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WoRss REUR  EAHEEE-ERE L & EWPS &R IR FHMER R T/E&
RUE 5587 > 7 TAREERST Bl — 5 EWPS FEIIME | 40 (L,L) Zp43& Fa sk oh &
62.8% o M " ST EUE — & EWPS FHHAME | 45 (HH) #5 E AT
50%55 > RIPRIFESAFFEREIEET) - 596 > B EWPS &R N EEEELRAUA
K AE RSN AR S AN B 2] 5 REtFE 077 By 6 413E 326 i AU A ks EWPS
AT B TAE 4% > 1§ Taylor and Russell (1939) #E:& » /M H A B E R
H o EEE I Fy 13.64% - RIS E » T EWPS &% | IEAW I h H EMESE A
FEH A 64.6% ~ 80.3% (“EIEL R 70.0%) - BURAER LR EMUEEE R T
TEZ G FE B M > HETH -

BT  IER TAEE - #EENE: - EWPS &%

ABSTRACT

This study tried to use the EWPS (a boundary - spanner personal scale) based on the
samples collected from employment outreach personnel in the Taiwanese public sector to
test the following questions: (1) IPA (Importance-Performance Analysis) and personnel
selection decisions with cost-benefit analyses (Cascio, 1998); (2) the correlations of
divided-sample groups based on the rule studied by Taylor and Russell (1939); and (3)
the EWPS is an advantageous tool with a high level of selection validity. The result of
this study showed that the IPA and the EWPS’s analysis of the “Low Performance, Low
EWPS score” group had a predictive success rate of 62.8%. The resukt also found that
the “High Performance, High EWPS score” group has a predictive success rate of 50.0%.
In addition, with regards to the effectiveness of the personnel selection decision, the
personnel studied from the five employment outreach service centres could be divided
into six groups consisting of 326 valid samples, in total. In accordance with the EWPS
success rate and performance, as well as the conception of Taylor & Russell (1939), the
effectiveness of the personnel selection decision was analyzed and its mean effectiveness
rate was 13.64%. On the whole, the results of the computed accurate success ratios of the
EWPS were between 64.6% and 80.3% (the average was about 70.0%), that showed
EWPS could be used as an appropriate tool for selecting boundary spanners.
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BAMHSIHEBES T > HE T IREA - BB - BT E - S0
B AR T E@E R EE - DA EERS R H S B AT
FOEE) - DU HUS B R Bl pl A s Y 3 B T B - 252 E R EEKETH
% o Rudner (1992) t7EaRBH&HER R P BT Y A AT A 7T > W B T A A I EL A
BIFR EE - M LRESFEFEN R ARERRFERS - BTG A #E
AR ET] ~ REASRASHmEENE T Z B TE - LH > EEANEREE
BEEEHE - WHERBESS T BT S RS RS - 2 e &
W TEssRE ~ L - MBRITHERGHEEFMEAS - PiE RS EEZrREgE -
e & HSHEUNTE X > RIS EEEIVBE TR  EHRESTHE AT —
BB B S R BIE AR N 155 L5 24 -

TBES TZ B gBEIIMB 2007 £ HER "= HEEEH T &R
BRSNS > RIF B RS E e | HIER > et T SRR BINE AR EE -
AR IMNE N B TEWE Bt E PRy RSE AN D - 554l T B AT R
RE SO A TR R P Y TR i R SR BB AR S N DIV RGREMETT #E & - RISMNE A BV TIEN
7w BRI RS N B TIEEORIRMFER - SENEE R TS - ZEEKWNA T
HIE > SiE)s& kRS - EHEMEEN > BEHRELES  QFHEL - tERHEE
s R AT AR Bt BN Q)RR llsE A EIhse
ok Ryt MR O B A R R A RR - (e s/l e E R B R R T E g (4)
HERR RS BHENE  HO)ERERGEHE A NAEIRE - (X
18~ =&l - RS ERE - 2009)

KIAFEle & A B E TR AC SF& 5.0 (AC-Assessment Center ) {47 HY B SE
BTG > S BRI PRI T B 2015 (2001 ) HE (6] 4 S48 57 T/ & A #8142 (Boundary
Spanners Personal Scale) - J5fE B EWPS® » Jh#1 ¥ N\ SRt Bifdes > 8% 0 B
HIEEEFR TIEEBANEN—EEE TH - L3S 5 KRS0 31 BiERS
s MBS TEERENRAE O BRIEABRSHEB N EBEZ R > WS UES
TR TARRIRE BESEERE - HrpJell()RJ5701 (Chi-squsre) 81y (Phi) FHEH b
76 SR ANZH Y Taylor and Russell (1939) =7 BRI 5 H 2 (2)# H E 2T — S0UE
72 IPA (Importance-Performance Analysis ) Eid Cascio (1998 ) #E#E; 15 7 W s ok
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Robertson and Smith (2001 ) #f%E+5H H 1980 4 DAAK &% B 2 gg B2 = KB 7 3k 557
i 7 =0 BFE)EE RS - (QE ANERE - (3)23I#ifH & =~ HIEr=E - Hough and
Oswald (2000) W5ea I ZE B EE ~ SVEMMBEAVEAE - 78 T1E K TAE D HT ke & 5F
ZAEAERE Y » T Salgado (1999) HYBHZT/RE B A AN EBEEEAY T AREE © R ok
9 {[E G 2IC - JEE R 38 258 U7 A AR (DR FIgE MG - QARG > )msk > A)FFEH L
FMO)VEEERFEES EE S HRE - EH b Lowry( 1997 ) K Spychalski, Quifiones, Gaugler,
and Pohley (1997) & KT F2K » EEIEERABEHMIHRNEFR LN ATTERZ 7
TRAEFH o AT SR 5 e B 23k S8R B RS TRV TR E - KA E 5 Ones and Visweveran
(1998 )it 72 745 Hi {6 FH ARSI & bE LAt 38 388 U7 VA% /D BII{F H » Ryan and Sackett( 1987,
1992) WsE HaREH A [EMY TE AR AV HIE I 3E - DIES &R & RS R > W51H
ST R AR SE B~ SRAIRE IS ~ AARHIER DL K 1 365 -

— - ARERETFENEREREEREMIFRITA

NEERERENEREEHENE E W > SEAERE ~ BV R TEHIRE - N
BREAVH ENE THARGANEEERVECERERS » @RS 50 E T H A8 HIE H A
RSB ERIRE > 1] 70 & (L)EE & 3% (convergent validity ) B[R] HI IS S AVER
Q& HrgE (discriminant validity ) BN & HALR SRR ZAVIEE  TEAIRUE XFEX
FERANE RS (criterion-related validity ) » —f&EFFEBEENT » A FEAI AT Ry HY R
T Ry f5E (Criterion ) » i B PRI 842 - w] BONERE TEOHIME A 7SR5 8 VG 8l B 2 31
HYA R - TR AR (S A TEORITT B 7] 73 By =24 » BIFEMI 7 (prediction) » [H]
B4 (concurrent validity ) =& %% (postdiction ) -

WUEEEE E TS > TR N [E] Ry 35 8 Y & 1) A 2 B FeT R (% > il 2 By H AR - [
RF U R B Y B o3 ARl - TS B R ARG RV THM - R TR, —FE
T H SR A TN AT AR B 5 IRFRAER > W@ BRI — By ] Z AR A AT« TEUA
SO T f7 (R A U B N S5 R 2B T 0 R B ) B L P e K - 17 [ R 308 DL TR RS PR Y
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B o BHERN Ry EEA G AL AL R AUSUHE  BU2 R AE 1S 21T & B H 2R HY
PEEERRAS - [N IS A g 7 Ut 2 i e B e EE B A R B R RS - fTaE
BEEUAE B8 & LAY ORI B o 8O0 H RTAY AR R - (fEIE555% » 1999)

Rudner (1992) For4H&ERE= HIE(E S THRTEMI T A XER > TilEHE4E
7 Hr s E -~ e EN A R - ERMEEEBIHES - R2NEH
EEEMNETESE - Taylor and Russell (1939) K Brogden (1949) &5 HHHE (& Fil fg R A %4
RE A = EEERZE QOB S TAEEE D 2 MR > fER0ny TR
& (2B #E A ATELE > fieHsh BB BE | (3) H 5 & B 1B b i M s oh 3 B L
i > BI%:# - Deutsch (1988) :RUAFZH LA MR ERMEHEER - KXBNWES
(o A & v i HOHISUE (E - Rudner (1992) S8 A4 HiE » Rt A E AR
T > 5P E AR 7 B e MR B R SR 2% > IR 2RV ZE /Y #1811 Turnage
and Muchinsky (1984) :RBHE R [ESE& T B H R B 1Y T0E S50 fEay FEHIFE E - BFge
BUR NS B A R AR~ GRER - FEHER - FiE S A 2 2 P EAER - A
HEFR - HEESAE P SN TEIE -

Ghiselli (1973) HRi M ERIG AL - HERBCRURNFHEE R 0.35 > [fite
AMEE RN IEE > Fon B RAFHVSUETERIAE ST » Rt o 38 B2 1B 2 Y 22 > Hartigan and
Wigdor (1989 ) FEEIEARAN - Efh (1) BB NH et R4 f s 0 8oy B 1 > ml 3 5 BE e
ZRFEERIG RN A E]  (QUREERE N HIS o EL BT BT N FkFr - A] e S il 2 I 1 5%
A4 Q)ERIRERVIRGE#E > F B/ DEE ZIRE  (4)HE i T oo & 2 2 5
Flm A e 88 R BER AT E R AU s+ (B)EE i & N 2 73 EEEE S
PEEE L > BESRAS MIASUH RS (6) 2ol THISUS e B B0 - & ha I
s o MR R AG s oy B PR H 1 38 7 - AR s U AT (R AT R AT B EAG EE 1T R
Fpi& o

& > Frumkin (2004) & AGRBARZERE O 4R APC ( America Psychological
Corporation ) f1 7 {EE 217 & (Joint Committee on Testing Practicing ) j» 1988 & 3L [H]
TN EHIENVE SR A (Code of fair testing practices in education) » A 37 58 35 HI &
s H BT RN G EEME - TEavEERE - AFME - AU SR
FEHE - (Blumrosen, 1972) 5[#t A Griggs. v. Duke Power 4284 » E =)
BEHAE » (el 2 =18 it O R R B R R o P (o AU BR A %8 HLEi HA $13RF & AR L
SR FH BRI FE K ME © Rudner (1992) AR MEBINE S EN » ETXESFEER
BN REGENFEERER > WVt ERESEET] - AR EEmEENE
T2 M T H ; Cascio (1995) Wfe45H 21 A EEB FRIF » HAHS OHEZHE
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REASRZEIRE - BFE I AT ~ B TEEE - JIISREdaefE - SRUETAX ~ 7 B L A%l % 4H 4%
SRR ORI > Horbah R B TR DL IS a7 AR L BB BB E > 2K TH
e B T HORZE TR RITAY SR AYAR &R T A -

Bartram (2005) %22 E DI AR ESR ~ s N EFRSEMEERATEV S > HHHEG
R EES TS 0.09 B4 0.33 7 fif » Hunter and Hunter (1984 ) 205 DARE T & HIME s TE 4
RVEMI TR » ERAF Ryalll SR & 2 THEE 47 5 5541 > i Barrick and Mount (1991 ) Big Five
AFHIECE A R TAE S AIE R © IEE (conscientiousness ) Xy £ 1E I AHRE v (H &
0.22 > 4hja) (extraversion ) 718 2 1F A FHBE v {E & 0.13; Tett, Jackson, and Rothstein( 1991 )
WtoE &R - Big Five ARG oA (extraversion) FEEAIM: (agreeable) » H T {E4
PRI S g E > 2IERfHREE v {5 5 0.16 F] 0.33 2] ; Salgado (1997, 1998 ) #f
Big Five AM&HFZE » DIBONEE A5 45F3E (emotion stability ) 777 A% 800 - /&40
H T ARG TH RIS Ry IE RIAHRE v {8 /& 0.19 5 3% » Hurtz and Donovan (2000) A
8 Big Five AR5 - HE TAREFHME » 437l Fs1EH (conscientiousness )
WL 2 IEFAHRA v B 5 0.22 - FhjA) (extraversion) JR 2 EFIAHREA v (B 5 0.09 - [F&ETE
& (emotion stability ) S 1F[=fHEH v {H & 0.14 -

Ghiselli (1973) W55t BelE FAAS BB BRI - BIHVEE I B N B R 67
BEHTERBATAE - 23] PoREL) 0.32 724 + 5540 » st - Z= R ke
REJT ~ BEAIEERE ST ~ EEHRE I R AR E TG > W UM 21 THERSE > AVEEE
HERTEA B R TAE  ERIH B R p TRASUE LY 0.39 HsKaEEE 5y 0.28
£ 0.65 R ARHVPIGER 045 5540 TIERBFHMBUEAIA A 0.20 - H s KaEE
0.24 2 0.46 > s KHYFHI{E Fy 0.35 «

AHE R T AR &R0 MRS A BT 2840 & 25 > 40 Ghiselli (1966) f& Ml
172 F 2R B 358 B T 000 B8 > B2 7% ) T R BT LD BEURSE I % 4 0.23: 7] Pearlman,
Schmidt, and Hunter (1980 ) ¢tz B ¥ & fd i 5 B ARG > & a8 HIsl B H a2y =3
HIRLE ST 0.07 2 0.3 i » SRS ALY 0.2 o S By B X AL () AH BR B35 K72 0
fm EBEA K > AT S TENAE R  EREFELT - BIEEEEHA 0.20
5% 0.30 > 5 7T BV EE RN B A A BT E T - (fBIE4FEE » 1999)

=~ LEABRZ #RAKRIER

OHEUHER 2 R A B Y Jo e R 2R ) — R R (Taylor-Russell tables) » ‘EHY Al &
B E IR (o I e P AR BB I VR E IR - PR AV EHE LR R Y RS A
8~ WH SR AL FEEU AT S B (BIT#8E45E5% > selection ratio ) » DL AE A (o Fi M B 86 452
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HIEDL T - RThER L AILL B (BIELBESR - base rate) - 2 ={E R0 & 2 BOH BR AV TH
IR (Taylor & Russell, 1939 ) - Taylor and Russell (1939) %I — &5 |AVEIEE -
MR EE N T AAVESR - BUERNE 2T - s HtERAE L K > il
e EmEarH (true positive ) AYEEZR o A DI ARV eREER R+ ek = (JER
B BB - HIERE ) o oy allan R - (AR T ELER T R 0 2002)

(—)E= (base rate) » {EHVE U RFTAIEMZ MG » SERITBRINNSE
B EA o ERE TR o K2 B e S A I TR SR AT - HoE R
T L BAME B TR A D S TE RS BRI TR ST HESRRIERT 0 - 154
%Ry 0.50 WIS T &8 B AT I BB A: » PR EUSE T B A DUk R T R
IR Z2 R - R Seml B T TR SR 050 » it R QB ETRE
2R AT LR » PR — AL FE R (RTEHIMA 50%ATHE R & RITSR
B o A0SR BRI A A FE S R R T RO RIS — ki ey
WeARFEE - 5 TEH S T A k2 6 O BRI BR 1% - SR 100% - IEE AT
Lo L TE I 85 18 7 [ 7EH 50%HY 1

WIRELAR R BN 0.50 > SEZIFH A AE G L) (FERKFL 0.50 ) =L
g (ER/NFLY 0.50 B ) > IREYFEUHIAEREE 5 & = 48 50% - fiI4 > £ 0.60 HY
BT AERARBFEE NG > L&A 60%H YT § AR F 0.40 B » 4121
IRAE B N ED & 2B RIHERETE fy 60%(40%09 A BRI & 5E 2 60%HY AR &R )-
sLUA BRI E G TS - ARSI 5 R AT REAE 60%%] 100% -

FLAREE 0.50 8 > AR EAMET A > RREBRZBHIABG R REH G
R BRI ENEE A MY TR I - T R R R ZE R A K - DRER A B
/INFY 0.50 HYELA - BUE (Rl 0.50 - ALY T FHON S IR % H AR MRS AT 271 21 50%HY 1%
RN -

(Z)ER = (selection ratio ) » f5AYEAHER MHEH 2 FEFEEIEER > ERVETE T K
e 2 NEPRDUFE S A\ B - FREe A 4 28 TR G (E IR sh B A T 2 JE B - R
RAVEREER  HepdH SR EME A D BIERCE R - HEERttibi s o
W — BRI — B e > BEERSED Ky 1/100 5 W4 {8 FE {208 ¢ B — (i Bk it -
FHAEREN Ry 1/2 o {EBRREREERAVIE LT » (50 M ER Y B ZE A A2 5 v DARZE R HY
Wi BT LIRS AEY & 8 T H RIS Q058 0] DAREET 2 FE
HHRHGEE T > ARG RESIFNE T - #EREE TIREFEER
RUYRAVEER > Al AR AAHMEZRB TR T A -
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(Z)RUE (validity ) » B T H AV FE YIS T BSOS AE AR AHRE - HH B RGS Az T A
FPRGAEAR I FEON A b e b+ YRR o4 e (O B 28 T i Hozm - I3
i 5 HY T2 I T Y B0 288 SRR AR RV AR E A 2 /0 - SR AN TEAIIE H A4 TH TR EE
Ko Bk A REBURER » BERNINE Z & PUETHTh e ARTEER - S5 RE
H 20 (i FERCE AT B AY i A Z SR e HIRO FROMI SR 0 Al Jy THOMISE IR (E > “edh
TARS L BURLER 8 5 —BEE AR — (L EBCE Z FUAME B A AR (2
1)e

BRSO ZOKSFARFTROR > fRARZ B BRIV SRR > R Z T Rk
MH SRR - TR IERY P (E F B T BV S B 8UE R - S B PR gl 2 72 1B
Z AR RE A R sk > (R PIE R s S A 2 IR A B A - sEAPI S » A
A E TR - Hh R 0.50 - FOoRAIET AN AE EHAYES - H
H—FWANGHERII SRR - 7 TS IEE MR B - geak By +(E A
o HUE A G AR - WE A RCL) - SRR AL 50%3e 7 2] 80% -
o9 7 {58 FH B 28 T LRV VBE S s > WER MR (Rt RE R & > AU AT ARG i By P8R B Bl
B A o WA TS S Y > B By 0.50 T B EE R SARMKAY TSN T » BERFEEE T B YR
RS > B IS Y B R A e Bk

PRI T LR - B (2002) DLES SR /B 1% EWPS ERaRE] > A [FIAY B R B
BRs e MY Ek IR (B3R 0.60 B ) » B Ry E AR Ry 0.60 BYTFIL T » A FIHYHEER
BAS T T HY B D $% SR B IR ey i EE SR - EWPS B R AVRUE B 0.76 HE KK 0.75 » 415
HH—HOAANEREFE B R EEZE (E%R 0.60)  HERAAEKEREER (5%)
HITESLT - LA EWPS & 3% Ry T B Al IERES: FIHIEE R Ky 99% > i /2 4E 100
FHh A UARBRERE  EP#RICR (50%) BYFEL T > 2L EWPS &3 [y
TH > AUIEMERR FHEER R 86% © fE S #R AR (95%) HYEML T » DL EWPS B3R fyfiise
TH - AIEMEsR A EERER 63% (2Mffgk A) - FEMAFIRRE - #AEIEMER LD
RS R o sERRE I PR R BT -t — HARRE S A 52 = B MRV RBUE T
B ECR MR ECRA R

B8R T LA R e B R SR R R SR B T oy R DO R IR - A LR EA M EEE
R SERFRIAE » f8 2 By IEREdr 1 (true positive ) ; /5 N RRHEFHER R EE -
T Fyblsranth (false positive ) 72 F R A#E MBI AT A gE RN -
T Fy IEHEFE4SR (true negative ) ; /£ FRIRAHEEA - (HUIR S E S EIFRA
T2 RifsrfBa (false negative) o AEEAH I (EIEMEESE  /EIEMEG S ~ FIE S
AEAE MW E SRR (2@ 1) -
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Rudner (1992) LU 5 B E T Gt B2t (T AR ME B T B 97 > 5 EL BB
WEELR AT 45 FE FATE - Fonib il B A REEATRUE - BIEA RIS A T
I8 o SR B TR TR A L — 106 S4B A T U B T A s e
R A DL 5 AR -

= ILEEREE

HRA TR E A A - @ AFHE R ASHEE > BB ERRIAA
HFEMHBEEEST - DL Borman and Motowidlo (1997 ) & Coleman and Borman (1999) i}
Zept AT T S > T ERIAA MRS IREE > NMEEEHEBEFEIAER
I v 3 HAREE 2 R EAH 8 A RIT Ry 23 - 5591 - Smith and Robertson (1993 )
Wroefs 3R AR - BN R AR KRS TIEERT - SE B ER - i)
TR FFAZ 8 2 7574 - Hunter and Schmidt (1996 ) 5% th &R 32 5 1Y ¥ & B 4 2
EIEEE » AR CIEEET 2 — 2, - 55 > Robertson and Smith (2001) #iff5%
Fi5 HH 8 58 0 FEOHI B SR G e AR B B B (% > HP GRS BUATE LS E 7 Loy
BUER "Iy B=TH BREQ)ERITH - EERLL - A - AR 0 (QBERERR
JIHE COREIER -~ GRIER - RKEF > Q)EMITHE - TIEME

VO~ BEE — @& E o (Importance-Performance Analysis » IPA) B A JTE RN
BEERR EH

Martilla and James (1977 ) DIE BT — &80U% 5774 (Importance-Performance
Analysis » IPA) 12 > 90 HE B IR HHE A SRR GHEENBENE - #HAE
FEMERENEE SRR AREE  HllsUARRE (26 2) BFE0Q)A LR - T4#
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& D %R A &R
;iz = T gtef @ (possible overkill ) T 45 (%55 (keep up the good work)
i) — MEREEN > SHEE, — TSEENE > SHEE
%
- C &R B %R
E & T B4 EFEE (low priority) T3y EE%: (concentrate here)
T::: — MEREEN - RHEE — S EEN > RWHEE

& =

EER RS lFi=gics

&2 B — SR Sy T A

#ErFF (keep up the good work ) 5 » BIIJHE & ARG E R SRNT - B LSRR AT &S THE e
B B2 VSEEE  SWER . (2)B 2R — TeZEEE (concentrate here )y B[V
BENBEERE > HHREMESHBMEEE > 2 TeEE Y {FE~E ., (3)C
SLIR— TBIEFFE (low priority ) 5 » HIMEZ A MEE AN - WL EIRRESIEHE
MR B TREZEN - RGEE .5 (4)D R — THt45 5 (possible overkill ) ;> H[I
HEENBEIER > HEREMESHBERE > 2 TEREEE > SHEE -

Sampson and Showalter (1999 ) jA & e AR 75 802 on VAR B @ ME AV HE Y - A E
B — 5 E oy MrA (Importance-Performance Analysis » IPA) » 1T 8 & & 58 B W s
THBEEEARAGEHEE 2L BURERERRARZ T » Wiz ERlf 7 42
s o 546 - Keyt, Yavas, and Riecken (1994 ) ; Lentell (2000 ) ; Weber (2000 ) ;
kok, Kophamel, and Richardson (2001 ) Kz Wade and Eagles (2003 ) 2% {i1 B2 E 7R 453 H
DLER B — G5 4y #04 (Importance-Performance Analysis » IPA) » £ DLA L1455
SRR WIS S B REE RS RN E T R HBDLEENN IR 8 R B E
B2 2 [BE - fE R B E i F R85 - HAMSHI Z EM - 41 Roskowski (2003 )
A #E J7 1 & O’Neill, Wright, and Fitz (2001) Y43 b [EE R %% -

Graf, Hemmasi, and Nielsen (1992) ¥ A I EJFREH B FHHEN » EHEEE
— R E o #rA (Importance-Satisfaction Analysis ) JA4H &% % 5l - 5@ 2 /H 580 B
HbRZ BRI > IEEETERIH et E - BEEEEENNE EF TR - #ELEEeE
IR AL R EE S (Slack, 1994 ) Hrp » 2R B T TFERE T
TEmE Z B 2R EBEM P EHISIVIERRBG - IRE TEERA R AT - HARHESN
T{EME AL (Herzberg, Mausner, Peterson, & Capwell, 1979 ; Fisher, 1980 ; Petty,
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B3 EE T — G o AT AR

McGee, & Cavender, 1984 ; Pettit, Goris, & Vaught, 1997 ) - 534} » Cascio (1998) #}
FELA—&HRE - BITHOHI B IR TR 48 B o B 70 8~ S (RGO o 8+ 5 HA {18 ] e S5 R 351
FEVU A > BIDATEHI S I 73 S 39 SRR 7y 8398 (208 3) fEREEERS R 2 &
o B (A)SER/ sk (B IEEa A ) ~ (BYR&ERT / st (s g5 an
R4l )~ (CVE&ERY / 4840 ( B IERETE4R4H ) (D) S &R / B4R ( NigsERIE4E
4H) -

¥$)7A Taylor and Russell Table Y& FJ » Taylor and Russell (1939) 378 Fr&(5>HyId
ZIR - Hep (DR E A S IRVEEE B A% TIERR IR S BEESA
()% #575E B RIEMEEE RER A H AR TEESENMSFARNEE N7 HER R
BEA S (35 C RIRAVIERECE (B A% > TIERIAMISRME S  HIEEESH
(4)%)5/\ # D RIRAVIE R RER A H R K TAE 2RERM G R EE A A H g iR

AT > iR Skok etal. (2001) &5 HH B2 %2 & -G8 o A A Y B MR BB L 15
éﬁxﬁ(ﬂﬂﬁ_ﬁﬁﬁ’\%vﬁﬂz 1573’\)\j7 I Y BRI e i o B HERY Cascio (1998)
Gy AT A A] B A Bl B A A
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R AEGET R

— ~ B JTA

R A g a R = ST o R W O T > B 0 (D2 IRE -
=HE M4 (Importance-Satisfaction Analysis ) (Grafetal., 1992 ) DILE T. TAFEXUE
BB TAE e 2 R BT » M8 Cascio (1998 ) B3 7 & s s Adi 155 =X 2 28 FH By
oA [CiEmEanr — ghafandr ) / (IEMEanH )] BHorbh o H - (2)7 FH e 7 oy i B
77t E (Chi-squsre) By (Phi) HHRBHERES & A4H 7 Taylor and Russell (1939) f&
2 BRI 5 B 1% - (3)#E1T EWPS B5 51 T1F & i M 8 32 & 510 186 1A B 45 50 o 850 T 1
SRR 53T e
“-#HETITHR

PRAMM T B 208 (2001) 3t [E 45 s 5 T0F & (8 AN EPE &% (Boundary
Spanners Personal Scale ) B[l EWPS &% » & " L& | FAE@Z%%%J K T EFL
IEJ =RIT TR - > TEFEE > BEEEEE - BEEH  EHEHE - &

BEOK T ARG BRERFEK Eﬁzuﬁi‘%’%&i‘ig& T EBOLE ) B RS

RRIY ~ ETZE IR ~ MEPRAE R A g S o LB RFELH XS (2008) MHIT{E XK EEH
EROEE - P RAEMESE Ry 77.5% » i Ry 84.2%MM (K5 73.3% 5 (2) M
W P ERCENES fy 70.8% » s By 72.5%I(M B {5y 68.4% ;5 (3)F5KF A L1478 515
TEPER R » QSRS A R Ry 77.2% » i3 Ry 88.7%(M A& 5y 70.8% -

BEBIEM &SR > SEERERLMEIHESLR > LT 28050 i
Excel {FE A LA R - 25l & 8 EWPS &R EBELE Z = AT /i & 11 [
& o HoPIg R A = 2 S HUER RS > (F RISk A o BRIERIR > 18Ry e s 5%
BEBAETH (BMXIBHE(F > 2004) « Ho > JREFHIFF - & BB TS
EEENRS - RN EEEZER G AR &EE (2R 1)-

EBHEAREREMAMS > Be5E 3 £ 11 TIHBH 8= - DL 50 73R EH
(normal scale ) “P51H » = 50 7> KGR - (KL 50 73 F &R I - Hrr - K " [F]
B2 0 TAER, ZBRANESE - SH=(EAESR T orESRE " 7 ) BH

RZMNE RVIIER O Z 5 - A T I EA O SR T & iiET ) AL
FHRE T RS - B BRI T2 R 4mst 6 - gmok 3 - 4Rt 9 ~ 4RIE 10
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%1 KAEZEBEXEEE EWPS 8RO HTEEA

¥ ???%%%ﬁ@\?%%‘%ﬁgki o
éﬁ%ﬁ%gﬁaf%g@ﬁ;i@ﬁ%%@wﬁw?ﬁ

%(E;i_fﬁﬁﬁnu%m‘aawﬁﬁﬂgg e

B R ORCRL B K P ome M K O O OE) B

No.1 95 83 41 23 90 58 56 61 41 52 88 87 62 72 23 79 76 38% 8
No.2 85 91 41 23 94 68 71 42 67 92 78 87 75 81 43 90 82 59% 6
No.3 23 80 93 88 90 84 87 93 78 92 88 62 81 90 86 98 85 89% 2
No.4 23 22 41 36 61 94 56 89 78 83 78 92 92 90 38 96 92 59% 6
No.5 45 83 73 78 90 84 87 84 29 69 88 92 85 88 82 87 90 81% 4
No.6 45 20 85 88 94 94 96 89 29 52 78 80 75 85 97 86 82 93% 1
No.7 23 50 93 66 90 58 83 89 78 83 88 92 85 90 60 96 91 73% 5
No.8 45 17 58 51 82 84 56 42 29 83 78 92 92 90 43 81 92 51% 7
No.9 9 43 93 13 94 94 91 84 78 83 66 23 81 85 79 95 70 85% 3
No.10 23 72 26 88 94 77 91 52 54 76 66 72 92 90 89 86 88 85% 3

mok 50 SR S0%EF A @R stH - RISk & EREERB AN B 2 RIHRE - HEMRSH
WHEEM - BFREE - M EEREENEEERT > &) % E B %
(on-job-training) 2 &#f54E -

= LSRR E

(B AR T BE 57 T2 R G CEI SR /Z 7t 2007 S22 2008 4 » 5T ESME RS 1%
HH - HAHEAEE ANE - WIEGRE - Haph N8 - TREmisE 3 (8 H A%
BHEFFRI R~ REREIAE AR ~ FRiE 2R - kB 3 e e e B f2 0t
EEMKEE 9H - AURGHH A ESSIEEEN > NESAREREMEETE
e AE T ERE R  WEE SRR E - ST LS EETERER > af
AR L BLIE R AR E R AR T (B3 BB A < 1A 25
&) ~ TAE R i REE BB B T i AE 70 ~ A TR T ORISR IR E T ~ FEIIT
A& R Hofl - S BB LB E (LSRR - it - SRIERHAE S FHERE > H
HERBPITH AR R » 15100 H IR R B LR - RS ~ RERZE 3
{El 7 (5RAETT - 2009) -
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R B ERBINE N BEE » EEK AL &R EAZ AR B 2 AlE A R — 2L
M > S%cLL AHP (Analytic Hierarchy Process ) 5% 77 AHUGE 13 fir it 2 Ak 75 155 = &
DB BEEHEE » &RiEH e SR 2R E - BiE(OESERGEHEE — RN
3ETEHE > BRGHXEEBMEEMNRT R " KR  (HEEE 0.521) - T KA R |, (fEE
{H 0.343) 1 " @EEFHLS | (MEEME 0.136): (2)11 WIEB KPR " #ELEE A
% (REE(E 0.157 )" FFehfE X (FEE(H 0.152) T BHEFFa X E ( HEE(H 0.143)-
TBERATHh R E M L, (MEEEME 0.129) - T Bl st R AR S, (MEEE(E 0.127) ~ T B
SIEHM R E S, (MEEE(H 0.063) ~ T L& kI A8, (FEEE(H 0.056) ~ " FRAtFt ¥ K
ZEE sl E , (FEE(E 0.055) - T Fas et & &R E , (MEE(E 0.045) ~ T & EHE
F¥E=(EH (MEE(E 0.038) K " #¥tjE T Mk g sipt AT & X%, (REE(H 0.036) -
(PHZE ~ EHAl® - REZEHERRE - 2009)

HR - B ek A ERS B R R B NE AN RERUE - R AR BN & 2 BEY oy
& > WL RETAIGER T BE (2£2) -

VU -~ EWPSEEHIEE

AR ERBIMNEAN R EWPS ISR T EMEERZ 08 ME EBER T A
PR & T EEOOE ) ZRIT AT - B 1 TS aRE B - IFMEE
HAVEH ~ B K ~ BAFOK ~ BEGRE ~ LG HRE ~ SEEE - (g SR - W
EREmEESE (2R 3)-

ik - SRE R IR BN N B G0 8UE - BA LB BT A i) EWPS B8 57 T{E &7
MERSRIRANEE - ETHE T -

— ~ RARE

(B AR R A 363 fiL » RFRILRFOATEIANR 6 iz » K 31 UhghsE A sk & i
—fr&E N BIEE/NHER/RIE 37 i © gr7 326 i H A ISt & HdE - wamtthl (5
1k 44 fir{h 13.5 % » 214 282 fir {5 86.5 % ) ~ s (45 %Ll I 214 fir{5 65.7 % » 35-44
5% 104 firfli 31.8 % > 35 LA N 8 fifh 2.4 %) ~ A EEE (&K 155 fiL(5 47.4 % -
A H 165 fizfh 50.5 % » BFFEAT 6 LS 2.1 %) ~ SRS (ORI 15 fir(5 4.5 % - B4
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¥

22 GRS MR T A B - K8 AHP SRS TR S Al 4 A ”;

SRR E i

BEAR WORE WA e momE L ooon EPWUR FRNEE RS ;
Comam mATm s sy oz ook REIROHETR BCEER @, w0
(X Een MR "m0 wEeR X :
® (i) (k) (AL (AR (ZAlk) 5 (k) .
(0.157)  (0.127)  (0.056)  (0.143)  (0.152) (ZXfE)  (ZAf) (X)) B K Lz
(0.129+0.063)  (0.055) (0.045) (¥ KXKIb) eq E"j

(0.036) jg?f

B3 148 62 81 56 73 150 162 100 0 98 25.2 J; i
B7 261 378 160 23 164 336 517 139 6 228 63.4 \épt };::
B9 332 512 134 78 141 273 652 140 1 226 62.8 ~ 1iE
B11 153 202 52 24 164 144 429 227 4 136 36.6 ;EE l\ﬂ
B12 181 591 104 50 240 253 696 105 4 220 61.1 = %‘:
B13 180 210 95 39 139 169 298 88 1 129 345 iﬂi
B15 161 78 93 37 108 137 141 63 0 94 24.0 ﬁ
B16 161 193 76 17 223 167 515 322 0 165 45.0 lﬁ
|

g

LEC
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238 EERFFE FHZE F=

% 3 BRI INE N B EWPS ERES R TIEEEEEREA

z oM B OW A E;Z & ﬁg B H BH A I
N I il ¢ i = H 2 s N .
o TEEEIEERTEEEE D o

FORCORLOE K O s HOK #H OB OH O #H B
B3 36 90 77 83 61 54 92 78 23 47 61 60 86 48 74.6%
B7 36 94 90 56 42 92 2v 37 0 12 7 54 79 3 72.0%
B9 51 49 47 77 84 67 83 37 72 47 61 23 94 53 51.6%
B11 78 16 47 56 89 92 52 24 41 21 67 10 94 36 38.5%
B12 51 73 58 41 78 29 34 78 4 40 33 16 77 25 36.2%

B13 13 25 19 26 61 78 76 51 92 40 61 O 90 61 8.1%
B15 36 25 27 56 70 11 52 37 72 75 67 3 74 66 14.8%
B16 23 61 47 77 70 86 27 37 41 69 56 19 84 51 39.9%
B17 51 94 97 91 93 86 88 66 87 81 90 91 98 86 91.8%

250 fifihi 76.8 % » HAfifr 61 {izfh 18.6 %) ~ skl (dLAEE R 99 fir{h 30.4 % - HkITE:
& 59 fir{5 18.0 % - &2 flE 80 firfl 24.6 % > EFZRIE 47 fiLfh 14.5 % > EE il 41
firfli 12.5%)

AWK ERE

AREPFEB AU H I 2B TR 0 BfRIbEE SISO~ BT
EREFE 0~ REEE L - BREEBET O AEREEE DL > BEIL 31
(LS MR B uh Z AR RSN N B - AWTFe LAt 31 (ke AR5 uhHyNE A & Ryt 5e
BB - BRI EL - & BB AR E EETES B A E R 5% - DL
NEF RS T B 5 e TIF S R ER -

HIRI T 2006 FE TR TALAEE | AR - B R ke LS
—H B FELE - AR 2007 F2EER 5 KWLSEARS L 31 BRI MRS I 5
H1%Y 4,000 i FEME K E 2006 1% " ALAE & | fH 5B B0 (& 0 E R Z= S ME
TR EBHIH SR » (58 — IR F mFEE K IR ALY 400 fizo3 5] 2007 4 1 (7 FESE
HE B -

=~ TESKBEEWPSERTNE 2 BWILE R T R

AR TAEGR B EWPS BRI RFEME 2 BILE R TG R - 2505
2007 FEH A ARET O EZEA > BUR (23K 4) 1 (1)2007 F2EHAKE > A
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R4 2007 FEaE 5 RELSE L Koy — ARS8 Bt EWPS R MIE R 7 ta
JEEL y (Phi) HHEH{E R R

K778y (Phi) HEA{ERER (df=1.00)

&H A1 BAE

KIIE pE v B p{H
2007 FEALEEHE 95 3.81 .05 20 .05
2007 LT HIE 61 32 57
2007 P B3 77 .87 .35
2007 FEEFZFE & 53 .09 76 - -
2007 F 5 =l 40 25.96 .00 .81 .00
2007 FE2F 5 K& 326 13.97 .00 21 .00

RO A B 2E 326 fir - ARHIR T (E B E B Ay ((°=13.97 - df=1.00) » ZEFEFE/K#E .00 (p
<.05) #E—FiplpHEEE v (Phi) =21 JRERZ/KE .00 (p <.05) FIR EWPS
E%%&IJJ??E)EHE@IYEZE%Z%%VEEﬁFé%{”% (2)2007 fﬁﬂtﬁﬁl@fiﬁéﬁﬁi— 95 fir -
MR A EEEHE R (4°=3.81 - df=1.00) » FEEE/KEE 05 (p<.05) H—binkk
MHEEH{E v (Phi) =20 JRZHE/K#HE .05 (p<.05)  FIR EWPS i%ﬁﬁ]??ﬁiﬂﬂﬁéﬁ
TARSR BA IR R (7 0 (3)2007 FEBRITETE » ARBEAESE 61 7 - el RITEH
HERE R (=32 df=1.00) REFEKE 57 (p <.05); (4)2007 FFH@ALE A
RO AL 77 fir > BORIRITEBIE B R ((°=.87 > df=1.00) » REEFEE K#E 35 (p
<.05); (5)2007 fFERZFE - HREARSIE 53 fir > MUHRITEMEBHER (=09
df=1.00) » AREFEFE/KAE 76 (p < .05); (6)2007 F & Eld - AU AEEE 40 fiL -
MR 77 (E B B Ry ((°=25.96 - df=1.00) » ZEREHFE/K#E .00 (p<.05) #E—HRbR
HHEAME w (Phi) =81 JREEEZ /KA .00 (p<.05)  Fyx EWPS 83 D)H TR M H 81
TAESER O BRI R (4 -

58N > g3 AL EWPS SRR AUANE S TAESUr 8k X~ Y @il > 28 IPA
(2 4 28 9) > BUREEGREIER#E K 2007 FILEHIE - 2007 55 5 # & & 2007
Fel 5 RE& - & Lil-RITRE e R -
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—H¥ BRI R A 81

g~ BEEEIRR MR T

AHFFELA Cascio (1998) #EEEIATR 2 8 g o3 i 57k » B el Rl 6 sHARANGH 2
TR E R > BEERERER - BIEST 8 EWPS ERETIREMFHE - I
STESBEAHZBIEPHEE (2£5) 75l K14 — 2007 F£ILEEE © &850 87
HE R 31.6 » EWPS ERAMINRTAMFIIE L 71.0 - (2)4H 2007 FHITHE © S50
TTECPHE Ry 22.0 0 EWPS EREIIREMNNFH{E fy 63.8 0 (3)2H = 2007 F 2 f& 1 ¢
SR BCPIIE R 21.0 0 EWPS ERIIIRTEMFIGE R 69.5 > (4)2H0U 2007 £EF
FAlE ST BOFIIE R 215 0 EWPS ERIRYPRFUNFIE K 74.5 0 ()4 2007
EEERE - SN EOPEE R 18.2 » EWPS BN IhRTEMN P E B 65.1 0 LLK(6)
&7\ 2007 FE 22 5 KL ST ECPIIE R 24.0 0 EWPS ERIIRTEM P E R
68.9 ; [E—HE 2 &P B 2 LLE > BI4H— 24N BRI4H— 2007 FILEH
EBER T BCFIES S — - P RE - N - H=RETH > R EEFEER
A—  EWPS PRI RAMES AP > BN ~ d— = AARAZ > @R
EEPEEAHM ~ H—BH = - 5550 > DL Kendall Tau FIEE A EAEREE MEAg e - 575
AREFFFRIRTANZ ERES R -2 BEREREHE > RAHBGREE
0.200 - fff P = 0.624 >0.05 RZEHZ /K4 - H EWPS RN A KESZ P A
A2 BREE " S8 BE — EWPS JEAME | BB R i LEGR ARG -

HR - 6 HEAHESEAL 2B PIIEEMLURIRE > A#HSHINEAR
(BT e — Y Sl (K EWPS {5 — X @) VOfEmE SR A (208 4 26 9) > 0k
(A) " & EROr BE — = EWPS JHMIE 4 41 (HH) ~ (B) "MER& T B {E — 5 EWPS T8
HME 5 41 (LH) ~ (C) "ME&ER S BB (K EWPS FEHIE , 40 (L,L)~ (D) " &4
{H — K EWPS FHMME J 41 (H,L)» BRet B H A RIRBEE 24N WAV BBES R IE
ffgamh  4H T BRI, HEEEF ARG ER A -

FE > Ryorft EWPS B B a5y > BT (HH) + (LH) #88iE (A+B) > HEE
RIRGFHITHMRE A/ (A+B) BT (HH) / (HH) + (LH) LEGT > 6 P FN{E
Fy 48.3% 5 5 EWPS FEUHI R R45% > B (LL) + (HL) $REE (C+D)» MEMERR
AERFENRR €/ (C+D) HI (L.L) / (LL) + (HL) EEfl - 6 H-PHHN{E R
64.2% (23 6)-

SN Gie LAUE R R > JERIAHTSE 6 (AR ALY EWPS BBER T ((IE
Eanth —gfERap )/ (IEHgdanth )] H53EE (Cascio, 1998) > 53l By#ll— 2007 416
FE (27.28%) - 40 2007 £EHRATES (3.14%) ~ 41 = 2007 £ EHE (7.32% ) ~ 4P
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BESGEI FICE 5T
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%5 2007 B 5 Al Gy B9 E K EWPS ERATRTENFI9(E

R AN == L EWPS &% == 51 2 [55] SZ
41 if ;é& %ﬁf T TR *ﬂ;ﬁjﬂ jé;
bl FH1E
4H— 2007 LA H 31.6 1 7.6 71.0 2 2.1
4H— 2007 FRRITH 22.0 2 -2 63.8 5 -5.1
4H = 2007 4F P & 4% 21.0 4 -3 69.5 3 0.6
4HVU 2007 FEEFE S 21.5 3 -2.5 74.5 1 5.6
411 2007 EEE R 18.2 5 -5.8 65.1 4 -3.8
4H75 2007 2 5 K& 24.0 68.9

TAREER

7 6 2007 B 5 ARGy B EWPS FHNME #8585 o it

EWPS {# EWPS &
TE M= 45 TEHIME 45
EWPS %% - i EWPS ¥ - G
IERE sEm EFEN geaw EFEN BZEEs
& ¥ R Ehp RE&ER R
HH) (LA (L @Lo HH HL = HH)  # (LL)
e BE BE %= + + (H.H) / (L.L) /
(L,L) (L,H) + (H,H) + (L,L)
(A+C) (B+D) (L,H) ¥ (H,L) +
(A+B)  (L,H) (C+D)  (H,L)
E{] &l
A/(A+B) C/(C+D)
éﬂ~3007£g 29 29 26 11 55 40 58 50.00% 37 70.30%
dEEH
‘%\E:EPOOME 16 22 15 8 31 30 38 42.10% 23 65.20%
BT E
‘%Efioomﬁ 20 28 20 9 40 37 48 41.70% 29 69.00%
EF‘E}?X
‘Z;ELEJ 2007 4 13 16 7 7 20 23 29 44.80% 14 50.00%
EEE
%EE%OO?E 19 11 13 7 32 18 30 63.30% 20 65.00%
IEJIEJE’:
4H 75 2007 4£
SE 5 AE 97 106 81 42 178 148 203  47.80% 123  65.90%
SEy E1
w283 wam 42"
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2007 FEEFE R (-13.08% ) ~ 4H 7L 2007 == (43.75% ) ~ 407N 2007 FEE] 5 K&
(16.84% ) - EWPS B8 L R %0 45 B 13.64% - (2R 7)

& ERETE RiE B TR B R TN 73 B EL B BI(A) T & &3 Sl —
= EWPS FHHIME ; 45 (H,H) B1(D) " =477 8l — (& EWPS A | Zﬂ (H,L) %
SEAEEE > i s — 2007 SEAERRE (42.1%) ~ 4H 2007 SRR ES (39 3%) -~ 41
= 2007 FErpEH(37.7% )~ 4H VT 2007 EEE(46.5% )~4H 7 2007 4F = = 7( 52.0% )+
4H75 2007 FE2E] 5 K& (42.6%) - (2% 8)

2% » 218 Taylor- Russell Tables ( Taylor and Russell ,1939 ) ( :[ff§# B ) Ei EWPS
B TEMIRUE B 70.8% ([H2Z1E > 2008 ) » AWFZE(EZE A 5 Kt 2 b B
FoRBE R AR B A (DI E B B E ) EE 202 % > §kF] 107 fir > BEESRE
0.530 » B:AR Ry 0.421 - pRTh#k R4 Ry 64.6% 5 ()BT & 4728 166 4 » $%H 83 {iL
FHAEEREE 0.500 - B Ry 0.393 0 ISk A 4T Ry 64.8% ; (3) & I& W) 8 180 % - %
FH 88 fir - BHEEZIE 0.489 » KL Fy 0.377 » i INek FHEELT Fy 64.6% ;5 (4)E 5 Fa & 158
150 %4 - $%FH 65 fir » BLEESAE 0.433 » ELZR Ry 0.465 » (R IN$k & R 80.3% ; ()&
ez 1) 5 110 %40 % F 49 fir > BEERE 0.445 B3 By 0.520 Sl sk F #24Y fy 70.6%:;
(6) 5 KWL L] 25 808 % Bk 392 fir » EREESSEE 0.485 » LA Fy 0.426 » R 5% H
L By 70.6% 5 (7)&r& bt EWPS SRR IS 3R E & 70.0% - (23 9)

T~ NG

BN EE S — 45508 47 f1 % IPA (Importance-Performance Analysis) fE A &
IR JEA - DL Cascio (1998) #EEENTR 7 0w i > ARUFFCEEEER - HIE IPA
ZUHREE - (DA RREE " SE88E — = EWPS TEHNE |, 44 (HH) JREN T IEHE
a4 RERE T AR (keep the good work ) » ZRZEEIE I tE B R FrE LN T 5
R B TEEE o WERR ARG 5 (2B RIRE TR EIE — & EWPS FHM
B, 41 (LH) 7RED " g&ssanth | 4 > Bbk " Y EEL | (concentrate here ) » BURJRE
A Sk HRE B BE R > AIEIRLL EWPS EFRTEN 2 %7 » VVEFEA T EHEE
ERNENRRRE - EmRLGE 5 3)C RIR A TR #E — (& EWPS FHMI{E |
&1 (L,L) 7rB " IEREFESE | 4H 0 & TESRIEF(R , (low priority ) 7R fy EWPS &%
TEOHIERE > i Lol e s A BWEERARE » (4D RER " o8 EE-
& EWPS FHIE (40 (H,L) JRB1 " $ERRIE4E 40 IE R | fh4ais EJ(DOSSIble overkill ) »
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F27 2007 FE[E] 5 K0 EWPS BB SR 30 5w o AT
£ o
I R ;:f o %f; MR SRR
4H— 2007 FEJLEH 95 55 57.9% 40 42.1% 27.28%
4H— 2007 MR 61 31 50.8% 30 49.2% 3.14%
4H = 2007 & 77 40 51.9% 37 48.1% 7.32%
4HVU 2007 SEEFE 43 20 46.5% 23 53.5% -13.08%
4H77 2007 FEEE R 50 32 64.0% 18 36.0% 43.75%
&4H 75 2007 2 5 K& 326 178 54.6% 148 45.4% 16.84%
EWPS & F 8 5 8 5 F 5 3 4 13.64%
28 2007 FEA[E 5 A H LBk S TAF&ERU A
(A)
(A) (B) ©) o  (HH
4L 358 1 wweE (HH)  (LH)  (LL)  (HL) (g) o
= HE HE e (H,L)
HE

4H— 2007 FFAEAEH 95 29 29 26 11 40 42.1%

4H . 2007 fEBRAT 61 16 22 15 8 24 39.3%

4H = 2007 4Erp &% 77 20 28 20 9 29 37.7%

4HPY 2007 FEFF 43 13 16 7 7 20 46.5%

4HFH 2007 EE = 50 19 11 13 7 26 52.0%
4H7X 2007 F42E 5 K& 326 97 106 81 42 139 42.6%

HERS AN EWPS BR8N RS - B A BN > 5 LHmAER > 8
e A\ B Fodi R Ak A > ATDRB (R HLRE T » TR G B e R 25 1R % -

GEIL - WORE M AN )& TR B s Y S L o T2 IPA Y A 2R
PR AT 78 o3 S P L P> B %5 2 e - T D BR[RAE Cascio (1998 ) 3 B IR 5 2 54 73 A

4H 5 IPA By T it45 8 | (possible overkill ) » A& 1F &

By T SEERIERE

( possible underestimated over ) » RIIFF & A 25 % FEE #5548 FH 2 2o

BRIRELC &

R EARAL
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29 2007 FE4E 5 A0 EWPS SFREEE R DI A%

LG WA MR EOEE Hm 0 s
HRWE
4— 2007 FALIERESE 202 107 0.530 0.421 4 64.6%
4H— 2007 FEHEITES 166 83 0.500 0.393 % 64.8%
4H = 2007 Frh &% 180 88 0.489 0.373 70.8% % 64.6%
4H VY 2007 fEEFE TS 150 65 0.433 0.465 ' 47 75.3%
47 2007 5 = g 110 49 0.445 0.520 %7 80.3%
4H7N 2007 4E 2] 5 K& 808 392 0.485 0.426 47 70.6%
EWPS & R E BBk Tk F 9% £ 70.0%

{h - EEmEEER

— A AAS B 1 B R T AR GRCRIRAINT T - B IR =2 A i A SR 5 B
b 2 B2 0 A B 1% DL B WY AR S (E B IR B - 1 A BH FE A 17 BE F6 B W
FEERAEIER]5E R E AL - WA S -

Horr o S ZE G B T4 EWPS BRpCTHRTEANE S IR TIEGEZ 0487 > J5
s EWPS 8% 11 XIH 2% - j2(1) " RE80r BE — & EWPS FEMME ; 42 (L,L)
By T RHRETSCERIRE - AP R 5T > AR A SRR T T BB TAERGRE o
R ARV MBI TR BUE — & EWPS FEMIME S 45 (LH) #0% >
AT R S SR R AR ESER IR - BRI (A) ST E S BC BBk PR R E &
w2 A TS~ RiBHIE K Z KOKT BA S E > A BFAESER0 (B)E’E%”%EF
A TR EERITEREE (Q%ZEB%ETJE%H&?%@E’JI{’EAEEBAF“KE% P H
REB) " =S BE — K EWPS FEHIE , 41 (HL) o3 - RERATRE W ZH
1 > BEZETE - SRR ARRSHER RS E 2 3 R E I - ﬁﬁﬂtﬁé%ﬁm B &
(4) " =@ B — = EWPS BUHME | 4H (HH) #0%# » RIGREHE SRR A4
J7e vaZ EWPS 8 3 FHIE 3t 5 R AR By e A 0 s (R 0 - 2P (X EWPS
EANMRETEERIE ) THARIIRE 62.8% © MHEH > e EWPS ([ERIS S8R o THM
FRINZRAT 50%55



248 EERGFFA FH=F F-8 XF-0-T

Iy

{lE ZE T 2 ] EWPS B3R Ml 1 28R A5 2 EE R (o8 P ARSI Ry 47+ R B ZE A
SLEARSET B L BARGS 0 tE2 I8 EWPS B3R BEEE I - B EWPS % A
FEEAT > E{EEEBIMNEIRB A B 2B 5 Rt F0or K 6 44k 326 A%
ZIN

BRAS > (9% EWPS B3R pIhR M TAFER - 1828 %) K ZE & (Taylor and Russell, 1939 )
e o H ANSEEEATR N - e H P K 13.64% -

5346 5 Harrick (1974) 375 S 8eRq A5 0.6 DL > BT T A\ B85 T A
M - (S ERE R EHNER "EWPS % | tEARFEALEER > AJEEETEY
WEAN IEREME SRR > HILMEE B Taylor-Russell Tables ( Taylor and Russell, 1939 )
JE PRUA B (50 A M AE B8 IEMEMEHY B & %0% (incremental validity ) - 45580~ » W5E(E
MRS 5 Rt E AT EWPS &% 0 HE I8k ST B8 M/ 17> 64.3% ~ 80.3% »
T B 8k 2 {H 4T Fy 70.0% > oI SEAH & B AR AT IERER - (RlIt - 28R T EWPS 3% |
S R TP R EESRETH -

SRtk > EWPS ERE B E R s s 2 A —

(H)HNBA BT EH EWPS 8X8MHI{% - —HFIUEBIELE G R0EST T TIEERE
Bl (K EWPS (B FT1SAYRSIAI & 7> 1% 3R B T8 B (KA BE — = EWPS
FEAME 5 81 (L H) #5338 » e TIFGSET LAY L PR B — 2 > o
P Ay P R SR P 2 B A > DA (RE B BRI - RRATHIIR - G5 I B e R
A5 Y RGO BUE - R EWPS BUHIME , 41 (L,L) #{5%E - FEHN DA E|
HoAth A S RIS ST & 0 SRR HE S — AN AHE  BE o AR T S8
{8 - & EWPS FIME | 40 (H,L) #7303 - EWPS B3R5 0070 T MR Ry 35
EHE > EEELELEgEERERESS - IR RS R EE NSRRI E R
Atk JER TSRO BIE - = EWPS FEAIE , 4 (HH) & - BEEEN
FrEESIT - BIEZ TEE HEFERE > RITESZOANTTEAR -

(D)ERARBEESERE A TR > B EWPS BFEMNA S EHER » £
EWPS EFRMIIR Z(E > DI 7 UE 8k F 5 EWPS SRR > DIES|T IE
MEdn e IERERES | B T IERETESE | AV A SEHIEES -

ol Mem > BN EIREA "k 8 TR ) A% 20 AW
—2FE R IPA (Importance-Performance Analysis) Eipk A — %G %s 5747 ( Cost-Benefit
Analyses ) ( Cascio, 1998 ) » fid & Taylor & Russell (1939) f9 Taylor & Russell table 17

Aoy R VUEEASR > B0FE T IEMEdrth ) DASR T g SRdanth | DASR T IEWMEIEAE | DAOREE T B
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B ) RSR > Hiop TIERES ) SRSR R T IEHETESR | RIR A E S IEREEE A A AU
FRCAN E34s (incremental effect) s 5540 » T RRdar | JRSREL T SEERiE4E | TR E
WA SEIE - ST AR A 2 3 T E EWPS B3 [ EE T A T
REZ b > B TR R B SR HEAT B T AT R ~ IR R A ITHRE - B - EASTER
T BTN > RS TE > A ~ HX - SFEPOAEEESR > AR
BrS & agEEEEESHEFHEE NG TE  EEEGHEHEER -

EE

LAREA T 5N 1999 FERFIERR - WAFER X G LERFEEEERK > HE
28—t G E B A R AE T 2001 3817 - &% & EWPS ( East-West
Personal Scale) -

S5 3R

— ~ IXXERSY

1. G IEZ% 32(1999) » LLEUHES » Psychological testing » Anastasi and Urbina.Z » &b -
BEEMARAE -

2. 0T~ BRTR(2002) - ADEREH - 616 BBEER -

3BKRAT  BEZHE(2001) - EWPSPS RTE NI B - L RS SR A TR A -
g -

4. [ 2015 (2008) - g2 iR TAEE BB R 7 UCEREEHTTE - B EMPHIRE MR EHE
B HH R T - B

5.8 ~ %1 55(2004) - = ECE TS I BOE A BH R N 32X 2 PRt — DLE B AP B 4%
YA E B B EeBE B g m R el PERRSESE 0 -

6. BRZIG ~ =kl ~ SA(572 Bl I (2009) - AHPR IR N B S fifi 2 I A R 2 JiE
H = D &1 e e .0 A 81 - PERBEGE S G S N+ LEE g aE TS
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[Fff5% A] Taylor and Russell % ~ BEER (0.6) MIRE 25#HEHR

Selection Ratio

Validity .05 .10 .20 .30 .40 .50 .60 70 .80 .90 .95
.05 .64 .63 .63 .62 .62 .62 .61 .61 .61 .60 .60
.10 .68 .67 .65 .64 .64 .63 .63 .62 .61 .61 .60
15 .71 .70 .68 .67 .66 .65 .64 .63 62 .61 .61
.20 .75 .73 .71 .69 .67 .66 .65 .64 .63 .62 .61
.25 .78 .76 .73 71 .69 - .68 .66 .65 .63 .62 .61
.30 .82 .79 .76 .73 .71 .69 .68 .66 .64 .62 .61
.35 .85 .82 .78 .75 .13 .71 .69 .67 .65 .63 .62
40 .88 .85 .81 .78 .75 .73 70 .68 .65 .63 .62
.45 .80 .87 .83 .80 i .74 72 69 .66 .64 .62
.50 .93 .90 .86 .82 .79 .76 73 .70 67 .64 .62
.55 .95 .92 .88 .84 .81 .78 .75 .71 .68 .64 .62
.60 .96 .94 .90 .87 83 .80 .76 .73 .69 .65 .63
65 .98 .96 .92 89 .85 .82 .78 .74 .70 .65 .63
.70 .99 97 .94 91 87 .84 .80 .75 .71 .66 .63
.75 .99 .99 .96 .93 .90 .86 .81 .77 .71 .66 .B3
.80 1.00 .99 .98 95 .92 .88 .83 .78 .72 .66 .63
.85 1,00 100 .99 97 .95 91 .86 .80 .73 .66 .63
90 1.00 1.00 1.00 .99 97 .94 .88 .82 .74 .67 .63
95 1.00 1.00 100 1.00 .99 97 .92 B4 .75 .67 .63

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 100 100 100 1.00 .86 .75 .67 .63

W
Note. A full set of tables can be found in Taylor and Russell (1939) and in McCormick and
Ilgen (1980, Appendix B).
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[Fff$% B] Taylor and Russell =2 ~ B 38822(0.2-0.4) MIZL & 5 HiiE F=

Proportion of Employees Considered Satisfnctory =.20 Proportion of Employees Considered Satisfactory =.40
Belection Ratio Selection Ratio
r 05 .10 .20 .30 .40 .50 60 .70 .80 .90 .95 r .05 10 .20 .30 .40 50 .60 .70 .80 .80 95
.00 .20 .20 20 .20 20 .20 .20 .20 .20 .20 20 .00 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40
.05 .23 .23 22 22 21 21 .21 .21 .20 .20 .20 .05 44 43 43 42 42 42 41 41 41 40 40
.10 .26 .25 .24 .23 23 22 .22 .21 .21 21 .20 .10 48 47 .46 A5 44 .43 42 42 41 41 40
15 .30 .28 .26 .25 24 .23 .23 .22 .21 .21 .20 .16 .52 .50 48 47 46 .45 44 43 42 41 41
20| ,.33» .31 .28 .27 26 .25 .24 .23 22 21 .21 .20 .67 .54 51 49 48 46 45 44 43 41 4]
.25 .37 .34 31 .29 27 .26 .24 .23 K11 21 .21 .25 .61 .58 .54 51 49 AB 46 A5 43 42 41
.30 41 .37 33 .30 28 27 .25 24 .23 21 .21 .30 .65 .61 57 54 51 49 47 46 A4 42 41
35 45 A1 36 .32 30 .28 .26 24 .23 22 .21 .35 .69 65 -60 .56 53 51 .40 A7 45 42 .41
.40 49 44 38 .34 31 20 27 25 .23 22 .21 .40 .73 .69 .63 .58 56 .53 .50 48 45 43 41
45| 54 48 41 36 .33 .30 .28 .26 .24 .22 .21 45 [ .77 .72 .66 .61 .58 .54 51 49 46 43 42
.50 59 52 44 .38 35 .31 .20 .26 .24 .22 .21 .50 .81 .76 .69 .64 60 .56 .63 49 46 43 42
55 63 .56 .47 41 .36 .32 29 27 .24 22 21 .55 .85 .79 .72 87 .62 58 .64 .50 47 .44 42
60 68 .60 .50 .43 .38 .34 .30 .27 .24 .22 .21 60| .89 .83 75 .60 .64 .60 .55 .51 .48 .44 .42
.65 73 .64 .53 .45 30 .35 .31 .27 .25 (22 .21 .65 92 .87 79 72 .67 .62 b7 62 4B 44 42
.70 79 .69 56 .48 41 .36 .31 .28 .25 .22 .21 70 95 .90 .82 76 69 .64 58 53 .49 .44 42
75 B4 74 60 .50 .43 37 .a2 28 .25 .22 .21 .76 B7 83 .86 .79 72 .06 .60 .54 4P 44 42
80| .89 79 64 53 45 .38 .33 .28 .25 .22 .21 80| .99 .96 .80 .82 .75 .08 .61 .55 4D 44 .42
85| 94 85 69 56 .47 39 .33 .28 .25 .22 .21 85 [ 100 .98 .93 .86 .79 .71 .63 .56 .50 44 42
90 08 91 75 60 .48 .40 .33 20 .25 .22 21 .90 1.00 100 .97 sl .82 .74 .65 ST 50 44 42
95 | 1.00 97 .82 .64 .50 .40 .33 .29 .25 .22 .21 85| 1.00 1.00 .99 .96 .87 .77 .66 .57 .50 .44 42
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 67 .50 .40 .33 .29 25 22 L,_gl_ 1.00 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 1.00 ) 67 57 .50 44 A2
Proportion of Employees Considered Satisfactory =,30 Proportion of Employees Considered Satisfactory =.50
Selection Ratio Selection Ratio

r 05 .10 .20 .30 .40 .50 .60 .70 .80 .90 .95 r 05 .10 .20 .30 .40 .50 .60 .70 .80 .80 .95
.00 30 .30 .30 .30 .30 .30 .30 .30 .30 .30 .30 .00| .50 50 .50 .50 .50 .50 .60 .50 .50 .50 .50
.05 .34 .33 33 .32 32 .31 .31 31 31 30 .30 05 .54 54 A3 .52 N2 .02 61 .61 b1 .50 50
.10 .38 .36 a5 34 33 33 .32 .32 31 .31 .30 .10 58 57 .56 56 54 53 53 .52 451 .51 .50
15 42 .40 38 .36 35 .34 .33 .33 .32 .31 .31 .15 .63 .61 .58 57 .56 55 654 53 .52 .51 .51
.20 46 43 40 .38 37 .36 34 .33 .32 31 31 .20 67 64 .61 59 .58 .56 1) 54 .53 .52 .51
.25 .50 47 43 41 39 .37 .36 34 .33 32 .31 .25 70 .67 .64 .62 .60 .58 .56 .55 54 52 .51
.30 .54 .50 .46 43 40 .38 .37 .35 .33 32 .31 30 T4 .71 .67 .64 62 .60 .58 .56 .54 .52 51
.35 .58 .54 49 45 42 40 38 .36 .34 .32 .31 -35 78 .74 70 66 .64 61 59 57 55 .53 .51
40| .63 58 51 .47 44 41 39 .37 .34 .32 31 <0 82 .78 .73 .69 .66 .63 .61 .58 .56 .53 . .52
45| .67 .61 55 50 .46 43 .40 37 .35 32 31 45} .85 .81 .75 .71 .68 .65 .62 .59 .56 .53 .52
.50 72 .65 58 52 48 .44 41 .38 .35 .33 31 .50 .88 .84 .78 T4 70 .67 .63 .60 57 .54 52
55 .76 .69 61 55 .50 46 42 .39 36 .33 .31 .55 91 .B7 .81 76 .72 .69 .65 .61 .58 .54 52
.60 .81 T4 64 .58 52 47 43 40 .36 .33 .31 .60 04 .80 .84 79 .75 .70 .66 .62 59 .54 52
.65 .85 .78 .68 .60 54 .49 44 40 .37 .33 .32 .65 96 .92 87 82 77 .73 68 .64 59 .55 .52
70 .89 .82 72 .63 57 51 46 41 a7 .33 32 .70 .08 05 .90 .85 .80 .75 .70 65 .60 55 .53
75 .93 .86 .76 .67 59 .52 47 42 .37 .33 32 .75 99 07 92 .87 .82 77 72 .66 61 .55 .53
.80 .06 .90 80 .70 62 04 48 42 37 .33 32 .80 1.00 99 .95 90 .B5 .80 73 .67 .61 .55 .53
.86 .99 94 B85 74 65 56 49 43 .37 .33 22 .85 1.00 99 .87 94 .88 .82 76 .69 .62 .55 .53
.90 1.00 98 90 .79 68 .58 .49 43 .37 .33 .32 .80 | 100 1.00 .99 97 92 86 .78 .70 .62 56 .53
.95 1.00 1.00 .96 .85 W72 .60 50 43 A7 .33 .32 .95 1.00 1.00 1.00 99 .96 .90 .81 71 63 .56 .53
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .75 .60 .50 43 .38 .33 .32 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .83 71 .63 .56 53




