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Construct Validity of OCQ and Scale of Union Commitment
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I. ZA9 A7

1.1 702 54

FHYPFE Fopoll A 7 Bo] A7 e Foprt ZAEYYANE Byt o 33}
2 ZAHESYA dE B2 FAEE AHstHt (Morrow, 1983; Mowday, Porter &
Steers, 1982; Reichers, 1985). 53] Morrow (1983) & E<olats Md Y FEAoletes 7
ok EAHES AA ST O B sl Y Hld Mde dArsle Byl A
JHog B 2AFoR FHEE A5 2Rty FEsIAch AAe & AW ol o
Aol A 29 & F don (&5, 27, =&, 2EF),

M o el did 298 34 &+ de =77 3077 dega $8) 3 lok (Mor-
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g A o HE HE 1Y
£ Adsstn oleid Hdel o] BE 7)eofol & Aotk 1 7] Reichers(1985) &

wte} 2P s} 2] ke HA9 9ol g HIEH e o2
o

gt BATE olFEYoRA Be dvel gaol Holgd
7)ok el te Aleld ol He Ve Qe ol e AEeItE Polu izt s B
g £t & 2ABAS ZPPuel vlzste] BEolzl w8 ZPPHel T4

El2A (construct validity) & ¥ol2 oz £r19] o] M2 g& diiol tigr Zzte] 7)



=2E% 2589 74 BRY A7 43

HA7tE otz Fo

SEE R

2

2.1 ==

g

2 AEel 2AEYL 7] tEA AHoste gtovt (o, Ritz & Trice, 1964;
Becker, 1962), #< Mowday, Porter, & Steers (1982)+= 7} duta oz wols A&

ZHEY g HolE Aty Ut 2ELS FA P94 A EYFH HEH A EY
FaE A8 T8t AHEAE o 2ol Y Ao

ZHEYolT /Mol 223 FAA8tL F¥tE Aol e A F=E vebdh A
EHed 2AZYL S 2 AV 8482 EAFRA A £ Utk (7h) 239 ER 9
1A B2 =HE 7170] Bt a1
T(Mowday, Porter, & Steers, 1982, P. 27).
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1571¢] #&gez TEoAY RASTYLEA:E FHELE HAES 1 e 6748 EFo
2] & A& doke oA AA HA e
48 970 Fgoz FAY ZAEJLEEA7 U S de AHEH T U ZAEYLEAE
744 REA o 2 wolEa X Z2A B9 244 vho|n], Reichers (1985) 5 ZRAEQHEX
2 ¥Fogsla thade] W wE B9 #sE Arstdel sittn AT B A
ZHEYelRE NEE FH V=g BHIET} =
ZAsdolgtE o] 1At (o, Brooke, Russell, & Price, 1988). A EYHEX
ALRE B dpEe zxEQo] gE Ao A EJS ] v E M HAAE e
Wi loke AE BTt (o, Mowday et al., 1982).
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1980 dtholl ool :mFEQ]o] i3t A7 MRle] =z 2 FAld 2UE
EolEEdes dA7E7] AlRsdY BAY 2B A ATES 2HELY
oA ‘ZA e ‘=R E AREslY D (Conlon & Gallagher, 1987; Martin, Mag-
eneau, & Peterson, 1982), M2+ ZFEUL &F5}7] st AL AEE aY=E

ALg-a71E 9 h (Fukami & Larson, 1984), :=2EYE SHE Mdo= FYs=
22 Gordon, Philpot, Burt, Thompson, Spiller (1980) ¢] A7 & o]ojFon, o]EL o]

5 989 »Z2A% (Commitment to the Union Scale) & Q) 3t} ol&L Hl=
d B9l 5oz olojd F Utk HWE S AMESALH, JAEYE Tt kx2ed
o] MEE v 22 AR gofEith:

7} x=zd g F444 (loyalty to the union)

) o] i3t A Q7 (responsibility to the union)

o) =2 E 93 283 =7 (willingness to work for the union)

Zh) =z2F2)d] th3 22 (belief in unionism)

H|2 Gordon# 29 E8E (1980)2 7o AHHJA =FE Yol dizk A5 EolA

Bojll =2EYP0 e M2 & UPdn =2E5YS 23] AT M2 sus UE
&

3 e n, =2EYe 2 QA R FHFEE AAERCE, g AT e

[¢]

FAN dFT 2AELS TN BL golubx Rehn Aeh. wzel) T Gl

rir

AMEe AES A 9slnE Mowday & 19 T8E (1982)0] &9 EAolgl HA
sgd 712He BEd were e ARgsta Atk =3l tidk FAAA S ol dop
glods & (Porter & Smith, 1970) ¢} &Pz e %4 (Fullagar & Barling,
1989)& Vele Aoz zF Yoz 22E FAstEE &7 FAE Mg i, =

28 A% =49 2Tl fE e 2HL AT ALY

),\I

BE (1980) 2 2H BP0 728 T =2EYE F457] Ast 22U A% (Scale of

union commitment)& FHETh 150 A3 R EY) MEHOE FAEY o|E3}

i H THE X bl I
T Aoke AL kREUYES) FYS] RATULEANA AHESE B 228
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WM a2 AHEskn dvke delx # vehta o

w=EREYHE BEE NEe g% d7e ZAEULEAN vlEte] wo] Fopr 7]
st H2o AT E2EYHE) AR 5EF Fagle] vaH Aol AETd

Aolgtn ZHE e} (Tetrick, Thacker, Field, 1989). Z8ju /id R o2 2B oE
5o QloedME 2HEYA vlug gl elgEe BYFA 2T =289 74 ©F
Aol ek 77 2AHEATE AL w280l 2HEC MFHoz gEsEM dE
Aol dak e AEE 245 n et e AE5 AFEE FAEL e Aot ot
@+ Gordons} 18] BEE (1980)°] 1te =2 ERQIFEr} & de AMEH VA 23
2903 vlug g ey A7t % dasith daEn

|

O

l

£

3.1

MY

ot
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i

s

22247 =2E<9S multitrait-multimethod (MTMM) A& A3 ¥
w3tk MTMMe dAE 538t +3" A& & LISREL VII (Joreskog & Sorbom,
1986) ©] hierarchical confirmatory factor analysis (HCFA)& %3t £4 &%t HCFA
2 o]g3sled MTMM A8 E EX3le AL 71&9 wy (Campbell & Fiske, 1959) i ¥]
ste oh23) e oS ¢tx ur} (Marsh & Hocever, 1988).

n)sle] HCFAE 7HES 2337 98 28 E AAE AHEste] £4& &ta Atk & 7ig0l
e 2o RS EA3l7] 948 AR Z (indicator) AHE e A 3 AT AR 4

Al dgsta e #¥ (uniqueness) st 1 o] BASHIL = 72
212¢l ¢ & (random error) & ¥&F& & A &l Foh. ole @ &4 FH A (true measure-
ment) 2 22190l ¢ 89} TEITIE AL HEHQ 2Ho|Eo| (measurement theory)

20 goes PAMHelM BAHel MHEE wA4 e Welth (Marsh & Hocever,
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1988). =tt2 FH& HCFAE A& 2 fA Y E4HEC] HE9 S A8z &
Aoj| Zolr}7l Ao Bt = Ml td QAR7Z (factor structure) & Lo} 2 4 g

© @dE BAE F Atk

E4, HCFA = 153 By 24 g3 24§ o] Algsty] digd =
s BAS Azto] tigh dikbd Rl AE Zol 2 F A HET dE £o] HCFAE 5%
y 2338l 24 (trait-only model) ¥ #WHEH /S 43l =49 (method-only
model) & TEo] Foj2 Ago] HEAA BA) Fo2H Fol g FHFES F A0
0% 2 dhstert ¢ 5 A sEDh

=)
gl

R4

il
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32 2Mmg

Marsh} Hocever (1988)& MTMM A5& BAs817] 95t Wj71A¢] md-& A A st
o} ANA mde AAA (first-order) v 2329 (target model) o]
g 718 AAEE e FE AATRE deplle Zlolt), ol g BHrd o 443
7} Foi7 Age] mdo] 2] e ASZ Yepdti dolife] B4 Fofm o] ¥
Aolth FHA md& Awd (full model)olet Edct o] Bde AGA AxTFxe &
#A (second-order) AATEE FAlM H7istA Eoh. EATGA AAES AdA A
G o] B A (trait) o WHEY (method) 7 EATGA A4

_E
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Ho
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e} WS P2 Ay FAL Uepdch oleid BPe) SAE Aol

l

= AAE EAAJole] T (true trait covariance)S YERNA EH& FHolu}
Hocever, 1988). Awix) 2d 53 =zd (trait-only model)olet Bdth ol AT ¢
EAFHNL 2H3EE 2dolt) YA mdL whiwd (method-only model)©
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3.3 Goodness-of-Fit Index

3.3.1 7|0|A}ks.

oo A A FE mHlo] oA FojA 5o AYPrtE FA 5] fste Az w9 7}
o) A4S 4% vlwstdtt (James, Mulaik, & Brett, 1982). &, o482 ndgl £3=
42 71Z2oz JuA AAe mdg vastgch ol vladxie YA Mg mde]
17429 mdel EHrd %3 Fold AEE IS derts 2R + A AEH. o

[¢]

gEol, wEEHY oFE UEn gl PuEde] SHRYy FUsH) Fol ARE o
Eobw Aok, A RS Alole) FAF A mF oFd ¥ Aoz deg
%+ Sl Aol

Flolzls AFE A BE 4o FHA F e BAPES ¢ A7IWE] (Anderson

& Gerbing, 1988; Marsh, Balla, & McDonald, 1988), t& A &F ¢} 7 A5 A

3.3.2 710|Xts/ AR HIE.
o] ARE AfEe Frh} A2 st YAUE FHolas A HEE Uehlle ROl
), H]go] 1 o] 77 E5E ndd AgAtel o & X E Uehle Rolt,

3.3.3 Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI).

TLI o ®de §xo zv|d wat 9zstA wgskz] dEths 3otk (Marsh et al,
1988). Wl 7lo|xts5e] FAFS B & F givh TLI & 7xH 29 ko] A~
9 Hako| A A &tE vl Yl AF vttt & 4 ok webx TLI 7 329 E45
2 6% A¢d¢E Jepdt & 5 Ut

Agol] AbgE RS Mu|Aagd] EAlsle F1Y 7oz HE FIART. MTMM <
oA AIZE gEd e oE whez F 8§ £ Advke FAC vizst (d,
Sullivan & Feldman, 1979; Marsh & Hocevar, 1988) A& t& AlF +3€ ARE A
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2 OE WHe A8 S RO FaAT Hulagel Ak 2Tt s Hojle 2
o HAlelA 2tz 1047 92 o] HES FEolel Ao, ASE HEL 247 4
Aol 359} BIMRLM, oy 2R Wlgol 27} 15.4%9) 28.6%% A5 AT

A7 AHEE ARE HEAE Bt FHHULH, SHA) 1D »ge7) Asked =
A A ez BARe 2,

=

35 A2 E HE

ZAEY A7l AHEE HEE] ol o] AT AME HIYE AES AT 2
2298 437 At 2 EJATA (0OCQ) (Mowday et al., 1982) & AME-3H 2o
o, ZAEYE 8] Aslo ARE Hxof WHLBAL 0.829 0.628 B +U

ZEY =FEYLE Gordondt 19 FEEY (1980) el 7|&dtd wtEojT HEAE
A]—g—o}‘}dﬁ} Pgeo] g HAES AHEE+ Aol Thacker, Fields & Tetrick (1989) 8] <
2 Yehd 458 A8t Gordon # 119 F8E°] F43 v 2

Fo N 2HE2 712 gy BAGE wzol tig Yol UL A &g wFo
et 244, w2l e A Fo, =xol] i DSoletes Alshe] 2FARke ARSI H.

ol tf g ARl F

al
S} o] s B 22} 0.7674 0.78, 0.7734 0.699] HHY Y S HeAFAL).
N. 743t

(B Dol #38 F %o ¢4Rnde ZXndd vgte FAZHSE Fas8A AAA
4 & Ax2 AR = (Fit index) o F7H8 7P X° 2ke] (5) = 33.36, p<0.05). wahA
ExRnde] 3HFE o] &3t EADA AAE Aol EREITrait effect) b By &3t
(Method effect) 2 o] BE Aol B34S Fop 2 F UL otk HlM & F Ux

o] Ao vlust EARYe) ANEE FAHOL Folsh F7hshs urdel, W s
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(B 1D ALEE 2o HAE HET X E
oA el Xt X*t/df TLI
71 2 29 4208.29(1183) 3.56 A=
2 4 2d 1656.77(1147) 1.4 0.94
4 Hd x4 1623.41(1152) 1.41 0.99
52 A 24 1651.09(1161) 1.42 0.97
Wy o= d 1681.51(1166) 1.44 : 0.94

2

df)=7tolZts HFE : X */df=7to]l A5 AFT Ato]9) ¥ & : TLI=E{#H —
=) 3.

i
2
o
—0‘/\

b

o] AXEE 93 Faste Ao & Ve (21 : Joreskog and Sorbom (1988) & 7}
olzts X H7F AE5E AP dAEE vepdda g o)
(E 29 (X 3 gAdnde] BXo 78 4 Qe AGA A= A9 AAE AL

olo] BBBAE uFm ek (F DoIM BAY 5 gd5o) R FREL FACR
ol AARE woiFm qlok
(% 2) QIXF HAYX|
AUA A
=41 FAML | Al | 2&1 =2 | M2 | Awd2 | "HE2
w1l 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
#el 2 .875 .926 121 .19 .710 .841 —1.478 -.292
el 3 .452 .876 -.193 .601 —.636 700 —1.906 1.284
Wl 4 1.052 1.004 —.439 1.153 .573 -1.397
#Rl 5 1.217 977 1.324 1.112
¥l 6 .930 43 .656 .984
w7 997 013 1.196 .263
#el 8 .697 .408 .634 110
Hel 9 1.068 —1.140 .849 —.665

0 : 1.0008 AFe] & ¥l (indicator variable) & viebdic},
e BARCR FolaA B WA
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2H2UT =229 A FU& SHshe sl gL AU 24 HEST A
Fole g BaFD gtk 2y 29 HEL ANRD BAL fA8e welFR) Za)
2 itk B9 CE DA B 5 Axo] 2ABYH =2EBAL PASE APE Udehle A
(& 3 =TS Aloje] AT
Az A
HooF
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3

Z23E91 1.00

xZ2F41 .45 1.00

L1 e .23 —.42 1.00

xFEUS1 .34 —.58 .28 1.00

ERp- 78| —.16| -—.05 49 1.00

FZF5H 2 —.18 .84 —.48 15 18 1.00

2w g2 .21 q1 .87 —.29 —.24 —.31 1.00

U2 15 .04 .10 —.74 .22 —.28 210 1.00

A EAE Alolo] A A7L (convergent validity) M2 A#AE EAE Alo]o] A#aA

Ho}(discriminant validity) stk 2 Bo31 Qo)

(E O S oo IR HANX| 2F S
T ARE
H 9 E "] W2 EA41 = =K 544
¥l B Al 1.000 0 1.000 0 0 0
¥ ] E A2 3.569 0 0 220 0 0
v ¥l B A3 .058* 0 0 0 —.366 0
¥l B 4 —.180 0 0 0 0 1.000
¥ 2 E A] 0 .184* 12.034 0 0 0
2 E A2 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 0
2 E A3 0 .016* 0 0 1.000 0
w2 E A4 0 —.219 0 0 0 30.867
ZHA QRS Alo]e) Fuigk
u} W 1 .024*
1} s 2 - 043 301
E A 1 0 0 402
= 3 2 0 0 —.201 .817
5 A 3 0 0 .000* 112 .301
= A 4 0 0 .000* —.006* .000* o230
3 1 1.000& AHel HE HAS Yepdoh

0L AW WolozA B4 AME el Zlo] ofr}

* o EAFoE Fo5kA & HAXE YERT o 1913 2 E HoEL EAFNOE &

o3 A E Ho FJok
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18y ol E Aneke Ex sidel eldAel ltke &S UEled FoE Vg &
Aelt) B Aox AMRstE HCFAE /IEE Aleld] 3d3E oA @9 1A &4
ol A} (tracit factor)$} ¥WH <l AH(method factor) & Wiro] Hd 1 AHo] ok AE 4

Zlsholr & ot} WM (E He SHAE Alole] FHFe] SRR HHAAR A
oA E=7HE R Fa Qv

(E e T BN B48 SPARG PEAREY AAAE HAFDL Aok (&
£l R wRAM BIY £ A50] EAAASL BF FAHCE 4P AYNE Bole
st QA QRwe] AN 4% A%E BAFT Yok WA Felsior &
A2 ARl B & Eol WA ARt FAROE FoI@ AoE BolT Arhe
Ao thE BANoE 203 Augo] AR ATl YREHA oFo) AT F Ak
= AL uAFL e Aol

ol o
10,
o
X,
v
S,“_‘,
>+
fo
a:)

Jim
oéi
e
24
il
>
O,
2
ol
&
oft
o2
£
B
tlo

gtk olel s AL ozl FolE 71ed Fart ok Aol AFREo] FHA HEAA

7l EARcR 293 HAYANE Holn Yuked FAE IYIAACE & RAolrh. ol 7 Uy

259 #AE A7e) 0E A dPL o125 7] B g Fol7k 2 7HE Aotk
V.48 4 EE
2 A7 2o 2HEYT FAE AL AES FelE w2ELAS 2A ) Asted

Moz w2EYAE] A BFIAEL EFsked AUk =2EUE FH) A AR
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BaolFa vt (Thacker et al, 1989). £Z B FAST e 7124 4 0L AF&3F
TE =2 EPLEEAE 2 hao] 2H o2 BE =22 ulyor ol A% gutsl H

)

4

=7t d 7 UAvde A 2o FHO o83 A2 9utHslE 2AE, 3, AFLE HEE
= 3437 g8 239 HEE0] URE 2% IAAXNE Ro|T YO (first-order fac-

tor loading), £, AF&d 7NEE Alolo] HAAAE JeRNE oA (X 2 FF) ge
MEE Atele] FRBAZE A2 g AEE Aol AddAdun 54 et o =,
convergent validity7} discriminant validity2t} 2 Zo 2 Yeldan ok, AlA, (L 3)>9)
A #FE 5 dRe] AR AAHAR Atolo] FyEgo) FHA B4t Wako g e}
v gle, olg g 5 ARt wo] MR AAE Aol gt} Atke YoM
24 9ok ol g Aabe ¢9 convergent validity7} discriminant validity 2.t} Zc}
Zae| Fv d&8olgt @ 4 AL ol

2
ol 22 2HEYY ATolA UEtUT e skt vgel] thE ti3-Ho] & £ g
&

;

 A&cl2t & 5 Atk Reichers (1985)& FFAS ol delHor Tojolgel o] S
o 228 F dou FPsuth AR ohle} wx £ 223} F59 EYe] Uyl B
F Aok ¥ A7) e Reichers (1985)9] #3¢ Swalshz Aaet & 5 9 3ol

oh ol 3 A7 dite dAR FHYe] =edE B9de 978 ¢ JdE VxE AR
d& FtobE 5= A& Folrh

T
o
£ ZABYT w20 BYE APOR WolEolAR § Hio| 24BN w2E

N

Y& Boteole FF0] o=A R Aolvt Ad=rtE 1Y) Yt UiF U4, AAHAA, B
AetA o] EA2 A& FAVet BT, 2B w2
ZYA o= e FAA LolEAETHE B 5td AAE Abele] HARE vlw
o] Btk (E DM & F ARo] w2o dg APtA Fo g 2Hshe ARl Ha )
w2 2ol Holx & Aoz vetytt HE zhzie] YA H
2 $8% Aoz YehARt oleld A9 pole T HE o] Fo
© Axe zel7t dvke 7HeAE BAF e Zolth o8 Ax: olnir Mz gE
F7he] HEol AUE] &3l e 2HY =F2E ARV AZ bE F el Vg
T U Aot k&7t AR)Ehe B Fol wel o] FAste e AR £ ZolE B
2

g Aolk, E3 AT Zabrt EhhSo] ATE UAlste gl w A} ol @ 2]

ﬂl%ﬂ

9 2 4T} 2

ok
10

| A=t FAHS

=

Mg wolgol
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e Holi u v =xEYE Blud AR AE Boln Itk Y =xE

& 7St 22T AR R et 22 /ides wolEcls A=V HE A

TAAE Bl g3 e AES UE £ AE Aotk AA, 2FERYS =4
B o= v n A gAY, A S BodF 1 g (o, Blau, 1985; Brooke et

al..,). 4, =2E]old /idE A EYPFAE TET & de s FHLES A st

AF3 UE 27 7H5A) thatel Felsiol & Holh, o
g e A BAE A9 ddel JFE 7A & e FAA P4 sk o

ok webr o FEg A7 (AE-A4E AN E T3t FAE Alold #A1E 248
i

P‘L
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@ 7ol A9E Adsted ool te g Ae KR 78 4t Be B
Qo) A7rh Aol Aol HHe I Be EXFE AHSHm Uk We Bee £
Eyat Qo] AEE AEAbole] Mg (Nunnally, 1978)& B AE A frk mebA
vlehel A7E ThE Aol FASHE TET Be RS AHgsl x2BYY RS
Zalor & Rolth,
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