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Abstract

From the perspective of Cross-national comparisons, the current study explored:
(1) the associations among job insecurity, work attitudes (job satisfaction and
organizational commitment); and (2) the possible moderating effect of culture and
social welfare on the above relationships among employees in the North America,
Europe, and Asia regions. Using the national data based of ISSP, a diverse sample of
8,175 full-time employees drawn from a variety of organizations in the twelve
countries were surveyed, belonged to North America, Europe, and Asia regions.

We found that job insecurity was negatively associated with work attitudes
among employees from the twelve countries. Furthermore, while taking cultural and
social welfare differences into account, we found that collectivism culture, higher
uncertainty avoidance, or Asia development welfare exacerbated the negative impact
of job insecurity on work attitudes. It is thus recommended that organizations need to
take care of the impact of job insecurity to employees, with special attention to
possible cultural and social institutional differences which may play a crucial role in

the work stress process.
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TEAEL TR X 2RI MM AT AL A RA L F X 2R TR
WA FREAE RS A1 2R 13 F 2R A A hw FIRIE > 1 (77

NS 3 2 R REER SRSV EER R AR 2P

(- )L 153 % 2 e 7]

iz %5 Greenhalgh £ Rosenblatt (1984 ) 7¢ EH o FRPEL PR & 2R g
MR e b B P o RRASPHE L AR B AL LA keno 73
Greenhalgh ¥? Rosenblatt(1984):n2 1 ¥ & 2 v A 2T & e £ 2R
fel @4 B A A Hha > Tt S PehkoRs A6 Pis L1 73 % 2R £ & i
ESEALE LSRR R SRR R AR L
fEfrsare > 29 o 45 B R RRE FHh - BRE e PR DL %

% o %f o Ashford & 4 (1989) % 7 F % Greenhalgh ¥2 Rosenblatt (1984 ) &z
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2 (..“:_El,?j%“«iﬁi Ha ..“:.EL,?%“«;E_‘_.T‘:_EL‘ Peprec g s ERangrg ) 2% > {4 r TR

@ g EANE s @ egee R RHH I BEG -

FEBIHNIEAL 2RI FENIEHAIBALIIELT L 2R
Ferfp s B8 A RO FH REF R o P BER 1 B L #2001 72 % 2 anioff
BE 2R IENIET X 2R i dofe F2F RO T o 2 Kinnunen
Mauno (2002) ﬁ*»?ﬁm*f»_mq_,k,@* HNR1IBAZIEAZT 2R AL &9 4
% (spillover) e B> wE 7 ReFZ P BIE LB AL Fd o i BRE F 5

ARod P A RABAAER L T2 % 2R EH FRT N AFT

=
F_
"'."'_‘l

o

o

o

_ggl;"ﬁfgg i

I A A FFF A =0 Ashford & 4 (1989) RIE P ~ i iie 54 o 7
AR ERFD T R k- BERR TG MRB e 2 p e S
Foff Bl ehi E’uﬁ“?’f"‘ TR P Bw R A ERRG p e R o AR P
(Anderson, Hellriegel, & Slocum, 1977 ; Mitchell, Smyser, & Weed 1975 ; Rotter,
1960 ) - VT‘ P ¢t % TR (Roskies, Louis-Guerin & Fournier., 1993 )
% p % (Kinnuen & Mauno, 1999; Kinnunen & Mauno, 2002 ) ~ 4% % # (Roskies
& Louis-Guerin, 1990) ~ 1 €3 » (Kinnunen & Mauno, 2002) % %38 7= ¢ F5

A1 ER 2R A

FUNARIRTOETRER L FIX 2EHEDLA LEE D2
BFE T - BT Xk oA R 1 e A Pl AR B PR R
TR HEHRA I AL RS A FER 1 PR Z 75 (Greenhalgh &

Rosenblatt, 1984)c /1y #4r > 1 1F2 % 2R ¢ BRI h3igg - 2 Ha iF
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BRAAf BT oo MBIl ME TR P AT FRIRAS
g oo g2 3 (Dekker & Schaufeli, 1995; Hellgren, Sverke, & Isaksson, 1999; Mak &
Mueller, 2000; Strazdins, D’Souza, Lim, Broom, & Rodgers, 2004; Kausto, Elo,
Lipponen, & Elovainio, 2005) » 7 ¢ *% i f 1 $F ' 5 oh-ik3E (Cuyper & Witte,
2006 )~ 15 iz 2 & 3% (Cheng & Chan, 2008; Rosenblatt, Talmud, & Ruvio,1999;
Sverke et al, 2002; ) ~ 4;"1‘217%& & #F i (Rosenblatt & Ruvio, 1996) » 3 4r f 1 <
1 i@ 4 i e (Probst & Lawler, 2006) « BIP} 7% = F AR e R > AT
FEFRFIREZIAZEGRE?P IR L DR EIERIALE LA (R
W 1997) e id T &bk (2011) ™ 2005 & & A6 ¥BA AT A

SRR L 2L E R IERE  BERGER G F e B

1R RERT T R S B NRR AL BAF i
R TR % PR RERA S Tl A% 2R Fesang ko2 f F

I EBRIITA L 2 F iEaEsT o 2 PR R (7L % 4 Wilson~ Larson

2 Stone (1993) HFM A1 F2 % 20k Y 115 R 12 iy b g
PIEA 2R T RRFIEF AL ER S FHOTAEE ~ LR 10T

B4 ZBIFR RS FlE @ ol AR

(2)1 %3 % 2 ent R
ERESY S S R L PR S S R P RS TR L]
TR 2RHTRIER 7 P TS v ¥ § 477 F o Cheng

% Chan (2008) 4-%t1 T2 % _}_»),T[\:Z» ﬂ—g%fg_‘ii;}pfﬁggﬂi‘@ﬁﬁgg,riﬁj&*% B

2

A MR 12 &F (tenure) > ## (age) % £% (gender) 75 1 17 &% 2R
A BRI ANEF SR FRETEESEHL (T X 2P H R
A4

4 F 3%k o 33 Cheng 2 Chan (2008) s= 3 5 g B gt

17



(]

3% 2R 2SR RAE PN EFF 02 L FPEL AL F R 5% 3

REHSEERIERFOM G 3aF - ROEF 1 T2 X 2R T M MA

A

S TR R 4 T A

(]

L ITRL AR o HIEHR T - Rk o 4

TAHHIEA X 2R R A B TR

i 9 Lazarus % Folkman (1984 )" /& 4 3 #4344 | cnjL 2k > Cooper % % (2001)
AR R IR R E G §REF B AR TR EALE 7 o
7 kb efE3d &2 F & o Greenhalgh £ Rosenblatt (1984) » 32i A 1 %1 (72 %
A ER R € F] 5 B A B A TR AL L F R B A Tk
FHEFZDLED G AFeon tiEmEL XFEFFT LT o1 iF2 % 2
BT MHEAER f » B8+ 3L M4 (De Witte, 1999)° B 1 en§ » 4 (negative
affect) € 5511 f PREAA @ f BB (Mak & Mueller, 2000 ) -

Mg Tk (201152013) & W@ % % ook A IR E 4 R34 (77 % 2

e H 25 gaE F’“m—"-iﬁr‘]—% o PR iF T ETrEE (2011) 2 2005 & £ % > W
REABTHI A LA o 5 I B AR RSP E 11

PERTAANLBPP S EFR IR e BRI GREF N EIT
PEIREICRLDOM G oI PFL FA X 2R EIIERLNE » MR ER
L ki R F1 TR L 2R B TR L) o Mg REEE KT -
MU T e (2013) Bl s B A B hRBRE 1 SR A L BRI
CPREHLFA X AR B FER C FLAMBT A E 0k BEFR L

EHREHIEAZ 2R EL FHE R MM A E sk gEFY LB A G AT

Ao HABR IR T O HREERRFEER L ER L 2P H L FE D) @
M AR Ram s R ESRREEEfri B 77 & 28 F 0 iF5
g BB
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MO P MM EFILHEE FlRF G aen FA-RDES ool LB R

EFLEAX 2R e kF s RHIMEIA T 1 0F

3
&l
ot
£
—
(:;n\&
)
RN
i

&

@M#%ﬂ?&ﬂﬁ$a@Afg%#%ﬁllﬁliifﬁﬂ (e i B B B
Fl g o FdEm v o dofe il G F(mEd -~ 2011) B8 G o det 1 0F
% 2538 (De Cuyper & De Witte, 2006; Parker, Griffin, Sprigg, & Wall, 2002 ) ~ %

‘] (Cheng, Chen, Chen, & Chiang, 2005 )~ & 2k 55 4] &7 = G E ( Wong, Wong,
Ngo, & Lui, 2005 ) ~ 1 ¥4 4| (Biissing, 1999) ~ 4+ ¢ £ 3 (Lim, 1996, 1997) ~ B%‘«
i (Sverke, etal., 2002) & %2 o e b & % IF 93134 Mﬁé T F LR AL RaEF
2%k o AL g FH T F S BT o Sverke F 4 (2002) % Probst & Lawler

(mmw’%aéfﬁﬁgﬂ@a\?&J;M+aﬁ$pswﬁﬂ%1f+uﬁﬁ

—r!\q.

AAEFE ARFTR I H L2 X 2R LB PF BDER FIF o Laszlo ¥ 4
(2010) Mg 16 Mathrd FAR11 w3 % 22 BB AT §5F
Bpmlm g e 25 FR F11 T2 X 2R B ZE G AL »ME - a3
o MET 3 & FIR TG § 73 b o33 2 » Laszlo’® 4 (2010) 325 B34
PHAIIF2 X 2R EHEE2Z 2 MBI 2R &% o v} A& 4> Sora

A4 (2009) - HMUBEHRFRESFATH VM RIFPRFZAIIEL X 2R

plud
E:glr

FHERMBAOLE REFRRARLEEFRA 11 F 2 X282 HER2ZH
Te B R HEIF LRSI - RO RARPLBENA L2 % 2R 2
P TRAEMBE R Gk ) FRE T - 26 B4 172 % 2 a0
T P UM RIRITS AT edt g o A H D 2R RO R RAT ST L PR o ALt
WEEHL A 2R H LR G2 Ak sk AN e R AT kAR

v

B4 - RENEH 6 HEAT LRSI - REFT RO AT
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"THFELE  HTR 1AL 2R 2 B PR R AR Eonk 0] R

¥+ BEiE 2 # % > Erlinghagen (2008) 325 $REARAL R PFFF x5 > iF
FHFEHA I T2 X 2R REFATREZ ST G i
RARF T VPNUPRFELDRLGED I 2 ¥4 0 FR3EL LA EAFTNERT &
FRARIHL T2 X 2 i r LR o L 8 EF 7 hRir > 25

1“4—’\"{ i F’ fé’lmﬁk L j\ﬁﬂ'"‘ il u;‘p%*j—fkr} :

(D) @aferend A 05 FrE LAY 5 R R RIT L AT g

Erlinghagen (2008) # &7 U T W B E Wk RRREFA T H % - ML 75
AP PP L SR g * R e A0 A PRF ALK AN 2

ERTE A N S Tl S-St

(C)FHRFEEH i % ik ¥ Anderson ¥7 Pontusson (2009) % Probst

22 Lawler (2006) (7 § A W F RAEAGTIFIRE 2 LI R Y ¢ R 1
%lﬁzigmﬁ@’@mﬁa%ﬁﬁwgoﬁi’ﬁéﬂa@%ﬁ’@;
e RN A LB FHI R~ 8EE KRIRYET o RO
H1®2 X 22 R F 0 RE TR E - FRdv s By
BAraigedd odrER (BFALE)E L (E4 %) (Probst & Lawler,
2006)~ Al (BA LK) B2asr7 (B4 %) (Soraetal, 2009) - B2 7%
e fwﬁz‘g;rs%ﬁxﬁué CTHR1I1I®2 X 2EHRE5F REG B E o 2L
B R AR RS RS AT R AL RS AT
AR R ZE B LI KDL FEHR (Oishi, 1999) » €T T 3 A 1

1R % 2R LB PR e Hock o

7 'fﬁ ) ,T-*‘uﬁi_g #1& & k3 > Anderson ¥ Pontusson (2007) B3 AL §
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BRI R € MA 11 F2 % 2R 0 & EBRAF AR 2a % it 2
(4o $£4c24 48 ) @ 2 5 Fes A P a2 L B (AL ¢ AR TIaY E
JEAAEFIRARHA LT % 28 F e o

\\\?{r

% Erlinghagen (2008)
FUER 0 NI MG AT AN TS AR 8- B0 R
1EAF R AL BB R EF RETEAEATIMAL EEETLE A

AR Fe oo § FATZ Y 0 3K K1 Esping-Andersen (1999) £ Holliday (2000 )

p)

Feo TAGTIMAIAE] ) (TR Ry E- KR FTAATIRAFIHE TR0

LERY R ERLIY SR IO T i

d bt Ao A P AT S B R e T - o A PRk Al i

eATIHPLIEHA I LF2Z 2R 10T R B M e §ock o
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FoF AEFIRE L Fank

Frerd s LHFRGF LTI X 2L BRALC FFF I LAY RIL
BRLZEVREBEIHHE I TX 2R RMATL LA 5 FRES L
IEFF 2R AR S BT AR A Rl R TR o oL A
Tl B R EARMFIEHL T2 X 2R H R 11 THRZE 75 MBS &Y
fives » @ LAk € PR FIF 3B L 7 5 97 i §2 5 - Erlinghagen  (2008)
AU RN URES CE RN ) RN E Y E R N R
v BB RO REEE IR T ER 1R 22 Bk R0l

o YL AFNPRE L L EBEF ARG e o HHm L (FHERMH 7
AR 2 AL AR TINA GRLE AL U B A4 AS AL EFE) H

WRIIEA X AR OELB MR

BRRAL Fhf e BB 4ed (F2 % 28 € % M A 1 0 #2712 5 & (Hellgren,
et al., 1999; Kausto, Elo, Lipponen, & Elovainio, 2005; Mak & Mueller, 2000;

Strazdins, D'Souza, Lim, Broom, & Rodgers, 2004 )~ &> B 11 iT% & (Mg ~

Meit 0 20115 g3y > 1997 5( Dekker & Schaufeli, 1995; Hellgren, et al., 1999; Mak

& Mueller, 2000; Strazdins, et al., 2004 )~ QT“ k3 ( De Cuyper & De Witte, 2006 ) ~

iz % %R (Rosenblatt, etal., 1999 )~ " M B 1 % L e ( Rosenblatt

& Ruvio, 1996 ) » 34 f 1 «h1 (¥i94re2 %ﬁ%‘« "+ (Probst & Lawler, 2006 ) -

34

B 1A 2R EHA I B AL FRRS TS A2 f bl

oW F1FERYAEY > A2 1 EFE>2 11?,5&&‘5?&1\* B o
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Ashford % 4 (1989) 21 F2 % 2R A& B 1 e- 2R &% (a
constellation of perceptions) » 2 4 - R £ M A 1 1 (T8 L & ek A 2 s
m%@ojﬁﬁipf#ﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁiiﬁﬁtg%@ﬁllﬁﬁ%’#g

¥k

4

A R B AT B 11 TR RS IGEPITR R
BRDIEBGFERFA - AL TBEXL TALX 2R gHA I I TRREFS A
4 é ?’W’J‘E/% o

1-

Bl 17820 F1 688 F3 - f oA

Bel2: 167 % 2 0o MA@ FE- f WA

R T N
Tylor (1958) 25 » ~ (* H - Biod HWMELIH I &~ BRL|E T onE % o

iR AR G A ERBR B E R RS-

BALE = R A7y Fen- 2250 4 fo¥ ff o Triandis (1972) 38— #H #-2 it 2% %

b E A BT FAERD - B IR o ok s TR B S FUS 2
BT B A f 50 BER S B ASRIBEROTD o Fd 1 e

TENBRTE R FES PEEMNE - B R LR R ERT
%o & % »Hofstede( 1980)3% 3 » ¢ i* £~ B “r#G hk 2 & #12(collective
programming of the mind ) » 3% # % g VEGIEM A B HIRB hE o ¢ B p M
RS RARR c Pt 2 7 RIFLHUERLAR HE LR I 7 RGEHF
L EAGRRS I .3.&137%&@ oA g o

CEFLEFEL CHE T2 GEREEIAZNLE  FBHFLE
“T 5 % 0% it 4 3 & 48 » Doney ~ Cannon £ Mullen ( Doney, Cannon, & Mullen,
1998) 3 #2 it W MTie® 430 A R A AL g P BB AR B2 L
#ok it o Clark (1990) Blie— # 2@~ R FeNL W a3t > v L £ 75 &4

RFEApE - F ARG RRS PR - IR TS 3 i RS LfE U RE
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R ehis 3 e Be hearqiz o L4 BFS CEBER B A ALY
Foo GBI TS S BB LY W W R~ wirap KA o
N EWEEMT L e L B (Hofstede, 1980) < 43 2 » " ¥ 2 it
iR % EHFRORFES R EE R ERL @ e ¢ ERBME
W - RBEERA G A fEid & F ko Hofstede (1980) % #pi%51 IBM 27k 72
Ba P E FA ol e BERG w0 AN G RS A
TR B/ B AR S T/ A o3 1985 & 502 100 5 Lkp 23 BR
P A LFIHE S VAL REN DG S P ERHGET B o

E/Elp e o TR T BHEG 0 A BEE S LR G E

(- )#+ §Edt (Power Distance) : % [pAt ¢ 53044 Afe? T E kw2 B2 R

P AR MY R A T RARE R TR MG o R A
Hacjgs A TERRAERAER T TS R o A BAETES 2 T F
xR L B ¥ K _PDI (Power Distance Index ) 4 fie g % 17 4 o PDI 7 " #ic i
IPFR T RN T = LR D A WA AN L S B R MR
PRARF R AP AL OBARRR R RS R MR R R
AjFE T o F PDLgRE F > TR BAERF - RRD Lok ol Ba gL
PG XS A BaI g o F 2 o PDLREE > i fledE o Rl
AP TR DT ECHES LRI TEZREE G RS DR IRLE R TR
B g4 chi & Rk B IERARFIER 057 12 F 0GR R
G EEE- IR A O A I N
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(= )* /z 212 2R% (Uncertainty Avoidance ) : 7 e Ak € ¥ TR 5 7 F& 22 oo pf
ZFRAREDLER o
2B O APET RAEPREZEE A RFRARBELE I mA LR
PR P BTSSRI Z o R AMBEE DR RRCEARFE DT SRR
FAREGHMA EHFEF oo B BHENY R AP hr BEEES
BAGws2 it ® A G 9772 F o Hofstede *t 1980 crF= 7 FHLEET » % &
I A A LR E B o ¥ d UAI (Uncertainty Avoidance Index ) #
BE o UAI Pl - LT 22 006 B s A F R E LA
?%@ﬁa%&&iiﬁa@o@zﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ&m$ﬁW?:g%ﬁ%aA
PARNEES T T E rﬁJq*#iyaﬁ PR ehl (72 Rae g & 0 RgF
AEFR R A1 FL B 1L BERIES R T 0% e FREE % F
FHRE - F P21 Fe k20 2 RTPREFR/RPELOF Fo L PR32 ED
B0 EIEE R 0 Y PR ERE RS o b (5 A R RE R
Bifs A F0R R FERIAEF T L' ML LB RE TR
BE PHIPREFLEFORFIZHR AR P A~ 2 F25R; 2t

BB R MR RIcT L s R 4o £ 5 S B Y 2R o

(=)@ * /8 %3 & (Individualism/Collectivism ) @ 7 fo Ak § 3t p Sfeis 4 BE 7%

EARMRR L R o

e

T ALK 0 RIRAR B RGRE Y A A ] R R
FRARY R RENoHEe o) T BHA SR ) A B EY RS
Tadforg oM ik Bp e xR ISR A E M BRSPS o
E R B ARG SRR BIC REABAREE A - BHA R
AL g SRR G Bfg» PR AEM R ok o BA/EMAZTd IDV

(Individualism Index ) A #cen® M@ &> PRI E B A 2 S B R ke B B A
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A FRALHEMAF LR RS KB L LK o T Schwartz 3 1994 & 75 4p 41
Bt HERE Y BA L ARG ERMEE JAPH o TR A LR H R WX
BABEYDT T H > F 2 7K o BAARDOFRRICZR AR~ W~ 28

WA KPR pAcd B BW D~

(z)¥ /% 4it (Masculinity/ Femininity ) © 7 At ¢ &5 § ~ L 2w & 4§ @R
BB LAAEHW T A PN A PR TEYE T AL IR T2
#4455, (instrumental characteristics ) » 4r% 5 ~ = ~ § #x ~ 3 K= fih N S
FEIFH RLIEAPRTERTHRE 2 EH T (expressive characteristics ) »
IR R RS RIE ) o BAEF R R 1 T e kg 2 0 AT
CAERRFOREE Y A Tp AP i R deF E e 1 (FHBA L H
FeF2 AP REARFPREHNFEN THFREEMG  PEAE25Y > ol

AREHE Ll i~ T 10FF 4 ~1IFX 2R E  §/ 4P ERETd MAS

e

(Masculinity Index ) = S i 2% o § P RRIcER ~ AR~ p &5 4+

PRI P s E R A A

(I )& /724 ¥+ (Long-term Orientation /Short-term Orientation ) : 7 o A+ § $3¢

FREARBRDLE o

Hofstede ( 1991 ) 325 $#PFR LR h72 7 (T3 B WAL § 2 it £ 8 |2
- cFRRS R EDESH o RRT EARFE ORI FERF - AR 07
FF TR I UARFIFELAIRY R R g5 LY P A BEED )
Feorz o wY Ee R LRERFRT Fo Pt > R FE - ) VDT R F
ERFJE ORI ELTRIARE T PP oA R/ Ee AT Y

LTO (Long-Term Orientation Index ) = 5 s 2|8 - L o B 7ded % 2
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AP A EHEPRFICER S ER S FR v d Lo

d RS VLR s 477 L > Hofstede (1980) % #pi5:F IBM >3k 72
BASPOR LT Bl A BELG 50 A B SRS IR A
TR S BR/B A A T/ o 3 1985 & > 2 100 5 L kp 23 BH
el SRl I S A E A e B AR EHH G 57 Ba e o
£ /728 E 5 - Oishi ~ Diener ~ Suh % Lucas (1999) 2% F~ L 8 > 2 =
CETIERRP DR E 2 FEREY AR o BRI EY P EARD L
-3 IR i‘*'fﬁﬁ"]%{gé% B (heniey o #6320 > 4 Oishi £ 4 (1999) # 51 ep '—i%[
Bl BALRIAAE TATRA P RF o APT R AL BEY
BEEALENERME T FHARL PEBMA B TAER HE & 2 & 74 -Hofstede
(1980) A 2> LBt ¥HREXRTFLFAZIREF L84~ d 220t
£ B chdpik o T Hofstede ¥ it A3 ke i <X |34 3% P+ (Baskerville,
2003; Fang, 2003; McSweeney, 2002; Smith, 2002) » 3z 4 2F % H % & 5 H 4 *
feBd o A g PFIEE TR > BAEEHEA KA YBA LR
Ll gV G Jfﬁ(Trlandls&Bhawuk 1997)° & Hofstede # J12_ B A &2 E 48 3 & n
AR AEARI AT P4 EFEF » 4o Probst & Lawler (2006) %2 Sora % 4
(2009) #7 % o 4t ¢k > Hofstede (1991) 25 BRI A F IR X 2 enig A~
FEHF e P REaR G Mo 2 ZERAaGny e amy Y B@ET -
LY RN E Y LA S R ik ZaE R R A e RN IE N
N4 o Bt s AAT g 32 Hofstede (1980) # d1enT B 4 22 A8 % | 2 T4

FETP g | 2 A TR A miEr LR ehll# o P ey 2 1ok
BTy > - kY ,fﬁd 2R AP AT F i 0 £ AT% 3% Hofstede

S T T AT
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HofStede # 77 % #gB2 3 A cndedr o (e 2 Ak § WA M OERMAR L7 F
1o AROELEAANERBRAGFE > L WF AL POl ER FNAp N
(self-concept) LA o — #&m 3 » BALEfE A ZBRE A B4R 2
FAFS e v E Lk S AR € 038 (Hofstede, 1980; Kim, 1994; Triandis, 1995) -
et %mmvﬂgiﬁJ’@&A*éﬂ&@ﬁﬁuﬁ@éréﬁ%4ﬁwiﬁJ
(valuing personal independence ) e & 2. > 41 £t iEeprwpiae 7 T4
Mgy TR 2 T A %a g | (Oyserman, Coon, & Kemmelmeier, 2002) o 1 4
IAREEMIRNEMARLIREF CBALRTREE %Tﬁﬂzkﬁ{; LA T e
BABE RS R BHARPRGEEIREFOSTEPELLS T
PlAcB R £ 2 VT S0 Rl X RAEEME A E 0 ¥ BA/ERA KLy

¥ o IDV (Individualism Index ) & | {F v 2 i€ B A 2 EOEFEFR B 3 B

LA FERGIEHEAA Al e iR A 235 o

Hui (1990) = 3 & R 2 i % & § B TR 1 ¢ (ve08 F - Hofstede (1980)
FRBALEL M REML T AP EERPF A B K> Lo B
BTk 245 h1 (B (Oyserman et al., 2002) - b » MFEF ¥ LR %
HE B R A H L iR Y B @Y 3 - R o Schwarz (1990) # 3 # R ik
it (security ) &+ + ;L2 it B £ & - Tk o ¥ Schwarz 2 Bardi (2001)
FRHEFLFI NG EROFZEFBRESV T 4~ 47T SRETHE
ok tamn RR L FALPERY R Y HEMI RPR T
FUHER R EPREREATH R FEH G ERELFOEA
BATAH ARG TR A EEY R E R DTFF o AT Bk YR

Fool RERA S S RBAST B ERSNEF P FRE S o i Jones

Rl

% Jackson (2001) » #FR ¥ A1 v @M R 1 { £ T2 (T T iR o 4%

T2OoRAPTUFREMLEZY L BHAKY BRI TER o ApES
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BHAEFS CBALEF L TI0 s

Probst ¥ Lawler (2006) v 3 & (¢ W) 2B L% (£H) A2
P21 Er X 2R 2 r BB 5 F R R ELE T >
A TERRZ M T TR L 2R M EMA R Y TERE A e H AR
w81 (P8R 5 o ¥ Mpihd > Probst & Lawler (2006) =% 3 02 8 - B

FIFRBAE R RDEE P DR TL S PERGL Y o By AR

&

RAFTA HERAZEWLAG ERPHFL L1 772 2 222 1 (5558

HI Fok ko R AT

Bi2-1: BALRBIiZREREAFLIEFZ 28 #1558 27 ¥
HoRWIiZEHT"IETZL2EEICHELL P HA -

BH2-2: PALAWIERERERG L IEF 4“3’:\5";:'.&5.#’&#‘45’##
o AWiZgHIrIETZ 2L P LE2 f oA -

f”} B 42 faga &2 ¢h > Randall (1993) 77 7 » 45 21 | 1 7 e Ui enii
BRAFEHAI TR ROER FlE 2~ o FdoHofstede (1980; 1991) #73% »
BRI RFDARL ERBEZAPAPUIF RS RFE TP F 5 R
EREFPX - B PFRE PIRPADRPERAIFE P § 2 FNF T 4oz
LN 1 FLp B s 2T P E o Hofstede (1991) 335 R %13t 4 & iR
BEX AR E I mE YRR M P EEL R BHH A mEE
RS H I TR A EARAT s Al e B T 2 o F R At A
AR RARE P HEN L FRREL 2o0F RAEAF P H I FRAELEFE

AREORY X AR o AL AN 2L

BH23 FTHEPREFEBRFAT LTI I 2L RITE8E2 7

o BRAMEIBRBEH NI FFZ2EF LI EMZ2 f oA -
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BEe2-4 -‘Zﬁiﬁ%ﬁfﬁ'ﬁﬁfﬁﬁl 3 2R L EP/LGFEL P i
cBRABEHRPEHF 1 EFI2FE R EPAGEL Lo HA -

R Rk R I

Esping-Andersen ** 1990 & J15x (Agf|F AL Kbz B K¢ ) 7LD
TAgF148 4], (welfare regimes) P24 o Esping-Andersen (1999) 3% #73) 4%
TR T 24y "TARF FEFRE AR LA nig PR TGI8 4] B
iTi- BRESR 4 F 8P o Esping-Andersen (1999) i&— # 28 451!
RA P R0 322 AR TR AT A S5 B8 ReZ B R DT RA &
REMFEH -PEBL PPV AF BT 2w TS g RPEA R

T AR TH EEAEH ARREDERS & - R AGTIHAPFET - 27

)ﬂ.\
(3
3
F_*
>
=

B AR g B RE R Rt ~ EARAL € H R aue a4t
TR 2 R o G A R R AR T SHEad B M Y o0 R RANL DL

a7 ek € 45T R o

(=) AgflrFlenh B g

Esping-Andersen (1999) 14zigfl1d 7 &1 ! ( de-commodification) ~ 4@ silis
3 iv 2 (stratification) % ii?bt’rff.?j- M ix= BER S 34 0 p d o (the liberal ) ~
F= ehgs e & e (the corporatist) % 4+ ¢ % A (the social democratic) = f& & =
AR RS B P R AR RS WA ER L2 L ¥ o & Esping-Andersen
(1999) & Mg FIME 178 1~ 318§ hbl L J il amdin - R e F o g

> ' Jones (1990) % Holliday (2000) 2. ¢t » % 3R& T 7 12 F > 45T K

PR s Ep i hnd 7;71 AP THF P FALRZPPEE BARARLF S22 - >

AR R PR R g R e 4 o i F e A rmm Bde i &ML M o 00 gLy
“fﬁmﬁ‘rﬂﬁ TS R a‘x%zt'\%rm* §°  BAZEY S BARTIRE ST AR IFL L
A U F A AR ) EBEPHEJEOT S S T2 Tl BRI, 2 Ay
Ak g AR PPk Bt 35 AL  chA2 & (Esping-Andersen, 1990) -
2@ﬂw%“’{ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&gﬁﬁﬁw&’ﬁ#z%@ﬂmﬁinkﬁﬁo
P M G R RO B ST AR TIPSR e ¢ R g S
et
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FITE BN B o 34 Esping-Andersen (1999) #73 » 4g {44224 ¢ 5<
SRR AR FIR G B B - BART A ends BB (5 o 9TIL > MEFAL € FUS
EREIAAEHIRDFEE > R RAE AT EEG IR R o Ao
Esping-Andersen( 1999 ) +* #3F % B 7eiim fI R 412 {8 > #Amf884] 4 5 p o 4]~
T AIBALE A A Z Ao ",% 1 baE = AR 4] 2 ¢k > Jones(1990 )~ Aspalter
(2006) 2 % % Z&rw v2 (2003) £ 7 RIS LE AT R R AT F8 B
FREBFE ZTRZARFHEL I FTI SRR 2 - - B
Esping-Andersen (1997;1999) s Few= 3 ® > » 35 L & B 74518 4] oz E
FEBEE LR R ATRTIETIMA 0T B B A SRR b R SR
TR A A R Al A ¢ R A A = am Tl et & L I R RaE T s
Bl = 2 10 BV R AR pd B FF AR g A28 A
BB F RS e ARgAl o B SR ELEAE AL R TSGR 8 E
AFTE T %% Esping-Andersen (1999) = faAsifIH ] s S - 7 54
Jones (1990 ) ~ Aspalter (2006) % % % B¢ ¢ o< (2003 ) >+ L L 4m1148 4]0
Ao RN Y EAR TR ] A TAd e s ms;ﬂ—g AR A LFEET v
Ao WD L LARTIR AR £ kAR IR AT A oo o i S L AR IR AT R R

S B EAPM 0 Rkt EARTIM A R B EHRP L e e

4 v fARTIRAIR - P B TR

2P Pa g 1 g g ?PR)’%
g EARR
g Aid | 3B ", " ”
o r 3 ¥ o
pd 59 ¢ 3 3
AL ER =, 3 a 3
?*"1””’7 EB B~ e 020030 (F - BAGTIE R 2 KL H B Al T4

o (A AL E H ) 310 F 189241 o
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P AT FR o LA dEd o AT KR AP

TAL € AL AMA] ) P R EEH T2 F & ) P o i Kiox it 5
AT EREN A LFRALG ARFE S AF T e FlH o AL R
AP RS P Fa e AR 12t FE g ipkanigfl et g ivfn o
AL AR NS H R AR RETHR R ERD o 0ot o AL ¢ X2 AT H
fROf e S A UG AR P R Y A SRR
TR R A F B Ik o dort Al B4R f A RE S 2 X X ch
FE ;):/]ﬁ%iz%—@ b dva ' ji{gf;{_f‘u&i&%‘;_‘rﬁf,ﬁ;gﬁo Fla o B S %T;rs
FOLUERE o ARStenT RS IR R R A T o 0 T oA € AR T T

( Esping-Andersen, 1999 ) -

Fig A4 e B BT TARTIRE A Y, B > L ERG AE R

By g o L BIMAOFE AR KEL BN TRE L B
BRI GET T RA L BT A LA N B RFET A
PALE S AL § g2 th o MR SRR G RIRL Rhd & {4 R R
et 2 A S A e WG 0 A RIS R DR AR
FRA T2 BAETFAAENASRAT RS AR R T 7§
AEfRie D HR REARAIH B A ORI A L e e o RIS
E RGBSR R €4~ > REBR A G L e TR

( Esping-Andersen, 1999 ) -

Thd A e B EES TS ) s 0 B R TR &
EERA RS A RAF B SR RS AP R A%
Mg r # s A FRNBHEFFL LRI PH S TRERA IS5 F T

3 BB N B R ¢ R IR o St R O R A 2 R (i
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&5 2P E NI FT URTIFIRE Y R 22 @ 4 Ry o 2

# 73 "Lenfl et (Esping-Andersen, 1999) « feApten > & F 5 i S {4 BAd

>

~

GHE AL TRRd dck des RS mp ke

ln

4. TH L BEARES] efe B @R AN TAEARTIR SRS B | ik o
AT S AR iﬁ’%%ﬂ@ﬂ% TRATG ALE B anadE2 b %
(A edgBad 8o an NEAdg R | 5490 17 o gflid] g
BHEFRLGHAFED T Rbhdd s 2 L EMRDEE o B0 X F)IF R
PP E s ALRARS A ud T REMG ) BESE LY 7O FL Y
AP REPERE 2 - T REN Y QA Ak (FEEF 2o
2003)° 5 2 > KL B A Flengdd 5 = 1 b GRS R AT ART A B s
£F 0 CESF ARSI FATORIR TS 0 oA 3 R R R GURTIE
Woobid » RRERGAGE TohA# Y > AL FEAZAGTIHH 7 5 &5
Tion ik AR AREFHETFER o wE oA (FE2H T 0

< » 2003; Kown, 1998 ) o

(=) ARFIREFIE P ¥ 2 F P A

Ao AT e e FARTIREA DS B L e Ak R 8- 2
D 0 T ECR ) BARTIRER] Y i end & (L R R AT g
RTALE NAA M AR A AT ENERT o FUR IR ~ AL E AT F e
RPIE G170 A B TR B R EHERE S U M TS W SR g 4
T HA R RS R H2AER o Ginn % Fast (2006) 777 # # RAL ¢ % A A B feh
BER EI‘JL‘% bl B AG IR R ehg o gt PR A S M TR R
Mik g XA ABfIRFetab g £ ha Ege L diant P B3 > H BT

Foo B2 L IE B ANAG T B Rl 2tV R A R T AR B R et i
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FEORROTALE L M A EAr e L gt G A MY H B ARGTIR R dE 2 0 4P
,ﬁJW%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁlﬁﬁﬁii%%i
o T A

pod AARTIR BT 2 e

%05 wfE3 BARTIM IR Renig 4

1995 2000 2005
AL g ARTIA 0 & GDP e At (& #4504 41 f GDP e A0 ) °
O BN 33.03 (2.30) 28.8 (1.41) 29.1 (1.10)
ER1 o g 32.85 (4.43) 25.8 (3.01) 27.2 (2.93)
A | 2R 28.98 (1.62) 27.6 (1.45) 29.0 (1.45)
R 26.7 (1.66) 26.6 (1.54) 272 (1.52)
pd Al | 2R 15.41 (0.35) 14.6 (0.24) 15.8 (0.31)
de £+ 19.23 (1.31) 16.7 (0.70) 17.0 (0.80)
R I 3.1 3.5 3.0
=1 3 4% 3.7(0) 5.1 (0.08) 6.4
4L &R : a. OECD (1995,2000, 2005 )

b. 7 Fefr A 2 A (2009 )

RIpEAHETEFE R %ﬁ‘« ( Organization for Economic Cooperation and

Development, i - OECD) 1€ & > AL § 4G 1L d1ehm & & AL € 'e ~ AL € K

s BT LR E S FR BRSPS ¢ AR L ERH Y

FIEAREFALE X 2ARTIZ o IR E P LTk g R A g g (T

Fod 30 2005) < fH ki f RO AR R 14 2 en Wik TR -

A4 1 i%3 % >R o Quilgars %

FRETRES G R R 1L R

%3
Abbott (2000) 3 R R 1 A sBE e ERS B |1 Apstand 0352 AL
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1R L E R R IR TRA R SO A R A FRORE B M 0

MR 311 i3 % >R cMcKee-Ryan~Song 2 Wanberg(2005 )

1
2
&
"
i
o g

P A ERITT FEMT Y BE PR EF TR A § Fo il L AR
# CH TR RERE £ R AEEALE L F 4 # % Anderson % Pontusson (2007)
Fpdp MAk g RV 0 KR 11 (R 0w 5 & o & Esping-Andersen

(1999) ~ Aspalter (2006) % % % g g2 o= (2003) %% R A I B R34 € 48

Flent D H 00 F F RRee dod 5o AP T UFRA B A G 50 ARTI L

T

VAR HBE S R Reh- ok 2§ BB $ 4 ~ AR € AR IR 4 e
B B2 BAYRE UREN A N SRE R L EA S ¢

B AP 0 F 2 R o AR S 2 BRI Bk i n et L B R
fa 75 Bk O § BIRT R H R D (PR % 2R

ERBARF oy g RE RARTIR TR 1 Kenf e o gt o SR

B3l fIUHFHERRLTEFZ 2P LT FEL R P M ik
HHEGTIRAIFI R EFERIEH 1 E7 %2 FITEHEZ L
WA -

BE3-2 B FIMHIFI §HFL 67 X 2E LB WAGEL J 5 I - R
WH AT K EFEI R 1167 Z 2L ERAEL
» W5
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Y=g =317
,—,\W}'@wv”#ﬁﬂzmﬁﬂ EX j\Fi%’%l"E"rﬁ'Fi s H Eﬁ}iﬁ%ﬁ]?‘
BEFAYT T 22 A AT AL EHA I TR L T2 X 22 &1 0vg

R WS o

3%

-8 P RBEEEBER
- ‘P’L 1:#_

g2 frw AR o AT EHRACB] 1 T o BB R BB AF 0 5
(strain-strain) ¢ » i3 R 4F R 1 R RRR A BITE ~ TR F RS H
SHERDME - B> Sx T a1 T2 % 2, 5 B ZR
AT AR F BT ERE 2 TeGE, TR B A RASFRRE -
Prbo kY EEE AL G RGP IR R A % 2R TE R B

G ok o 2% et 2 TR gaRTIRE], (FA A E A TR S A ik

PHuE-H T BRI AAAER AT ORET R 1 1A% 22 H0F
BEMB2Z B o
2 b
ER/BAAK
7 FE TR
1iFRR
22 . v o
1% % >R A | 1 IERR
B AR

infiaaEal
1. A ¢ 213
2. pd 3
3. W=
4. L LHFEA

OREEEE
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Bakl-1: 12 % 2R U1 TR AF 3l v

Bk 12011872 % 2 & v SORGER 5 & » M

B 2-1 BAEEWMAZBEREAS L FA X 2R H1ITRLZ L v b5
FHAIARER L1 F2 X 2R E IR L L » T

B 22 BAZEHMIAPEREN S T%Wia’iﬂ—%?,éi,?%‘i&;*%i B oo B BB o
PRI ER 1 F3 % 2R B BKGE2Z | w M -

ﬁa23:1ﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬂ$lﬁliiﬂgl L N L B R
RAFETMREFERC1IFI X 2R B T/REL L § M5

Bk 2-4 AT RBFHEREAT L FA X 2R AL HKEL f o M- 3
RAFETRFEHI LT L 2R E 8 RREL [ v b5 o

Bk -1 ATl ERS L FF X 2R B FRL L f v M- fpiot i
BaETIRAIA AL EA g Rt T2 X 2B TR 2 f oMo
Bk 32 ARTIMEAIAE A EN ST IF 2 X 2R A B RRFE 2 f o M o dpgt H

e
WARTIIA AL HE YR F 2R S e RIGE [ e M
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S8 FrH%
AP ZHRATHL RHEY W%EAEN 4353 (International Social Survey
Program, #§ £ ISSP) 2005 # 3% & 1 ¥B~w fi-%e (ISSP Module on Work

Orientation) F* %3 & FAL ¥ 5 F#F L cA#H -

ISSP - BESEE (Feh b4 » %3 4> 1984 & » p#n hake § 47
BRFFEFE PR 7 RADHREERFE LD EAE o ISSP 1+~
oAb A SRR T 2RO R AR R F EFNE BT - AR
W& > adge 7 oA HE T (Citizenship ) ~ k3t (Environment ) ~ 72 {2 %] & ¢
%1% (Family and changing gender roles) ~ ik pE ¥ 27 48 5 (Leisure Time and
Sports ) ~ B 7z (National identity ) ~ 7 % (Religion) -~ ¥z /4 ¢ (Role of
government ) ~ A+ & 4 % (Social networks )~ 4 ¢ % L & (Social inequality ) ~
TP~ (Work orientations ) o 2005 #33 & 32 48 5 1 iTBw > MR X P cnf B 45
HAMPIITED FARFPIIMG AFETHEF R (n=765) 3L (n=672)~
i (n=620)~ % K (n=823 )~ 4c £ * (n=440)~ ;£ (n=782)~ & & (n=669 ) ~
2 B (n=826)~d 517 (n=476)~ % # (n=1,080) i & (n=643) &2 p * (n=379)
ELoRMAFTRE A BRERENFEH R 117 X 2R B TR 2 R

TEMEFHEMARFZ Y M E2AGTIMAI2 a3 TE R - Rk Adks 8,175 4
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;ﬁm;}%'}f R %Ak gﬁﬁ”’% I}E (ISSP) 7]\1;5 B ,_‘gpi%ﬁ-
Flumla gl 222 T2 mRE, & TegigE oa TAod

BRA A RIE F0 BN B KT AR BFHRE B B

LRREPM 2 2% E (Gross Domestic Product > f§ 2 GDP)~ & M4 % 5 - £ Wik
gRmfIL Mg H 2 LRI o
A BRFY R DT LA AT
- ~31F2 % 2R
RIBAE 24 FREM ORI X 2R MEP 255 TRIECET N

= Af e 4= - gl A= A RLS=AFARL ) HERL
FARMALEF 2 A Al B BA KL S )%-%}f@"uli%”ﬁﬂhrgrﬁl
%2R

- ~10EHRR

RPHEBEA2T AR T2 BLARR DR P BEERIE D TR

HERELLHLTRIBL? ) EAS-HE (1= 228L 7= 247

AR EF A BARAEEEHE DT RAFELR -

T

i ¥5 Gallagher 22 McLean Parks (2001) e s-KI25 » 58 = AL A 4o
T E %T““ﬁ‘“#g\ RF A RO A ? 5 (2) T A e RS
5é%$11 FIRE? () TE T FARADEE > AEEFY - Dt

MEFE5eh1 €7 EALIHE (1= 24 F R 5= 242 k1) 5F
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BT I AA BRI RO H R AR AN R R PRE

Eos i EREAETL R

BALIRBEEWIZ -3 REMAEF TR ER 27 Hofstede (1980) %
Hofstede 2 Hofstede (2005) %= 3 % % - Hofstede (1980) ™ IBM = & 2 40
BRIFGHR L {3 BRIAFPHARL A LAY P ERDI R G et 5 3 D
L °TI~*UI§ A/BERA & w v @ 5 0 Hofstede (1980) ™ T 354 8 (51 &) 5%
B RN TELERELIBALEF 2R FHLIE R A RETEREG @
oW TosdE (64 4) 2 E BRI REUERE S F 2R 5 MAR FRETE
W o #3200 44 Hofstede (1980) 72 3 2% » 2 3y % ° BB 4 1L &
R7G e ~BL S SF - FR ek s BN R CERTFT B
ARARFR G EF - EREP A BRI REIBREFORNTS AR R -
FXLT AR EREP A KR A REERFOR TR G RS L T
F W~ A £ % 2B 0@ %A R % 773 Hofstede & Hofstede (2005) %2 3 o
TR %% o Hofstede &2 Hofstede (2005) %~ # 3 4 > 2 IBM = @ 2. 72
BRFEGOE 1 5% > %% Ik Hofstede (1980) 77 3 %% o 44 » 457 7

Bl SRR R R AR A S BAB R AR RS MA T R RE-

o fIRE 4] 04 572 4 R] %4 Esping-Andersen (1999) = A& {148 4] <04 47
’.},Efﬁi LR v (2003) 3L AR TIRE S cndd o > AFT 7 HAn T4~
FThpd e T e AR AL FEL jofge 2P M e v 5
Waibg RAA S EFR e £ 2 BN Ad AR ZR 0317 LT A

1A BREED AR LA FEA
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ot UL 24

by
4

AR R LR RRACEERRLTIAL LA AT EHF IR

DRRE L EE S BT E R B IR 2 B

)

LR GDP~AL g AGTIL 41§ GDP st b ~ 2 ¥ 27 2 2 2 1 pF o $A3T i

H=0° ¥ T EHR 3 F“i’*?{:&ﬂ AERAT SEE S LERL T - BER

Do AH0- BBAFRIA A 2 FIIM CRY £ E F L L2 p e
% B GDP ik ¢ i6 {14 91} GDP &1t 6] ~ 2 %£% 5 Bl 4% OECD thise3 7
122000 3 2005 & (AT ¥k s (8 & 0 77T & ® GDP £ B 2000-2005 &

ek o ERZ AR LY GRS ARE T 2ZFTH
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Fr & FTHEA
AFT 3 #-4x % SPSS for Windows 16.0 3= en 7 Mg i3t £ a8 (7 T4l e

T oo FEEAR T AT 8 35

- RSP AT L AHE AT B2 RS R 2 PR TR AR st
Ao PR R AR A REF AV E S T AR A BN T E &

P RE T8 R L 2 G Gl R BRI TR 00 R AL 4 FR

25

o

A AN A L AR R A AR A HE A A

MORACEEIREFRF TR I 2R L ERTE F\;l\ XRm2ZFan

5=
N
[e]

Ji

CREASREAR  ABKBRRIIFA L 2R A E 1 TR MBI &k

o B i 2 A GARTIRFI L R AR FIUREARY ST R Honk o
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Yr ¥ 25454

AR EFE A B EEP B ARARE S SRP TR RIS R
g A o B Z L 2R A A o Bt B § LR RPN 0 1Y
H Aok BR

- & R
- R A PR

AFETHNT BB LG5 58.6% 1 41.4% - Ti0EE L 42.04 K 0 B8
£ 51159 T3o% H7 Edch 1412 & R L 5 8855 i~ F ety o £
10 G H Y 37 4%EF I (SR Y BRI E ) TioE g

R U

1 0EpERF G 39.75 (SD=3.79 )¢ Bfs » 2> 25N 6 o™ 7 %%’?ﬁ £ S

EFEI T (59.1%) Hi i B 5 2 PSRRI (19.6%) &4 % (14.5%)°

B AP A 6o

3 6 B A KR AR EMLEI (0=8,175)

R LA thadic 3 2cE A (%) T 32d(4 [F) i
A
- 3,386 41.4
7 4,783 58.6
BB E 6
EXEY 8,140 42.04(16-83) 11.59
BB E 35
E S S 8,017 14.12(0-27) 8.85
3R 158
oW
* 45 1,973 24.1
© ¥ 6,202 75.9
1.8 e
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$I5 LA HAg 7 E A (%) L ad(H F) L

B

2o T2 B 5,066 62.6

FILB 3,023 37.4

BBE 77
1 8,175 39.75(35-48) 3.79
A

o~ B M 1,589 19.6

B = 549 6.8

A 4,778 59.1

Bk 1,172 14.5

HEE 87

ERRA T8
(-) Braizxgidix
NIRRT iy S S LRk TR T BHE I ZTE &g:g ZB o4k T RPN

TR
LR ERE Y SO R £ SR

B2 AR REp At £ 8
ERAEHAZFWLBZRF T Bl T RARAL Do GLT G TLE
SpAE R RS RE KA TTRI R LERRL i1 TEs B
PENEWIERNPLI AL 2B TS kT Al B TER L FRER | B E
fF o TEMAERPL B 1 h T SR T Al B TE o (FRER  HER 3
NREALERFL AL -BMIBZRFL A1 ELKEH B LARR B
151 &> B IPES L BALERRLBEL SIS oKL 8T s B

VB R AR TF Bl HEHR s 2P AN G ML

o
)

o2 2R AN B ARRE T e Ay A RE A BRS -
e PagnEt o FHAARFO MNP AERE P RIFELE T B AL AR R

S ENIEEE TR TS
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% 7 BAALR/EWMA %—'ﬁiﬁ»j\%'ﬁ_ (n=8,175)

243 £ (n=2,102) 4 31% (n=6,073)
T R N T TRY T LTI
(~dcfem) (~dcfm)

# & 2,102 +1.08 12.18 6,038 42.38 11.36 8138 -4.42 ***
’ (16-83) ’ (16-81)

K E #2074 1471 13.09 5,943 13.92 6.77 8015 3.50 ***
’ (0-23) ’ (0-44)

1 pF 2,102 50.73 13.47 6,073 42.88 8.49 8173 30.98 ***
’ (30-96) ’ (30-96)

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

%08 B AL E/BMIEELHAHE (n=8175)

BRI % AR
(n=2,102) (n=6,073)
R LA CH FoREAw A jREA df X
.L'}_v_,‘]
& 802 38.2 2,584 42.6
1 12.66%%*
g 1,300 61.8 3,483 57.4
45 541 25.7 1,432 23.6
] 1 3.97*
© 4 1,561 743 4,641 72.4
i
2o T B 1,450 69.3 3,616 60.2
L 1 55.40%%x
FOILE 641 30.7 2,391 39.8
R L
X Y] 216 10.3 1,373 22.9
FY P 49 23 500 8.4
HE =r 3 0.04%
A 1,339 63.8 3,439 57.4
Bk 496 23.6 676 11.3

#p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

(=) MEERR? TR

KEAORBFR HKAEFADEMIPRFRN L 2Ry 2 AaFLE

Bl Ed B TEgadn (FpFF R G ARFALR « PHRAEZ TP RER TS
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LTS FINRATALERAFERNRL AL 3 A AT RFERTL | 2
AP R MR AT RER T B 5 341 o £ 10 B I chE %7
FEERAEF 3 R REARR 2 BT TN B PR R A GET G AR
AR SRS RE A 10T v Y AR RA R R R AR
WRFS T g LR IR RS o e A PREel 0§ R T
HBRFo P A EEp a fAE § ) MAB D FE R E R Fehik A R £

AL ER TSRS -

5
?’E

% 9 ME/B R a:LF+Lﬁ-:EjF ZHAFE (n=8,175)

lﬁfi%ﬁaﬁ%&ﬁ BRI R TR
(n=4,102) (n=4,073)
g g ok FE g TEEOEF
(A #gell) £ (A EfF) £
£ ¥ 4,069 i 11.40 4,071 {2 11.65 8,138 9.78 *%**
’ (16-83) s (16-81) ’
BT EH#K 4,009 1412 6.92 4,008 lag2 10.44 8,015 .01
’ (0-23) : (0-44) ’
a1 pF 4,102 &’ 8.73 4,073 | A 11.93 8,173 -14.77 ***
’ (30-96) ! (30-96) ’

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

10 MR/F R P AETEREE 2R AFE (n=8,175)

MR OFE TR B R AL R
(n=4,102) (n=4,073)

LA Ad OREAN Ak A df X

< 1,805 441 1,581 38.8
1 23.20%%x
g 2,291 559 2,492 61.2
IR
A4 827 202 1,146 28.1
1 71.00%%
S 3,275 798 2,927 71.2
B
AHTLE 2,460 60.8 2,606 64.3
S o 1 15.86%**
R 1,587 392 1,445 35.7
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R A ORE TR 3R G A

(n=4,102) (n=4,073)
R0 LR Al ForRP A A Forp A df X
BT
o~ RE M 1,119 27.5 470 11.7
Ry o7 276 6.8 273 6.8 3 0,035
A 2,198 54.1 2,580 64.1
Bk 470 11.6 702 17.4

#p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

R Rk R R g e

APE- R PACAETIMAITF I RA L AT LI EFLE - A 1]
R E A €ARTIM A T T RE ) B2 T B R ANOVA # %5 % 12
FRAEAEARTIRRAPT TR B  F A RA L o ALE KA 1T 5T
g igpd AETIRFIRFL F1 T8 ES RN ET 2L E 4
FIEFIRFZ R o2 AT F B AT TIR L A1 h T2 kv a8, B
Foowd w2 AR T T A G A AR AR T AL R A G
AR o T E G (TP 3L MAVEAR AR S AT HEL S pd A R
SRR SN R I LI N S e G N o g A S NE R (-

2 B35 AT 10 pFe KA 12 P17 v 3 AR TR B R 3 fE g fphn] s 4

WG R S AR G MFLE Y 03BBSR KRR
P A E?I‘i’ I GRS o e A PR 0 AT B AR R R
A& ‘{\gxf‘iﬁﬁé)ﬂ;,gdﬂ']\x-ﬁ'—i‘ﬂbt’aig X4 A B ek AR ﬂ;'/f“

Exe o pIBUHRs -
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11 45188 41 B Rk &2 #1 (n=8,175)

1Ak ¢ 213 (n=2,057) 2.5 @ 3] (n=2,045) 3.i% =4 (n=1,971) 4.4 F# B A (n=2,102)

2l A Tiog  fRE 4 T ok L 2 Tiog fRE A T fRE

cf B (PEPF) L & (PEPF) L % (AEPR) L % (cEpm) £ O 1 Posthoe

£# 2,057 4337 11.39 2,012 43.21 11.41 1,989 4049 11.04 2,012 41.08 12.18 8,139  32.84 *** 1=2>3=4
’ (16-77) ’ (18-81) ’ (18-878) ’ (16-83) ’

v 2,011 14.08 9.20 1,998 ta.17 330 1,934 B 6.42 2,074 ta71 13.09 8,016  6.32 *** 4>]1=2=3

EX (1-49) ' ’ (1-27) ‘ ‘ (1-27) ] ’ (1-27) ' ’ '

1P 2,057 4124 7.04 2,045 .27 9.56 1,971 - 7.95 2,102 2073 13.47 8,174 384.95 *** 4>2>3>]
’ (30-96) ’ (30-96) : (30-80) ’ (30-96) ’

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
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12 AR B R A B (n=8,175)

A€ %A A (n=2,057)

pd Al (n=2,045)

= 3] (n=1,971)

T3 E A (n=2,102)

B LA A He PR A Ak PR A Ak P AV X He P A df x>
'L"L—E"]
& 926 45.0 879 43.1 779 39.5 802 38.2
3 23,5 %%
g 1,131 55.0 1,160 56.9 1,192 60.5 1,300 61.8
KRR i
45 407 19.8 420 20.5 605 30.7 541 25.7
3 84,97 %%
S ¥ 1,650 80.2 1,625 79.5 1,366 69.3 1,561 74.3
B
2L T 1,387 68.2 1,073 53.3 1,156 59.0 1,450 69.3 ; 0.01+5+
B ILE 647 30.8 940 46.7 804 41.0 641 30.7 '
EF
o RIS B 660 32.5 454 22.6 254 13.2 216 10.3
Ry =d 165 8.1 111 55 224 11.6 49 2.3
3 0.06%**
F A 978 482 1,220 60.0 1,241 64.5 1,339 63.8
Bl 228 11.2 242 11.9 206 10.7 496 23.6

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
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‘ﬁt ’ﬁ& BoliE BB Tiogk RFL K HR aRR
1F2 % 2R 7888 2 2 9 420 171 .69  -12
1 Ek R 7,963 1 1 6 4.20 1.07 -57 54
_E'j]%‘« K 7,482 3 1 5 3.32 087 -19 -.06 .68
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214824 15ERAF2 " HRABFETEAREPEI P enL B e-d £
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2 14 m7 B2 ﬁﬂ\t%«h (BA/ERA &)

B84 % (n=2,102) B4 1 % (n=6,073)
A Tiofge fREA A Tiofg REZ df

t

1ERF 2R 2,072 432 1.58 5816 4.16 175 7,886  3.74 #**
1R 2,072 3.95 1.04 5891 4.9 1.06 7,961 -12.87 ***
‘yﬁx K 1,962  10.44 2.36 5520 9.80 2.55 7,480  9.620 ***
*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
2157 92 Hh ti o (7 m P RE)
MR A FE R (0=4,102) & A A FE R RE(0=4,073)
CHe Toge WFE Ak TPk HBEL df t
RN 3930  3.97 1.65 3,958  4.43 1.73 7,886 -11.86 ***
1R 3972 432 1.07 3,991  4.09 1.06 7,961  9.44 *x
B HOKH 3,737 10.08 2.44 3,745 985 256 7,480  3.96 ***
*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
% 1677 %782 ANOVA A 5 (A€ 451148 41)
A€ 23] (n=2,057) A d Al (n=2,045) %= 3] (n=1,971) & L% E 4] (n=2,102)
. L o e Tie Rl L .
SF B TR BRL & ok 4 ik Tew BEL o F Posthorc
1FF&F 2R 1,942 3.98 1.65 1,988 3.97 1.65 1,886 4.54 1.88 2,072 432  1.58 7,887 52.70 *** 3>4>2=]
1% R 1,986 4.27 1.01 1,986 436 1.12 1,919 425 1.06 2,072 3.95 1.04 7,962 59.40 *** |=2=3>4
K 1,808 9.61 236 1,929 10.53 242 1,783 921 2.67 1,962 1044 236 7,481 126.94 *** 4=2>3>]

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
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$2 & MR Fe
AFTPOLFEFR N EREA AT H L T2 2 2R B 1 TR
GrinF otk > FI AL R A AR A T4 T R L R ROl kA &
76 Baron £ Kenny (1986) duEik > &k T35 & e §# 1 (moderated regression )
AR A E AT 2 A EARTIMAIH L (T3 & 2R &1 (TR A ERCIGEM (et 3
Pk o AEE FAMMEUPH AT F- NP L BAF FRALT LR T M F
A RS R G AT o Wi AeT

- " BATERFEIEFTRE TN

2173 BAFRFRAEFLRAZEDIPUH L4708 L 17 ha g% v UgER >
B GDP g2 g1 pens > & T e &k | 5 JAph ~ & T fiGRi il - 2
¥ 02 T2 v 242 21 WRAR LM BT ORRE G iAAM -
b EALEE A DL GDP et 61485 T B R A RE - B AP K
o Rl o

BEEL o FRSTEA L 2 B T ERARGE R ERE - bE
Mo G e RS G o B2 T2 e g TR, 2 TedkE, S
B TP E SR ‘b&érﬂ ?;H’J‘Z:rm (T3 % PR E ~ 1L IFHEARE -2 X KT
ERARG R T IER H 2R R SR T B RSP R4 16
PP RPEEREEAAM T P RETLPE
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% 17 4p B %

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

1. GDP 262 1.02

2. unemployment 6.51 2.14 _47%+x |

3.social security 20.13 6.75 _ 7%k g4kwk ]
4.standard worktime 39-73 379 23##% _ 454k _39%kx |

5. gender 058 0.49 02  -00 -.05%** 02 1

6. Age 42.16 11.68 _ (g%xx _gq%%kx (] S10%E  08*xx ]

7. Education_y 14.15 9.10 o7#%* _ 3% - 05%%* (0]  -04%%* _[4%kx |

8. Marital 0.76 0.43 3% - 03%% -0l  -06%** (5¥k¥k 47wkk_(Q%kx |

9. position 037 0.48 _03%* 01 02 -05%FE SRk Q¥ (4kkk (0Qkx ]

10. J1 421 L71 o1 05%%% _ 02 .02 03%% 01 -04%%k _03%% _08%*kx ]

11.1S 420 1.07 . go#sx (g*xk (7%** _ 09%** (] 07%%% 01 O7%%% [3%kx _Dgkkx ]

12.0C 9.97 2.51 3% _ 9wk _ JQukk [k (7kkk [2kxk (] JO®EE JQkE [k 50kk |

13. IDI 0.74 0.44 _gewex 58wk gawin | g3k _ (4t 5wk 4k (D% (QFEk | (4RHk 4k ][Rk |

14. Uncetainity 031 0.46 _39##x @ik @k [3kkx  (5%kk (] (0]  -03%F  Q4%%k [4uek OQkk | 5k D3k ]

15. Welfarel 0.25 0.43 _ggask _ (5*#k 4Ok _g]%ik | 05kxk G4k () QGFRF L 7RFE L 0GR 4Rk (8Hkx 34 kx| kx|

16. Welfare2 0.25 044 3%k _ 455k _ 34%%% _30%% _ (] 07%%% 00 O5#k% [ wkx _Okk (Qkk  [Fakk 34 kkk | Jqkek | 34k ]
17. Welfare3 0.24 043 spwsk 7@k Slackk | [3wkx () (8FFk L (4%kk _(Qwkx  (4kk  [PRek (D% [7wkx 33k S5k | 3pkk | 33k |

L *Fp<.05; ** p<.0l; *** p<.001
2. Welfarel : Social democratic =1, else=0; Welfare2 : Liberal=1, else=0 ; Welfare3 : Conservative=1, else=0 ; Gender : female (0 ) male (1) ; Marital :
single (0) married (1) ; Position : employee (0) supervisor (1)
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B iR A R o AR Y > X1 G AR 4o TGDP 2 TEE
X2HAB%M o412 %2 SY 28580 LM1mal,w e
KE X3 ABERF T TBALIR/EMAE &8 T AmTRE - Bolk
DI TERR R R 0 K- B AR F RN TGDP s R 4
Foakgx rddpt (X)) %2 B r > A andl T E e - B

BB (XD B2 REr RN hE T2 % 2R, (X2): Fe kg

AN TR AR/ FHAE 8 T A mTERE  (X3)) RS 3425t ih
P X2 82 X3 B (v (59t @ 2 o fh (X2xX3) en%af » T T2 163 % 2
AElgr TR AL R/EMA K ) 2 T2 IR ) O T T I o k45 Baron
fr Kenny (1986) 2 #|% » 2% w f 2 3 (8% 2 4R v 5 fhde (B) & 3)83t
BERE T LT RALR/GMALE B T RLERE, (X3) A8
ARRE (X2) BRE%HE (Y) 2l it o ¥ o ZELAERTIMAIZ 2 1
BOE GRS P HI R PR TR M Sonk s BAR Y
B Tk BT ML §ARFIS S AR L - o F 2 0 B A ¢ AE T I
ok AT > T I ERA S Rl - -
A8 A3 a8 lafera 22 BN mRE T esikE
s e f » Mo (B=-24,-17>p<.001) T 2§ f 101 T3 % 2EAXF >
AU 1 108 8 SORGRAR I o BN BRR 11 & 12 1 2 4% -
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218 ¥ v~ 1 PR & 2B TT R 2 A 1T A

JS oC
Modell Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6 Model 7 Mode8 Mode9 Model0
+ GDP - 16%** - 1o%** o Rl - 19%** -0.19%** - 30%** - 30%** - 29k - 33wk - 33k
umemployment B Wiclo 20%x* A 7E 3 0.13%** 07%* J2%E 10%E* .05 05%*
social security - 30%** - 32HHk - 32wk ) ol -0.31%** - 48HH* - 52wk Rl o - 5Q%** - Sk
Woektime 21 FE* 23FE* 20%%* J2FER A 3FE* VA ko 25¥F* 2 ¥H* 4% 4%
welfarel A4 ATHEHE A2HHE K]l 3wk 30H** 34k ek L 8H*H J9F**
Welfare2 K]l 30F** 206%** e oL/ J9F** ] 9FE JdoFrE .05 .06
Welfare3 23HE* 23HE* 25wk 2 HHX e ¥t .05 .05 .06 .04 .04
+Age 04%* 04%%* Q4% .04k 06%** Q7HE Q7% Q7%
Marital .04 .04%* Q4% % .04 %%* Q5HHE Q5HHE 5H** 05%**
position 2% 1OF** L 10**F - ] 8FE J7EE 7R A T7EEH
+J1 - 24%H* . - 28¥H* N Wi - 16*** - 22k H*
+IDI -.08#** -.08*** -.09H** -.Q9F*
UClI - 19%** S EF* =33k 06***
+ IDI*JI .01 .03%*
UCI*JI -.19 -.33*%
Model F 39.99%**  40.96%** 80.94*** 75.86%** 65.96%** 05.42%**  101.83***  [15.75%**  108.31%** 04 33%**
R’ .03* .05 11 A1 A1 .08 13 .16 16 .16
AR? L2 %** 06%** 00F** .00 5H** Q3 FHE 00F** .00*

101 *p<.05; % p<.0l; **p<.001

2. Welfarel : Social democratic =1, else=0; Welfare2 : Liberal=1, else=0 ; Welfare3 :

high uncetainity=1
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Conservative=1, else=0 ; IDI : collectivism=0, individualism=1 ; UCI : low uncetainity=0



Z)3 ok
1. =it

AR A KA I8 H NS VA ATER L FRAEF T 1 TR % MR
BT EALER/BMAL S BT A TR T T ek AEHEF (B
=.04,.04 > p>.05)° F]p Bk 2-1 82 2-3 AEE L 4F o KA 10 ¥ &0 TR
‘E“%ﬂ*F'FE‘;_ F,@;/\ .a/gzgﬁ__* lf%7$i@J‘r7ﬁ%ﬁ%fﬁfJé§rl
T2 % 2R T iR sk EREF (B=.06:B=.03>p<05)c Hit- 1
fEe it ERALERX 2R OLIT IR 0 AP g T ogD Sf - BRE
A ¥ AL BALREEMIZ - FARAI AP RFLEHUR I TP RFE
Fativpe R Er 3 LEA-R22F 3 AR 2T FR o eI &
H 1 FR % 2R S SIGE) p RN B A LK I af
Ted T TR A/EAE, §F4E T2 T2 2 & TRk Tl

ﬁ’%~wﬁiﬂﬁa»%%@m@«a5&%@15@@111w%’alﬁ

_\,:

NI
A
3%
\.‘

‘
r;
=5
.&
~
=
T,
W
=
NS}
N—
\u
‘\’99
>\.;_
(p4
&
=i}
7 Y
T
LII
o)
©
V
o
9}
—
Wﬂ
] M\
\x-
b

BIPEEFHEF RHEE TR A 70T BRRESEDF AV FF 0 TR

I E* F2EIRA ] 0 e F (T A EF S 2 F]PL B 22 EEIRA L 4F o p

g
(8]
=
!
i
G
5
k

EHAETERERREDLRT 12 %X 2L €4
4% Fﬁﬁvf’!i—?‘:jﬁﬁs RAFRTPRE:Mhi1a 3 B1 72 % 28 88K
Hf e BB A KA EREY L F P GHF LR R REE R
TRREF FH A ATLPRERE A1 22w fF kil (Bl 2 B2) 0
AREHF (5-2.16-p<.05)e gt ¥ o T A FER g ) g5 i T2 %2 % 2

N '—_EL%‘«&;%J ZE e DRSS B ERAHRP S T EK 24
EE L

56



B B B

11.2

11

10.8

10.6

10.4

10.2

10

9.8

9.6

9.4

9.2

9

e T
e BAER

0 0.5
TR R ZRME

1.5

25

TIEfrRZ2EE

Bl 2 BA/EMA K> L2301 (F2 &

I

R R

mi e R RS

10.8

10.6

10.4

10.2

—o— BT
om e R AR

0.5 1

TR T ZZEE

2
TEFRZ

Bl 3 2 g L3107 & 28

57




2. A€ AmTIAE 41

FA 19 B S e BRI TR AR T TR % g g R
3

LGB, hT sk EHF (B=04>p<.05)- W4T HFR T
Rpga 4l AL FEAR1a 7 H1F2 % 221 FREL D) v %
CN BRI R A A PRI P GRS LR R B FMALE L

ANEAGFREAL 1 a1 T2 X 220 Fhini P EHF (=290 p
<05)ed pvavoTieg il T EAETIMIILE ¢ 1 FR %
PRE TIERR MG 2D EFank B ER B P T ER
3-1 B E A 4 o gt vh o JEHER 10 7 Av o AR SCKGER T iR A VS, L
THERA B T2 %2 a3 ivr a % E ¥ (B=.04>p<05) # 12
BISTHR > A iFRFAPERPT  SAFAPR O FRETIIEALFE
Az B1 > 1 iF2 % }_}Q\iﬁﬁ’?x"*&miﬂééﬁi’f (t=-2.44>p<.05)- d p

Vil %Al VS, &5 B ¢ H Tl T2 % 2, & r.f‘:_E_'_.fF\ (|
B ko 2 H o & ok B B ndp 0 T B RAR IR R FEA DRI A
TORIEAL 2R E e MOKED) oM B R FIRTIMA S RS A bR 1

FIUBRK 32 A L F e
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Z 19 AGPIMEH] ~ 2 P2 % 2B B3 TR 23 F A 1T 4

JS oC
Modell  Model2  Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6 Model 7  Mode8 Mode9 Model0
+ GDP - 20%** - 20%%* - 1 7HE - 19F** - 1 8FE -3k =3 Rk - 29%%* - 33HAE 33k
umemployment Q7E* 8HH* Q9#H* 3 3k - Q7 -.Q5%H* -.04%* .05 .05
social security - 13k - 2% - ] 2%k -3 =3 Rk - 36%** - 35HE - 35HH* - 50%E 50k
Woektime -.04H* -.03 -.03* 2%k 2%k .03* 06H** 06H** 4k 4
UCI - 1o%** N Wil - 2%k -.08H** -.Q8*** - 147k o Rl - 13k -09FxE - 9F**
+ Age .047%* .04%* Q4% .Q4kk Q7HE Q7% Q7HE Q7%
Marital .04%** .04%* .04 7%%** Q4% Q5HHE 5% Q5H*E Q5%
position 2% JQH** N (Ve 10X L HE* N Wik N Whal N Wik
+JI =24k * - 24 %% ) ey N Wil S (ol Dl
+ welfarel 3 S A 8HHH B Dl
Welfare2 A7ES A7 .05 .05
Welfare3 WA 22%8* .04 .04
+ welfare1*JI .04%* .03
Weltare2*J1 -.01 -.02
Welfare3*J1 .03 .04%*
Model F 45.46%** 44 .454%** 86.62%** 75.86%** 62.37%** 130.85%** 123.38*** [37.27*** 108.31%** §.99***
R’ .03 .05 A1 A1 A1 .08 13 .16 .16 .16
AR? L02%** 06%** 00H** .00* Q5HHE L3 H** 00F** .00%*

L Fp <05 *¥*F p<.01; *¥** p<.001

2. Welfarel : Social democratic =1, else=0; Welfare2 : Liberal=1, else=0 ; Welfare3 : Conservative=1, else=0UCI : low uncetainity (0) high uncetainity (1)
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3 A F R T T Foank
BEAR AT ) AR RS EF i A FRME LT3 2R B FREA
BE B c2h S % o A 18 (HEN 10) 224 19 (RS5S 5 2 H058 10) 0 A s g

WET I IFRF X 22 it ERAALEARTIH AR 1 1 TR hd &L
SRR o AT AR 0 F 1T X 2R 2 I EREALE ARTIRE ]

$OCR I FERY B AR B SAZFPECR 11 FERSBET A
FRFRII TN gk o P xFF 3 %4 Jaccard 2 Turrisi (2003) ik o
BRI A7 NIFRRRE G g ~H T RE B IE* T 0 F 1107
FPERRTALDLBYEE Bod 2o AP TR E RS 2 TR AL KRS
BHALA BT 2 mTPERE AR EFTRNEL ERAHEFTAEAETIMA -
%%ﬂWQMﬁMF@AiiﬁﬁwiijﬁF&gmﬂ@ﬂjwzﬁzﬁ%ﬁj

BT T  HA 11 T2 % 2R 2 H FRAMB R &2k -

EEo-PERRI R g fEe gt > i map e TR VS L
A & ":LT'F‘A-’Q‘E:E;J ﬁrp GHERF (B=.05-p<05)- FZME 6 i
Forig- AR T A e TR A VS, A H A gk o KA
FELBHT BT FRARSLTF IR AEREF (=-11~41>p>.05) 0 (&
BloBEF ugm & T AEPIHA Y L MR m R e oo #
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RIfeRakE Y 3 E 2 BHE  27H1 T2 X 2R B8 Mo F 2 57
T AAE IR H 7 R R EARR R PR o E 1 H e aniGE Y Mo
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FAFE A A RFFRIFRAI IR TR G AFSPE 6 BRR
IHRFLFAL AL 2R B TR IFHERET TDBRE 75 40K
BATLIEHRRLBENLIEE»E or% 7 J‘J.a“—%];?]”g»\i%ép;gﬁd&7 b T e
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U RS E TSI
(relational ) & (> = % ¥ » g § 1 $ 2o 8 eh

1\2
I
y <l
5y

7 % % |+ (transactional ) ¥ B 2%

1“1‘

HERIFEF T ﬂ Pl E4p R
1 4l gk g BIFFHANFR I 0 do¥t e N iE % (Morrison & Robinson,

1997) o BEAR 1B A w3232 59 § ALAR 5 — %ﬁ%iﬁ#f’r.é
2R

-+ S
@5 K (R AR GO ) XPBMRE ERRAIHMRG IIFAL T E 2
BoEn BRI HeRE Tl RE (75 0 40™ KB L P2 45E (Conway &
Briner, 2002) ~ 1 i¥/% % B bki.f'_%ﬁ\l k2% (De Cuyper & De Witte, 2006) % 1 it
»% (Robinson & Morrison, 1995) - f§ 8 %3 > § 1 wF 1 iv2 £ X 3| (RRpF >
SR ERFIAR A2 AL 2R - HEREIFRREEZ o B
APERER P AL T F PR A F‘z?s;éi e B L AR
THEFREFFRIGFAZ2EFLERPAFLALITHE 7% HE 1 H e

Frk o K kg BB o

=~ R ERAA AR H ok
B8 Cooper % 4 (2001) #-1 #2 & 2Rl i 2 f 1 R4 hkihz -
Py FREIIFAZ IR E B IFARF FAEF Nl v MM
FrLrR ERALAARA F R BA BPR IHNG AR
LEEBRIENF - RS R EALAF OF o B4 T B RBILLF B
e BRA RoFr REEFRBEE BALEA G 973 b o 2 Lazarus %
Folkman (1984) " /& 4 3 5% | 8 » Cooper % % (2001) 32 B 1 B 4
RS R EF B EFR AT TR EAAE DT R a3 G R fR
# 2 F J& o @ & Greenhalgh &2 Rosenblatt (1984) sdzmzete? » H773ui A1
H1i®2 % 2B F B F5 BAFMEBA TR b § L4F2 B A A7
BEFREFEOLEA G Ao A B RS AAFETEENA LT

(—) = i B & oank
i %4 Sverke® 4 (2002) £ Erlinghagen (2008) ik > £33 € Tk 5

65



I

FAFTRHEIIFAX 2R 2 H I FRAMBF R SEr c 29 5 4p

*—'ﬂ%

AR RdgAt g b end B oo Ft > A 44 Hofstede (1980) % i+ A #g% 4
TR AR R 8 TREI R TR T RDEE T o UK R
AT EET A BA/EMARE A RAMREEASF LT X 2P e
KFp2Z fre BB BA/BEHIZE I TP RENFALI LTI X 2R ELIF

BAZMBE LB EE

KR B v B I fr%;ayggiggé tefaimg o H10F72 % 2R &2 EEK
e g o B (R XY B A D K2 (L f 1o AFT T 3 I Probsts? Lawler (2006 )
STy %% F 9T oo Probst®2 Lawler (2006) %28 - BRI 5 B A 2 A4
Bt i o v REHAIEZ (PR EBAAK(ER) R
TRBEF o BFEFR LR EIRE TP FI L 2B TR ME T
1A% 2R 6 MBI RY S TR R B H R
Rodmgnt o BRFEH2BET I A B BLIHPRLGE R
FEABRFC EEMAZDRARZE NP R FEIRTHEE > A

TEFRB A/ AL S E

5
THEEI K2 VTR 3 ’E,ﬁﬁ,?%’&é%g“‘b%‘_l (B2 % 2R T 4o d i B o
Ha

31T % 2R

M 821 (REE L e

¥ BA/EHMIREHA LI 12 % 2R 2
Grek FrCFEIFLEHFALEOTRRTG - o - AEMAL RITE L v
534  Hofstede (1980) # 3R ip 4 1 &~ v » REART iFehp A & izjrehi ~
Moy A Rt RIRAL T RRE L4F 1 (TR B (Oyserman et al.,
2002 ) - Jones % Jackson (2001) = #Fm ¥ WA I v BN E 1 { €4 T2 (7482
IR od oA PT UFIRERI Z MBS L AT FiRR -
gt B A E S B ALRF L Te1 Td A o - LG RO R B
oGl it P4 v p R E? v og o
Qﬁﬂ%é%‘f@?}?ﬂ@i£u¢mﬁ’fﬁ%élﬁﬁﬁéao‘éi’
¥} e ZRAE Y &L IF EEL

BB AR AL B ORI F o HE AL R A 2L R

-

*ﬁ‘\—

ST TS ICEE SNV

Wig2 i 2 B1a%p AenE & 45 (Lu, Kao, Chang, Wu, & Zhang, 2008 )

£ % > Randall (1993) # 3 R EMI AFHEH§§ RF Tk 2ig o o
66



RS BN SR T T U NN R ER R
- BRI E T ﬁ% EESEYS YR R

KRB R A A T REEY Lm0 B3 0F7 & 2R 8 e HCIGED
foor B TR 2 ORE LML 2 14 ¥ o Hofstede* 198047 2008 ¢79F7 3 7 4L AF
o ARRETE R IR I mTAME O LARG FHEFO P o H m R

BERBOR LA 2 AT LERHBEIP PS> F LB PRINER
FoE o F L HARLERERAPIDT 1R T L PHLERIRR D
BRZEBIETRERRSGFA 7o $N 2 AP RFRARSE DA 1A

3R F FRena lfgi HMF1EA4 2 X2 F ey 35 HE1 R
A4 f
HH 1T R E & FlE 2 - o Hofstede (1991) #2% # » BRI 7 /i T4
Wt B 1 TR A EARALR G A e MBI o 3T 2 0 F R 14 A maen
RPFARRARG  PIH 1 TRBE X 20 RARR 0 PIE H e R REEE
R AKL o

[
9

F2 5 - Randall (1993) %+ 4g I R 12 873 @iz g L8

g

¢ ¢t > Fauziah#? Kamaruzaman (2010) 12 § k& & &2 /84 g IEJ_JF" EW i )
PoAFHBASBMIF NI TERLEF AR P LB B AL AN
1ER AR R RE o2 A2 BRE (2010) AR Y R4

¥ > F 20}%(5)'1F45}§4(g)'1":11?—'&@“&'?\ b 3 - N R
BREE 5 XFIB AP B ERBEETORE 2 AT L0135 R BLAK

&
—*F]’rﬂ_l THIAERFFEMAL & "!z #’p;’?l“l% E¥a IF,%E)I}”E'%F‘@’L\P

ﬁiﬁi%ﬁ%{&%iﬁﬁvﬁéﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁllﬁ% ZrRZHIFRRZ
BBt &sxdk > PP 3 AF - RenB S BRI E- HEHRE -
(= Vit § 4B IR §1 57 ok
it PR ERHEEE I T2 X 2R 2 A TR AMB IR S onk oAb g
gmwgﬁ:qg;gl‘y BEIHIEAZ 2R T 2 Fenk o KR4S RSTER 4 L L
EAlenE 12 11872 % 2R BB SepF- H 1 T’F‘%%l"ﬁ’i 365 K e R
SR AL E N AR BRI AR 1 kel R RPF T RS TFIEARL N T

67



7}i§5\ ERUE 53 M= gl AN l% BA AR R A AT REEN G LFE A

T

!

Z ARFEDT A o F o TAEE A A MA AR A AT EDERT > Kt
R AL EARTIMA PR EE T A bR kTR - BFERRAE > 13
Mpded s X R i o TRARRES R ORAERL o L Bpy - 3 A3M TR
FRTAAE AL e TES ARTIRRSTAE L Dd 4 e L diagnt P
B4 &% B A B e Quilgars 2 Abbott (2000 ) ~ Anderson % Pontusson
(2007) £ Debus ~ Probst ~ Konig#? Kleinmann (2012) # 3 % % AL § &R ¥ 1
HEAIEHNLIERI PO e F e A AR AT FEARTIR RO TALE
AF e TET Wwiﬁ‘iifif#ﬁl%#ﬁﬁ%fﬁi“ o PUR AR ER A
e s g o 1k L_&ﬁf'}ﬁ* ERBEP B 1Ty A 35 A
A1EFAF 2R 2 F R TRA EP O PR AR EL ERAE Y
AEA R Py RESEHA NI TR Z IR P R o

B

AT HEYBRABFI T A ERLE A AR BRI I FEAR G A
froMm, PRI X 2RH AP B ERLAZE EHERDIGEE
2 ' 75‘ M P REREA AT R g B AR RET TR
AN S “'JW%?llri"ﬁ-mﬂ%‘m HREF LT L 2R e ST
FoFREYEY LR EREAE IR DR R BPE MHEEET A4G T2
H2RmTERERRERE PR Fo BRI e R PIGER U o AFT Y A T 0¥
%82 % f 200572 ISSPZ 4 el o 520054 s % 5T > 7 it iR < AL
fe A B2 e SOl PR % o 2 Van Vurren ~ Klandermans ~ Jacobson % Hartley
(1991) % Cooper% 4 (2001 ) #r% $2005# J'lﬁ‘f*i&#’&-ﬂ. T2 % 2RARG B A

1ERA A B KRz - o d MY S REFRT I X 2RERA LR

E—F‘* K G FHFOf v MB - 22 v MBE Fls BAThzibe
v dl Rz £ a»,swrnpa,amfm;g;gﬁfwlf’r@aﬁag@gzz:sgﬂ;;
BAAMEFRNLRE > 75 2 FAREDEE

2005& {53z & o hIRTE B R B P F R F2009E X A e T 8 R ALA 2

ERh EELAGAGT (a0 BEEP PR AL ESF A DERHR
68



A R E R R B G Te SRR TR ke o q S 2 R odk
LR RN S SR E AR CTE A A R R
P~ o f§ (organizational downsizing )~ £ ¥ & & £ B eh™ 54 R L
> Ao A ok (Bissing, 1999)° & § B 1 4ok £ Wt w R G 4 S
R 2 FE RN (PR T B FE g (4P B IHNIIER & >

FRe? 2B F ek g R 1 72 X 2R 8 BEEEFFRT L
‘@ F #T7 I o Sverke® 4 (2002) # FIIB A Z EHMHNL TR X 2R ¢
PERen7 fe@ G 7 Faﬁz@oaq&f@ﬂﬂm@%ﬁ S BAT R L A BHEIIFRA

B LI N

Al B R 1t B A EEF  BAITRGE S ,a’a;,myrig;%—r,q\@g4
TRAA T AL RO P FIHA I FTRRAL e E?A F R
I E Rl TRGFRBEART 2 F2 X2 HA 12 o RNEMPELT

AP AP FEIRF TR R ‘?-E % 5 4 Probst 22 Lawler (2006 )~ Ft i3 T 27 12

(2011;2013) 2 #7327 % -8 "FRIF L -FrE+ FAL €

P

FARGFE et ML R F BETEG - REPDOFR? I 1077 % 2
R E R A KT - Ko EE g o

69



=8 A3

RFT G PR E P p ISSP2005 # 3 A L ERew WA TR o v TR TR
A IS TR SRR AT MR S A R p SRR 2
BAfeh L (N=8,175); "HIR LA T4 B8 AR FTHRERF hF R
BUES R ERG - R R AR F AT D o B KR R SR
E3P iTileco 2R AR T ¥ %% Debus & 4 (2012) 587 % » B3I 5 B
FAFTHRDTR S - 26 g AR AL T R RS SR R
FofF o AFLEHN Y R EEAL G AGTI IR D2y LR G R
W ER A RS T i Aot d RO B arc LB R 2 R R

m

L 3 R Tt S

|

peb o T sk - B R S EARE £ TR AR o 1 (F ki B
RAS S FIR 2 EERPOFEF AN i 11 F2 % 22 8
1kt BEEM I (PRET Rk 2013) 0 Tt s ERA K AR KL
Tl r 1 IEE AP et S %7 > 2 3V LT W LT 2 % 2R ELIFR

B~ 75 Feanb By @

N
(= 7L

3
g

AT FALES 2005 £ B AR > Ea R - BEREOTR
DA RF AP G LR AL RBRAHT] HET

o whpBA1 T2 X 2R ML Y FEARESFL A SHG EFT

ik S e
",% Dekker fv Schaufeli ( 1995 ) ~ Kinnunen 4= Mauno (1999 ) 2 Hellgren f= Sverke

(2003) 2. #b o F]pt > ZR A KEI L F 2 X 2R DF LV P EG PFALFE

Wi LR T 2P0 31007 % 2R TR LA BB S PR

70



‘al;_;- éf’ %ﬂn&s/;’

AERFAFTHEIZFHES S F DT BBER Wi E R A0S

ol

- SRR ERZE 2R 23N I P

ISSP B B1A g FAL e & A e e A PP prEE L B 1 B
T2 B oo fpend %Eﬂ’“’?lﬁ,% AR o v LB gﬁf |B > B3 iP- &
Ff Tl (FTRE LG HILG 1AL I X 2R BF NG PPET FEA L
m,%1ﬁ%ii@g%@ﬁ;;ﬁ%gg&ﬂ%@%ﬁaﬁoﬁ&’ﬂﬁéﬁ

EHALARLTF X 2R FHRAIZ 0RTR AL D e B 47 207 AR

g

3_9_.?1%\;%% Pt 3 MR 1R G 1 IR4ES > ng'a YRR L1 (R
>R i &2 F R (Biissing, 1999; Greenhalgh & Rosenblatt, 1984; Lim, 1996 ) »

SR AMEFRERALR
P AT A Y VAR SR AT RIER RS- BE LD
RY AR ERARALRP MR FHRRRE LT YRR NT
RAL RS BF b T SR w2 A g e A B TR
JRA G B RS FRATE i AL B R E A e R T o BicfE e ok
Fengp 3 vt g = a0 UM s 4R 1 RS o & F bt AR (P AR
TNFIRARE TR EEEE S A BFe e Ay TEREMI
%@ﬂ~%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ$ﬁiﬁ%%ﬂW%ilﬁi’ﬂ@%&%ﬁ¥lﬁz
DR O e AT o T 2 o PEOYE S R Fo KT R REN 1 RE

P17 % 2R A KA B 1 AR R AR B B GE o 3

>‘1i\

wﬁéﬁﬁ%—&’iﬁﬂﬁlﬂﬁ%%@a@@w%@£%glﬁﬁ@wg
MoomREPHIIEEL G RADE S F -k V-9 172 20 S S S
PR :myiﬁhﬁ~@%. '%ﬁyiﬁﬁﬂ%’gi‘uiﬁ $}10E2 % 2R
E e F e Y ERETSALR 1AM I AZ 2N 2 F BEREUE B
FoFBPFRZED AR AT R EFEY o
AL E AR PR 7S A E W et B Y Sl TR R AR

71



"=

FOTE  E R G F RS R AL AT AR L B g
BT s B L R B 5 P R e 3 P A LT BRI AL 6 4B
Flend g Mot R~ £ R RENL £ R F] o 4o Esping-Andersen (1997;1999) #
AT AR ps Al og B A LRt ASROMFE ik A
Kbk & LA R RS e wiE o KAF ] R AP RAE T A
EAA A A Y B EAL D L BR AR G AR B S e R

HLIERS hf e F o PRAAG LR A iFE N2 ¢ o

72



34 2

IEHBRE (2010) FALFHEEL TR LRAHT THRLARY R R
)im?,*”fi [@;’*Nﬂﬁﬁi‘ » 48 > F 199- 238°

(Frcled 3t e (2010) ° AL g dp Rz #4F > R P 12011 # 8 7 229 »
P~ p : http://www.dgbas.gov.tw/ct.asp?xItem=29593 &ctNode=3263 -
(Frchedl 3 ke (2011)° A 4 S @* A H - feREP W 12011 &£ 87 22 p » Pop

http://www.stat.gov.tw/ct.asp?xItem=17166&ctNode=517 -

AR Y ERR (2011)c YR HRBEP P 12011 £ 87 22 p » B~
Ao
http://wwwc.moex.gov.tw/main/ExamReport/wFrmExamStatistics.aspx?menu i
d=158

PE4e (2009) A4 P 1 iFfEE 82 4 FFE R o P LA RED

Hp : 2010 ¥ 1 g 10 p ’ B A
http://tw.news.yahoo.com/article/url/d/a/100110/5/1yj5h.html

FEE 7 v® (2003)0 ¥ - BARFIE R 7 K L R AAGTIM AR o £ FA

g 5731 F 189-241 -
F3 (2008) KL tE2 REFIE AR - P ~dE ~ © ~ B R RAEFT LT o
% 4 ’l)ﬁﬁﬁ_l’/\?oﬁ]ft’ "§7r g;%@«f,};ﬂ"‘#ﬁ— %%o

PiEd s (2011) B3 P2 212 % pRenZ B PP 4 FThER

g3 11(3)’ 7. 49-73 -

MiET s R (2013) « P e RAIZ2Z 1 F2 % 2R¥E1IFFLZE AR GHM

hi5i ljFL M Eé%\, P?'F‘F%W%Iﬁ "?bk’?;m 6(1) > 59-92 -
Fﬁfi‘}}i > aw (2011)0 1 IE‘@J ~ E’f%\q ? llFlﬁ ibt;_' ’Fi—‘{7 Fﬁg%‘r‘rd-
P,L—Hl‘iﬁ—" F*EJ F o5 e iiﬁ‘?iﬁ 1 60 5 141-154 -

P E (2011)c oo AR FPTRBLE 0607 4k AP
¥ 12011 # 8% 22 p » B-p
http://tw.news.yahoo.com/article/url/d/a/110814/5 2/2wuxl html

B (1997) e i1 T2 X 2R HeRFL 8% 2 PF W2 28~

FRpEFmLaELlEm~ AR ot

Anderson, C. J., & Pontusson, J. (2007). Workers, worries and welfare states: Social
protection and job insecurity in 15 OECD countries. European Journal of
Political Research, 46(2), 211-235.

Ashford, S. J., Lee, C., & Bobko, P. (1989). Content, causes and consequences of
job insecurity: A theory-based measure and substantive test. Academy of
Management Journal, 32, 803-829.

Biissing, A. (1999). Can control at work and social support moderate psychological
consequences of job insecurity? Results from a quasi-experimental study in
the steel industry. European Journal of Work and Organizational Psychology,
8(219-243).

Baskerville, R. F. (2003). Hofstede never studied culture. Accounting Organizations
and Society, 28, 1-14.

Borg, 1., & Elizur, D. (1992). Job insecurity: Correlates, moderators and
measurement. . International Journal of Manpower, 13(2), 13-26.

Cheng, Y., Chen, C. W., Chen, C. J., & Chiang, T. L. (2005). Job insecurity and its

73



association with health among employees in the Taiwanese general population.
Social Science & Medicine, 61(1), 41-52.

Clark, T. (1990). International marketing and national character: A review and
proposal for an integrative theory. Journal of Marketing, 54, 66-79.

Conway, J. M., & Lance, C. E. (2010). What reviewers should expect from authors
regarding common method bias in organizational research. Journal of
Business and Psychology, 25(3), 325-334.

Cooper, C. L., Dewe P., & O’Driscoll, M. P. (2001). Organizational stress: A review
and critique of theory, research and applications. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Debus, M. E., Probst, T. M., Konig, C. J., & Kleinmann, M. (2012). Catch me if I fall!

Enacted uncertainty avoidance and the social safety net as country-level
moderators in the job insecurity-job attitudes link. Journal of Applied Psychology,
97(3), 690-698.

De Cuyper, N., & De Witte, H. (2006). The impact of job insecurity and contract type
on attitudes, well-being and behavioural reports: A psychological contract
perspective. Journal of Occupational & Organizational Psychology, 79(3),
395-409.

Dekker, S. W. A., & Schaufeli, W. B. (1995). The eftects of job insecurity on
psychological health and withdrawal- A longitudnal- study. Australian
Psychologist, 30(1), 57-63.

Doney, P. M., Cannon, J. P., & Mullen, M. R. (1998). Understanding the influence of
national culture on the development of trust. The Academy of Management
Review, 23(3), 601-620.

Erlinghagen, M. (2008). Self-perceived job insecurity and social context: a multi-level
analysis of 17 European countries. European Sociological Review, 24,
183-197.

Esping-Andersen, G. (1994). Welfare state and economy. In Neil J. Smelser & R.
Swedberg (Eds.), The handbook of economic sociology (pp. 1125-1168).
Princeton: Princeton University.

Esping-Andersen, G. (1999). #77/f*# 4 & /7= B+ F (v =2, Trans.). & #*:

E xR,

Fang, T. (2003). Critique of Hofstede’s fifth national culture dimension. International
Journal of Cross Cultural Management, 3, 347-368.

Finegold, D., Mohrman, S., & Spreitzer, G. M. (2002). Age effects on the predictors of
technical workers’ commitment and willingness to turnover. Journal of
Organizational Behavior, 23, 655-674.

Gallagher, D. G.,, & McLean Parks, J. (2001). I pledge three my troth contingently
commitment and the contingent work relationship. Human Resource
Management Review, 11(181-208).

Ginn, J., & Fast, J. (2006). Employment ans social integration in Midlife: Preferred
and actual time use across welfare regime types. Research on Aging, 28(6),
669-690.

Green, F., Felstead, A., & Burchell, B. (2000). Job insecurity and the difficulty of
regaining employment: An empirical study of unemployment expectations.
Oxford Bulletin of Economics and Statistics, 62, 855-+.

Greenhalgh, L., & Rosenblatt, Z. (1984). Job insecurity- toward conceptual clearity.
Academy of Management Review, 9(3), 438-448.

Hellgren, J., Sverke, M., & Isaksson, K. (1999). A two-dimensional approach to job
insecurity: Consequences for employee attitudes and well-being. European
Journal of Work and Organizational Psychology, 8, 179-195.

74



Herzberg, F., Mausner, B., & Snyderman, B. B. (1959). The motivation to work. New
York, NY: Wiley.

Hofstede, G. (1991). Management in a Multicultural Society. Malaysian Management
Review, 26(1), 3-12.

Hofstede, G., & Hofstede, G. J.  (2005). Cultures and Organizations: Software of the
Mind (2 ed.). New York:: McGraw-Hill.

Hofstede, G., & McCare, R. R. (2004). Personality and culture revisited: Linking traits
and dimensions of culture. Cross-Cultural Research, 38, 52-88.

Hofstede, G. H. (1980). Culture's consequences : international differences in
work-related values. Beverly Hills, Calif.: Sage Publications.

Holliday, I. (2000). Productivist welfare capitalism: Social policy in East Asia.
Political Studies, 48, 706-723.

Hui, C. H. (1990). Work attitudes, leadership styles, and managerial behaviors in
different cultures. In R. W. Brislin (Ed.), Applied cross-cultural psychology
(pp. 186-208). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Jaccard, J., & Turrisi, R. (2003). Interaction effects in multiple regression (2™ ed).
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Jones, C. (1990). Hong Kong, Singapore, South Korea and Taiwan: Oikonomic
Welfare States. Government and Opposition, 25, 446-462.

Kausto, J., Elo, A. L., Lipponen, J., & Elovainio, M. (2005). Moderating effects of job
insecurity in the relationships between procedural justice and employee
well-being: Gender differences. European Journal of Work and Organizational
Psychology, 14(4), 431-452.

Kim, U. (1994). Individualism and collectivism: Conceptual clarification and
elaboration. In U. Kim, H. C. Triandis, C. Kagit¢ibasi, S. C. Choi & G. Yoon
(Eds.), Individualism and collectivism: Theory, method, and application (pp.
19-40). London: Sage.

Known, H.-j. (1998). Democracy and the politics of social welfare: A comparative
analysis of welfare system in East Asia. In R. Goodman, G. White & H. J.
Known (Eds.), The East Asian welfare model: welfare orientalism and the
state. New York, NY: Routledge.

Konig, C. J., Probst, T. M., Staffen, S., & Graso, M. (2011). A Swiss-US comparison
of the correlates of job insecurity. Applied Psychology: An International
Review, 60(1), 141-159.

Laszlo, K. D., Pikhart, H., Kopp, M. S., Bobak, M., Pajak, A., Malyutina, S., et al.
(2010). Job insecurity and health: A study of 16 European countries. Social
Science & Medicine, 70(6), 867-874.

Lazarus, R. S., & Folkman, S. (1984). Stress, appraisal, and coping. New York, NY:
Springer Publishing Company.

Lim, V. K. G. (1996). Job insecurity and its outcomes: Moderating effects of
work-based and nonwork-based social support. Human Relations, 49(2),
171-194.

Lim, V. K. G. (1997). Moderating effects of work-based support the relationship
between job insecurity and consequences. Work and Stress, 11(3), 251-266.

Mak, A. S., & Mueller, J. (2000). Job insecurity, coping resources and personality
dispositions in occupational strain. Work and Stress, 14(4), 312-328.

Maslow, A. H. (1954). New York, NY: Harper.

Mauno, S., & Kinnunen, U. (2002). Perceived job insecurity among dual-earner
couples: Do its antecedents vary according to gender, economic sector and the
measure used? Journal of Occupational and Organizational Psychology, 75(3),

75



295-314.

McKee-Ryan, M. F., Song, Z., Wanberg, R. C., & Kinicki, J. A. (2005). Psychological
and Physical Well-Being During Unemployment: A Meta-Analytic Study.
Journal of Applied Psychology, 90(1), 53-76.

McSweeney, B. (2002). Hofstede’s ‘'model of national cultural differences and
consequences: A triumph of faith - a failure of analysis. Human Relations, 55,
89-118.

Oishi, S., Diener, E., Suh, E., & Lucas, R. E. . (1999). Value as a moderator in
subjective well-being. Journal of Personality and Individual Differences, 67,
157-184.

Oyserman, D., Coon, M. H., & Kemmelmeier, M. (2002). Rethinking individualism
and collectivism: Evaluation of theoretical assumptions and meta-analysis.
Psychological Bulletin, 128, 3-72.

Parker, S. K., Griffin, M. A., Sprigg, C., & Wall, T. D. (2002). Effect of temporary
contracts on perceived work characteristics and job strain: A longitudinal study.
Personnel Psychology, 55, 689-719.

Parkers, R. K. (1994). Personality and coping as moderators of work stress process:
models, methods and measures. Work & Stress, 8(2), 110-129.

Probst, T. M., & Lawler, J. (2006). Cultural values as moderators of employee
reactions to job insecurity: The role of individualism and collectivism. Applied
Psychology-an International Review-Psychologie Appliquee-Revue
Internationale, 55(2), 234-254.

Quilgars, D., & Abbott, D. (2000). Working in the risk society: families perceptions of,
and responses to, flexible labour markets and the restructuring of welfare.
Community, Work & Family, 3(1), 15-37.

Randall, M. D. (1993). Cross-cultural research on organizational commitment: A
review and application of Hofstede's value survey module. Journal of Business
Research, 26, 91-110.

Robinson, S. L., & Morrison, E. W. (1995). Psychological contracts and OCB: The
effect of unfulfilled obligations on civic virtue behavior. Journal of
Organizational Behavior, 16(3), 289-298.

Robinson, S. L., & Rousseau, D. M. (1994). Violating the psychological contract: Not
the exception but the norm. Journal of Organizational Behavior, 15, 245-259.

Rosenblatt, Z., & Ruvio, A. (1996). A test of a multidimensional model of job
insecurity: The case of Israeli teachers. Journal of Organizational Behavior, 17,
587-605.

Rosenblatt, Z., Talmud, 1., & Ruvio, A. (1999). A gender-based framework of the
experience of job insecurity and its effects on work attitudes. European
Journal of Work and Organizational Psychology, 8(197-217).

Schwartz, S. H. (1990). Individualism-collectivism: Critique and proposed
refinements. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 21, 139-157.

Schwartz, S. H., & Bardi, A. (2001). Value hierarchies across cultures: Taking a
similarities perspective. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 32, 268-290.

Smith, P. B. (2002). Culture’s consequences: Something old and something new.
Human Relations 55, 119-135.

Sora, B., Caballer, A., Peiro, J. M., & de Witte, H. (2009). Job insecurity climate's
influence on employees' job attitudes: Evidence from two European countries.
European Journal of Work and Organizational Psychology, 18(2), 125-147.

Strazdins, L., D'Souza, R. M., Lim, L. L. Y., Broom, D. H., & Rodgers, B. (2004). Job
strain, job insecurity, and health: Rethinking the relationship. Journal of

76



Occupational Health Psychology, 9(4), 296-305.

Sverke, M., Hellgren, J., & Naswall, K. (2002). No security: A meta-analysis and
review of job insecurity and its consequences. Journal of Occupational Health
Psychology, 7(3), 242-264.

Tekleab, A. G., & Taylor, M. S. (2003). Aren’t there two parties in an employment
relationship? Antecedents and consequences of organization-employee
agreement on contract obligations and violations. Journal of Organizational
Behavior, 24(5), 585-608.

Triandis, H. C. (1972). The analysis of subjective culture. New York, NY:
Wiley-Interscience.

Triandis, H. C., & Bhawuk, D. P. S. (1997). Culture theory and the meaning of
relatedness. In P. C. Earley & M. Erez (Eds.), New perspectives on
international industrial/organizational psychology (pp. 13-52). San Francisco,
SF: New Lexington Press.

Tylor, E. B. (1958). Primitive culture. New York, NY, Harper.

Wong, Y. T., Wong, C. S., Ngo, H. Y., & Lui, H. K. (2005). Different responses to job

insecurity of Chinese workers in joint ventures and state-owned enterprises.
Human Relations, 58(11), 1391-1418.

77



k- ARTIREHIAE A R4

Gk B e 3l fd 3l L.
ZEHBIE (O fiEig | @ JiELET B ® L AL @ L G UEE
R & EHFTEferz | @ FRNLHHEHE | O a‘ﬂ,‘.t Bt rGRTIEE F
o g4 A iz LRI S A E R IR FAERRIRTEE T 3
Efg»os |0 SxREPEL R B DE MY » 2 ik ® Amfldl R AT SAE
B2 (¢ 7 DR RN 1L
A g R AL chi i o ®  FURAHPNETIFR R B
gL | @ RS RaT | e ERSGUETITHE | @ A pavgil s LiFi 4
A ) L o Wi ERIIFN 8 Rt & 6
o Ll | @  AgiRGRLR = ® ER R N RALS
15 4% ik 4 N ® IE itk ) ® LRI XKD
#2y Rk
ZHAR | FbAg e k| BREA g Wt b FrEEE RS i R
s a@;;ﬂ B A % Bk F BA e %
A ik § PRI At g Pﬁizz»_mb i " i‘ué‘e 3 ztk&rm FI12 AL € e
AR IRTE (NGO ~ % ¢) 7B
L4 %
3 5 33 5 3
o @ |3 5 3 5
PO 5 3 5 5
o | 5 3 33
JiE-
[ ] i
¥
o ¥
[
REARF | ME - FF - |- B 2 F & | F BB L Pode s o B AThes
=+ % 747

FH KR A (T AL

\_

.

£ =)

W
# (2008)° EEFR TR i R R < CBEPRAFR IV R AR LY o
CEAL AR B
.@\¢:v¢,um&<F—TW@ﬂﬁ7%?i£V%%ﬂzﬁﬂﬁ%w%ﬁ%<iﬁ%ﬁ§%mw3tm9ﬂﬂo
Esping-Andersen, Gosta ¥ v 2 #F> 1999 (4G5I F AL &Hehz BE K)o SHA BRI F 13-83 ¢

i |4 Wi
- 4—\} ole

N

78




