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FERBE TR T
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H 5 B T 1 R DR R

EX- S £ 55
WAL R KA 3 PT 3035 B ACER R HAPT & Ha%

ABFFEEAELLE BRI FER ik - SR AN R N E B R B S R BRI - R
J LB EHE LR o ARZE DU (R 3 E R T A b AR B B R B KB 2
o BRHE (BEA 5 X0~ (A 13 %0 ~ & (BEA 21 R TREEREA . =8 BBt s i
HEIFERAA » HIEE SR A i EBNESE RN o T A T
TRAERR ) FUIHRIRER o AR S KSR SR EEIRES . 101 G EOR TS
G IFER 34.2 Bk (BRMEZE 7.33) > 200k 56 i > DURERAABHIEEERRS - FFTEE SR
AhFIRINEFERE R o By —HHEE AR P M Frinfesis - BT RSB - R EE
REFH WA A - PR REEHANFRRRERN DTS - s —
THRABTIE R B e A SRR B ERERIAHE © = BRI ET NAR R -
FERE A AN ER T E L AR E R R -

PR © ENSEEE ~ AT ~ BT ~ aRHE - FrEEREE

* AP FERUT REFVEE (minghw@cc.ncue.edu.tw )
o ASORsBIRNE T ERSE (NSC97-2410-H-018-021) [ ZBfF5EEkR -
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=A
8ol

TLAFE B LR B TG B R o
 [RIRFA B B O L H 5 O B
ST o AT BB
FERIBORAE I E 152 FRRAYRHE - 3
R —e AMEAR % (SRl - 1994) - 41
frltoh Bh B CRERREE S K IBORAR 1S e Tl
IR - DO i s - R EEA
BHEIREEHE -

3R T FANEOEA 5k EiEERE
&R~ L B Be BL i & ( employment
interview ) %5 > H b X DL 3 & By W R

(Posthuma, Morgeson, & Campion, 2002) - H.
Mol Tl R LB AR A NEEL » RySRIN
HISHEERSE (Ugbah & Evuleocha, 1992) -
TR B A 25 o P DA REREEFE 48 DA
M EEIE » ERERE (BESATTEH
AR AkE A LB B BB AR
T RREE R TARRRE - ABRBARREL T/FE
1855 - W DUE RS ERE 2 Al G R E Bk
H&47 (Posthuma et al.,, 2002) o Kt > B0
BEE LK@ - ERE R ARt g
DASHEUA e B ATRE. (Duckett, 2000 ) ©

SRIM » TR SR ] DU (300
MR IR E » (H GRS R HYET 2 KRB ]
RER B A M R TS BRI
NIERERMEFAVE - 18RRI RyH R

— ~ FEEE A~ R SRR
EBE R - ARrTRED [ FEA B AL LI EI 5
SfRLT - B T PR B AR B R

CEIVFal H s ) B e e R B
BASEE (PR » 2007 5 G ~ 224
2004 ; Gorden, Minnes, & Holden, 1990; Hitt &
Barr, 1989 ) o

o A FRE R ERE CHETR

S

Flrsg 8 » AR 7 A IERERTFIER - B4 ¢ Ferris
I Judge (1991) fEEGAZERIEIES (political
influence perspective ) 25t HF By fr] ik £ 3 i
At ERYERE o #KIE Ferris fl Judge W&
% AEHERIEE N o RS G B S
PG 24T R (political influence behaviors ) »

Bl 40+ B & ( ingratiation ) ~ B &
(intimidation ) ~ HEHESY ( self-promotion ) ~

1 # (exemplification ) ~ ZX3K ( supplication )

5 IRRELI R CIRETT R ARG T 3 e L
FHIEFRE ~ B RS R - ARG R R
{1 B S A T B LR T AR N e
IR BT R RBUER A (Ferris & Judge,
1991 ) -

L AL S S L R TR R B -
Bl B R RN R BT R R B I REE
B LA ERERAL e 2 L AFRE By
& - Siller (1959, 1988) %45 AHHhE M —i%
ANVIZGE RS U RS R A R A2 > IR
R HARGL B GARE FE RSB B b
HIFREL - WF R MBI R R — R A B B RS
A AR P REIA A - B S B EiE
ME @ A S LR EEE TS —X
e AR BRI A SR LR B LR
WEE RN INRE T R R B Pl e » i Bk
HIZIRRENS: - A S E L ERERE E A &
TR FHE TR FI MR #dr (Duckett,
2000 ) - 7 Bordieri ~

( 1988 ) L K Millington ~
Hanley-Maxwell (1994) g9fffseh > HEHE
MHEEHEG LB L R B — i e - e
T B O EREE < FTEGE R LRI -

S—JiH - ES L ERERE AR EEA
TIPS BIRE - FHEA — M NPT RERE I ST BE 2Bk
B BEEHIFIRE o B EREERE E R
TP AT

— ~ AJREMAME H BRI RTE - B0k

Drehmer #1 Comninel

Szymanski #lI
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ik ME T T REAE @ 5 AR Vs TR IR S PTG
B > IRIMEEUE B Bl & BUE B BOURER B S
R R, (Strauser & Berven, 2006) © ‘& Bl
e AU B B iR B (50 - fEEd
R HERE - (ETRERRZ AR ~ e
B Eah ERERERE - KIMRE A I
(Wright & Multon, 1995) - Roessler ~ Hinman
FI Lewis (1987) ML THIEIES - $%%
FCEk 94 fI B LFEREE - RS RBBLELE B LR
WEEAELTEE (AR B3t ~ 2 TORRHR
IR ~ R ~ BoE Al ~ TIFsE) ~ 3k
LR (AOiRmhisfs ~ T84 ) MIREES (A5
A ~ PGS ) ST ERBIHE AR
E o

T~ AT A PR £ A e e R R R 1
RS LRI ESE | B e IR
g ] RAVEUE B R L EAY - FERE rTREL
A HEHUERE T B AR
PR IR AR - DU BE AT RERS E TIEAY%E
i o 55— T » FRmEN IR L - TEtZ A
SEmEEE Y - EEE AR ERIAGH
AT - A EREE TIE LR M
HIFEK - 2RI - B beeEs B CRRERE - taThe
& MERE B O R A B T U R S
R BRIEE (IR EE AN 18 8 S
o RO ERE B Ry 151 (Duckett,
2000 )  Stensrud (2007 ) 28Ry » AFHTHIESL
V3 BEORBE A T A A Hh 5 St A PR R R AR v
R WnTRe e e TR SR eSS &
R R fE -

P PRI > 55 B0 B o B 2 8 R A O oK
I HE B PRI R RIEA RN - DA T
TRBEZERRE (SMRIFLIIRE)
w5 EMEE R A TIFRREERE - ¥
AP HE B L R BB TS B E R & A RE R L
(1 - MEEREFEHE B LR PR (1 SR e
RESE A SRS - AT EIREHAEESR

TR (impression management behaviors )
I BB B TE R - RITTRE 2 (1S 85
Y -

i 3 Bl & & ¥ ( impression
management ) > g AT BB R R E
BIFRE S BEE S T BEMIYMEBRSE
HCAFRE S E (Posthuma et al., 2002) o
e Fr AErstEf TEN S E BT Ry - S 2 e
HERt Ry o i ey H AR B EER (value
of desired goals) » BUZ I HEELE BRI SR EL
BRIV G 67 220 (discrepancy be-
tween desired and current image ) ( Leary,
1993) -

AR AR BN S B T R B 3y -

Tt e 2 ES (social influence theory ) ~ G AH
f§E¥E Sy (interdependence theory) » DR {
IRPEHIHE S (cybernetic theory ) % (Barrick,
Shaffer, & DeGrassi, 2009; Bozeman & Kacmar,
1997) - Hrp o it G R T AR H)
TERSH e B R T B AR BRI - BRI S:
EHATR  LERABRENEY (SR
AFEREIRE R R A g2 ) 5 AAROEE S
HIla] I AREE IR 2 B S e A B I N G B
TTRIFEK » Ba0 - fEmaAEsE - EEER
FUREHEE CHYENS: » RREHENGUE BT R i H
CRREEETES  DLEREEEAINE
& (Ferris & Judge, 1991; Schlenker, 2005) ; {if
BR ¥ B g ) ] PSR e R A B AT Ry AL
B~ fEER - NHENBREERE R HETE - fatE
HIENSE BT Ry L E AR RARR AR 2 -
TERGEFR AR P & S EfRe A FTnles - ERE
R GG TE R R ] L PR B S TR TE - e
HEE AP RE B OB - B e RAE
fEFR#E= (Bozeman & Kacmar, 1997) -

PGB T R B vT REAR I S BB T
FiAE] - (HARZHLUT %M 53%  (Schneider,
1981; Stevens & Kristof, 1995; Tedeschi & Mel-
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burg, 1984 ) :

— ~ DT ReRB 5508 B - FRIGE
HIBREE ~ IR ~ 2 AR IR LIREAR 7Y -
FECIREAR o RIFRE FIEE S 2oE A P SAE B
R

“~ DIE SR R R 1 43 RO
H AR B U AE RS E AR SR A FI R
BT -

=~ DAT R i m 53 3 0 o B B R HLA]

( self-focused ) Eilfth A EX[A] (other-focused ) o
Hepo T HIEA  SRREHEREACE
TR B B RRITT Ry » B0AN © f5EEE ~ JETh - B
eSS THAEA ) FEAY R IERE iR
AR AR EE TR AT SR HIE
& ~ fiw NERG T TR - SO R Uk
PREGECIREAT Ry (B85 ~ BhEH) - DIRTSIF
!E.LE o

VY ~ ARAT Ry DIRETT 43 1 E TERIR i ke
1Tk Bla0 - EEHESS ~ BORE A ~ &
o~ BEGRTT ~ wlkfERESGE AT Ry (IETE
BB FhEEN - DR R E i
NIEGFRR - Bl - Gl EEERE -

Kacmar ~ Delery F1 Ferris (1992) 28 >
R BHAES HFr HAEIRE B TR - I
FERFE — (SR - 1772 P — AR B S AR E
G o TEMAATESE T - AR - B
HIENSAE BT Rl i - (Tedeschi & Mel-
burg, 1984 ) - Gilmore F1 Ferris (1989 ) #$IH >
fEFHENRE B s - AR RS
Bigta - Kacmar S8 A$5H » 68 B IHESHER
fli TSR R T AR BT & B T A
Berf IERHR -

BEMS - BRSNS IHE]
G PR ORI A R 1 T A B Yy AT A R AR
af o M HEE R (GBS - BRER -~ BRAG
16 ~ SRATE > 2009 ;5 Barrick et al., 2009; Chen,
Lee, & Yeh, 2008; Gardner & Martinko, 1988;

Higgins, Judge, & Ferris, 2003; McFarland, Ryan,
& Kriska, 2003; Wayne & Liden, 1995 ) - ZHEFE
I E SR B SRS AE B 0 BBt 5 T B B E ok
o BEIA S GRS < R T
TEREETHISERY - DAENGYE PRS2 T Bl B Lot
BB AR - FTREH NYIAFER |

— ~ E AR CIRE BLERE S - SRAIET
BTl » B LS A S AR B TR
& DEREZRZE 0 » HAEmA AT
L ERER AR e - A Sl AR -
Kl » %5 SRR RERR AT » S+ TR
TERYRRRE R (ORR R RS TAERBN
w0 BLHA A BRHEESS ) o EITEIGUE ORI
(a3 At Rl AR o R] o e B e R B

( Wolffe, 1997; Young, 1999 ) -

T AR IR CEE LB © ARANRTTH B
Rl B RS IE R RGE T LTS
R R - MENGEE PRI B TRy
Bian « e ~ AR ~ BUE IR T ~ B K
Al i 55 T A] 3% 3 A R AR 5 AL o Wright A
Multon (1995) tEEE - JE1E L BRE ) JELT
B B L B eE B E 15 FL B RE ) ) 7220 B e
FH o BOHET R BRI E AN RE -

Roessler ¢ A (1987) 5 » 3B &L
BEE AR A HIREBRE N - AR aH
AHYREST - BIVBEHER SRy TYERGE - thrThe
FE SR B R B £ 4 o Godfrey (11995) Kk
Nordstrom ~ Huffaker F1 Williams (1998 ) #{43
HIEH B B R A AR AR Ry 5
SHEEDL B - A R ARG TR
R FERREN — i ERE - EREIRF A
FREIFIRAT B L PR 2 L TR i
HE - K Ry TREW B B LR BRI UGS
THERFAUREL - BH L ESETER EAIRE -
AR I FH BV S8 B 5 1 P 288 PR Y TR Gk R S
SR R A & LA - AIEE
it RO B AR SR Rt 2 T A B RERN R i
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A -

E SR P Pl S B TR 288 FR (1 [T EA B 7E
— e N L > BB E SRR AR R
M A ORERREEAHR < Rk Eos B S
G AR RS ELER] - ARWSEEE
BEIREHE Rt FERTT IRRER R - 55 LR
R R A S At P R R 1] (A M R T o
H) o EEEMERE (E8TT > 2007
2008 ; Callahan, 1994; Gouvier, Sytema-Jordan,
& Mayville, 2003; Stone & Sawatzki, 1980 ) »
REREHIE PR - BRAERE P RHBILLIERSE - I
FEnt R EAR AR o AR =1
SEBEEAT TPk -

— ~ PR HE F EN G B SRS P 8 FR A T AL
55 0 RAEREERUGER BEIRG EEE THE
(HHEB KIS HER) - BRSNS Bhf7E
SCRFE S8 BRI 28 R A TIRA B 77 34 e E Tk
FHENE R R EH s (S
2009 ; Chen et al., 2008; Gardner & Martinko,

1988; Higgins et al., 2003; McFarland et al., 2003;

Wayne & Liden, 1995) » AR5 E BT
FERY T HORRBER (b~ AR EAAE ) B
RSB (REZERERMH) EISERR
W g fee L A 2 B DR BEE RS - T
HFARBHE FAYZS > DUT REEISVE BRI
Fir 28 R (1 TR [ P AE B P Thn sk 1Y
AT o RERTRREE—(EER Ry ¢ BER (R~
AR TEFAE ) BRG] (B2 TE
FIfH) ENSVE BRI R < B A R
e P LUE S TR E (Tak
FELEEHERE) -

T PRI EEREE (K dm) Z
HABIINE » BEHEF CHANAEEE
EERRIEEE - mEAITCE BT FEEEE A
{5 IR BN S P T A RO AR - Bk R AL
FHEN G H SRR IE Fofc#8 (Chen et
al., 2008; Higgins et al., 2003) - BELE=FH

VTR HEITHESY (Kleinmann & Klehe,
2011) - BESNETHTEEEB - MEMEE B Rl
PGS BAT R Bl — Tl R R B
fHEY (Stevens & Kristof, 1995) » SRIEFHE
AR P Ry G R B A B T 8
IEh S LR PR T S e S C RN SeaibEa
RS - ZHEA TR - EEEERSENN
AR R PRI - R
BB =150 - KL - ReRefEvsmr
[ IR EE O T B A A s 2 - o TR
8 TR HmRANA S ERE A A
P
ANHIFSEIEE Y 25 SRR 4R P B R

AT RIS —— E BHES B & (25
&5 2009 ; Barrick et al., 2009; Chen et al., 2008;
Gardner & Martinko, 1988; Higgins et al., 2003;
Howard & Ferris, 1996; Kleinmann & Klehe,
2011; McFarland et al., 2003; Swider, Barrick,
Harris, & Stoverink, 2011; Wayne & Liden,
1995) > FRHEH " TIEAREhR , (LA
M T AREDDRE ) K TRHFIG ) BT
AR E BRI - AR5 e T A R — e
W 5 b 75 B 1E B E 12 i R A P
(Wolffe, 1997 ) » e i " o Hig fe B A% B
(DU R T velRbeitt ) HEBTIAE - B
REMERS AT SERT 2B A AR RS A
= MEERENWAE IS SRR AR |

VS FERRE (&)
BT NA BB E T AN AR B
AN E - HFEr s —MERet ke
JERREE LA A » B RS A
B -

=~ AT RIS ST » R

AR A e A HEE R - BEN
B ZeAE R B B [ A B B AR E A
IR RS IEE ROIE T R RLE I T 5
WIRLLIKISR FTRESZERS SR  IRIRE - — e Ry
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Jr % JH  ( mediator ) B B F B H

(moderator) » BI4N : HEFGEEREHEE - 5T
B (EREAEEER) & SR EE
(Barrick et al., 2009) - EXEIFSEEIRIHE]
ST Ry B B R BRI R E A B
B -

AR - LT B — 2 DU E A
BHERELH] (perceptions ) fFRyr/M88 I » 2K T
fEN A B IR BT Y e R A g 2 -
401 : Higgins f1 Judge (2004) LIEEXZ " A
B HEECE | B9ETR (perceptions of fit) fF
FRor AT - AT R EN S P SR, B P
Z R - Chen A (2008) thlljE 4%

"BEREARREEE o (similarity) {ERH/Y
I PEATEREE IS RIS g S EE
T FARIRIBRER o BLAERFFC S AP IER T &
SRR BRI R T A BRI B AR
SEMIT R EEH G B R AT B
SEHBIN TEENSAE B S B » BRI
ZEBREATEAEB) - AW R EET
M) » Higgins 1 Judge IPERACTFZCHE
5 His T -

KL » AW e R AR 2 Y
BHEF BRI AT > T HERER XA
Al EEHARTE - AHFZE ] DA EN G B R A
BN AT s B - R AR BB TS LUK
B MERE AR RS SR AN s B A E T AR
BEAOPRET - AWFseiE e R H AN AREE
TR ATRESE T HIRART 5 FIAE B B T
EAERARI R F e B2 T T A A B
AAHERIAERIME - I - FREfETFehR0E
FRET o P B ] DU AR F E T A A
IR - HIL R R e HEA I
IFAHRH » RIA]SCRAmE A AR S B R ERE
FIE A REHE 2 A BIEE, o FRRTFEREs
=MEfEERy ¢ R E R AAA (REJIEhE ~ 3
bR ~ AR ) SERE - BTN

HESTREGHEAEE AR -

frer bl - ARBFE EERFFEHRIANT -

— AP ERAFERRE (K
) ZHEBIARE > RS IEEEE
B HRARHE AR AL 7

= AP R A FERRE (F
&) ZHEBIAE > R AHEE R
WA (REJIZHRA -~ Tofiilsn ~ AR ) iR
REANFENRE ?

= BEZEARA (REIHE ~ SllefsE
B~ AR ) BREE - BEHERHETIA
A BT EHE A AR 7

MRA=E

AFFERE BRI - DR P R
LA PR A BN E B R B K e
R BRI o BEEENZ = EER
AR E R EERA A > e8I (AF]
WREERRE - AL - ABXE - =
EE o AWML TEX L) SRR
BIERETIANES - T T HaERE - T
B TIRMIEER ) SRR - KPR
WIRTEE S ~ EERIES © Diveiat Mgt TR
EREFATE

— HHRER

(—) ERAHR
METTRIKTERR > G SRR T -
LyHE 1 ¢

TG P RE AR B B 2 AR RS
ANJTEIRISERT AR e ramft et 45 f52
4 CPIFER 265 8% HPHE 31 ikt

(68.9%)) HETHHR - MAEFEFHETH -
RN - BRI R - HEA
HEFRRETEET -
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270 2
PFHETH - ZRHAA - BREEETHR
| ZEET#R > G ~ M =P
ERRIA=DE (Eifsed) B4 1 A
(FEHERe 218 5 Hb G 67 fi
(60.4%)) Z:H > SRRIEWFEFHETH - 2
NZ ~ BRI - TS REETE
il
(Z) EXBEMEHR
FEHTE 2000 £ 1 HE 7 AE > &8
R 2 KRR e S A B - =RIFgEA
BRGERESEA A A BBl > ER 106
NFIEBZAWICESR - BRI seE TR AT
GREt I - ThE A BAKERRINEE » K
e o R R AR IE R R (FERT SR ST ik
= EBREER) MEANERAERE > =

Ao PRSI RPN R

e T FE R A I A 350y
RREAAE 31 A~ R 34 A ~ mFERAE
36 A 0 SEEEER, 3402 % (FEMERE 733) > Hi
Bt 56 A (54.4%)  WHFCE R EAAR
ZHORRLNEFZE - 399 52 (15 98%) » il
JBATERIDSSERER S (72 K0 5 7123%)°
HAB BB RFESE (6 % 0 5 5.9%) HER
FOEEERESE (5% 5 5.0%) ° 38 99 K3
A 71 REBABREOERE T - BUHE
ANERPETE - a0 - MR - BEHEE
ANFEIFE ~ HARGE ~ R ARES ~
B PR ASES ~ IR B L RS RS
AEIABEE > ETEEAENE (K- J - =EM
) K70 FERW AR AL =R
?%— o

T AT JHE FHAH
YN & (n=31)  (n=34) = (n=36) 7 RE
5] 5 (n=45) 16 (35.6%) 14 (31.1%) 15 (33.3%) 0.90
4 (n=56) 15 (26.8%) 20 (357%) 21 (37.5%) :
R 30 (&) IR (n=39) 10 (25.6%) 16 (41.0%) 13 (33.3%)
31-40 (n=45) 15 (333%) 14 (31.1%) 16 (35.6%) 1.98
41 (&) DLE (n=17) 6 (353%) 4 (235%) 7 (412%)
HERE = (&) BUF (n=19) 9 (47.4%) 6 (31.6%) 4 (21.1%) 355
K& (&) LIk (n=82) 22 (26.8%) 28 (34.1%) 32 (39.0%) ’
Y T4 (&) BUF (n=56) 17 (304%) 20 (35.7%) 19 (33.9%) 02
SAE (&) DLE (n=45) 14 (31.1%) 14 (31.1%) 17 (37.8%) '
FERN FBE B (1=27) 6 (222%) 9 (333%) 12 (44.4%)
AR & (n=74) 25 (33.8%) 25 (33.8%) 24 (32.4%) 1.6
FAENARES & (1=79) 21 (26.6%) 26 (32.9%) 32 (40.5%)
BERE  w (=22) 10 (45.5%) 8 (364%) 4 (182%) 011
HAENARE 2 (1=40) 7 (17.5%) 16 (40.0%) 17 (42.5%)
BL RS & (n=61) 24 (393%) 18 (29.5%) 19 (31.1%) 542
AFIEERE 2 (i=71) 17 (23.9%) 28 (39.4%) 26 (36.6%)
DR R T & (n=27) 12 (44.4%) 6 (222%) 9 (33.3%) 451
B LR 30 48T (n=19) 7(36.8%) 7 (368%) 5 (263%)
iR (CDP 3150 53 (n=64) 18 (28.1%) 19 (29.7%) 27 (422%) 2.91
FPSER) 51B0E (n=16) 5(312%) 7 (43.8%) 4 (25.0%)
INELA 50 A (&) LIF (n=39) 18 (462%) 11 (282%) 10 (25.6%) 036
51-150 A (&) (n=30) 8 (267%) 11 (36.7%) 11 (36.7%) :
151 A (&) LILE (n=32) 5 (15.6%) 12 (37.5%) 15 (46.9%)

*p<.05, ¥*p<.01
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- ERIEER

ARWE EEEIEEE - KB - S
MBBNE - EEEEREEE - BT AR
Fro~ A THATTERA

(—) BERiE

L BE#HIRERE © RRFERSES 100 gRf7
JE FHETE S - FEERREF L EMHE
o K - RsRE T T AT S BE B
HI - JhEERsE N BREIRIIER - e ~ (K
JEEFHAE A B B NE e B - BSE— R 4G
T " EEREER ) BE 0 BT T e
R BE > E=AREE TREREE
Py BEPALLAR e ~ - BIERELE
IRILRAHE -

2. BB | e B R
B S R B < IRFE] ~ FROEEEE ~ BRI
FNEEER RN b ISR EE
RS » WFFEE UK EIT RIIPER - (1) B
AETREEE ~ T ERERN - BESERERE - i
FEETGMENRIGERI © (2) FEEIEEIAI
WABINE - EEEEREEE  (3) EITEE
KEIG ~ HEE G AR RN FHE R

(4) BBl (5) HERHAL - #EEE
R R EBEEEENE S (6) HEmHAA
wEER S (7) HEMRHGEALR - 25
ERE RN 25 2 30 738 -

(Z) EEBABBEAE

PERERF TS S B RE RO A o I PO 3L
WIE—tr - WASGETATE ¢

LARBBEMEER - B EERE R
LHHERS TRk B LIRS - KI5 E FRE
BRAMEREELL - WA SRR ERENE
JE o Felth AR AEREIRGE H I E T
B & ¥ T/ ( Anderson, Dumont, Azzaria,
Bourdais, & Noreau, 2007 ) Z I F&E——

TR EEHIGRE 0 (PR ERE R

HIBEAT » IUAGEBERZEH - ARREIAL -
2. TAEEHRIRE ) BENARGE -
BTS2 B W 3ok ey ek 3
TR EEHEPREA B IR (TR
TZE®  2009) » DUREISM O*NET #guk ¥t
FT#4EEMFZ | (industrial production
managers ) (O*NET OnLine, 2008 ) HJ##i3ik
AWFFEE T A EEHARRE ) FEBBAS
Ry © A SE SRR PSR A S B
# ~ MR W 1R B B E
EHAE -
(Z) EREREEE
e A RAE BB T Fral - Sete R
BIEBEER 0 - BERTUEESEEARE
Bl Filan - EAER - BERE - LIRS
B> HAE AT B fERAER < &l (A0fE
ERE A SR R FR 1 B TR 25T ) - $2 4t

e S AR E R JEBEERE AN A —
e

(M) BBEAAER

LAY/ HHHRGERE © ARIEEH
P o FEREE S R — 7 A e S L ESEME
B 33 BRIIEEGE - HEETRER FiE
B BEFAKPFREERE ) (2% Hammell,
1995) - 52 Fr F X R BURE 5 B8 Bl dE By
AGGHEZHE - AR R g i
EE

2 TRSE e EDEE
551 i NG S I = V= jedant i | | [T i
ihan —BHANEREMHRAH R E A AN
I

3EEENEA | R EENA Y
AW E R - IPTORTRL > EEA
S P A B Y BN BB R T R M S — 1
SRR o TR A AR T AR ELE IR
(Kacmar et al., 1992) - Bij ASCERHR 7 H 2
ROV R FEHE - mRREEREEE
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i 1T IR B AR RE 09 3 B ( Tschopp, Perkins,
Hart-Katuin, Born, & Holt, 2007 ) -

ANHIFSEIEE FH 25 SRR 4B P B
AT RIS —— B BHES B & (2R
% > 2009 5 Chen et al., 2008; Gardner & Martin-
ko, 1988; Higgins et al., 2003; Howard & Ferris,
1996; Kleinmann & Klehe, 2011; McFarland et
al., 2003; Swider et al., 2011; Wayne & Liden,
1995) - FRHEAE " A RELIRE , B THAR
Iy ZHEABIT A E BRI - AWHTEIH
JE AT — e fmeE s b i BRI H ]
IR (Wolffe, 1997) » FeReH " sefRln
HFRBIIAE - BREEHENEER - mHEES

AL T A BEShAE )~ " e iEERE ) AR

DA ) PIA R o Horh o FiTER T AREDD
f8 o GBI T2 BB AR
i TAF ESERHIA RESURTASEE » il " ik
Gl ) RAEI N o Tt B DR
TR & T B A TR T e
HAIRERREES IR B R > DURz it A s e =]
e R A G B LARRO s S5 - il T AR
b ) THASTIAA - TR ERERE R A
A HEHEEEEE R R B E S g
EREFREENT > B rigmmaR LB E
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= HARIEREEWE

BFFERE I ZBTFE TR - SAShT IR m AR
SRS - WG N HRBEHEREEE R
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(—) BBANAIR
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AFREEE < ENREFRHEEDS  Jhe Aiiseg

BEr A (85%) - TeREMEEE A REEH
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THRABIREE T YRR

LARELHT - TR B 5
REE - EERIRGE LA H H BEE T
% > RIEIA AR EEEEE IR - 2
RERIRL ~ TAERRF ~ malilE ~ HEBEEEA
FAETTREE > W BRI B RS A AT 2
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HE HEEEETSE O
BB ASHA A RETIHE SRR MEET HEHEARE TAiAAIREE
& (D 3 1 1 5 657408

th 7 4 2 13 843305
(=1 11 7 3 21 1057108

2B APIGRZ KR - REFVEHBER
st IR ERAS > KSR EEA R
JEHATRs °

3MEAmS KIER] ~ Eak B - WAHHAK
HACTHRHRIGTER

(Z) BEFE (BERFANFTE)

P FeE SRR EE AR - A=
S © LERRERAHE « R I ER
BV —EIERE Ry 2 ) 2 HERE T AT -

A TRER TE R A 0 ) 3
B HREE « " R G (e R
W57 ) SEEREEER 10 2%FE 0 1 2Rk
HREREEIE R AR > 10 2 RIFH BRIk
HRE - —EEEE R " R eEER
Hy BR—EM o RER82 -

(=) ERTE (BER/ENTE)

H=EEE > 73A0R LI R AHE -
IR T R AR BRI R
il 2 5 2.HEE AT T T REHEREE
JERER AR AR EEE TG 2 | 34
B A E TR E E
W57 ) EHEEAE 10 2% 1 Rk
HRREEIERE A RR > 10 2 RIFHBEHEIE
WRE - ZEEEED P T B R
8 R a B84 -

(m) BiR "HRERHMEBER

Fofie VIR C B G S B3R
HARNE LSRG - MHEBRBI AT
T ABEDHAE )~ " TR ) R AR

F=HABTINE - 2% Ellis ~ West » Ryan
1 DeShon (2001) HYESE - MR " ENGUE T
BB ER o WHGE A E N E B
M mEEE w0 45 15 3 - 8 10
ER 1 RIFEANAE 10 BIFHFE -
FoltedBtt 15 EAEMAE bl =FH w4
5 SEFTRIESHT KMO {H B.86 » Bartlett’s
test of Sphericity {E fy X*=991.68 » df=55 -
p<001 » RFEE - HK =8 Ha{E I REE
5 B FTREFAIEAHRR - ASER o Bl it Rt
3 il (promax with Kaiser normalization) 43
Wi - LR R AR =R .35 EEG 11 3
% HEITHR P A= ERE - BHE
L RV AT ARV & IR ARG 43
aldnd T A RETIRESERE ) (5 & a1 T ERE
ROHE R E CHEE I TIERERE ) ~ T ek
WESEE ) (3 - A T ERERE R E O
RIS o) e Tl ERTIFEsE (3
"ESEREAA T X E IERRHE L) - BURAR
RPN R -
=R AT R A B R 82.65% 0 T4
REDHHESES ) (KRB T soflRRRfss s | [KIZ%AH
BAE =70 " A HEDRESE ) RIRE TGRS
g | RIAMERRAME =28 - T SefiRPemE s |
KRB TG | RIRMHRE =29 -
RENER—BUE 3T - T A REDIBEEE SR ) a fREL
F5.93 > T riliRPERESESE | o (RECR.94 - TG
P o fREUR.88 » T NG EIRR il e
BR ) a R o1 -



PR HIAEAEYS ~ RN AR ARG ERE m A ERARET - 45

(R) FOERERBERER

Fo T IRRFC T Bkl B L e < A B 5
EE2ER » AWZEERA T The Contact with Dis-
abled Persons Scale | ( Yuker & Hurley, 1987)
i T B L EREE R E R (R
"CDP i ) LFH 20 # o Wang
(1998) ] " CDP Hxr& sk EITHA - A
H—BMEAEGE B KREER o 1R85 - &
REA: a (RB0R 87 - KWL a FREE.89 -

I~ FEt o

(—) FotgBa HERHMEEENE (E
FEENS ~ #EESIHGA - B EA ) i slatE
(HRAFEA ~ #EREAEA ~ aRiR ) 2%

HETT ANOVA BLIK7 33 BT - HHEE
HIMETT LSD k5% - Rnetalelia e al
% 1 T EERERRTE ) BT RS HEE
AR SEITHCH « fele s Ty i A
R RN B SR 2 R - #1T
K7 (FERIRERERE X SRR ) SRRBIMT -
a=.05-

(=) DA A g (e Ry T iR
AR EARHE < R/ E T © ARFTER
i~ mEAEEE AR REE )
T EE T HIRAAA RN B
HIEHE CHAHE @ R RS
SRR B A B0 < FERI R TR
T FE S < Fh o T > Al — -

{8~ A | E=®
=ERH 1T

[ —  DUREAA R R SR

AIF4922:% Baron I Kenny (1986) LUK
Hoyt ~ Imel #1 Chan (2008) 2 #EE » #ET T
TI=AeBBR T - DS 80E (A
M) 2

(—) DL T REFIRREEAE , TERy 0 - ik
FeLL T A REEER R |~ T MR T
BRI ERAE | TR - TR AT o FBR

"HERITEEEAE L PRI (R R )
DIRE#E0E T mE I ) B T R A3
R T RIERMZ MR ) & " HE A
ZIMEREFIRHE 2B - RE AR R AR ST
HIHH - R B - 3 FERERERE - HIK

BIHATIARIESER (=) 207 -

(=) DT Ae B oA F
Ry BB RIFLL T AR T HEE
Ao TR ) S T EARHE ) HEERK
B SEATEER AT - AR BRI BB
REHEE > MAYIARES B =0T

(=) DU TR B T AR
DURe T A RECHRAZESE ) T elihenese i, T
BRIFRSE ) PR (—) BEE-EEER
B > RIPLL TR THERE A T
R ) FRHEME R - B TR -
AEATIRERINS - DR /50 - SeA TR
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FAAE S~ THRERIAE ) B 0 FHRA T A RELREE
5t T roliehmmEse st ) AR RS, U
HUfs T A RECHREZESE ) T iR R, T
Balres ) ATk B RS A
R o 2 AR A5 - T8 SEa
T - HE A RELIRAERSE ) | e lRbERE
S5 DGR ) SRER WIERE
AR -

HFERAV SR TERE - HEIH
"EERIAE TR L DU
"R RIRAHE | " HEREAAAAEE ) X TR

TRHFHE L AR FIR A A RS -
Fy 1 REGLER — R SER LI G FERR AT
FHEEEKAE - T =P BRI R BR/KYE a
=.025 -

MHRHER

— SHABELERABEANE
EEH AT

(—) BEERai® SEREZERRTER
mHTE

BEY R =WERAE K-+ -5
JEFARZREAH ) 1E @ FERTE B i 3G E < 4953
A AR ANFRIY - QM A E 2
AR RS E R AHE I 8 (e ) By
21.10 (3.83) 4 EIES Bk JEFEEI S 6.68
(1.60) ~ #EEEHEA 7.58 (1.93) Bdjeg{R M
6.84 (1.53) -

AP PR R R R (R R B 47

{RFERIRE e R EFERIRE F-test LSD E#4 M

BELFHBRITE  (n=31) (n=34) (n=36) df=(2,98) o
FE ST EEIE (BRI
JEREENS  SEEH 6.68 6.79 6.92 2

M (EvE) (1.60) (137) (1.11) '
HepEmEEt S8 7.58 6.82 7.61 1.49

E (e (1.93) (2.56) (1.82) '
R LR 6.84 6.06 6.50 146

HE  (fmEE) (1.53) (2.28) (1.63) ' s
R R SEHEL 21.10 19.68 21.03 100

SHE (M) (3.83) (5.78) (4.07) ‘ e
TEAEHERE (BBERAR)
TR S8R 7.19 791 8.25 - S

W M) (1.60) (129) (136) 477 BRI
it e 5.81 6.56 7.80 i . i

AE (EEE)  (215) (2.49) (2.00) 6.99 SR
R SEHEL 5.32 6.32 7.58 " e .

E ENEE) (200 (242) (1.76) 9.98 > e A
wepsmE st S8R 18.32 20.79 23.64 o -

SEE ENEE)  (472) (5.35) (482) 9:57 > >

*p<.05, *¥*p<.01



ENIEE ST ~ HRANE

RetE—4 TR Fraitk - SIERRE
FEEHH e R AT B AR E R 2 R T -
HET R T RO - TR SREEUR > JEH
BEEMEMAERBENS (F (2, 98) =26,
p>05) ~HfEEmE (F (2, 98) =149,
p>05) ~ @#ERAH (F (2, 98) = 146,
p>.05) REREERE (F (2, 98) =1.00,
p>.05) T AR -

PAEHEGHE L - SRR <
BTG RS B AR

LAREHE F (2 98) =4.77> p<.01 »
LSD FE#&AmBEv]fs - @ ~ R RN
JEFIRH -

2HMEEER F (2, 98) =6.99 > p<01 ;
LSD H&igEan1S - mIEFMHEE ikt K
JEFIRH -

3.4EMEH F (2, 98) =9.98 » p<01 ;
LSD H&igEan1S - mIEFMHEE ikt K
JEFIRH -

SET BRI EEE HAGHERRRS  -47
[FIERERNAEITER - A EEHEEH
JE L HEREHE G ESE CJEENS ~ HEE
i~ RIS R - SR R
25 R BER A% BUEERE 2R
R E AT A (A= s AR )
ZIEE > MHERMERERM - e TREGERR
ZTHAFHE - BURTR LB RS SE T  (EH]
PR < VR I A Z B tE e
% HEGREIRSHAFEAEEPE -
(Z) BERRa%R BREETERERED
ATENER

Fofie VBB Fraitk - SRR RS
fEfE T REREIEERE , B TR AT
8, S B - 1T« Bele - O ATRERETR
RERMBIER il T RIRRRERHE , B
ERBER T BBEANE, o ~291
p<.01 > B E# }#Eﬁ@’iﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁ‘aﬁ%#
R (=120, ns.) - @EMAEATSEEL TR
LEHEBERPBUER (=338, p<01) (¥

4BEmAFNE F (2, 98) =957 WERT) o EROHTHREREDR - BEEEEE
p<01; LSD gty - mEMMEEER  HEHATEARIEL - HERECFHER
ArPRERM - hEMMSCGEE SR EEAM S MBEEREEEN RS &
(FFfnR) - ZIET > B CRHAEAZ R TR -
AT REUR - AERBBZFED > KB
7 B é‘—,?l%?zﬂ&“
s E{GIER) 5 ¢ 1 2
L FEFHSH SEFE 21.10 18.32 291" iR E>
(n=31) (FRER) (3.83) (4.72) (30) AR
rhE IR SR 19.68 20.79 -1.20 AR Ve
(n=34) (FME) (5.78) (5.35) (33)
TR PRI 21.03 23.64 -3.38"" HEBRHIRART(E>
(n=36) (FME) (4.07) (4.82) (35) BRI

*p<.05, **p<.01
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“ B SEAEERREERA
AEGREERRRZ
FolE T AEERIRE AR - b BREEIR
EHERABIR AR > EEREE T E SR
(RBE) EAMEENRE  ATEETHHE
"HREHBMRERER TER S

Mt o R ITRS SR AT » & 0r BRI B KA
o~ AR B R B Bian s A
REDIARREEEE | S BKIE ~ b ~ R FIAREIE R Ky
SEHME (FE#EZE ) By 27.58 (10.15) ~ 33.74
(6.78) ~ 37.58 (7.48) » ZEMIFS -

# A fﬁ R ﬁfﬁ'lﬁﬁﬁm?ﬁ’%ﬁiﬁ@ ST

e e {EIEFIAHE HE FRH =R
THAETINE (n=31) (n=34) (n=36)
ARELAEEZEE M (SD) 27.58 (10.15) 33.74 (6.78) 37.58 (7.48)
TalRMEREEEE M (SD) 19.13 (5.99) 21.79 (5.24) 23.14 (5.34)
HEEHFEE M (SD) 15.35 (5.12) 16.26 (6.28) 17.25 (6.59)
FF  M=F{H ; SD=1EH#ER -

HE— AT KR T > DU TR (Z) MmN AZEHEAMZEE -

JE FHAERA R IR I A58 ST R 22 5215 -
T BN

(—) MEFITERE SRS - F (2,294)
=13.01 > p<01 ; LSD H&MmEEkE - =fEMH
FHERE S R FEFIAH - rp FE R i = M
JEFIH -

F (2,294) =12.530 > p<.01 ; LSD HEitlsks
R A REDRE B el e e % TR S PR e B 2
R (HREEEE R AR -

(=) FERIRERE A B [ P A R S Y
FIRBHEE AN - F (4, 294) =57
o Nkt -

n.s.

Ao PR H A C BRI
S A E ' SS df MS F T R
JRE R S ] 88.09 2 44.05 13014 () > (F) > (f£)
R NEHET 150.20 2 75.10 22.19%*  (AHEYsE » sallbek) > G
FEFIRLA A 16.21 4 4.05 0.57
B 995.04 294 3.38

9<.05, *4p<.01

SRR REUR - 2 NS B RS
K~ o R IR E R - RERIEIE
St S e I B A A R R - fE
SREHANE L > DUTAREY - TR
W FHHNARSREERR > TUEH
b WA SRR EEAT B - REAIELL

"AreLhAE L " velkRERE WART  TIE

A ) PV Rl TR T B -
= EARDERREE  BHART
B REEREATERNRER
QORI - AHFE s e £ Rt A5

SRLL TREH B BRI LR BT E IR
FHME AR E 2P A - K3 Baron Al
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Kenny (1986) J Hoyt £ A (2008) % -
T NI =B BRI 4

(—) DB — EREL T ERRE
o TER BT - RFPLL T A REDIEESR )
"rilRbERESSE TGRSR ) Ry
o EITEER AT -

JOFEIRE - FR T RERIRREERE ) R
g~ ) o DUEEEE TR
fH B TR ERTREAE , IRE TR
FER PMEHEFIRE A, R T IR R
PMEHERRZ RS ) (B - TSR AIAS

LI PA BT R ) 1R Rk 0E

ER L S ki

F (2,98) =12.53 > p<.01 » SEEEZ » W]fRREIK
BATE AL R 20.4% ©

2.0 TR RE A Ry e IE
F (2,98) =450 p<.025 » SEEEZ - ARk
AIE AL 8.4% o

.00 TG R T Ry e A
F (2,98) =.82 » p=445 » REFE -

HE—H oM DL A REThEER R, F
Fo R BETERE » vh ~ S HERIAH B H 53 753
B1.32 - PiEER - DL T iR (Eh
IREBIEI » EE IR B E.34  SERE - E
FIfH B 1E.22 » HIRIEEERE » BRA0ER\ -

HcasIE B #8#E B SE BB R
A HEDEE A =R FE FA AR 2.00 0.40 53k 0.20**
R RAE 1.23 0.41 32k
it 2 s EFE A 1.33 0.45 34k 0.08*
FRFEFHAE 0.89 0.46 22
MEEIFEE =FEFIH 0.63 0.50 15 0.02
rhE A 0.30 0.50 07
7 1 SE=FTHERR -
*0<.025, **p<.01
FlihEREUR - BESEREC FERIMRETR MK RIS -

B T REDIAEERSE ) B T ORISR ) o
BEREERE > RN TARHFESE ) BT
TR - 15 T A RETRERE b T REA
A B TR, AR TR AT
(£ ) BERETRIT - 4F T liRheneess
b TEERM, (HER TEEM
) BERETENDT - AR TIERM ) (R
7 BRI ) ) AREIIRETET -

(Z) HEZ % TR, B TP
FARH S PER HIE - R DL TR
THERERESL L TEERIER ) SEREES B

STRER ]S -

LU TR, 7F R R
F (2,98) =477 » p<.025 » SEHE » W]fERR K
HTERE TR 9% -

2.0 THEBEREE ) R B TE I
F (2, 98) =6.99 » p<01 » ZERAE - AIfRREIK
BAIESA LY 13% ©

3.0 TR L R B EE
F (2, 98) =9.98 » p<01 » ZERAE - AJfRREIK
IR LAY 17% » BRI -
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Ao WD VARSI

HRAEETE Sl B1H SE pIE R
i 2 =FERH 1.06 0.35 35%* .09*
FRE FHAH 0.72 0.35 23
e REHE T E FAH 2.00 0.54 417 13*
R E FHAH 0.75 0.55 15
R AR R FE A 2.26 0.51 48%F A7**
R RE A 1.00 0.52 21

it SE— s -
*p<.025, **p<.01

eGP TR - H TR (ER K
BRI - RERIAE B (B Ry 35 SRR - PEH]
fH B E R 23 AARSERRE - & T HEE ML, 7
FoBIANT > B 6 .41 - B -
FEFIRE B1E.15 » REHEE - & T EHEN
TE R OB IEIRF > S fEFIAE B (EL.48 - R -
TEFIRH B .21 > RiEFEE -

(=) FE= % DA, - TARE
Uity o~ T uliRRERESR SR, EIFEEE
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TEH ) FRHE BOE Rk - BRI T
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"AreviEgsE T eiRbEREEE o DU
19 TAREDIEERE , ~ TR A
% B RRBREE AR -

SIFTHRE SR

LD TR R, FHEIF R B I
F (3, 97) =9.04 » p<01 » JEHE » A[fRER
IR 21.8% » ARER.1T » S2HEE -

2.L0 THEREREEA ) BT TE R e TE Y
F (3, 97) =9.93 7 p<01 » 3EHE - W] fiEkRk
TS LY 23.5% 0 ARME .13 0 % -

.00 TEERIRER L FRAETE R e TE Y
F (3,97) =10.88 » p<.01 » 3EH% - A[fRREK

AR B T ARSE R 0 AYIAT o BTGB 252% 0 ARM{EHE.11 - SEEEE

TIPSR N > R TR ) RERA AR -

*A WS Vs

I B I B1H SE B AR’

AT RIS =R 0.23 0.29 08 A7
A ReThiEgE 0.27 0.11 33%
Sl =3 0.10 0.10 13

e RHE EFEFIAH 1.32 0.47 27 A3
A REDIEEE -0.13 0.18 -.10
TR R 0.53 0.16 A3

R R EFERIE 1.26 0.44 27 A1H*
A REThiERSE 0.18 0.17 14
SRR 0.28 0.16 24

il ¢ SE=HFHERR o
<025, *4p<01
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s 2 ¥ I P31 R ST R (i

% HERNERE - 8 THEEER ) (PR EE
I > e FIAHEE (e iRp e S, BB
AR L F R TER - S EFIRE B 1827 -
R HERARERE - oimEiE Dk B
] L IR TE (collinearity ) EFTAT > 15EK
Z CI {8 (conditional index ) }y 14.36 /iR
25 » = flil F B IERE AR M AN -

B ATER  ER B T o &K
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HARUR - R T T HEEAER ) FHE
b BEZ TrRERESE ) BRAROR

CEERA L (RHERR TRFERME L (HER
fH) ) EEENERZEVR - g BET
Z TR ) FHE L TERERR L (AR
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28 AREAREPRR -

]

ARFFELL PN G B S Ry Rt - SRR M
AR (K > o~ &) BSRE s
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Ry IR e FA TR e B A R RE
T - DUT iRt s M A s B AR HE R R RE
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AWTFEEHE - REBGEZ R SEME
AR RS CRIERHE (RIS,

HEREA ) B T ERRIRAD ) SERHED EAE
—B0 HEBER R BERSEEERE]

SAEHEAET LA (KI5t~ =REM
) A AR B E A P R B B AR
Z AR RIS W92 (2 AR R 6 JE P L B 3 IR
M) o AR R ErERAEHE ( THERER
Bl, ~ THEEEAE ) BT EEEN , S
) o ARFFEHE R SRS BE I E
HER HEIE G A B AR REE R R - AR
e T FHE A IR R -

A ARFFE R BUE R E IR (R
) AR - EREEE RE EEE
B A ERE N BEN C EREHE - R
M e B FAR BB 1 ) e o e e T
ERIEE SN BUERT R E R o ks
RAEEERE EE LS AEEE EREE
% HERTRERE R ISR - (AR A RE A A
RS - B HENSE MRS » BT
L HEAHEA Al RE S fleUrs ag - s
A EREE RN IIEHE -

BEREZHYINRD - B SAIESE
Fo B ORElEE % - S rTRES LLAHIRI A
(Bordieri et al., 1988; Millington et al., 1994 ) »
SRR Z TS Al P REVTE FERT ARYESEL » JREIE
BIFR TR B A T REG U E TR E
JBE - 5040 ¢ Godfrey (1995) Efl Nordstrom £ A
(1998) E#EH - B 5 L EREERE AR
By E e DL B - HiEA R e THY
P R R — R - (5L
B E BB AR ARG B L e &
G TR ey - A 7 S -

DIARSEE b 28U S (BREHR
15) EREE B - EEE MR EREE R L
HIREREETE - (N ERIGEGERET - seEE
PR PR R E - R AT b A 1T
RERYIR FHSERE - ARIB LIhFFehiiR - Bl b
JERE AR R IR RS - SR
YT » IEAEERE 8 LR%EE - e
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FoReEanE M AT E R ML L
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BB b AT S E BB T A
REDDE ) ~ T oeARREERE B TSR ) FE
RN A B 2 A RE S R Bt E T T A B
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= R HERANANEEE e
HR A THE S e maREHE -

SR —EREZ TGRS - B
1R (R B 2 v A T A 7 Y e SR R A
" HeTAE ) BT SofiRhRRE , REAEE R 3
RAESAE THEET ) 2258 1 - TyREind
BRI B E G AR A 2 3%
ETEE > DAEB T AREThiE , B T SRR
FMEEERAR R E WGBTS Rl > 152
FESAH S S H BB A AR NS FRE
FrASTEE KBS REHEEREES -
AR - GBI A ERE IR - & TR
KIS 2 A A S S R - AT
REAE KT o AR A B HIEA AN A TR
R SR R AR JTREE i - FHIIRENS:
ETHRE RSO L BR TG ) SRISEE
FiaAFE L HEEESCR (Higgins et al,
2003) o Kk > THIEEF ) AT REE
JEE ETHFAFHERTZE - kS LS H 3
B A R RES -

BB AT R A T SN A E AT DA RO
EREEBEER  BEXHmRANAZBERE
B BERENIAE HATE » T2 E
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A M HE R R AR - F e B
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[ERIEZERNEREZ
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5, e DITENE L EEER Tk
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TR T IHEARHE ) RHE - AT 0 SERTTTHAE
SR B HETEN TR, o AL - A
g Fal LA R - AR TN A REDIRE
SRR LN ERF A EIENREE - ik
RS B HERE AR EAIRR B2 - HRIEAD
I ST ol o A i I B

DIAW e BRI Rl - Lol
B ] RERRE R AP A T 3 B E R
HHRNSE TR A RE - DUEERE S EHE
B A REAVERSE R TR - BRI LU
JE EAEHAESE LETE - HIA—E R DU
15— S AR 2 - AR > F5RELEIR
ANA 1% 28— R RS B
SulRIERRER G S TARASZ - St AR R
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ABSTRACT

Purpose: People with disabilities often lack interviewing skills and are unable to obtain
strong evaluations during employment interviews. Human resources research supports
the idea that impression management tactics aid interviewees in obtaining stronger inter-
view evaluations. This study investigated the relationship between the impression man-
agement tactics used by an applicant with a spinal cord injury (SCI), and the resulting
impressions of and evaluations by employers. The three primary research questions were:
(a) When different frequency levels (low, medium, and high) of impression management
tactics were used, was there a significant difference in hiring intention between an appli-
cant with an SCI among the three groups of employers? (b) Was there any significant dif-
ference in the way the three groups of employers rated interview content awareness? (c)
Was the association between the frequency levels of impression management tactics and
hiring intention mediated by the employer’s awareness of interview topics? Method: The
participants were 101 employers from several large job fairs. Most of the participants
(98%) were from private, for-profit manufacturing companies. They were instructed to
watch one of three VCDs showing an interview of an applicant with an SCIL. In the three
VCDs, all of the variables and conditions (except for frequency levels of impression
management tactics) that were used were controlled to maintain consistency. After watch-
ing the VCD, the participants rated the applicant on a scale of hiring intention and a scale
of perceptions on interview content. An ANOVA was used to test the variance among

three groups based on the results from the scale of hiring intention. Multiple regression
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procedures were used to test the mediating effects of employers’ awareness of interview
topics on hiring intention. Results: (a) A higher evaluation rating was obtained when im-
pression management tactics were used more often in an interview. (b) The differences in
scores on the scales of awareness of excellence in job skills and talents, as well as the
scale of awareness of overcoming disabilities, were found to be significant among the
three group levels. However, it was found non-significant in scores on awareness of opi-
nion agreement. (c) Employer perceptions on interview topics related to the applicant’s
previous experiences in overcoming their disability in life or the workplace. This me-
diated the effects of high frequency impression management tactics on the interview
evaluation. Conclusions: The impression management tactics used by people with a
spinal cord injury could have positive effects on their interview evaluations from em-
ployers. Interview topics related to previous life and work experiences about overcoming
their disability are also helpful in garnering more positive interview evaluations from
employers. Further applications for impression management tactics in interview training

courses for people with disabilities are discussed.

Keywords: impression management, perceptions on interview contents, interview skills,
interview evaluation, persons with spinal cord injury





