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I 21 R R L e R 0 B
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FRAFRGTE ) TEAFRT AR @ EFAFEFIREA 0 T
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»>s 83| Turner and Lawrance (1965)4% 17 ¢ & 1
FERT 3 PR B R Bibis o o Bapsa (T
A ews g (3 p ] BE > 2005) -

-13-



N

9

—_—

42 (job characteristic) 4y & £ 1 v 5 B 2 7] %
(factors) &t /4 14 (attributes) - Turner and Lawrence (1965)z% 5 1
Egfe 21 F3R3E ~ 1 (TFFE4ET] - 1 ivx 2 ~ 21 1T
AR R LIRS F R Fp A2 iFe BEY By
B g~ 1 TEPBRLE - Rl B T o R 2 KR
"’K’ﬁ 7 I 42Kk g2 2 - Seashore and Taber (1975);,’1;:; a1 EEN
’%ﬂ%ﬁuFﬁgilﬁiﬁﬁW%ﬁmlﬁ%ﬁ~l
EEFaigfl~ 1 ivrfp iz wa -~ 1 FF 2~ 1
ot ZoFRr s L TEPERGME S 1T p A s 1 iFY B Y vl

B € ~ 1 IT AR R 2 3 (FEri B T e SR Y (doib
U\.\g\, u}—\.‘*‘*ﬁé\g;\zﬁm_—;) bﬁgv‘;?lﬁg%g»ﬁﬁm«%
Mo LA ATE & @ {30 B A g R ¥
T AR ARR R A

Sims, Keller and Szilagyi (1976)z%. % 1 T3 B4 & 55-"3

FZmE (R (FEE AR 1 e R K iR
e ()1 iTip 2 x;ﬂ;g g 1 nfﬂxﬁzm;fa‘r]%‘”‘ 7}5;5,% 2R 2
M5 (2)1 (R LA K
7 B g g A o

\‘.\‘
(ﬂd\

-—\
‘3’

BTl s ez M %

g\x‘{

RNLE SRR R iR
(- )% & = 7232 2 (theory of requisite task attributes)
Turner and Lawrence (1965)#7#% 1 e & 1 iF 1432
WA BE G A (TR - Tumer and Law-
rence "F B BLEGEIR NP N o 4 AT fA1 TR
MO&ﬁl@fﬁﬁpf’%H?%%Flﬁﬁ?%ﬁl
1R R A MER F 121 TR T
FopLIiTR RS ’z‘ FIEFME S ARL G ,»',(varlety) ~
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p 2 % (autonomy) ~ § = (responsibility) ~ Fr 3t 22 B
(knowledge and skill required) ~ & & 13 éé(required inte-
raction) ~ % g =03 #>(optional interaction) » ¢t = 38 1 1%/
e RS (W 7 R A ww’$%%$iﬁw%o
(= )Perrow =1 T4 4 7224
Perrow (1967)#-1 (F4 4 4 & 1 (707 4 47 4o &
']“3‘_ o 1 T ¥ o ftiidpen Al TS A > TRV
FEAER K341 1% RPATAHER « % B {44y
\ % s Bt e E 2 AT 4 GHE =t oPerrow 3R s oS B oa
LEHRPFALRP S A NPFF PR A2
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Hackman'and Lawler (1971)%%; Turner and Lawrence
(1965) %= 3 & AA#H B BRI I T8 A8 5 ik
H‘B'M‘ﬁﬂﬂ‘*%ﬂwﬁ#mﬁm**WMﬁi
g IE A RR GG o 07T S IR TR P
1. % ¥4 (variety)

I iEr 2R R e foan 4 aE
)ioﬁlf’t—gﬁ; » 1 0% iﬁ i * el o 4 A% §
R A L ARG -

2. p 2 % (autonomy)
1 /F'K@Bb i;]s,&jﬁﬁ'{rlh‘c‘ﬁ?#ﬁﬁfgg%’
SRR A 2 KPR oar%ﬁb}g%‘j@”gﬁl v FoT 1 f%% @
¥ LR o
3. FEaM(task identity)
I iv-X A e R R Tom 2t 21 FP ah- ] 3R

Lo TR P B YA R R R o FRERMS T
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e g (D)1 FF P g S (21 i
VLR RO TFRE AR 5 (31 1T i P R a0
Plafegs (A1 ief g RN o § 1 1F4
IITHERE PG R TIFRE R &

L ml

Boo ipi A F AR f’riﬂwwﬁéf; °
5. & ¥} (dealing with others)
1ErZ BB ARy EE NIRRT T2 2K o
6. < = #% ¢ (friendship opportunities)
LEF i’r—'ﬁ Ao it Ao R sE 2 2bq SUR
N
Hackman‘and- Lawler (1971)4n &1 & @ R 1 ch1 1% 3
A ’,}_m,;g:@v N TR A T T (1) (R &
ZEd pe Y AR g QW BAA T 1 ITREET
FNAREDTE Q)L TREB AL Tk B A
Hackman and Lawler (1971)+ %% > 2 & #2558 1 &

NN

B 5o X2 (2 BT A L6 A ELAIER o
MA LS R L PR w A AR R
o fﬂgmrs B s o4 i BRRE

T ar(zFL A > 1980) -

(=) T8 4555 (Job characteristics model)

Hackman and Oldham (1975)+2 43 Hackman and Lawler
(L971)erF 5 B 1T B (PRS- B (P L
a1 TehF pz B enlf Gie v & oLt R N IF
FHEEY o At 3 TR %ﬁﬂ Egy - BRI LAy -
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[ERVEN B

1 fFwAgid —>mﬁ,’g"ﬁ” ’ J
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Bl 2-1 2 iFd st
7ok kR - J. R, Hackman and G. R. Oldham (1975). Development of
the Job diagnostic survey. Journal of Applied Psychology,

60(2), 161.
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3.

(D) 7 14 (skill variety) : 4n A1+l iv9r3 &
B R A SRS aRR

(2)x feyw(task identity) @ 451 ¥ ¢ chizix £ 3 =

o R IIFEEP e raLd Sk afi R o

(3)x v & & |4 (task significance) : 1 143t s A 4 FE
FRBEER > EmAD AT i‘ifﬁﬁ&ﬁ‘aﬁ 2 TR
BAZ G4 o

(4)1 1T p i j(autonomy): 1 iF® HHA 1 EF FH L D
pd ~@hE T FRPEIITER > Fa kT
FR— AL 1T Zfe B o

(5)a iTw 4k (4 (feedback) .1 iT @ R

R v enErd B e B o

_‘F‘
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&‘

QHFEL LS PHRR i 11 TR % 2B
fRARR 0 L RF1FRAPEE FRE1 AP

B AL T &
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(3)1 T & dp1 (P ¥
(A)4 ¥» 2 3B < 3 (T IR R R
BASET RBAR

Hackman and Oldham (1975):% & & 2575 i 48 4R
ARG T BHARS G L RME AT A
Tedp I en1 (F TP 3 7 it A4 7 e dhw Ik e i3
AE e b1 FEEHCAY O BASEG RLAFER
AGE RGBT R BR Ao pBoBEp TR
BRSO EFBAYET RO I MAESER
FRADOR L A AR EF P L HEEF M o

Z o~ 1 iTEE T
(- )& 1 17 Jh fdp #5(requisite task attitude index)

(ﬂd\

(=)x 1

i
&
2

Turner and. Lawrence (1965) 514 & 11 2_ & & T3+ /G 1
AR eI N S M - S IR i S
PRl ol R e SRR AR L
fﬁ&@%&?%WEJJH%&ﬁlﬁﬁijﬂﬁ$i
I N ) B i
T4+ & % (job characteristic inventory)

Hackman and Lawler (1971)+24% Turner and Lawrance

1.;

TI..

(1965)s7w= 3 & A#HJZ N1 Fihe 7 SR~ p A1~ 7%
s AR s EITME LR IR TR B Y W
IS PesHEG o 1A IR AR e > TR AR
R PE I LR L

(=)

77

T35 %723 & 4 (job diagnostic survey)
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(z) PO A ¢ 4 #c (motivating potential scores)
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p ' oaa (self-efficacy) 2 ¥ & A2t Ak ¢ §
FReEE iﬂ” Bandura (1977)er#& Mo AR ALY HOIEE
Teng

B RE BT R EL D 2 TR i oA AR

\\\

4
I A 4 (cognitive mechanism) g2 58 » & sefdzn 4]
LOp Aok o

Bandura (1977)45 & T f #»iic - B 4 2|47H H 7 - @
P iadechi 4 R4 R T 2b— B A iy ahdgiwac 4 0 @
P A Er B P S E iR 4 R I - B AR
FHBT > BAHE vnsgidgns 76> XafeR2 G 4 o
Bandura (1982)4p/d1 f Asmi &Lp X\t € < 2 BT 2
BAELFARG P Bt n AL TR p Ak
Y BB ARE S F A H Ay 4 ek o il f TP
TR R o R pSttieni F W PEE LT
N s FAAIRE AR o Bandura Ty P o6 a‘p 4o
BAS ARG R TR IR RS oA I
AR RV RIS

Schunk (1984)35 &1 p #trae g AR 4 fFTHEHR Y - #
HALREFERAELARFTENA nB|¥r PR AR
A RII g A WF L B R B o A Ep A E AT
p f;i;m; 4 ° Roth (1985):t & p A2xm A B A S E =5
0 FHEYRFRHFFZY o HEp a4 - faaef o
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Kanfer (1987) WL TEROp Arxn A BARAEFY O
Tf'—L.E LRy 4 o ki A Fanenp &RE
Gist and Mitchell  |[X]%r R 1 i £ & # > @ * ;rlﬁﬂ VIR e A
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Busch (1995)
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1245 Bandura (1977)p 24 oxit ek » o F dpehp 2
Py A FIREB T ﬁ?ﬁ%%ﬁé 2 2z 5% (specific self-efficacy,
SSE) > fadp BRI F LR o ¢ FBHA N 78
YA AR 0 4 § B Il%%ﬁsﬁi'li}éiﬁ%s‘a 3 B 4F 7 E e
B o
B % - UTHEF ;;:awﬂ A A IR S
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JF\’JP% Sherer and Madduex (1982)4; & — 4 f 2 >z
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ik g iR ok Bk @ 0l R LR R R
WELERREO R ME e A Ezm:}é#fr:sg;fﬁg VE R
Behn o
(=)3 3E w35 (verbal persuasion)
THBPRGRZEIRBMApTE A T ED 6 B
i &P AR A °7%ﬁi€ﬁaPRzV14—‘ﬂ'z P T
o ABET A o sr L Ha > TR B P Astag o R E
Feaoii 4 LR AF A BRA pfeR B EEIRE T

i R > K
Mg AR e AR RERT 3
e

W
\ ™
Nl

=
% v F] LR enE
FEeg B p Mo ol 0 2 £ Aok
4o 1= i}% B &g (Bandura, 1982) -
(= )2 323 i (physiological state)
'I?M?*" e 3 TR AT T A RIEG B dTar 4 o T o
- BA ARk oA TR R LR B

ETIRS
Yk

N
AP i Pl B g N oo 3hg
B 78 2 15 % B E 5 (Bandura, 1982) 0 4 i ¢ 2 %F
ARG IR AT AL A EF o A KIF B P4 TR R
H(Bandura, 1982) o 13> p S\ oy e nPiTA- 1 A PN F S
REE YA DR R G TRFIEE RE SR PR
5-4% § A (Bandura, 1982) - § &= A 3G D FIEEPF € AR P T e

PRI KT "mﬁ Aot e g g { sy
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SR FIEEe B R P A2l ¥ € LB A 0¥ s Ji(Bandura,
1982) - 3t p A 4 dnFETe € PEL T PRGN B
FRe o p#vacd 3295 mokand g Bijp @ @ v RN
LR S PREDER - A 2 R4 @ ' 144 »c(Bandura, 1982) - £
2o ¥t p A g X LB

=@+ Flagpa g op e i

and Wood, 1989) -

,g‘;g’g%:‘;‘ifg)% I

1A
' { %% 4 (Bandura, 1982 ; Bandura

ARSI 2 Ry

BARRMFAY > SRR DA AN B FRLRT EF LD
AR A E g Aok \_}rs e N 5 s R R wg @r’g o

2 g g (1999) 8- 4 R AL PRARFCE 4 5t p # oo ~ 3 /4R
rE A EARGEM G o A R AR CE A
ST R ON ST N § S
Uakip o T O TEE LA o

245 (2006) 4 $F KR AL 2 (TR 1 p Aokit 1 1T
%&ﬁﬁ%&ﬁi%ﬁpf’Pfﬁﬂﬁ Hh Aok o
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e v U e . ¥ A f wmeave m Hodgetts and
Altman (1979)3 5 f& A&'F 7 AR FlR 2 > w e 37 %
By F iR AR 0 HFAE 2 1 (-)FRL A
(affective component) : 3 BRHFHF 2 FE-ERARBER
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da XA g R 1 e mEAILS 2 oG HIRE T E R LR

£ oo Hoppock (1935)7 5 1 7Fi% X Adp i 1 v frd 52

Ch O HEREFIFE X SBMAAE ARF & FIMNE R

%wﬁl%iﬁﬁiﬁa’%éWElﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ%

i o Vroom (1964)3% 5 1 (Eis A A 4p— B A $20 p o 1 1%

& ¢ et w B~ o Smith,Kendall, and Hulin (1969):%.% 1

e LA - B A8 54 RS0 (i v 248
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FLAAI)RI| 2 TR NIRRT o - HRR
. ﬁf’s“p\ 2z 8Au il &M e & Kalleberg (1977)
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Weiss, Dawis, and
England (1967)

BT TR Y o e R X &

Poter and Lawler
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AR RRARE ] o
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g g lichgfp  TAL 1R -

Kalleberg (1977) |1 e & 5 - B - shprf > 1 e il s &
7 iTHw bR A A R S T A
= s o

1 A (1977) I IEEFHONH 1 AT E G R B R en
F R e @ e [ Bt af i i m
MR B2 £ BE

5 % 2(1989) $H1 Teh- AP R R B R FORR o

P 3 25 (1990) WE B LR TeniR A o A ud FR S InA
BELZEZRAFZ AT ES o

£ 5P ##(2003) $HE 11 (Terde BRI R R 0 v el
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1. % 3% #%

,5{:37«/\’5[_—@%@,_%‘% F Lo BBy
W EE I &5 =4 > Maslow 7 & = 24 -
Herzberg g %)+ 1234 ~ Alderfer ERG 123 -

17 é} SN
Maslow (1954):% % A #F13 f— EAFfecnd £45
Fom AMaiE L ARG T2ER R d 7
PR E o SERMTREMREATERFLAAS

T 5 o mGE R REFAZERRAR L P K
]

g Rl BRI > N EJLE KA P4

il TR L IEE GBS L
+fr » Herzberg, Mausner,:and Snyderman (1959) & * 12
32 1R CEFHE JIT RS Ny
PR TS X R o H P BT DA R
Fli: PELIEREFAET > Fh1iFpas @
ﬁjéﬁﬁxﬁﬁxﬂﬁuJJ%iﬁ~$£Fﬁﬂi£
FEE B FEFE BFIEARLGF ST
S terhehy &G 2T R Fr BARER

BEPAEBGR S RFERABE G FHF -1 07F
Ly

(3)ERG 2234
Alderfer (1972)r4 Maslow =13 f& =
Ao AT I AT ROE R A F
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L

\\

e i
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" % H(relatedness need) : p 4 P R AEIFE L A EH
GenfEY O BEAZEARDER I MRS @
Fli% & o C. & & F &(growth need) : 45 B 4 i Fp
N B s *%‘ FpA LA AN 0 2B ERT
1 (TR 4 @ 7P ek &

Alderfer 22582 d Maslow @ % > 2@ H 3 =
FARDLFE 0 FRBEL N BL Y B
B R AR RANEIREFF o b Ni¥a REx 2
ERBES D RN BT LE R A

B AR TE
B ARIL S @ :F & I B T8, Tl O T @ (equity
theory)ﬂ Hp #3234 (expectancy theory)
GESELS
Adams. (1963)z% 42 B /4 1 d1E7 #7iF L 52 §_j4-
T TR RARRAHERTFR > ST g &g
e e d Aprt gt o R B H B At lenk
FAPRIDIA TR 1 TER ARR € F N
RIARF o P IBgme 2T 7w 3 2 R =0 4 DL (TR
ML IEE N 2T APE T 3 0T o
()% % 2%
Vroom (1964)i% % 5gi¢ - B A A 4 S 2 (7 5
4 BB IRE TR RO TSR LT
ZOHp e b ok T E 48 0E 8 7 05N (expectancy
model of motivation)?2# > A A+ > 5325 - B A 2
TR IEF Bt 3 3 T3 D AR BRI T AR
Gy BRBIE I AR doi A @ E
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(valence) - 14 {# 8L 4 77 > !
force(motivation) =X(expectancy x valence)

Fl o BRESTITER T L 0 2 R P B HiE
Bk FEOPE PR LTR G RLE LT

fo B aR R o

(1) % 2 3
Skinners (1971)#% 113 52 7234 > I H Lov

fep sl REARBHESERGE LS
@ﬁ%%’%ﬁ—ﬁﬁéﬁ%i%’%ﬁ% #
S PN EAAN R HF FERHRY
B SRl A BE DI o F)P 0 B L

(7 5 eie fde s £ 8 40 NE 3% (7 5 A DI e
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AR enE e FaLd m g S MR
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P
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A
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ETTRS % >—L IRy
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—i

Paffel TR aEi- LIy PFEALZEF
P2 FEUNT AR TR RS A NG
1. P R gkiE £ % (minnesota satisfaction questionnaire,
MSQ)

B R gkt s A8 £ £.4 Weiss, Davis, England, and
Lofquist (1967)%4]m = » — &&¥ A =3 338 1 - f&
REHA e Z oL RAELA FBREAEF IS
1003 V- fAG iAo d REEATEE LY ED
AR g 288D > £35 2048 A AN T BT B
REZZHFE N0 220 B ED2EF 2 5% 4 8K

G
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T3/ £ 4 (job descriptive index, JDI)

1 iF3pP £ £ 4 Smith, Kendall, and Hulin (1969)
Sodlm Ao - £ & 7T BHEG 1T RE R P

ABFEKZRE ORI ITAEL B HIAEREL
18 4 > = ;%:’sffrké O B3t 728 d X F A
F2feB1ivkiv®d > 5 BIEAES § = BiFIE ¢
TR Y -5 S SR RPA ] S S VAN VAN ( A
% f@;##rﬁ B A 2 [ e o T L R TR T
3 P AR R A ATR AR o

A it B £ #(SRA attitude survey)

* f 7 SRA H 2744 & % (SRA employee inven-
tory) > d 4 # 4L E £ € 74 (Chicago Science Research
Association)*™ 1973 & S4 @ = » ¥ P E 3 f’fiﬁ L
B H o s Bee
. 1 1T %34 4 4 (job diagnosis survey, JDS)

1 T %3 4 & ¢4 Hackman and Oldham (1975).%
F> 58> Bipd CEH T AR X2 ABE
KR BE RS GEE o d A BTN BELFA G
“BRREREEOMBEITEMEHAE I TRELY

o

. 1 1%;% X3 4 (job satisfaction survey, JSS)

1 iF;% &3 A ¢ Spector (1985)44] > - 2 ¢ 71
TR s Fok s iER s 2B BT B SR E
AU EZERT L B o BiEs e AER e
DAL I D A fre R RS f A A d 16 N &2E
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FABLIBR B4 BiEe # 8cbe A5 8
T # (Job in general scale, JIC)

- dp a1 iv§ & d lronson (1989)4m+] 0 & > o

2423102 IDl4pke > ¢ 7 18 B4R » & BAL

I (T Mkt @ g;fgg;’g’;ﬁ TE T3

Js‘éi'?;yr?yi@.%i%ﬁi/”\’ﬁfé’%iﬁjﬁ:% é‘/v"

T# > (job involvement) ¥_4 Lodahl and Kejner **
1965 & 3 1 <7> Lodahl and Kejner # & 7 Allport (1945)3% !
1 0 g A3~ | (ego-involvement) 2 Dubin (1958)  # & &2 4%
# | (central lifeinterests) = B % 4 K j2§¢ o
Allport 3o 3/ AX (s FHE P F Ko N2 Al B 0
Por3er 28 1T 2R % oDubin i 2 BB L0 2 A
35 enA s P AT G E 3 I S s e (T % 4 o
(-)x e » 2 T &
Dubin (1958);,3"% T F g TR TR 2 i g b fF
Bz i o F5 27 o P i Bpde 4 % Kenficst o
i g 3?2*37!*;‘}4-‘@ m%paﬂ BEBRFER L *wvfr?%'
BLAE P RER A 07 54055 o Vroom (1964)4; 11 $ iF
L IRF R FR O P U g
AP~ € F3k I B 1 (¥4 sz o Lodahl and Kejner (1965)
3 173~ (job involvement)#& i 3 f& 7 I ehg i 1.1 iF
A BARPLIFE BB OER 81 TR tp e
P R MARR 2.0 f%;;,f:/\ kB A pAE B4
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Lodahl and Kejner (1965) » ¥+ T4 » #7i%ensd B % T
BERE A L FRRE  FP 0 A RIEM- B LRGN
%355 B A e eprsd o Lawlerand Hall 3.5 0 # e -
BLivg » TRFHE2Z S T2~ 0 52 B3 FHR
TERBEYFEN > Ph1®r s F L A1 v
FOLR A ) AR PR SRS R 2 3 (R T
Fd BAY A P EERE RRR ;]-}ug Bl iFF A4
SREGEPE - - pr Wt o

RmE LR T A W F H iR Bk LR
TP TR o LR FHI TR DT EFELLT L

2-4 o
H 24 AEH O 2T
5 X (& ) 1R~ 2 %k

Dubin (1958) AE B EARE LA B Tk > A
FERE B fra 17 % 433 o

Vroom (1964) FBAp B R R FlEsdra pyg o 1 0F
PrL A o

Lodahl and Kejner  [(1)2 ¥4 » - Bk 1 iv € & M ehfe

(1965) B NI BARAGRY £BPAHER o
(Qx T~ EipBAp AL FEXBA A
BRI ek RS- Lh 27 1 A e

Lawler and Hall #- Lodahi and Kijner #+1 i3 » T & £

(1970) /w\i,ﬁn FPepz skt % - BEAsf i

Ma Fa)\ ; (job involvement) - % = B ¥_3&

#z2o % Tp fd 48 (intrinsic motivation) o

Farris (1971) 1 FHE A ERBABHIFRERT (T 0
Ao
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Saleh and Hosek el (TP R RS AR ST R

(1976) L1 iFr g B A P B ITH5 &l
4 EEBE TERALR o
2. 1 iFHR O AAg B A & Haifelraid %
BOoNRHBASNBEE AP ERT
EE B R o
3. 3 1P » Edp B A RArE 1 1P it b
Ap BRRBOER o
4. 1 v~ Hdpa (i »xe3 p 2\ 4 4P -
REHER o

Rabinowitzand Hall |1 (T » ¥ U %A 5 F A= f> %

(1977) 1. 1 1’%{ rE - BB AT ek I o
2. 1P A X B A Arpna 15Tk f;igggé

%?%Uﬂﬁx%mF%WWwJ°

T AT A e R h
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7
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THR AR AT ELEFR I T

Reitz and Jewell BALES AT b E R B R E R
(1979) MY T ARG 1 E 75 o

Kanungo (1982) BASCIEPHP DI IFaRises G ARE -
Steers (1991) - BAYH TR EER P T R -

Paullay,Alligerand | 4 fsaivt & w83 ~KFE S U E B p
Stone-Romero (1994) |z p % 1 {42 B o
Brown and Leigh I PP FEFEN B IR AL (TaE R Z 1
(1996) TorE 4 2 mzfuﬁ fis 459 1 fEer
E
FAL KRR e 52 (2006) f 33 (P4~ 210 7% R IGERY
Py NFRP HAGPM SRR A AH S
blofF e BEARERAEF TR IRZAL R oo
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*Qﬁgﬁg IR renE KR E P eafdf 1 73~
A0 B 32 25 ¢ 15 Vroom e ¥ 3244050 ~ Kanungo s
#1925 H°:8 2 Robinowitz and Hall «h%x & 12345 H250 o
1. 8 7 324558 (expectancy model)
Vroom (1964) 7 ik 118 ¥ 1Wih2 PEA > B3R5 -
BEHREFREBADEIRIINS BRAE ﬁﬂ%%fgz‘zln\ 5]
2(D)fF&F 7 E S R E 5% 7 g ae® > Vroom #-
%‘Iﬁ;ﬁé "H Y Qe s Ak S o HBA AN
F 50 F F% KT R Vioom e IR L2 ST
s Lk
Vroom Lg% AR T A AT 2 F=VxE @
D¢ A AR S R=force s d4p B A Al
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1 iFR % SR L fFents - E=expectancy
p A B aiep ey o s AR A R
T2 (S EFIRPE T RIBE DV Mo
45 Vroom 3235 0§ VXE i 38 0 R 1 148
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EARP-w 1 A € 7 e 3 ﬁigigzwcu AR Y
¥Hp ek i ’f | e o
2. ¥ %78 25458 (motivational model)

d Kanungo (1979)4% ) ¢t Eim st > BB 4k ¢
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BAALE L2 1 FRBE T HRLBAZRES TRE
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3. & & T4 75 (comprehensive model)
Robinowitz and Hall (1977)%F & & &1 T4 » 2. =
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