL1,
I1 L2=CI1L2,
12 13=CI213,

12 J1=CI2J1,

12 12=CI2J2,

12 J3=CI2J3,

12 J4=CI2J4,

12 K1=CI2K1,
12 K2=CI2K2,
12 L1=CI2L1,
12 L2=CI2L2,
I3 J1=CI3J1,

I3 12=CI3J2,

I3 J3=CI3J3,

I3 J4=CI3J4,

I3 K1=CI3Kl,
I3 K2=CI3K2,
I3 L1=CI3L1,



I3 L2=CI3L2,
J1J2=CJ1J2,
J1J3=CJ1J3,
J1J4=CJ1J4,
J1 K1=CJ1K1,
J1 K2=CJ1K2,
J1 L1=CJIL1,
J1 L2=CJ1L2,
J2 J3=CJ2J3,
J2 J4=CJ2J4,
J2 K1=CJ2K1,
J2 K2=CJ2K2,
J2 L1=CJ2L1,
J2 L2=CJ2L2,
J3 J4=CJ3J4,
J3 K1=CJ3K1,
J3 K2=CJ3K2,
J3 L1=CJ3L1,
J3 L2=CJ3L2,
J4 K1=CJ4K1,
J4 K2=CJ4K2,
J4 L1=CJ4L1,
J4 L2=CJ4L2,
K1 K2=CK1K2,
K1 L1=CKI1LI,
K1 L2=CKI1L2,
K2 L1=CK2L1,
K2 L2=CK2L2,
L1 L2=CL1L2;
VAR X1-X28 H1 I1-13 J1-J4 K1 K2 L1 L2;
TITLE 'Path analysis for F1-FY";
RUN;

PROC STANDARD M=0 S=1 OUT=NEWTHESIS;
VAR F1-F4 FY;

RUN;
DATA NEWTHESIS;
SET NEWTHESIS;
IF sex='1" THEN HI1=1;
ELSE HI1=0;
IF age='"1" THEN I1=1;
ELSE 11=0;
IF age="2' THEN I12=1;
ELSE 12=0;
IF age='3' THEN 13=1;
ELSE 13=0;
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IF service="1" THEN J1=1;
ELSE J1=0;
IF service="2' THEN J2=1;
ELSE J2=0;
IF service='3' THEN J3=1;
ELSE J3=0;
IF service="4' THEN J4=1,
ELSE J4=0;
IF edu='1" THEN KI1=1;
ELSE KI1=0;
IF edu="7' THEN K2=1;
ELSE K2=0;
IF marriage='1" THEN L1=1;
ELSE LI1=0;
IF marriage="2' THEN L2=1;
ELSE L2=0;

RUN;

PROC REG DATA=NEWTHESIS;
VAR FI-FAFYHI 111213 J1J2J3J4KI1K2L1L2;
MODEL FY=F3 F4 H1 11 1213 J1J2J3 J4 K1 K2 L1 L2;
OUTPUT OUT=A R=RESI;
TITLE "Multiple regression by PROC REG FY F3';
RUN;
PROC REG DATA=NEWTHESIS;
VAR FI-FAFYHI 111213 J1J2J3J4KI1K2L1L2;
MODEL FY=F3F4 F1 F2HI1 111213 J1J2J3 J4 K1 K2 L1 L2;
OUTPUT OUT=B R=RES2;
TITLE "Multiple regression by PROC REG FY F4';
RUN;
PROC REG DATA=NEWTHESIS;
VAR FI-FAFYHI 111213 J1J2J3J4KI1K2L1L2;
MODEL F3=F1 F2 H1 11 1213 J1J2J3 J4 K1 K2 L1 L2;
OUTPUT OUT=C R=RES3;
TITLE "Multiple regression by PROC REG F1 F2 F3';
RUN;
PROC REG DATA=NEWTHESIS;
VAR FI-FAFYHI 111213 J1J2J3J4KI1K2L1L2;
MODEL F4=F1 F2 H1 11 1213 J1J2 J3 J4 K1 K2 L1 L2;
OUTPUT OUT=D R=RES4;
TITLE "Multiple regression by PROC REG F1 F2 F4';
RUN;
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PROC REG DATA=NEWTHESIS;
VAR FI-FAFYHI 111213 J1J2J3J4KI1K2L1L2;
MODEL FY=F1 H1 111213 J1J2J3 J4 K1 K2 L1 L2;
OUTPUT OUT=D R=RESS5;
TITLE "Multiple regression by PROC REG F1 FY';
RUN;
PROC REG DATA=NEWTHESIS;
VAR FI-FAFYHI 111213 J11J2J3J4KI1K2L1L2;
MODEL FY=F2 H1 11 1213 J1J2J3 J4 K1 K2 L1 L2;
OUTPUT OUT=D R=RES6;
TITLE "Multiple regression by PROC REG F2 FY';
RUN;

PROC UNIVARIATE DATA=A NORMAL PLOT;
VAR RESI;
TITLE 'Test for normal of the error term FY F3';
RUN;
PROC UNIVARIATE DATA=B NORMAL PLOT;
VAR RES2;
TITLE 'Test for normal of the error term FY F4';
RUN;
PROC UNIVARIATE DATA=C NORMAL PLOT;
VAR RES3;
TITLE 'Test for normal of the error term F1 F2 F3';
RUN;
PROC UNIVARIATE DATA=D NORMAL PLOT;
VAR RES4;
TITLE 'Test for normal of the error term F1 F2 F4';
RUN;
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