SN KREZZ2MTIER Y R b

Kyushu University Institutional Repository

PR & MEER D —T 20 H5 B DL TR DR

IR, BEF
E AR ER L Y 5 —

2R, ¥

BARREXES

RO, HE

BARREXES

BRI, B=E _
KA FES IR LS

ftt

https://hdl. handle. net/2324/4844365

HhERIE$R : Stress Management Research. 15 (2), pp.60-66, 2019-11. BARX ML AT RI XY MNES
N— 30
YEFIR{% : Public access to the fulltext file is restricted by copyright reason.

. KYUSHU UNIVERSITY




Characteristics of Worker’s Values that same with the belonging
organization

Momoko Kobayashi!, Akira Tsuda", Masahiro Haraguchi?, Yoshitaka Morimatsu >, Takashi

Ezaki™, Ichiro Imamura®>, Tatsuya Ishitake™

*'Hizen Psychiatric Center, Japan, **Department of Psychology, Kurume University, **Department
of Environmental Medicine, Kurume University, “*Ezaki OH Consulting Limited Liability

Company, *Imamura Hospital

Abstract

[Purpose] It has not been clarified what kind of values the workers who identify with the belonging
organization have. In this study, we focused on the Work Values and Organizational Commitments,
and aimed to measure the working values of workers whose organization and values coincide.

[Methods] We conducted a self-administered questionnaire survey for regular employees of four
manufacturing companies. 469 samples excluding missing samples were analyzed. Questionnaires
consisted of demographic items, Work Value Scale, and Organizational Commitment Scale.

[Results] We conducted a principal component analysis with Work values and Organizational
commitment as variables, three principal components were obtained (Affirmative Type, Extrinsic
Motivation Type, and Organization-Oriented Type). The component loadings of Affirmative Type
showed high positive values for all subfactors of Work Values, and Affective and Internalization
factors of Organizational Commitment.

[Disccusion] In this study suggest that workers who have many sense of purpose in working and
value in work felt emotional attachment to the organization, and their work values are in line with

the organization.

Key words; Worker’s Values, Work Values, Organizational Commitment, Work

Engagement, Principal component analysis
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I. BEELBM

WES, IR T 4 TSRO RN TT — 7«27 2 A b (Work Engagement ; L N WE)
EWVOBEEBER SN TWD, WE &iE, fEFICET LIRS T 4 7 TRELICRETH Y,
157, BGE, RBEHICE > TR T 6D, WEIX, FrREOxE, ks, @A, 178/
2T i/ — R Z0RBE TldZe <, ARSI bRt A 2 DBk Y 2R B & 78T
&% (Schaufeli,2002), WE I, DLEHORHE, =3Iy hA b, NTx—v A, RO
H % E < (Hakanen & Schaufeli, 2008), WE D[f] ki, b5 LRG0 F ICEEZE b7z
59,

Hyvénen, Feldt, Tolvanen & Kinnunen (2010) %, Siegrist (1996) (ZH2"E XAL7=RkZEME 2
L AET VT B 58S 1- AR5 E 7 /L (The Effort-Reward Imbalance model; 2L F ERI model)
& WE OBJEICHEIT D, EFEAORFER AARERHERL TWAEFELF Y U 7OH
) O&EIZH NI LI, +0720 8 - v U7 - RFEEIMA S TS R L Tn
HFEIFEE, MEOEEORD ZAFEOREL LTEALTHY, WE ICIEDOFEL KIF
LTWDZ LamRlic, £, WPt FORE L LTEET 2858, Fo A
B bleRWgtii & E L, BHOMBRELZA ML ATALTHL LR#HLTEBY, WEIZHA
DB RIETTZ xR L, LaL, ST (Hyvonen et al., 2010) (Z31F HfEFEDH
I, MR v U 7 ICBET Db EELE AR B 2 Bl TRy, e
B, WEATEAR, sEfE BAE, BREAR, EOZe AR, MR, RFMBEEED 6 DI
LTEY, EREEINIZREZHON TR,

—J, WE D @EWIEEB DR E LT, flfk & BADMESS —H L TWD Z LAVREN
TV % (Schaufeli & Bakker, 2003), ZEATAFZEClx, #Ak & A OMfEBO—B & HET 5 7=
WIZ, [BEOIRGE, HENHEEL LE L 2EFORSE 52 TIN50 IZET 2EM
ZSHATHATWD2D, iR T 2k & OMIEBAS —E L TWDE5E D, FrEd 24l

T Z LI LT, ok 2MiEsl (LFEOHME LTEETDI L) 252000
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HZEEAME Lo, AHFSEIEL, ERImodel 238k 57BLA B L WE (25 % 2984 it 5
T &R BB R - PIRAIRA & ALEAT T BTz,

¥, BOTELE WV O BERE FHWTZBERIZA 220 s, mhor L & ARARRY A BRI O BRI A R L
ToREgE (REAS, 2005 ;2006) 238 %, Z ORFIEIZE T 28U TSGR Tl < Z &1

NI HHEZT) LERSNTEY, FELPRAL Y ET2MELTRRD,

1. FEEES, HEkaIy FAV N ERTBOER

(LA - FZ (2005) 1%, J7ffiiE®le [MEx ADBEAFEOHME LTEETHD EER
LER] LEF LI, WE OFEWAIEL, AEAIZERESIT SN/ REBIZH Y (Schaufeli &
Dijkstra, 2012 ; &, 2009), fEFA2ZNHKRTHMEOH 5 H D72 L 2T D (Schaufeli et
al., 2012; Schaufeli, Taris & Van Rhenen, 2008; Shimazu & Schaufeli, 2009), #5925 &, Fr{ff
LS B ViR T B ICE TR F A~ A ER D & <, EFITlE AR C Th D0 #F
ThoHERR DI, WEREWEETE ORI E —T 5,

k= Iy b A ME, RS HE~DOIRREREZ R TS TH S, Allen & Meyer (1990)
X, M Iy PAV M E, RICERDEEHZ Iy AN, Iy b AR, B
HA Iy P A RD 3 DOOBEENORLIEGMETHL & Lz, fFay A b
I, MRk AEEDBEORE (GERBMMCEAEAER L) ~OMEIZESa Iy AT
b5, B = Iy P A Y ME, MARIITERE I Iy FTARE EB R D BLOEE
B BEERZ S oI, HI= Iy b A Y M, BRI 52Ok & ORIk
ELTWDHIREBETET,

FHREDNTE L 208 U C, Ak & A D BEClE —2 L2 ksle, DHERESE (EFRra

Sy hAVER) BAELDEHEEIN TS (O’ Reilly & Chatman, 1986 ; Reichers, 1985) , &



Al ARE (1997) 1%, AFICRT D= < v b AL FORFAEEIZ OV TRES L,
TERE T Iy A RS, BEBERENIEERO 2 BRNOKD Z L &R LT, BEESR
ENTEALERITETN—va v (@ST) CABEREOHEIRBDO LN TS, £/, #
ik BB & EAN BRI O T ORI X 28O & NI L ER BB RS T D (G

, 2002), A EAESE 2 D &, BAEEHR & NIELEERIE, Mk & M8 A OMmEsis—Ab L,
KA~ OIF B BN EES T N TRETH L LB A BN, Jld WE 23E ik
TEDFRHEE —ET %,

FAAE = X b A S BFZEE, MR OMEBC AR L, A BB E DBIR VR D b D
7y (fEADSHERR I U CTNTARE-D T 5203 IZOW Tikam <AL THR Y, BLyE ORIk
HAMfE#L A & D XS IALESIT 20O FE s LT X Hivd GHH, 2002), £7z, Morrow
(1983) 1%, = v FA Y M, MEOHA (G7BE Db DITMMEZZED D &9 )
PARBINTNDEFRLTWD, ZROHDORMND, k= I v M A b EFEMERL L O
FIZEBMERBO b D LW D, Bl2T, T 2k ~O R mkZ = L 72 o7 @i Es &,
FHA & BN OMERLS —F L TV OB THDIEHII T I v M A MR, BRI 4 &
WU L, Mikr EZL2REBICESWERBEMTHAEFNaI v P AV T
HFRILIMETHDL EEADND,

= TCARRFIE T, MBI 7 FALRE GRESHOREE, S~k B COE,
U, BRI, FE~OFEE, FrET oM ~0FE#) &, M=y P A R0 4
PR (BAEEHR, WIELEER, fFhrER, HEER) 2 ERamhickoTEALDE
AR 2 5K LTz, [A U R IR SN2 80E, £ OEMNRENAFE—TH 52 L 2mRT
2, Mk & EAOMEBLS —B L7esbdrd (FHEN= Xy A FAmWEIT#E) BN ED
&0 R ERLZ b > T D D0, L) BEIZHR AT EERIITIS A D Z &N TE 5, A
ZETHA LD & T 2mITBUZ L - T, JATHIZET WE & B AR Lo s o AR &
T8N OGBSO —Bile & D, PR ALRKIZ 02 857 & OMIES 2 B A HIRET 2

TENTEDEERZDBND,



ARG TIL, S & MRk = X v b A P OERSHN LN L5 E T35
EFRL, shBle T~ BERCITRMSE~OIFREFS N ORI D, —REET
< whrE DM & &R Lz, < 2 & a2R T MBI, 5, 7, ¥R ke b
Do JNFERLE LR CHTAT, 2018) (k2 &, F7@E MAD 2 LATEFBRCAE TR &2 /F
DHFIEE)) CHBI SN TWAI®, EIEOTH LW BERAEVWREFH SN D, £z, B3
T THEEREB I 2 &) 2L, HMBEL2 G 0T 2 & &) Bk e S
Do —J7, WIE, MEFEIHEEL TWDLZ L) ZRT72, RFEICKIT 2 ERITHR S IHE
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FeAT 2 L7z, FHIC CEEE ORIELZG2 LT, Ao Y E A EHRAR - B L7,
[ 750, BRI ANE 2 LI2RRE TR 577156 L <IEEEVH BOX IZ#H L TIE<
Tittx & ole, FAEEORMIZ, IROBEITMZ, FE~OBMMEETH L Z L, HIE
DAL D AREEREC RN &, BPFHENTE 2 Z &Fai#L, RET ) 2O
O % 2L TRIEEGZ, AUZEE, AERRFEAEEMEEEZBROARE (5 323

W) EAFTCHEM LT,

3. ERMOMEAE

BABME R, R (20 RELF, 301%, 401X, 501%LLE), WAl (ZEPEHRER, 5
R, WEFE - B - HARR, B - WROE - B AR), BRAL CGERR, —ARmk GERES @),
—m (RIRTE), Tofh), Bhad, FRE, REEOFE, FLboREErRn,
FEAES  rEMEEIRE GERER) GLo - PR, 2009) ZHVW-, HEOKE (e.g.
THOBHOMEDTZDIZEH Z &), Haiekh (e.g. [Z<DANTIEAL, EHLTSH
HOTOIE Z L)), HE~OFEEK (e.g. HEEDT-DIT@ Z L&), FAE~OEHK (e.g.
[AEDZINZ Te D Te DI Z &), ZAUE (e.g. MEFITBWTNEZRD LT 72l )
U ZHOOI@ Z L)), RFENHRE (e.g. 2 DIAEZELT-OIT@ Z L), F
BALE~DOEER (e.g. MfEFZBEL THET HME~EBRT 27201 2 L)) © 7 FiL
RE, & 3HBOAGF 21 HAN LR DM L ZUMEDPRFESNTZRETH DL, TN
OEMEANBIEOR N E ST, HFEEZ LTV ETCEOREREETHLINE [1: IEHF
ICHETHDL~6: RKEHETRY] O 6 HETHET 2,

M Iy PAV N k= Iy P A PRE (GARD, 1997) vz, BEEE (eg.
[ZDOSERKITA->TNDS ), NELER (eg. [ZOXDOREDTZHR D, ANWHLL
EOBhEEATH I DBV E]), BEH (AARR) EHHE (eg [ZOBHDOAXITEEEL
KL TWDDOT, 5T CICZORERFDD Z LIXTERYY), FHNEE (eg [Z0OR

AW D DI TWVB EGET R 205 72)) © 4 TR, 24 THE, 5 HEOERMK,



ZOERIMKIE, L oSN TWS 3%k cET /L (Allenetal., 1990) (Z7:H L7
DD, HEOWEE2SZ w7 s BN DIHBE ZRIRL, S OICHARANMREHAEZFR LT

WL ERBONDHEAZMNT AT bDTH Y, Bl L ZYEPHERES N TV D,

4. W FEEE
S3ATIZIE IBM SPSS Statistics 22.0 # A=, £9°, Ot EE& oA BM: & AR E
AR Uiz, WIZ, MM AL 7 N1 k2 < v N A2 R TFAL 4 [T O R

ELDATEBERDILD, BRI EiTo7e, o2 e sl &Pl

Il. #&R

1. RREORME L EARIHE

SINTRIZRE DA, BPED 783% LU L2 Eo TR Y, FRI3 40 28 32.5% &
b0 o7z (Table 1), 2018 D EN ORE R, HEE O BIELRITHI 70% TH Y (SZAT
Bk N3 B BURIESE - HERRE, 2019), EHUEHOFEMRBIAN L TIX 40 K23 28% % 5 h
HE (BB, 2019), AT 2 BHEHRCFEMELRIE, FERBITIE LWEE
ThdLEZ, UBROSHT DT, JBFEEL L k= X > b A2 SO RHEE, TAME,

FEUE(R 75 % Table 2 |28 L7~

Table 1 Z4f A

Table 2 Z4f A

2. HEMMESLHESE I Y AL NOTREFICBIT 5 EHRSsHmE

T EE AL 7 K3 KO = X v A BT 4 K72 VT ERGS T 21T -



Tzo ZOREE, BEAAME 1.0 282253 EWRSA/HELH, RO KD T4 Lz (Tabled),

1) BEEBRFZE TR OER, AU, B CORE, R Ek2 Lo,
BIOMMEAI v AV FOBEFER, WIELERORSAMENIEO®EZ <7, #< H
H B~ O IR B B O E EMRER TR L TV D,

2) RE - A8 M= I > b AU P OBIEMEFR S X ORISR O Ry B
BENEDO®MEAERL, MANIEREEROK DA ENADEEZ =T, Mfk~DOF&ITH,
HR A2 5B D MNBICES KRB EBSCHIEA S ITEMIZITE EE 2 & L) HANRIFRE
i CHERL L TV D,

3) AERRHOEB B rBIEBORFNRM Oy A RSN ADOEMEE AL, JRHEE
DB EHE, NS, BENEROR AN RITEDOSELZ R, AN E
ARME S, KRR 2 B AR M, BB ES IRBEM T L TWD

Table 3 Z4f A

V. £%&

ARBFFED BHIE, e & k= 2 v b A Y hO TR T2 AW CERD O 24T
W, AR & AT EELS — BT 2 E OB S BAR X D & ThoTo, ER AT ORER,
HERLI B, (Fe - BE et s @l AR ORI Bl 3 DD RS GBI,

51 ERGr o T EREE 8L 1, FEEEBO TR A TEMR T Iy AV FOE
BEH L WIELER O A BN <, RIFFEOER 2 — #3382k » moni, 77
B S S0, @< BRERAE N L 2R L TWS (LE S, 2009), E&EHK
EWNTELEESR (R T Xy b A Y b)) I, MRS 2 28O/ & 8 A O sl o —
WELCTWSIREEZ 5T (Allen et al., 1990), F5 @i fEBLO 2T O ALK F25 Z DH 1 LAk

SR SIZT=, EfE = Xy A RBSEWELT B L, tRIAVME < B AR Z i A T



WHEWS) Z AR LT, ST 5 &, TR~ O R &RFE O S5 @ s R & 5,
H O ORISR & ONHMIERS, IARLCHZAIHIALZ: E DS, 20 ~0
Hlik72 & OEAMAIME 7L &, ZEa97RB8LE M < 2 LI HRER A 2, (L ITMhE % &

CTWD RS, MRS 2GR R8T, Mk & OMEBS —H L Tns 2 L
R LT, < 2 LT LTS OBWE RNEE 255 E 1L, iR 2 Mk e
BERBELT L, Mk s oME#S — Kb LLeTneEbE 2 65,

WE 23 <, fEFICHREICEES T oot #F1E, AF 22N AR TliEDOH 5 6 0
72 L P2 T % (Schaufeli et al., 2008; Schaufeli et al., 2012; Shimazu & Schaufeli, 2009; ¥,
2009), H—Ep O, THERETBL X, IRIAVVE) < B AERR & MRk 2 Z R0 —
k@<, WERIZEEM T ONTEB Bl eI 52 N TEDEA I, BT EEA LR
2 Ak D BT 2 RN LTy < BRI et 7 #H L B2 b D,

%52 ERoy O TRt RER I 8L Mk = X > b A 2 b OFFRERIEE & RS SR O Ry
AMENE L, BEBERITAORSAMENRKE Dol FHMERIL, Mk £ 2B
DT B 7R WME N 2B MRUBICB T 2 I H TR S 4L, BEn BRI, Sth~0 B
RARE DN Z LT 27 EHE ORMICE T 5HE THI STV D (MRS, 1997),
FHBEBLD & D FALKR T b Z DTG DR AT EAMEN T2, fHRiRESR & BLR 2
FL, B< BRER S ITENSEARR D LV D, MRS 2E 53072 <, MfkE %=
B RAECHRMAR, B E OB O HHBRICE E 5 LV ), AFMICERE ST b vk sy
N Aoy (W

53 ERy o, TiEg OB E 1, Mk Iy P A FOBEER L BIENERO
ey A ED E <, WAZG D720 @ < L S 7 EEsl T o 2 RFHIHRENIZ W T, &
DEZAMEARE N (LA S, 2008), MARICK7 2 ZAE BTG, HEE~OEBICE
SRBEF <, A HICHE < ERITERW S WA 5, MR T2 E Y, HokE
PERIIZ 72 0 R 7RV T BLLE IR A BNDTEA D,

F—ER OB ER B OERIREIC LV, ARk & 8 O LA — B L 72 mk g
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ED LD AMEBLZ A TNDDNE NI BIICEZ D Z LN TE, AW TR 2 75k
FBUL, SEATWIFET WE & B2 R L7t o HAEXS (Hyvonen, et al ., 2010), A%k & A
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PEEZ IR LTtz -, 5%, B - FR01 « AR 00 247V, BIERI DORkTy

BAHOIZLIZN,

i[53
ARSCRAEN ZWH AN 72 & F LTt 58 Ok, SR iERa ek 0 S 4, #iaam
BUEA, REEDEACESHEILE L BT ET, £, AmXePETDHICHVAELT
ERTHREZHY £ L, ARMARTFRERE SRS LA, WmEAE, EEE

i
AMFFED—FBIZ, Rk 30 - 0 ARPEREM TR ITUNHT 2P THRE SN, A T,
DR R DB GERHME 13w S0 [ — iR 2Emk s & O - Al L v —2 « 2 7 A
A b OBEE—FERBNC R Db BlOKRENTE R LT— (2, 2018) 1 O—#f
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Table 1

e n %
ESOE S 468
PRI
1: B 365 783
2: ik 101 21.7
AR
1:20f%LLF 87 18.7
2:301% 121 26.0
3: 401 151 325
4: 5001 L 106 22.8
EjfRaay e
1: ~104E 186 39.9
2: 11~204F 117 25.1
3:21~304 123 264
4:31~504F 40 8.6
i it
1: 4 PE - HirE 189 40.7
2: FHH 104 224
3: 498 - BEFY - HAl 34 73
4: 83 IR5E - P—EX 115 24.8
5: F D, 22 4.7
HEASr
1: 45 BRI 83 18.1
2: —fixhk (GERIR T i) 210 459
3. —fihk (PR 18)) 156 34.1
4:% DA, 9 2.0
T
L ISHELLTE (ERZS « RS - 243 53.1
2: 16D (RZR -jt?éﬁ ér) 215 469
[Tkl
1: A 294  63.1
2: f 172 36.9
TEH
BE) 252 54.1
2: I 214 459
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Table 2

L4 M SD Range a

5 180 11 A 1 79.2 15.4 21-126 0.93
H O ORE 13.0 3.1 3-18 0.89
2 A 8.5 3.1 3-18 0.87
2~ E ik 11.7 3.2 3-18 0.87
SRR 10.5 2.8 3-18 0.72
AT KLk~ o & ik 10.8 2.8 3-18 0.81
5] 5~ D B ik 11.1 3.1 3-18 0.90
8 75 1) S 13.8 2.7 3-18 0.81
Mk I v P A B 73.1 12.3 32-113 0.80
R 20.4 5.3 6-30 0.91
NTE(L B 5 27.6 6.3 9-45 0.84
s 2R 12.3 4.4 5-25 0.79
17 foe 1) B 55 12.8 3.8 4-20 0.74
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Table 3

I Bt - FIERS  B2ERST 3R
ffk= < >~ A b e R - e MR O

I B

AT R~ D Bk 0.84 0.04 0.05
PERK 0.83 0.16 -0.18
IR~ D & fik 0.79 0.10 -0.19
HCORRE 0.76 -0.19 -0.17
HE~DOE#R 0.75 -0.07 -0.20
2 R 0.57 0.29 0.10
TR B R 0.41 0.19 -0.51
M= Iy R AU B
NTE L EE SR 0.65 0.00 0.58
TS 0.54 -0.44 0.44
PR e iOD e -0.16 0.84 -0.10
B 0.11 0.77 0.45

D EGRIER (%) 40.06 15.32 10.61






