REBHT £24% 25%(1995F 5A)

=EHed 94,6
ARG : 95, 2

B mioAe dutd o] REN T o] LR EE QU AR} ol e &
? =

FE B, F IRl Mz FHdA E3HoR ANE FyPste A9, ARENRFL e
E2E olgoz WAt ey, ARvE e 9" 49, & $30de] FHAS] Ma
doolEste] ANE SR A, ATLEARY S E5R) BYXE §ata] £ o2 o
2 e o8 Eul shie] figte A9 m¥o] 2 i ANAJY. F YL A
FEAN AT A B =24 AAIE stthe] tito 2o mdo] wnutA Qi) wak A5
7h e, 2 e @9E vk 2P skl 25 Aat 2 w=RolA Al shube tigro A
o] mgo] S| ADAHUH ESHFo M= 7)) AR EN D gieto 2z AAPYA A
PR ARG L8472l U3 EOE Yoz A B mRoA AAlE 23
Bdo] ==t

* Adoistn FFhet AG st AYZAL

o AMdistan e et 2WE
2 =g f88 AAE AFA el F AAbAdA g sy B =R g4 588 F oAy

Al FFal ol Al ZAME =™t

~ 139 -
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Zo A ZIEEL o]Eo|) S AHSeH ol BA4F(level of analysis)S I
Ef]?‘SH of b= AL %3 th(Dansereau, Alutto, & Yammarino, 1984 ; Glick &
Robert, 1984 ; Rousseau, 1985). &3] 22 F(Dansereau et al, ,1984) 2 HEX4FS 11
e Aol B} ZEe o]Zoly M S UE 4 e EWE ATt B =3 24
7 2 E(Glick & Robert, 1984) = o]&4 /452 B A o]&4 A BA55Eo] vz

e Pl BASER A sol drhe A F AT mebd X =Rl BH54ES X
Hale 2ol o oo FAE dolut FAlel, sht EE 1 o ge] FEelA wE
% olgolu e WA Be SEold AEHolol ¢ wElaT @t oleF =7

2 {15t V)& ZAWEO| B A WA, ARG ] AHREH I e Ak
= @ (Hackman & Oldham, 1976) 9] 2 ¥544 %3 (]

AgFEdA nZHAT. F HYU AT

9ol AREARY o HAFPHJARE o|EH FHAN BHFES st n@sA.

o8 EdiZ shtel gigtez Aol mo] AAHUCE ]9 il AREALARH I} B =&l

A AAE shte) tiote 2 el o] ARIFEANA AEH UL, I ANoF ek, Al

2]
2 agd Aol & =2dlA AAg st ticte 2 e Redo] HIHU,

characteristics model)e] 7§21 3

_,d
=
o
W
)
s
of
i U‘
o
—o
2

, aejal FJeE dgd

vtat o] AREYRYPYL ALEANN AT wA, &9 FHFexe] wAT}

A¥Aol gloke A7dnd 71zt (Pleffer, 1982 :56% =) A7 ATd=(S
A Azt F7),9HE, A0 o #A7 AR 2jste] A Erhe dF o] FFel&olnt. th
sl sfolel adw s§4] 2 F=x9I(core job dimensions)o] 7)& 2] theEA (skill variety),
T} o] A A (task identity), Bg e 24 (task significance), AH&4d(autonomy), 12|
T d =l (feedback) S A FshH 7HeEL H#@7Hmeaningfulness), <7 (responsibili-

ty), 28] A7l i3t 212 (knowledge of result) 52l 4l 2] 4be] (psychological states) &
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F3tA Hu A og JiAEY BHE, 571, A3t A dehbe ofd s Ag&T
7= (growth need strength)7} BN ARz g ae), 18]35 JGA 7 o] that ABaA
Z o} 7 (moderate) g}, (21¥1)L @A A REARE S HAFU)

g ) HREYRY

'

A2 7hle] 2] At eh el A

(core job dimensions) {psychological states) E F7 A9

Ae Aoz HAsH thew pr.
> AMRle) A ake (—> ARle AYAT) | AFEFAR o (1)

A (DA (=) & FaaAAZN ASe etz | & ik E vt et 4%
£17F T2 ARl A S stE T (enriched job) 7} AlF =W Bz, Az, 20 AR
o] thel Aal-g AEsA Hol Aoz el vF, F7], Ayt =A vebdoh vl g,
L7 EE AR A FAstE A Fot AlgEY 2 RS By, A, Al i d
214l APslx ¥Eatn Aoz sQlel W, F7), Ao IS Fx geh a8y

3O
- o= L
AREdRYe e 2L 9AE 2Ev,

s g=e) ATEHRE S P 4P TPEe] et A RAUAE Tl 74
2 AjQlgel AAEVE FUoDM BEI 4E ks FWAA He ol gxlo} gtk
)
u

agelE BYsn AREARY S Wb #AYS AT Uek WA, B AFES ¥
s

3, 50 432 7gwe] A NEHE R2shedl dush foh(Brief & Aldag, 1975
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Hackman & Lawler, 1971 ; Orpen, 1979 ; Tiegs, Tetrick & Fried, 1992). t]$7] 2%
o A (review)=el N 4FE742 AST BHA] Rejrhe A& =g
7tz 3t (Bottger & Chew, 1986 : Graen, Scandura & Graen, 1986 : Kulick, Oldham,
& Hackman, 1987). £3] 28?1 5(Graen et al. , 1986) & JFEARHM 2HUYE 5
71RAA T Ho] AR FHstrt ofvgl 474713 (growth opportunity)ghil Hgtow, HE
ARETHE 52 FHLLATE A28 9 mHo] AlFHA] od F7HAH A ¢
W& FgdETFEe] Ayt vehA] A, w9 n s Jepdoha A9t 9l
o} =3 HE7S F(Bottger & Chew, 1986) & 71&2] Aol 7HAzts A &A 53

Fo| R, F 22 A FAZ FFIt 22l A o] =AH = A7}
Ae7He FA87] Boe 22450 vegte AT S &7 fEo 43E773 = vl

AaA7L Az vehdA] gskoka d st ok, #rtohua}, Meta-analysis®] 27 HA
ST EE AR5, A, A2 AENe] BAE A Btk S BRAF

3L 9t} (Fried & Ferris, 1987 ; Spector, 1985).

S, APEHRYe] VA AREHY A74d TR 2P

d A F-EAo] A ghE F4E sk AN, AR5 A2k Aty o g A fRte] 7
B2 ¥33tn ¢& BollaH(OReilly, Parlette, & Bloom, 1980), 2 %3 dulzog
FR ALY R ztate F@stA EAEE A AREYD X4E AR5 fA
et L Aulz) glokyn 28 =9} F8 (Roberts & Glick, 1981)& F33ha c}. 18{2
2 XNztg AR EHo] Ao ALgETE AAHR) AR5l Heldeiet A Azl 0|

A BAE MY F 9eAE BET EH AT gl 39 W 94 Az 57
5ol AERTH AVEAAE HAY & PeAE med ol BAPL uk TAHoE
$A5F oJalA 49E Ak

i



NRENOS| BMSE DF
AVEARES BATENN DAY w AY WA slof T Y AFES) BHFFE 2

A3l ZHolth(Dansereau et al., 1984).

AR X Yuty =g wEW ARE A dRaz ¥EHre Y
(group), A2r}l(product line), 3% (plant), &£& H(team)E2 TFsrlx It}
(Hackman, 1979 ; Hackman & Oldham,1980). welr] 4 A FE 2142 7t 9] Mo
7% gtn JA(Aaeel, 34, 8) 5 Moyl sttt olu Qe o] AR F
Te] A5l ME BH SR AFE s A(dE 59, 7HQo] FHse

:

AR 7ol Shepd SRl A I Aolvt drh & Snjstel, AHFFAN ATF A

FAE A=l Vet dde s7she AFE AT S vt
2l - AL ERNA ARt EFEAE o 250] =7l A dHe UE 7
dete 5y o2 vehd Adeln, pdnit 2Rz RleEe] Mot
ZAD AR R gAY 23S A T, HFAAHE Eole Aotk & HYE
e o P AT g3 oEste] vetue 2lo] okt siRle] 5aH ]l dl oa 2
drot. maA A d e Adrse] Wyt
MASFZLE  ALETFREE T8 FALe FasHA Y8 AR, AiRIng
2oz fdsEe] Waeltt
219 47k} W5 Azl tia] B4 el azHd dnta o) Pl wat Hed
, A, a2la YRETEEE FEo] MEE, IYHTALLE A H (A

d
29l, 34 FL W) 4Ee) MA4E 2 4 Aok oA ThEEAE 44 BAEe) WA BAS

3 wpo} ol Yubst gEgel wan, JRe AEE @dd S AL

3T
Aoz 4799 5 Aok 4 FFoh b E ggEdcia Pt o], Ade
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A5zel A dnrt v 9ok ARS4Rde] maw AAsFEe] 4754, e
ge, Agdne] WA ANFEUF AL AR ela) iR, A (Pleffer,

1982) S AFEHRF o) MAZHFE F&ol8dg Adstn ok adekA, 277t A

AGH=E =21 Zyde] FAJAES At og A4S Tt J4TE TE 224 (role
making) #S ¢ €k & FAEAYLES A

A <«d&H(role taking)& +33tA HrH o], Graen & Scandura, 1987 ;: Katz & Kahn,
1978). 18iB g AR 542 il ddolaet7| B AGFGrTe ddold 187
gk zRle O E AL e Fask A deE A ¥ ErIE JHA Eo & A
2 el oF A MIFEY] Fdolet B 4 Ut 13 ER FAJHGTEY d40 F T
MgEe] |2 Aelde, ddaer dtd 7 slvh oleigh WAl a3 gol
vERE 4 drh

A
ok
rlo

A | (AN - ZG ) - et e e (D)
[EAaE  AdfderE I R N

a4 et A7hE ATEAo] AT, AMESE(HTEA, A2 e, 4 7

N2 AQFEA BATE 1S RolTn BATAE FHUAE wEr)h T, o]

ol ARusEe] 5298 sebe + gl Hoh =8 @ A7ke 457 FARTe] @

28 o, 43T FHASL Az 45oE gdstel Aele Bsn SAAY el
Ageta, gebd AegAvsze] AAANE v Rojgke £72 ¥ 4% U & A

wE4, A4, FAAN AP AEFEA A2 A7)

@ WAE O 2e Ao e 5 9l

i‘

mlm

AA AT o A A o AT (3)
[B4%2 49985F 4 eFEIasE]

e, PaoA Sale shtel MAEs, & PR TLES

j
i:l
')
2

o
2
s
L
o
=
o
e
rlo
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Aol JALTRE o] xolE vehiinh 13E2 4AETREE AdFdrEe ¥
zaly) Boe ALFFEe Wset € & ok ¥=e)3(Aldrich, 1979) ¢k e (Miller,
1978)ol wew, ofm 2 (objects) o] 7 (F, WAWF)Sole A7 LA 1=

2 2(3)A BIASFToA e AFEA, A, AAe] BAE Holx AT
zo] W4 3L IHT B FE(dE EU 4, 23) 9] Wad o H(3)0]--F A9
gazd el MEsErte] At nE A o §YetA e "ok A2
Hoz A(2)E AVs FdFEs 89E o, AFEHRYo et shtef 7 Wt
olgka B 4 otk ol A(2)o] A3 o] W4 AHFEFFEE AAH KA.

MelszEHaase 44873 ee w23 vd#gde] g & (Dansereay, Alutto,
& Yammarino, 1984) det+Eu5 AFSA N A8 F ok 288 AdsEHTRA
o] AL TAEE AFEHESE A, Fdddet @A Qe Aot oZle HeR
vEhE & 2

i
ok,
=

AAATAD | (AFEPRE o AVFE o FGAT) o (4)
(2HEEAYPREE  AAFE AAEE ALSE]

A0l AFEPRERTE ARELS A e 8RR R AVE(FFAE)

An
g Ho
s
i
Sl
v
oft
By
o
XA
N
i)
q
=)
o
X
e
2
o]
ok
-
N
<
42
ro
i
4
i
oX,
o,
>
ad
o
i}
o,
o
X
—d
N
S
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afelx Bpeta o] BE dis) stalE £ e BlEe e A4S Al Ay
of ol®A P& vXert ste Aolrh. o]eld ol sl £ =& AAEE F3(con-
ti‘ngency)ﬂr B & (multiplexed) o] WA Hdystiz} st} =98 @357 $lstd A
Aapge A, Az Eade] A Wake s R (A gt g Aol v
E B2 ojv] Al duirt A&7 A=t AT o) A ET] o] Ak &
=3e] 2ot} B =Rox] AAIS slte] tigto g Aol madol} xfelr}t glor g Hus
Ayerstanzat gt )

FZAgEol thE ALS| 3t Rofol A Aol dS T wge] #AZE Al 39 W o
strhe Zlolth(elE £, Fiedler, 1967 ; Hellriegel & Slocum, 1979 ; House,1971 :
Neilson,1974). ¥22 %5(Dansereau et al. , 1984)2 °] 43S 7HH A< A3 (indirect
contingency) ]2t Hojsl=d], olw F WA (A F &2 w, Aelde)e] B A 39 ¥

of gj&Estz A4 A LAY olaiA] Bate] ¥ WyTe] BAYE duE # Qo &,

A

-
A5t A5 FoIRS MR ) AFET 47t B ARVUFE BB AYT 22
4 2

=g al
o] ot A4e wok ol Asl Heh w2 FA8E A5t FolAA %S o
(43 2) BALTRES A2 ges A7 g "k mebd A8 TEET) A deo

v A G i AFFAER dio] bl i

wh =2 5 (Dansereau et al., 1984)-2 3 53 (multiplexed) o] 7Ad-& A olstn A=t
Bl 23k F W (A8 2E A de) 7 Al 39 A (A A5k ol 87
glo] ozl BAZE A Aoz Bt ulebs] AAY AF SRR ol R1e] 4
2 Areoll o &S vl H o) ek 7|0l &(dlE 59, Maslow, 1970) 9] w2 438173 x7}

B ARASE v Rod hu, HYe Adn 53, AAE Lelw et o5 &
T8 2E3E o 5T FolH (S W, T Ak YE U) Wb By,
A7+ 121 Aol t# AN ARY Fgol BA Brh olH @ 4P Frlol2d viye
5 Zoln], AA8TRES dstzio] A dust #A} vk A HelFEg, neuz
F3} 2ol HlFel AN AAETAES el A2 geol viAE ol U B
A}

4 5algl e S71018 2dolA e ARe shtel tigkezAel mol olgHoE HYY
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]
H

Shte] Bl

Aolrt. A|x=#o]&(Katz & Kahn, 1978)0] @aw A) A

]

the

3

(o]

I

el tiote g o] w3

AN AAIE &

L
T

. 2

z‘l,—l_

of

o
i
A

o weba shiel o)

kis

{2H o] Tl 5 ofof

o) %
[ ]

FAY 22

&R
&

04

o] tiRko 2 Ale) g o) A

of gk &

he

At o] gt

P e T g,

I
i

1=
o

7}

shol Rimgolrel A%

&0}, o] =y 7]

= o]l&o
T

SRS

7+

&

€

of et el abe), AT} ol

o] "},

oltt. olw ©j 7y

4719 E3H Y, 1097 H FolA

T
T

A
X 6923 Zziol A 29 4) Ratsle 2&sqc 47 v

=

7R At A RESF 6548 F o] 87k

=
=

4%, a8l BAA A
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32

o eRAse Hrhole 25 (EFW = 3.50)0) 1, PR dsE 3809 (E2A
=2.36)01%Th. olg} Tlio] kst sk wa 208S thake
oW A - oA 5)F 1t AR} &

ol

2 =AM AN S F537] 9t 71Ed AREARE S HTE] Astd AMg
HAE FH =7 (Tosi & Young,1982) & IFSAF 2 o] WA 448 =471 AH45 AT

2 142 el Asf(d, ‘At 47 G 7Ieg o8 g

DHEHE FEdEE AR e dAE o)A vbE- Aot | At A& FAskrh g A

of tial J=wg ATy o HEE FPdte dFe B2 vyt fln FaA o)

ol a9l, 7levrdd, Hhel AAA, HdY T4, AsA, Ao yehuth #1494
BE vpeh o] g9 #ake] 5709 a]lel] EFHAL 9HRFOR o] Fof
o AFxe 0.672 viebutth [Zal=9) #2 A(1987) & MPS nrke 571 o] Ay 27548
@ed § =7 AEARE B & d&drhe 488 Hax glrt ]
M| Le] 1 167) &l thal (o, ‘Aste sy JF- 2ol tiaf g2 Bdas = -
Astel Yo vepus dzs dA oz Flae] Yoty [ ‘HAshrt 4FE 2 FYY
2 2L ZE FYPPi=x drdrt glvy) varimax rotation WS AME-ste] @R AE

A3 30e) a9, F B, AUz, Aol e AN vehith EloA i veh ¢

AHRTUE  AFETREES 28] Aste] ARAEE o] Tl 28R (At A

B ARG AEsud wHstn Aok T AE FRuE REE 2A the At A

=
ot
is
bt
X
ac)
o
o
il
r =l
o,
£
o
=
oo
i
a2
o
[\')

gl2o)l ths] varimax rotation WH S AR

dtod QQIEAR A7 174 eQ0e2 vetitn 1A B vieh go] AgeE 0.65%
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_1
[Shid

A AR A AFEGEH o)A o] % (turnover intention) 7} A E ok At
F& A3 Ast vlAzId kel A AR (o, Aste A9 AR A2 RSy ;-
Asts FRIASA A2 wE3it) ; Ashe 2R E FU3AM g gz BEs))
UREARD AFRFe] =t AFEH I varimax rotationd & AMEEte] Q¥ M A
1A B vheh o] Ame 0.752 UElR olHEg £ iatd] 48 ¥
FEo| AHgHUTH A, Aste A AANA o]H & meista oy FAshe 5idod)
AAFE W Aotk ‘Fshe A SN 27 Rolg): ‘Aske 7137 o AL
S avE Foltk) adEMd el glow Uelm Axe (E DM BE ureg
o] 0.82% UElRiT)

o
>

e Bk EFHzap A1 81 % (cronbach alpha)
fqu}_"—g_i}% 9 (3.01) (.37) (.67)
1. 7159 oAl 2 2.95 .56 72
2. B o] FAA 2 3.09 .60 41
3. e T84 2 2.92 62 44
4. AE4 1 3.25 .61 NA
5. = 2 2.81 .63 .76
A e (11 (3.32) (.35) (.82)
1. 2387+ 7 2.84 .52 .83
2. AUz 1 3.72 45 NA
3. Al tigt 21y 3 3.39 42 .56
AYETYE
1. AFET70 s 2 2.56 .74 .65
Rkt
1. ol 9% 4 2.85 .65 .82
2. AENEL 8 2.50 .41 . .75
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S gy vo fAgew Yol REF FA(subgroup analysis)o] dsiHTh HE F5 3
&3 7} (interaction effect g2 s 7Mos 9AE thE3 A% A (hier-

archical multiple regression)o] A3t o]7|Hg FaiMe AFETHE T2 AFEA

T

i
2,
ofy
QL
rir

olv Aol uiAHFRAE & 5 gtk whetA] olm=(Arnold, 1982)7} A A3 vpe} o] 2
B2 2. (subgroup analysis)©] AH&-5 Ath

3 rEAbe] F R AEE Ze HEHE YIHASA dotrr] #std one-way
ANOVAS 7]12& 5 <ot 71 ¥4 (within and between analysis, Dansereau et al., 1984)
o] s Hc A= S(Dansereau et al, 1984) o = 15°9] FFol A F4H Jde]

=248 ety 7] ¢laixl= Eratio(=between-eta correlation /within-eta correlation=
7, /7y) 7} 1.30R. 0 Aokdtth= R-& ¥s| 1L glrh. si7k=(Haggard, 1958) A4 € e] 53
e 71/Z37193F 7| Mo 2 one-way ANOVA 7128 & Fui4¥&4 (intraclass corre-
lation) £4-S AAlstT ok [H]E 22 A9 #1912 (George & Hanes, 1993)= {9 &
o) (within-group agreement)Z 7Z38t= 7'M O 2 interrater reliability coefficient(IRC)
2 ZFsta YA|§H IRCE e 4ol tha) wrahde] Fgoll o&) vrEoizl 5o (agree-
ment)E Bl =d AEE BEAMojm & (James et al., 1984 ; Yammarino & Markham,

1993), IRCE ZgAwe an, 3 57 Yoz SEAeANE d5sted J4shA &

. olg EdlE NIl £& HEY e WS $AVOE ke § JunART
At Aol BAlo] Pl B ol YeturSI WAL Tl 2 ARE =)

_‘_f-_
= depfe] $AE F AU £ PA9 He $AE TYGoE TR 2
=

el ARBARNT 5 AU Fo] BAHol YAk olF EUE ¥ m=EIM A
&
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(E 2) STA HE2IA(n= °} 512)

e Hel A 2 d s
FB SV TS Ti AU MF KR RE SF TOI  GNS

FB X

SV .34 X

TS .23 .21 X

TI 14 18 .15 X

AU .26 .24 18 .26 X

MF 37 .29 .25 .19 .29 X
KR .26 .30 17 .35 .35 37 X
RE .23 .32 .22 .18 .24 .32 34 X

SF .39 .19 .23 .16 .20 .48 .32 17 X
TOI —-24 —-01 —-09 -—-.06 —.11 —-49 -.12 -1 -—-.34 X

GNS .03 .20 .05 .10 .18 .18 .14 .10 14 —.13 X

FBHAA o] L10ETH 2 5% FEAA Frof A

FB: 9= KR : A3 digk 214

SV : 71«9 944 RE : 31z}

TS : #Ad9 84 SF: A7 fs

TI : 7o) BAA TOL : o]F )=

AU : A&4 GNS : T 99 4873

MF : n.27}
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orE el NRSHDH| it U

H3o|A Bt gol, 44870 BAglel AUATAL, Hel gu, ol Helx, HF
RS A9 WEE BAE BF FAZCE FHYS Uehith B okl 2dvzre) &
o8 AET 4B FelHolA ¥e Ao Uruth oled Ai vy grie] YRE

A7 M BAHA FRrhe AL BB F J1Ee] A7o] 9} vpaviR

2 AREARRY YRATAEE O o4 s ase] s wasta 2otk A9

=2

o

zpoll o3t v & IE BAEH7] st S UEY vo], 245AF, WSAHE EY TIEE

A A Ak A g MR A TgrE
4 2 729 X
A 2] e 59" X
o] F ol % —.22" —.37™ X
SRS 41 .46™ —.35" X

CEEEE T A2 e L e
SRR x

A1e) gy 57" x

o] Aol —.16™ -.31* X

AR 33" 42" -.32" X

* D (.05 *xp < .01
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=
A
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A
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4
GH
tio
olx
uz
0
by
[}
(S
[

e e guos PR ¥ AoldEe AT A% A o8 Aol
stk old @ A AU sl ATEYH A ReEs] Bzl ARETHe
o 4TEYRYo] AN Sekcks 2L veha,

A

B
il
Hi
Mo R

o
Y

3=

Y

X

=2
B
o

= =20l HMAIEE tte| CHetez Mol Z&o el HE

2ol AAE ush ol AQlsl B4 (e, HFETRE)C] ok, AFEHo] A

HA8PRES AT $AF DAIHE shie] oAl nel AFHUT o

g Ratgle] AR AFHAGT L Fol, FURS B urh e 57
4

2312 Azse 54 J9H 2297 29 054 dges o} 3ol

o
o
J%

>

A5

Aok 49 URR2E BoxolA Bz wpe} go] ¥} & £F9] ARFdste A4 1%
AHE ] A 150 e AR S TAEE deduH olFes Jr3 AR nEi By
fFolHQl Aoz vetyth sAw Boh de $E9 ARFdse AR 13AE A
B ARETAEE dduet olFoAmst R #AE HAFA RYon] o AR

(E 4) 2 =20IM MAE siLte] titez M| 288 HESH 40

a, Fdste A5 Mot Az BFARE (n = % 270'8)

AAETRE Al e olZ o R
ARETAE X
el dd 20" 4 X
o]z ojx —.19"4# —. 49" X

2
T
.

bl A4 13 —.20% X
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b, F43HA @2 AFE 7MY A Z4E 2EARE(n = oF 2203)

ARETRE e olA o= ARE
AZET D= X
2] s 13 X
SRR -.07 —.45™ X
AR s .05 A7 —~.15" X

* p (.05 #xp < .01
# p (.05 (Z—difference test)

Xl EIEQI:F_O_I 24

(=3 =

Ol

DBAVESY AR HFHE @REAEA dotr 7] 93t one-way ANOVAE 33t4
th #5014 B = uheh o] HEFES Aole foHolA] R Ao JEPFTHI WS
&l %ol F2A [homogeneity] 3-8 HAZ3tE 7152 2 Dansereau et al, [1984]%&
F-ratio ¢} E-ratiog A A&t glt}. o] w} E=between-eta correlation /within-eta corre-
lation 2 E glo} 1.30 20} E74% 150 F&ol A F23Q Aez 2ot 2 A A7 F g
S FYHIUAT E a 1.30 Bt} Zeng Wi FAAL e Aoz yeElhyy) T3
Haggard [1958]« W59 B4AE A3 $sle] FiAa4a3A [intraclass correlation]
= T dn FFAT £ Ao Aads SHAARAS =18 p>.056 & YEEZ
#2 WHEd 2F3te 3 AE] HFo) e Aol FAH A gt AL HAFATY).
olel gt Aae s Abe] Aol AR HEHR e Aol ol /EF R SgEn
= A5 v, Pfeffer(1982) 7} A A& & ofulw kS ALE o] Pt A F = Dt

AR Q) PR VAR HEFURCHE AEE FFEHE FFE DA e,
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(H 5y A RALRO| CHEE 24N

- . Eta-correlation E-ratio F-ratio
i T
Between Within (108,377)
a4 2 F 21l .60 .80 .75 1.90*
* p<.05

H| 2 2154159 AR7t AQlE e gddtis 2948 QUAT, B =FdA AT =¥
AF37) Yk, B3AE] AR HEEE RHAG D MM S (2 ¥Ee &
2 5o i3t $-ghel kst xhe) 7t vz varianceE QM2 B 1), 4 A7
aglo] dis) 7t BE o] FIAEC] AAY pS WFHUE P, HEuS Ev= T
S 7T 5 5 Yoz Rk F 2 EEe] e AFFAE Fx s g
A 7PE F, gkl 71EEt HEES Tl 1 22 JYoE U
FA7 L A9 E) A A, BIAEY AFETAEI A
g, 0l 2 o= A ENE3 FoH @AV k= & RAFET vllE AFFA5} e
AL z

& EAEY 4FETAEE o HYES HRUEH WAV} Qe Ao ur

i e

_{

w

=2
(@)
rlo
ok
offt
ofN
-E

N

(H 6) & ==20IAM MA[E slLie] titezMe| Rég H#ES H:
2o HEEE YR USE BT

a. 2459 228 Fysie HE9 B34S (n= 9 2659)
AR ETRE A2 gE ol 9| AR =
R AR X
Al 2] AR 19" # X
o] oz -.16"# —.45" X

2 TR 2074 52¢ —.26" x
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FAHSE A 42 HFE FYstE HE el B3AE(n = of 244%)

AT A2l et MRS SRkl
AEETRE X
ke Bty x
ME R -.10 —.52% x
R 12 46* ~.45" x

*p { .05 %kp < .01
# p < .05 (Z-difference test).

ot Al del, g g&o ol 2w, AR Tok AR NS AAT} foH < Abel7t e A
o2 Yetwth ol Aite A A Taide] WEEE AT /T o, & =il
A AR shte] dite.zA o] m¥ o] St H e AS nalFE

AT ol R B S EAE ] ARIL AARE A2 FFEATE ¥ A7 A
of NZz3A ¢, WEHE TIHATL 7PEE A7) el ZimRolA A st
iz e B¥ g ASshet FEA otk welq B Aol ME shiel tietema 24
R ARzt et g2 debd F= Arke Aol Abete taiste] ngg o
o o8 (g g BASIATh & 7o whEw, s/he] BA(SHY, FEAH, e, o,
Wah) 7 Bl 22 530 JAEFHE /M E Ro2 YEhon UniA| 147] A (4]
o, Aokzh, Bl Al A eb ], Bubd, A S E, vh 3t/ 5, o v A F 7t /b, S T

&

AR AR A3U)E B 22 £F0 HFsAdsE e A
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(B 7y £M| ARSMSH SO CHE 2429
(208 B3 RTFE2HY AL ARE WD)

¢ % $ 4 & 9

=] }\,‘ R télik
" 2 =7 Sk WA A v
T 3 4 10 10 4 - - 24
F = 4 4 8 2 - 20
T &4 4 4 8 2 18
s ot 2 - - 6 8 16
W 3 - - - 6 3 14
F 3% - - ~ 2 2 4
A o} T - - - 2 2 4
A HET 20 20 20 20 20

upebA] 19708 FAE A F-FA57) B cellyt W cellZ o] abe] A5 S shrH o]
213 9 cello] tEALES] HREEA ) B3t xzpgel A MR Aol Ho|EAE XA
7} 918t one-way ANOVA #Ao] sfsixictt, 47 5 cello} Hatgho] ¢
Holx] Eatx o} (Bl ¥& 559 FAE 7Hzl F A9 cellst B} W 3o 43
L 7bR B9 cell zhzbel gk zhe) 3.01, 3.002 Yelgth]) olel gk Ak 2wt 2
2](1981) o] #alupe} o] A AFEA o] Ajzte 2 FEA 7 o511 #A7 glvk= A
& BAFEYg a8y BefdMe Eeuns2iE 48 A5E AN AFEHLE
AH2EQ T 0] E 712 E 19 cell2 UrolA] o] F o] BAjo] saiH Tl

A B uie} o] &7, FEA, a4, 93, WAE dausEo] i w2
=70] 25} o] R ST RN E NSAFES] AR ETE Al dH

Ao g, AEEH FoHQ #AZ Ae Aoz Vel w2 Aot} A3, Ao}
2 5 g angFge] AFFA AR o] Fo
FAE} AP, olAr, HREUFHA FoH) WAL A FL AR YEi B
ezt %89 W22 © boxol A B wie}l o] AF&A=et Audd, 4FS74=et
o)A x, AFaTREt AT BAE Tl Fdel Ul F42 ol E e
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t} olzig At A

2l AEEAS AMESIE S o, AT 0] Al EAs 27
Bl TAE vl sttt B =FoA AAS el dijtezMe] nE e Hutysta S
S B ok
(H 8) & =F0|M HMA[St StLte] IR 2AMe| 28 g HESH HD -
TRl 2AMHZ stelE AL
a. 2439 JLE Fsles A9 BFAE(n = 2k 247%)
R = 2] 3 o]z ojx 2| RE
R\ e X
412 Abel 20" # X
cjR o —. 18" -.35" X
Z) ok 2944 .43 —.2r X
b. FAHA ¢ ARE F8sE YA HFAFE (n = 9 2627)
AR EFYE el g o] H ol g EARoR =
e AR X
el A= 01 p'e
o]z o —.09 -.33= X
RN = 10 .46* —. 32" X

* D .05 #xp (.01
# p < .05 (Z-difference test).
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Job Characteristics Model Revisited -

A Multiple Level Approach

Kyoungsu Kim* - Insook Kim™

ABSTRACT

This paper reviewed Hackman and Oldham’s job characteristics model(JCM) in
terms of level of analysis issues and provided an alternative model. The data from 512
nurses of 124 nursing units in 19 nursing departments failed to support the JCM.
However, the data supported the alternative model presented in this model. This
research found that employee(nurse) GNS was associated with critical psychological
states and work outcomes regardless of whether more enriched job was assigned to in-
dividual workers(nurses), nursing units, or nursing departments. In contrast, em-
ployee GNS was not associated with critical psychological states and work outcomes,
when less enriched job was assigned to individual workers, nursing units and nursing
departments. The nature of the modified JCM as an alternative approach to social

informational processing model was discussed.
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