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BB d SR 1 1 iFR EE L h7 B (Fisher & Yuan, 1998) ; @

SANHE IR AR LT T AL B B4 ISR

FrOFIRERFABIBREIRFRARS PHE TR e
Folaprblpfall %5 1@y ok (A" i1lies
2 o

IR EEAAAIHEBAA T 1 TP AEER S BE i R
FEREAPDLERER . &1 700 BREROREFAE T @
Plde s p Vit 4 R IR PRSP s ERFMEAEMGE > A 10T
EERAPLEAP LR E Rehg » B8 B 1 iv(7 5 & R(Fishbein,
1967 )

e FEENTBELP AT R RROF 27 L 6 (5E 22 2003;

B f 0 2003) & 3nA B R AR R(E F ¥ 2004, FE 2
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AW P2 Ay EE s APy RR Y 2000 EREAED LS
(International Social Survey Program, ISSP) # & 1 i¥2~w eofir 2. (ISSP
Module on Work Orientation) 2. FH B2 7445 » RS g H 234 5
PRMEA FEAB L o 23k 40 BRGE LT wER c AFTEY £
A ER P ASHZIFEAEFTLAIT O UFEFERCFR P AR

1R EREEER

Y

- \li’fi%:fg_ﬁ

(- )} ER2 T
BRI R ERL T F AERER EROAT P o
BOERAEL I R A FE RO A E RS SR PR L
e BB NI A hi B3 (axiology) 0 £ 3 B ehA Ffovn
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4% o Smith (1969) Rz s % @@ & % P (Judging) ~ # %
(Praising)~ 3% # (Condemning) + #/#% € & 74 ¢ - Rokeach (1973)
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7ot 8 LBk iy e LB T - AR s~ AP F efE S &
BAg R s o dopt L 5 ERE e | ESs KA AR R
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Super (1970) x5 > 1 v @@ &1 (T3 M ehp &> 2B A
PaZREBAAKTERTE RGP THEREH T T IR AR
Apadind EE e

2 b enE $7 - Wollack~ Goodale »Wijting 22 Smith

(1971) 33 » 1 0% @R B A - B (Fehfi R > & 24 %

- R TP R 0 2 E B EAR g BAREB R A+ o Wollack ¥
A(1971) BaenE T ieh L > TR AW den D107 | A T
FRLpd t BHPLEHERFEA P ABULLALE B
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Pryor (1979) #@* ?ﬁﬂﬁl 1 ey

11

1EREE? AR A R w4 T3 v e iBk4F (work aspect

ETIRS

preference) » i 4 fBGE b hE et 4 (prefer) Higqgt

BT L R A R B s o

FRATE o TR ERE G R EROEE E- A 55

AT RS TS 3 A BRI RS IR E S ek
2

N o= f’ﬁ%: EEAAPAL T P EI P B &%ug_

SER T VIR E SR SRR R

o
= »

(=) 1 (e EpLe A~ %
I W EREFORBEF L P LR N T ERL A

BR PSR A AR o TR RS S A ek R A a0

21 1 0Ff @R AU

g-ﬁ (£ 1) e

AT A=

L

HA AR E P AR EE AR E
Ginzberg % 4 #1171 @A 2 3% F

o EE A N ke e
&_ ( extrinsic satisfactions ) ~ p % &% & ( intrinsic

satisfaction) % 1 iva»g4 % & (concomitants of work ) o

Super (1970) Super #t § Ginzberg 33 > £ 1 T EE £ (Work

Values Inventory, WVI)» #-1 5§ E@15 B o+ > %A
= 3 BHw

1.7F t4F i (Extrinsic rewards ): 2 /&= 38~ B & 2R
ai/,é“f\gﬁg ﬁjuJ °
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2. #aRf (Intrinsic rewards ) @ 41 7 5 ~ £]:2 4 ~ i
FoE b EE o SRE PR
wrtd % & (Extrinsic concomitant) @ % #e it~ 1 173k
BB MG -FEM G-
Miller (1974)  Miller #- Super v 15 f&§ E R & &~ & 12

(Extrinsic) £ p *&4% (lIntrinsic) 2 #f -

Kalleberg (1977)

H1 T ERA S 6 BHEG T wA R 35

*hafEa ¢ > i (convenience) ~ P47+ (finance) ~ &2
I3 chbd T2 BUE (career) e
2. Bt B EAE A L Ap B gl

i

3.F /& i 1+ (resource adequacy ) : f 1 = =1
e el 1 R -

Lt e F‘ﬁ

Kazanas (1978)

Kazanas # 11 e0f R ghid < B iz 1 (78 /& ¥ iEs A
( Meaning and Value of Work Scale, MVWS ) #-1 1% i i& g
EANS l}zlab'ap\*f'mzifiﬁ'
i E q_/M&:f ~1IERE
gy, N p.\.sﬂ—’" Z o
"+

) R R L N

N SRR ¥ s SN+
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Nord ~ Brief + Atieh #-1 £ E@ELE 4 5 ¢

£2 Doherty
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Vaus ¥z Mcallister #-1 (£ @@ T A 5 *h i EEp Alh & 248 -
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v
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EELY P el B

Rokeach (1973)

Rokeach #% ) i @ E{/? ¥ 1 £ (Rokeach Values Survey,

RVS) #4518 M1 B 2 185 M p enpd iy &

B

1.1 & 2% & (Instrumental values) @ £ {7 5 $5¢
BOEE ¥ Z P ARPY >~ P IR~ T E Jogg

$ M e

B 481
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3 #4 (1993) 45 Rokeach ¢hif i~ sgfek » -1 (F LA 5 247 ¢
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EEEh S AN N SRS I - S

2.p iy i@ #ﬁfﬁ&lfmp%%’é e ﬁ;‘ bt
RS NEL R

3.H s F A S5

Pryor (1979) Pryor 35 1 1% &g i <

f 1 1k fg P eif 45 (prefer)
R ! F}é] %L (WorkAspect Preference
Scale, WAPS) ¢ 7 12 f&%]% @ % 2 ~ p 2w E ~ fl#
Fe 2Bk % 47'5‘3’ B s 1 IFE A R hE
By B ¥m TG AES 1E 28

Elizur (1984) 1 TE Rk ST A 2 ¢§ :

1.5 % 4] & (Modality of outcome ) - EC i gk
ﬁ%‘ﬁamé%@m\ugmgammo

2.22 1 ¥4 3B 2 (Relation to task performance ) » ¢ 3= :
"ﬁt Jh R IR ﬁju o

a

L

=

Far \aigdﬁ%w T EpLes 25 I > Super (1970) %

EHERL 2 PGEm o 2 R BREP AR hg 2 0 ot Al

AN s 2R %\:T%},g\; ;@ Pryor (1979) eha #5¢2 Super #up i

Rokeach (1973) ¢h1 E 40 EELE P et if @@~ 7 * Super 2 » % £

Afbe A AE G A A o U B A HI R BRSO EEN 0 A

1 R o

B0 AT 395 Super (1970) sha v EEEHZE H T1FR &
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BAERER 248 21 FlR AT SeE AT AR T WA

PRl R ER LM ESEY

- SRR
()RR 2 &

Hofstede (1980) # & M7 i* G- AR @~ F A > 32
e G @6 T RFS T AR AEREERF DL AL o 5
Clark (1990) % & » 2R FEh & BT » 2 (L 87 5 & A R jhir

FARL AR i- ARATRIOEREALME v RFERR

Hofstede (1980) 1 40 & 7 F & Reh1 xtﬁ SRR AR

A 17 116,000 > K 518 > T4 T 4 BRFS e o A SRS BE

#r (power distance ) ~ # Fx T 4% . (uncertainty avoidance) ~ i 4 i

¥ & 43 & (individualism/ collectivism) > 2 %2 Br k|4 &892 3 4 &
( masculinity/ femininity ) o @ {5 22 Bond £ %2 7 ¢ > 5 3% 0!

BHe & & Pw e P (long term/ short term orientation )
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( Hofstede & Bond, 1984, 1988 ) -

LAg4 pEdr D 5 aibfifresm BRI ApGIES ~ 7
TRAER o B4 EERB T LR alE B FAK ST
B S AEE S N o
2.7 FE ML g A B iR Y o R IR P I
VISR R s FALE BX R GMER > F AL € o FUB A K
2. H FEE o
&%&i%?%@iiiﬁ%@‘*@%?@§4mﬁ§’»fk‘
VHEEBEHAEMER R c RRBALKRRE 0 BAT
WrHho APEEBASTERZE pd o4 BREE B A AAa
PP oo FREMA KRG HEM ] T gPA AT AP
vl B3t o BRI o
AFR|L EZBET 4 & 5 AFEE Y T A £d 2 AR -
"B & dpA g AR ERI B OER > R E B ER

FEHARGEERT FRDAGE SO RF AR LA R AT
Ao BB ARNEA FORFT o ApF TS AR P RAR
ERde P o RO ERFZE Mok A EREFET S AF e
A BERE T S B A o

5. & #p B 72 ) Bop | Hofstede (1984, 1988) gL 3| 37 i B RIF
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7 | HiFp 8101 # 10 7 01 p
e 10110 > 01 8
ArLAEm 5 11 F > % 25 F

Ripre P2 B 2 RRG Ay 2 AR 0 A AR, AR
bR FEERANAAA A LI o £ B i ERE AR
FoaAtenEe s APAEA RO EEe > BB ERTE

W E R EFE B EREIAREE A PLERL HR
A EEe  RRATHAEH TR O ORE LB L FHEF

B

Hofstede i@ 4B 584 40+ ¥ R L anidh BT » (A 3 Y

HFEp N2 S BRFE e > FRmBl Ry F 21 F§ EpmE
2 g e
;‘Piﬂlé

- T FIHRERE S

AP T2 HRAFHAEY FW%EALE N 435 F (International Social
Survey Program, ISSP.) 2005 & & 1 {¥P~w efic . (ISSP Module on
Work Orientation) R 523 & FAL 1T 5 F BF 1 hAH -

ISSP ¥ - BER & Fad d3 35 » 3% 54030 1984 & > p v >
he 3 AT BRFFEF SR VR A DIREE RE R L ik §
B A oISSP v 18 Fr b e A R BREHREF 2RO AR
hoREFERFT-FAIMSN L A 7 o Al (Citizenship)

. 5 (Environment ) ~ 7Ae£7 4+ %] & ¢ 538 (Family and changing gender
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roles) ~ ik A P& 22 48 5 (Leisure Time and Sports ) ~ & 732 ( National
identity ) ~ % # (Religion) ~ ¥cfr% ¢ (Role of government) -~ 7t ¢
4% (Social networks) -~ 4+ ¢ # = % (Social inequality) ~ 1 iFFw
(Work orientations) 2005 ## & 2 485 1 i¥B-w > P X p g &
FRAAPLFEp § 450G 2P HE L8 FR P A
SHWZFH  AREZLIFAIFRFIE DI TR ERT # 3 F > 1Y
21 ERE L T R RN R AKL 2171 X 0 2R
tABcs 1518 4 > p AR Ascs 921 4 o ik AdEcE 4,610 £ o
EERVEER L ¥ -4 i

AT D ERERL MR R AP AT 1 TR
s TwipEImEp 3 F £& 2, (How important you personally think
itis in a job?) #77| 7 43 & v Super (1970) <1 v E@ITLH 2 2
"1 g A (Work Value Scale) 3 i Ty B & K cp
M FIETRLE S FH E@RAT ()T FRE QB e r
(B)= B4 ¢ 5 (4)L £ 48 5 (B)L Fip = ; (6)7 §Tv4 4 5 ()W &AL E o
XPFUFRFIRCRTE (1= 24 £82= £& 3= &)
£32ER 4= 2 LR 5= -8B AER ) GFE P AL fEA
RELPEFHERL TR EROERARR 43

L zgkwé;?’l\/liller( 1974 )~ Kazanas( 1978 )~Nord % « (1990 )~
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Vaus £ Mcallister (1991) #-1 £ @it 7o % > A 5 p e~ o &
1ERER28F 0 F AT U 3RERAZ & 5 3 BRI
731 IE‘I% EREEFTFZ AT B S 23 A5 oSk
7TRAGEHERT UEBRN D A EFE ¥ Lagh ts TR AL ER

B> ¢z T21iehe NPT de ToFess ;2 Togide

fer & THBEE (3 - U3 REFHRAFELIT > ¥ 14
R¥EE L 3294% % 2 HEREREE S 2410% REEEEES
57.04% > @ p o~ b TR B A LG - RS T AT D
Cronbach’s a A % 5 .73 &2 59 H ¢ LM A5 2 A4 5 14f3
BH#EE5 3139% % 2@ ¥L L5 25.06% Riafg%Lis
57.36% > Cronbach’sa &4 % &2 .70 ¥2 64 M E Rk AFZ L7 &

KRR S5 3049% 0 ¥ 2 ERE 5 2320% 0 RiERER
¥ % 53.69% ° Cronbach’s a &4 %% .69 22 58 0 p A4k & F]F A
o5 LY RE L 2849% 5 2552 R R 5 23.75% 5 42
MR 5 5224%  Cronbach’s o 4 W] 5 628 540 b wiif > A
4247 FlE Av\#’?)?iﬁﬁifi‘%"‘ﬁ—‘"' 6 = > Cronbach’s o & '+ :E .54
M BTG BRATRLEREN A AETEE TR

l’er_,‘T_ i3 /%: ELE\ X 1‘]’ 7381 IFI% lsﬁ, ﬁ A \F“-ﬁrr’f :
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P iERER (1)1 T A ()2 Tz 3)F et 4 5 (4)
T ARAL € o
da e (5) 1R (6) Bier (7) 2l -
%2 BREPHAL TR ERFE L (N=4,610)
Initial o , e
A5 . M SD P &l fFi EpE hAaaivi ER
Eigenvalues
6 T HesA 58 403 .74 .86
7 wARALE 32 410 .73 82
5 1w 66 362 .97 62
4 1iFF 4B 68 424 76 62
2 % JT 1.26 394 83 79
1 1 iFER 2.73 440 .74 71
3 HBé .78 3.79 1.00 68
jrfgad (%) 32.94 24.10
AHARYEE (%) 32.94 57.04
Cronbach’s a 73 .59

%3 E@f AL R ERFELAIT (N=2171)
TE el SD P A (FipERL A B
Eigenvalues

6 T FEA 50 394 .66 87

7 wAEALE 31 401 .66 .85

4 1iFF 4B 70 415 .75 58

5 1 ifmh= .68 3.46 .87 56

2 ® T 1.33 388 81 81

3 HilBe 79 381 .87 78

1 1iFRm 2.69 443 67 64
rEgEE (%) 31.39 25.96
ARERREEE (%) 31.39 57.36
Cronbach’s «a .70 .64
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A5 . M SD p A TF:%’\ (105 I e S IFI% B

Eigenvalues
6 v Fes A 54 431 .72 .89
7 T AR AL € 40 433 .74 .86
5 1 e .68 409 .87 46
4 1 1% 48 74 450 .66 45
2 - kS 1.41 402 .86 81
1 1 0% 2.35 450 .75 77
3 B4 ¢ .89 423 .82 53
ER%EREE (%) 30.49 23.20
TR EE (%) 30.49 53.69
Cronbach’s a .69 .58
25 pAHEAIERERFEALIT (N=921)
Initial ; ,
5L . M SD p Al iFipEpg il ity B
Eigenvalues
6 G T .55 3.74 .82 .89
7 AR AL € .29 389 .79 .86
5 1 e .80 3.12 1.00 46
4 1 ity 4% .82 3.97 81 45
2 BT~ 1.37 395 .82 81
1 1 0F R 2.28 414 84 g7
3 284 ¢ .88 2.86 1.02 53
[ESLE L :E_ (%) 28.49 23.75
AHFEARREE (%) 28.49 52.24
Cronbach’ .62 .54

C A i

ARG R AR A 3REA IR AR 4610 4
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¥ 16 F > % 25 |

BT B AR LR ARR e o AR AE 2171 4 5 T
7 1,106 * (50.9%) * {3 1,065 * (49.1%); % M+ 1,518
Ao 3 707 A (46.6% )0 * 15 811 4 (53.4%); p ~ &£ 921

A5 g gEd 426 4 (46.3%) 0 4+ iEF 495 4 (53.7%) -tk HERE fi

4

3 A R AOTHFIR B K 5 1,365 ¢ (62.9%) - AT HSHFRE

% 806 & (37.1%); # Wik j\/@*?ézﬁ&ﬂ%,@%‘ % 810 + (53.5%) -

=k
PN

ZERESTLAAFRE X 5 703 4 (46.5%); B A R A AT BAUFRE A 638
4 (69.3%) ~ P RIFRR B F 5 282 4 (30.7%) 0 B EE G o 4
At A Tiofh 4416 R R L L 1691 A F R ATk 4713
AEEL L 1640 % 5 p A AT oM s 5271 & B8 4 5 18.37
Fo bR KT ER G > LPEATHOEL 870 £ LB L L 462
£ FRBRATEE; 1079 & RB LD 387 £ 5 p Ak ATk
% 9.26# ~ X L 420 & o

Bl iFgsk AR AR G o ARk T A 4 455
L(27.0%) ~ RE B A 1,223 4 (72.9%) 5 % RHR A LBk L
#c347 4 (35.1%) ~ FE B A #0643 4 (64.9%) ;P APRAF I
BhA 133 4 (245%) ~ 2LE B A #2410 4 (755%) 3 Mk
AFZEEEBG A o FREIM G 0 LR AT IR 4724 )
P RE LS 1613 [ 2 RS Tiodcs 4232 ) s R G
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26 RRx t&1ivl Eps %L

1ER ER BB R N M SD F Tt

e Ny 1508 17.23 2.16 418.98 ***
P& 805 14.73 2.34 iR > 48> p %
£ 2122 1556 215

e R 1510 12.76 1.79 263.74 ***
P 837 10.95 1.94 (R > 418> P+
5 A 2139 12.12 1.80

*xx <001

AETE-HAFTERF S FRE P AR A TR EEEG ¢
LB EREFEILT LR BERP 40T o

d 277 Fm A ZFRA LRSI ITH EBIEP W 374
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Tl I A Rl T iEp 4 2 Twdid e J 28 1R
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18 iR N

b Tiogge H£BZ PR Tiog RBZ A Tiof HEZI PEA
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Differences in Work values among Taiwanese,
American, and Japanese

Luo Lu”

Abstract

The aim of the present study was to investigate work values among different
national culture. The analyses were based on data from the 2005 International
Social Survey Program (ISSP) Module on Work Orientation, which had a
nationwide representative sample of 2,171 individuals in Taiwan, 1,518
individuals in America, 921 individuals in Japan, and 4,610 individuals in total.
According to factor analysis, work values could be further subdivided into two
types: intrinsic and extrinsic work values. In Taiwan, America, and Japan, national
culture had significant influence on work values.

Accordingly, we suggested that managers may lead MNCs by recruiting
members with high intrinsic work values and low extrinsic work values, and
enhancing employees’ job- satisfaction and organizational commitment through

appropriate organizational practices.

Key words: national culture, work values, demographic variables
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