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HRRBIEAR ( software piracy ) ITB—ER P AFEER ONEE » AR SERHTRE
EIR B LDEE S UEEEREHER - RIEM G ( Social Cognitive
Theor y ; SCT ) » AMEEFETRIEBERERNBEHPTHETENER K
Bt BEREREEZRBERTR - AR RBERTRAGEREE - 5EMEE
ZHEAMYH B RIS EEBHBATEN —TEE D HIE > BEBERGEGE BB ESTET
BEEBUEIRITRAVIBIET - AFIFREHZRFTIEREERITRIBEE O -

SCT F REAFBBEERTZEITR R FEMWBEMEH ( Self-regulatory Mechanisms ) Z.
— FEEARHREE B BREEHEATREERAERNTNS - A - EZFAME ( Infor-
mation Ethics ) #%% » H B0 & DL B BINAER P FTRASIEIR T o AW FUARER SCT HRX
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ABSTRACT

Software piracy is one of the most important ethical issues of our information age.
Software producers have expressed increasing concern about people’s behavioral changes
in the illegal copy and use of their software property. Social cognitive theory asserts that
self-efficacy is one of the primary self-regulatory mechanisms that serves behavioral
change. To this end, this study, based on social cognitive theory, proposes the employment
of self-efficacy for investigating people’s ethical conducts related to software piracy. Specif-
ically, a construct, ethical self-efficacy concerning software piracy is developed and vali-
dated. The measurement model of the construct was validated through structural equation
modeling.

Keywords:social cognitive Theory, Self-Efficacy, Confirmatory Factor Analysis.
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B&EARMERALIR » EAr5 A
H#EE ( Ethical Issue ) EEHIAE » H
o BIERERBEERASER - HEH
Bk o EIEREE IR ( Software Piracy )
—BEE2P AHEROMEE ( Harrington
1996 ; Thong and Yap 1998 ) o iRIZE
B # & 5T/ F ( International Planing
and Research Corporation ) ( 1997 ) ¥
B O¥ W B Bt % ( Business Software
Alliance ) RERBREIREG#HE ( Software
Publishers Association ) fIF8%E » £ Bk
FEIESTE 1996 FRUIRIELLEF 43% - AT
SRS EIEAR 1128%E > BRELE
% 13 B TIERGIRED 10 BESH
il o RIBE - BE T FREE R B HHEKE RN
TEREELRRETBNERE -

AR B —TEMBITRARE - T
RETRUREAS NETEF LB
Bl 81T B ( Paradice 1990 ;  Trevino
1986 ; Rosen 1980 ) o WAL - BEARH
L BB R ETT B AR ERIES - (HB
HUE M SEIS AR 5T 75 10 175 S 15 A A1 i S
BEZMAFRMWEAER ( Banerjee et al
1998 ; Couger 1989 ; Laudon 1995 ) -
Thong and Yap ( 1998 ) REFEERA
EE S ERE R - ATLIE B R
T E oI

VTR G ERT R R S W2 24t
G0 ( Social Cognitive Theory
SCT ) Z2FMTH - BABAKEERL
78 2 5% Albert Bandura @ 7f — & XX E
( The Social Cognition Theory of Moral
Thought and Action ) ( 1991 ) E X2
HREITEEE - REEES > 2%
Az BE#EH ( Self-regulatory Mecha-
nism ) BIFZE - M H EES P E IR
BE ( Self-efficacy ) RIRNBITEREE

FIERIE o Bandura ( 1991 ) fBHE A Z
EEAR B RMEERHE > RIthpt ApeER
FrEBRIES  IERENBIEETS -
SCT B:EERMEEZELNITHE
#w > SCT 2% ( #40 Bandura, 1977a,
1982, 1986 ) FrfR AV B BB < LHEE
SEZIHFLHRENER - HEKEER
AP E el EEBEITEN —E

BETIHIET o 1R4% Bandura ( 1977b ) - &

AAFIHE—TEZHRTEH ( Outcome
Expectation ) ( #5{8 AFE{ERIVITEY T
BRER ) WESEEHXTHNRRZ
— [BINREABRECEATEK (B
WEERE ) o BRIEE NI BITE) ©
FHHMER > WEETHH ( Self-efficacy
Expectation ) BfEEAMEZEEHF R
BAORITE 2% - MfH B S AT ER
BESIERME o KL - RAEETAHA K PR E (@ ARY
TRESTEWES ~ g HZ D0
RO TIHGHERR S A o
H LR REE 5 RBEEHE AT
RABENTRER D » FhISHEHERE
THEMAEFER (F 4 > Wood and
Bandura 198%9a ; Gist and Mitchell
1992 ) - ELLHFTRBE - BUTABECH
RREER B TEE G B B SRR 1) R EA
7176 - BESITHT - T ELERIIARE
R o MAPLLERE B C B ERRGER B THI#
BEEEBTRETFERTE > R EEE
BRI - TEARMAE » HFLWERE
B A E Ry B T Rkee T DR M Ay 2B
F§(F AT/ ( Compeau and Higgins
1995 ; Hill et al. 1987 ) o
HEAX Bandura 32 Hi B R BE T By iy
HITEREEY - (BEMZIBRR—E R
3B 77 HAIHHBRR ST - R4% SCT » E#ER
WEEIRATR > WARAFEAEEERS
EIBET - B EERIRITENREREE
( Ethical Self-efficacy ) o [t » B3
EORIR IR B B BE IR L iR BB i R i R R B
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ZOEES  EEIBESETEEEUEN
TREIEET » AFFTRIEH R TIERE
EHRITREIEELC - AMEENT @ @
K E R EREEAMETREE > I
BRI GEWEE L OEE S » QO
BB ERAENGERESR L AGKRE
% & %] 5 #7 ¥ ( Confirmatory Factor
Analysis ) KERFEB R ZEE ( Reliabil-
ity ) BUBUE ( Validity ) o
ARXHIRBMOT  T—H2E R
SCT B B R AE 2 AHBR SRR » 58 = 8
55 U & Rl R EK B IR AR B S BE B RAVER G T
ELERTE » RIBAIRASCRE R EEE -

— ~ LR A0

Ex g OB 2 > Albert Bandura
L FNEAHRIRAITEEU RS
B84 ( Social Learning Framework )
R TRt g AER ( SCT ) o
SCT BBAMRSHTE-TEREA
( Person ) -~ ¥3E ( Environment ) Ei
2 1TBA S ( Behavior ) XA ERHHE
£ ( Bandura 1977a, 1982, 1986 ) o HF
EEMBAE=  OFEAN (FIENERAN ~ A
B) EAGZERIELE  (BEARRD
HRHAEES - T EIHERE - BENEE
RBE OTERSZIRELE  B7EE

FWEERE  QBEANTHNEEZERT
B (BEEANFEABEZIITE (RIDE
RH ) RUBZE - ETETTE ~ (AR
2R > BanduaBBZE"=AF
& " ( Triadic reciprocality ) » a0 L Fr
/j_\‘ [}

Bandura ( 1977b ) A SCT 2T
ERMEEN 2 OEE S EEWEEERR
A% B S e IMIE SN2 8 K5
M Me TE) - WWEEMPIFTRENER -
Wood and Bandura ( 198% ) &R &L
DB B ERIE S N TIES) R
o PIAnA TR - HIEHEERE o RS
NBETEHFRRELEOERR (FlnE
K~ HiE <) » (HETRNEEI AR
RE—ES N WEAEERE - flin > —@A
Bee ) ~ BEH > AR BSIERE R
MMEEBHITE o Bk > Wood and
Bandura ( 198% ) 2B E#% ( Motiva-
tion ) ~ 15 B ( Affection ) -~ #% BE

( Skill ) ERRBEEEHTE  BF
FME N Z BEREHIIER] - T E ¥R
EREH EEAROER ( Stajkovic and
Luthans 1998 ) o

— - BEAEE

Bandura ( 1982 ) ¥ B EHRUBER B
—TERERIEENES  CRIMERERE
EEEESIFEANES - B - REtFER
EEXAERAWER  BITBREBIRE

(7=t ES

(Person)

BER % <

(Environment)

P TR
(Behavior)

Bl1 : Schematizationof the relations among behavior(B),cognitive and other personal
factors(P),and the external environment(E).(source:robert Wood and Albert Band
ura(1989,social cognitive theory of Organizational management,pp.362))
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[KI3% o #k#% Bandura ( 1986 ) FIESH » "
BERBEERIEAMTERIT—EETEH
FEN—EELE B IR » WHRITIE AT
R ST FIET . EATIRERAVIAL IR AFTHER
FUIREE - TR M B BEE IS e e AL
EFHIBESTFIER " (p. 391 ) o

Bandura ( 1991 ) @€ SCT 2K fi#
BAFMAETHEEEE REETE
( moral thought and action ) ° Bandura
REENEEEH B AR MEITE
BRT BER BEORBRIESI - BES
EHEENEERANBEREBL ( self-
belief ) DUZR|ERATIEH] > Ttk B &H&(E
2BEI@ Bandura ( 1977b, 1982 ) fEHIHY
HEEE o Bandura ( 1991 ) FEHMEA
Z B EARA B BB A o ML Aee
B ERES  ERERBTERITR -
B AR B B R - RIEAE
NEGTHENRFE > TR ERE T E
BITR -

£ SCT - E?XWBE%‘E?&%@AE’]

19772, 1982 ;  Stajkovic and Luthans
1998 ) @ (WEE ( Symbolizing ) ~ @)%
B ( Forethought ) ~ QB &2 %
( Vicarious Learning by Observation ) -
@EE ( Self-Regulation ) ~ G)HEKE
( Self-Reflection ) o AfIHRAELEAR
BENREE) ~ MBI MR MM E AT
R0 I8 2 IROGLELLE AR IAIHEREA -
EREEEHRBIEERES - BRI MEE
BT ARA LR TEMERMERIBERN
GEARRATE o

= FEBREIWENRR

Bandura ( 1977b ) f8H B B3k AE
BN UERE (NE 3 ) @ OIF &
( Enactive Mastery Experience ; EME )
» QB E 27 ( Vicarious Observational
Learning ; VBL ) » @ HHEEE
( Verbal Persuasion ; VP ) » @/ B
¥Bh ( Psychological Arousal ; PA ) o
Bandura B ENEFRNEES » IER

BEEBAAEAN AMEE S ( Bandura S B - IR R B - S
NG AR AR R Applegae IS W LR A Apio (B
21t | BB REELT) » S AEE [ AH T 8 -
(FF : AppleZREEULEEZ)
-
ra [ATHEBRESHEREREEGE  BESLOBnRRREH |
VS Eif) - G B R A (TR (R E R L
3
vy | AP SE MR - 1500 T (FRTEAERRE > LRI
REE | ) b 0y o B R B E (MY A B i) =
!
P RER R RS LR e R E RN Rh e T %
1 SRS | ELAES e 15 P Pl I K P 22 5 (3% PP PP B SRR A
e
)
s | MRS (e (T B (BaR A B0 S BART TR RSS2
EE TR L -
512 Py T

HHRIR - Sta_]kowc and Luthans 1998)
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B (BN RRER - %) REEINA
B LDEYBNZERRT

AR LA B (R Ia(E A HhR E LT
REBEAR ZFEAN ( BRITBR s ) -
WaiEt » RE—EHBSENES - EH
BRI B R RE TR IRt — T R A
JIIEA R ( Gist and Mitchell 1992 ) - 53
o > SREE RIS AR AP AN pE B el 2
& 2R o filtn - BT EREE—EE
# - I BAREIFAGHBRE Sl — 4
R - BIEEER R/ IMER - 3&
4SBT BERE B T2 AR EAHT B IRANEE -

test > Bandura SRS IE[ACEREE & 8
LR B B RE AR RIER R TE © OEA
HIBIEERAENE ( Perceptions of Situa-
tional Factors ) K @) ¥ 8 N B9 %1 &
( Perception of Ability ) o FEb{EER
SRBEfEIE M B LA BRE - BFE T TRk
EHFHRIEIR (FIanRR] ) - BERH
MEARE M I EE 2 IKFERI 1R ~ BIEM T
(Gl R ENEE ) - BEPREF
ENHSBELVEREENER - RIVER
B2 % HE - Bih o e B EREILERR
BppE S ELRE - EEAZERHERIT
TAERYTLEERT - RUBLI T/EAERE LB FER

ER LA 5 B ECNEE © et BETTFTHRAR
BE—ERR > LR ESEERRIX
o

HNEF % B TR A1 RE =R R
MIEREDEN  AKBERES2E
( Vicarious Observational Learning ) A%
RBSEEFTHE L 2RIEZ — o HHHRERIR
BAEMNEA - EARETES - MATER
B EHMBRZHE ( Behavior Modeling )
o At - BB K MBEME L HRAR
FIRMELIERK - QISR T RENEE
LB - A BEAELER
DHIE AR BB 2R (i 18 A SRBERS - SZ iR 4
HEEMBEHEEEE -

Bandura 78 5% %8 i L\ 2 O BEER Bl =T
Db E A S BTN EE » LRI
TrEIEE > A OBEEE ( Verbal
Persuasion ) BXRRMEETHE ZKEL— °
53R B E MERIE A — 8 7] UG IN{E A #YBE
JIEivgE - (BRI LIBARLE EEC > I
KR TR IEIE & o BEs) > BLEEA
FENERE ERREIRER - BEMIABEEE
HEEER > ARANEBRNTERETIE
B - ELEH G PR B B EE TS - A
o BB TEERRMMABR LR
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i 3538 0 EEE ( Emotional Arousal )
MEEEEEER -

= . BRMAEZTEH

IRIBEE — L B T pe im S e a
ZEEHMEER  BRUGEH ZEEBEE
g OBEE  BIMmBEERE ( god
setting ) BU#ERTFEH ( Outcome Expecta-
tion ) » @QZHEEE ( Analytic Strategies )
» 3)fTENEE ( Performance ) : flanT
BB ETTRES o #1470 » Locke et
al. (1984 ) DL 209 i KB4 B HRET
—EEEER > Bartee ) ( ability ) -
HEEE ~ BAE - TIEEIE R TIEESE
BEZRRR o FRBERES ~ BEAEN
LEBRBEGZEBIERE » B 6
71~ BEREE - BERTERBUEER
% T {E #& % o Hollenbeck and Brief
(11987 ) LABEBBEHHFF TR B 1R
BE BB - BT ST H TRREE
WEAZEE - RN EREEBRMATE
H R R AR o

HEEFAEEER - Hill et al. (1987)
FETEH R HEAR R ERTRAIN
7 fffB A EREE ( Computer Self-
Efficacy ) > Hf R BB B GER
REFHERBKAEFH o Compeau and
Higgin ( 1995 ) W EEEBRBEEGH
225 FH & B B B A A RTE I LA AR
MEERTTE

Bandura B2 X i 4/ 55 & DL AR 5 #H 8
( simulation organization ) FJ 5 = » BA
BEMEREAREEEE BT &
EWER > DITBEEMRREET » BE
71~ BERKBE ~ SHTIERRS - BAR ~ B
HEEESBHRIEMEM ( Bandura
and Jourden, 1991 ; Wood and Bandura,
1989a ) ° Wood and Bandura ( 1989a )
KRR 7 B B EE ( acquirable
skill ) REBEEE ( stable entity ) 7

> FIERENAERAEEE  WMEs
BIE RERM A EER - HEBREIR
TAEROA > FRFEGHRINEE - A=
E—{EEPRE R B AE > SRS ER
MTIEEREE o BHEMERWANE - IEER
WEeGHE - REMEHBLRE » BfEE
B AEH 2T REE o £ Wood and
Bandura ( 1989%b ) AURHFZT Rt 38 PR EL |-
SR FE RIS B o B34) » Bandura and
Jourden ( 1991 ) WFZe#ERBIEIR 5K
FHEER A ERREEEEEEVRERT
E °

%~ Blg T ReyRs

ARFZE B R IE Smith et al. ( 1996 )
FTEEEE 2 B SR B R AR 7 R 3 R IR IR
fRERREE R R » BRI M) ERIEFK
STHEQERMWERBRIMEMEER - W& 4 Fr
A o MAEIRVET BN BT RE R - Beald
ERRIZE N —EE T am o

RETREREARRAERREBCHRE
HiEHHEE ( Dimensionality ) » BEL
HIEBEZRE ( Items ) » REBKEN
A% ( Content Validity ) 895 fiti#5 &
SRIMBR ~ FrigEEILRIIE o B EARRE
BX AT LU BB (3 B SCRREREY ~ B R FIETEL
BEHETER T N FHIT 0 EXEREEHN
NERE - lENBTWERZEM-LDAA
FIERYE D - hEBMERGEERESN
HITRERA A EE R E R o

SR P A MERRSF - B—EEFE
TR EWRE RSB ( Exploratory
Factor Analysis ) ZREREE & 81 & K E &
AR SRIEIRE S ( Factor Loading ) -
A FE A R R ERM AYE & ( Inter-items
Reliability ; BP Cronbach’s alpha ) ° 5§
“EEFARERBREERE ST

( Confirmatory Factor Analysis ; CFA )
» B%0 LISREL ~ SEM % » DIFFfEH%E
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M — R

TR A A ot ] I AL B SR A
($pecify domain and

lity of the construct)

A 4

AL E R
(Generate sample of items)

gidak 3.9 3

(Generate sample of items)

(3w ~ BIFR ~ RASEMR)

1 BRI REmE

Ly &5 80
(Administer instrument to
sample)

v

AR R R A
[GRIEEA)]

(Assess item and instrument)

v

R4E AR
(Assess intemnal validity)
—f8 5 MA

—N -

v

bigc2' ¥ 4
(Assess validity)
—E A
— i Bk B

HigHaE A

SRR
FRH
ity

B EHY
Bt

FANE Ko ¥
(Exploratory factor
analysis)

B B E oM
(Confirmatory factor
analysis)

$wLISREL, SEM

Bl4: A3 RAEBEBEZCEHRR : Smith et al. 1996)

BB ERENERE ( Measurement
Model Fitness ) » BiEBEERZEE
DAT: BB g 3% ( Construct Validity )

— ~ HIERIA

BT EREREAEANNARE
ENRBIERITRBICHTBEBRELIEER
AR HEMITREAS  BRRAERNEE
TAE o IREEARRI SCR AT B HE (Bl 40
Bommer et al. 1987 ; Eining and Chris-
tensen 1991 ; Harrington 1996 ; Loch
and Conger 1996 ; Simpson et al. 1994 ;
Swinyard and Kengkau 1990) (13 1) »
(R ERR T R B LA EEBIR TRER B N
OEFEZ : FlankERE - BERFREA
AT QKERE | GlIIIREAEER -
FEEI#E - OAFE : FlanEATE
FESEREARR » ROBRRHORIE
PR A ZWER - BRRE - SRK

MR ESE - BN EMEBEBRESTFE—
BLARAERRT T RABUEIEIF ( Facilitators )
 ZFBLRFAIRE > AFIATBEEEE
PR RAREER RSO o I - BB
FE LR R B AR A BB (K -5 - ECAT I
Hi 2 AN S R BE VR R B BR S AR FE B2 LB
BE I AR f B RKCBE o
R—RITHBER] LA Bh IR 78 & B A ] H
NARRIERET » ENMERENRET - A0
FRI2%E Bandura HHEIW 5 K H € AT
R Y EBNEERE (e.g., Banta 1989 ;
Compeau and Higgins 1995 ; Gibson and
Dembo 1984 ; Sherer and Maddus 1982)
(s 2) o a0 > 7 Compeau and
Higgins (1995) OB e E RS » " 40
REN—F S HEREEEREERNK
B2 Bl ERCRBHENIIE,L BIFE
WETLAE R S s HIEEH LR
BRI EEABKNBELDC - &
b BHLURIREZ (FRARRIEERTTRAVE
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A1 RABBATEGBAEER MR

(R IERRTT

LA BRI 2% SR

LEES AR « R AAS Eining and Christensen 1991 ; Sim
pson et al. 1994
Bommer et al. 1987 ; Swinyard an

G AR R EER - REOEEE d Kengkau 1990 ;  Harrington 1996

Loch and Conger 1996

BAFIE  |EATERE - EREAHM Simpson et al. 1984 Loch and
onger 1996

B2 55 (O 8K gix%&%% P BRARE ~ FRREVRE || and Conger 1996

TEIBHE - ERIRhR (e EE S RE AV B RL A0

TINRIR ERBEEARETREENER
HEE  RREGERBLIAERILERZE
RERES o o

— ~AIEHE (Dimensions )

RETERBEER R - EEERIBE
AR E LRI EE - BIRUEER
AAEE R EE B e =EA RS
# ( Bandura 1989 ) : %% ( Magnitude )
» 58 ( Strengt h ) » &R ( General-
izability ) o HIXEMRE SEHEHE
ANEAREERZEZEBT ( level of

task difficulty ) > HHE B EREEREHIIT
ZER - BERMESHE R EENEASE
WEETRE L H R D ¥R M A
7> RERFMAEEREESESEE -
BB EE A R 2 & B A Y B Rkse
HIERHIE &t T BT R EIRZIEE) - Bk
AR R BB IR IT B 2158 - If
RS ENE R - FICREREIR R
BERVHERE R & IR SR o

R Bandura ( 1986 ) » HEE I
2RI RS IR I B B R BR I 7E
RIBEA RGBT B TRk &
I8 o R} Swinyard et al. ( 1990 ) #f

&2 BRI R Z AR UK

( Mathematics Self-Effic
acy )

IRA B2 E ERE > Hatet
EREMRERBEHER

BB R BB B % 0kt
R oy | BBYRME  #3ORMAL TN |Sherer and Maddus, 1987
HERRLERMEE  |ERBOBET > MRBIEE R |
(Teacher Self-Efficacy) |HE(S B 8877 7R Gibson and Dembo, 1984
SEWEY HBIKEE

Banta, 1989

BEBRERZ HEIEE
( Computer Self-Efficacy
)

MREAN—F S HHREMLEHE
%ﬁii’xﬁ%  RALBEFE A ERE IR T

Compeau and Higgins, 1995

— xR BE
( General Self-efficacy )

IMRFLEZIEERMREEE - HET
BREEMERE

Sherer and Maddus, 1982 ;
Woodruff and Cashman
1993 ; Bosscher and Smit,
1998
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23 $B R ENRE R

&%

HERITE ( Instruments )

Gl

RGBS EFEEANEEREERE  METHE OT GBIEREWRKE

G2

MR MBRFENEXBHREFECERANKE  FESHE O GENEIERKE

G3

IMRET N EER EREEANEERE - (RESHE LM SENEHERKES

G g

IMRFAREEIFEEEACEFEERANZRKE  fREFFE A GEIERKIER

G5 | impmmae

INRARE T B AR L BRI AR A ZERERRN - FESHE O GRINE

G6

IMREAFEERKENFENTERAEDE  AESEE LT NG IERKE

G7

MRFHIASFEE-BRKEALGRXREERR - (REEHE LA GEIEZEHEKE

G8  |myig tewyae

IMPMERGEIXBREFEERKE > MEFT—EGER > RESHELTEGSR

G9

MR EBRBRGCVAPEFEEREECBENKE  FRESHELAFEMCopy—1m

G10

IMRRR RS2 FIREITHR— D ERKEGH - (RETERE L SEBHER

Gl

MRIFH R EF IR E B copy R E MEKER » (RESHE L EIEBESR

Gli2

IMRFERAZIEFEREEERKE  FTREEFE LG LM

GI3

IMRFERASEHMELBERKE > FRSHEOGE LM

Gl4

IR IFFIRF BB E Copy BRI - MESHBLEE LM

EHRITRSE  REEZMER=TEE
o OAER ( do not use ) > @QFHER
( do not keep a copy ) » @ EE ( do
not distribute ) © 4t > #R# Kohlberg’s
HEEEFERE ( Model of Cognitive
Moral Development ) ( 1969 ) » =
EARNNAEERZERFME ( mora

stage ) H > TEpE, ( persuade ) fBA

7 f P Y B A FL B R R B AR 2
—EE SRS o [ RFFSE

DAOARER » QAR » O ER » K@)
BERIAN (NMEH - FTEESAEER) &
TUFE SR (S I 5 R B R RE IR - B
% IRIFECEE IR TR S B R R X
BARITEBMITBEIBE X ERRR » A%
R BFTRETEREERES -

Hht > BT FRITER N B R AR
MR AR E3 2 U ERIEERE
IR 4 o EERL GLEGHRHESZ

BT ERRRKE S BRE 0 GT &
k4 KB MAERRZANEHRE

N Lot =
(TS 28| M Cnstruments) | (B i (Strongth) %j
TR Gl G2 632 Gh» G z 123456789 10
Tl G7 G8 z 1 23456738 9 10
T2 G9» Gl0> 11 § 1 23456789 10
BRI G12+ GI3 Gl4 z 1 23456789 10
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Gs BRIERZHENHHERRKEZBER
REe - GY E Gl 2RI EZHE N EHET
MEkER 2 B IRREE - Gl2 ES4 ZHES
BIEZREMEERIATER - PTEHEIAHE
SRR KRR Z B BREE
5ot KA BBURBRBARRE G o

ZEZERHE-EREMERZ TE .
% "% 1 ( YESor NO ) - iy HEskse
 EEREEHENE TR WEBRRZS
B EHMENEER "2 K BETMG
ZHEHZEHNEOHRE » FHEHE ]
(EfE0) £10 (&FEL) B 1 B
RE (22 10 2 100 #9 10 BEFEERE )

3 EEMH o Lee and Bobko ( 1994 )

AR LFHESNEEEE R - It
fb > BEWMRFHEREEE (F40 Bandura
and Jurden, 1991 Compeau and
Higgins, 1995 ;  Wood and Bandura,
19892 ) - BEE S EEE®AHEE ( high
self-efficacy magnitude ) % » fFIHEERE
GILMEREERNEEE - EHEHCHES
AT EERY TIE -

B 08 T AR

—  BRIERRDHT

BB ERIEI Y TIERERERMEMN
RF ot - EEMNEEREAEBEER
EHHHEB SRR EAE ( Factor Load-
ing ) » WFEAFMEMVEE ( Inter-
items Reliabilit y ; B[} Cronbach’s alpha )
o AN LA L MBS B8 R R B B ZWIZ
Y > HURR ST HE SR E R IEELTIE M ~
PRECEIE » BIEITATEER " flifL "
( Purify ) ( Churchill 1979 ) » EEFT
A RIE R AT B2 AR EHIRYE o

£ OEBHRERERFESWHER > LR
186 (U EAEREBLE - RO ZERNE
FEHEMEAEME (Factor Structure Matrix) 7]
DEHE LERNERES - HE " i
3" 2 G7T i G8 X RREHFEBIKRN 0.6
&2 ZIER (Bagozzi and Yi, 1991) » HE
12 R 2RIEMN R R A EEER 0.6 38

%5: BAZHELMER (N=186)

FSEID%2)

AMEA THER BRI
G4 .829 115 .289
G5 .827 113 - .301
G2 815 .288 124
Gl i .808 .285 124
G3 .705 179 132
G6 .605 .394 . .338
Gl 7.123E-02 725 .268
GY 261 | 714 3.347E-02
G10 .163 .644 ‘ 398
G8 ! 448 .15 148
G7 425 485 ' 136
Gl4 277 .21 .818
Gl3 101 .189 775
Gl12 .333 152 742

Extraction Method : Principal Component Analysis.
Rotation Method : Varimax with Kaiser Normalization.

a. Rotation converged in 6 iterations.

b. G7THG8Z K5 & R B 0.6 & F 515k
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&6 1 kB KRG ILAALE & 288 1E (N=186)

TMERATHH
Item Mean ]:S)tar.lda}rd ~SFL t-value P-Level
eviation
Gl 2.43 2.20 0.73 10.98 p<0.01
G2 2.30 2.26 0.67 9.73 p<0.01
G3 2.17 2.19 0.75 11.35 p<0.01
G4 1.70 1.83 0.81 12.71 p<0.01
Gb 2.69 2.81 0.61 8.59 p<0.01
G6 1.76 2.07 0.66 9.51 p<0.01
Average Variance Extracted (AVE) = 0.42
Composite Reliability = 0.84
NS
G9 4.75 3.07 0.60 7.86 p<0.01
GI10 3.89 2.77 0.79 10.93 p<0.01
Gll 3.22 2.71 0.66 8.96 p<0.01
Average Variance Extracted (AVE) = 0.40
Composite Reliability = 0.71
BERIA
Gl2 1.45 1.98 0.75 11.21 p<0.01
G13 2.97 2.91 0.66 9.57 p<0.01
Gl4 1.82 2.03 0.92 14.91 p<0.01
Average Variance Extracted (AVE) = 0.51
Composite Reliability = 0.78

ERHEREATEREE=ZBRZNH
( Factor Components ) : R -~ &
2~ LBERA > BEROHEEIBEER
#11E E ( Dimensions ) o Kt » A5
BEZCARERDETREERZEY
e

— - REERRDT

BEMRRSTHENEREERS
WNES—EE ( Internal Consistency ) » LA
B BB EEE ( Construct Validity ) >
KB B IHRE ( Convergent Validity )
BATE B3 ( Discriminant Validity ) >
AR HI &\ # B & ( Measurement
Model Fitness ) o 7% B 5% {# A SAS
CALIS #82 ( 6.150K ) (FEBE MR R
STENTE > BR—TEa Lo ERE
RIVAS R N H AT ( Structural Equation

Model ) - 85 W ARERFEH TR o
O ook K R E A R K

W R R M A 2 R IRR
B —EMERIERE o (ERERE ST ERET
ERHBRERFF S ARG o B—ET R
1R Bagozzi and Yi ( 1991 ) B -
D —EREEERR AR ( Standard-
ized Factor Loading ; SFL ) ZEAZE 4%
RHNE - ETERRE S NEH G - 2
AR ERERRAWN T LAERS
KRR 0.5 - EERE T NEHNER - 1R
Bk 6 > TR EMEMNRERR AW E
BARF 0.6 ( p<0.05 ) o pbsh - 14 {EH
EMEFRAE 7 EMEANRRET T HEX
205 o

pest - FEBEREN S —E SRR
BREANERIAZEN D ZSHEN
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&7 ¢ B E X2 B F A (N=186)

Factors MEH NS BERIA
(A 1.00
NEE 0.557 100 0.490
[Squared Correlation] | [0.310] ’ [0.224]
#E BN 0.556 0.490 100
[Squared Correlation] | [0.309] (0.224] )

All factors intercorrelations are significantly different from zero ( p<0.01 ) and one ( p

<0.05 )

( Barki and Harwick, 1994 ; Smith et
al., 1996 ) o tRIRFK 7 FiR 0 ERFHE
—{EE R B E R ZR A 7 B R (R E
MERIEME ( p<0.05 ) > EETRE=
ERZERDBIZEHER—BEES
( Construct ) - Ft » BEWES » EXR
BEIREAIRHRE -

BRI ERIEE AR > A5 BEE
EHEBSHEMEZMEEERE - S
2 E—EEREF > IRERHIFRRRDZ
FrERIERE » Atz MRS EL
EMEE TR R G < 2R IER R4
EREAX WZEREESENEINE
( Bagozzi, 1993 ; Fornell, 1982 ) - &
Bt > BREE T B EER 5k & — 2 R AL A
BERZ = ARFBMDIE LI BERFRRE
EREREXLME (MHEAREER
1) ( Bagozzi and Yi, 1991 ) ° g% 7
iR ZERZRMROHRRIEESER 1
( p<0.05 ) - EEFBRENHEA=ZMER
KRS BHHER—-EES  HEEMZH
EYESHTAREMEE ( Dimensions ) ©
Beat o T8 B 3K R A B EE A BT AT FL B A —
{EX R B ECRER DR A E
( squared correlation ) B E/NABER
7 B g 8 R AL E ( Average Vari-
ance Extracted 7 AVE ) o REEK6Z
BRFEMDZ AVE fE > BILER 7 ZH
R IR R A ERT LI @R R
B BB A AR E B RE o

OREHKXFRE

K9 2 B/ Bagozzi ( 1993 )
Bagozzi and Yi ( 1988 ) - Joreskog and
Sorbom ( 1989 ) MR R > Pk3E 6 IHIB
RETRHERSCERENTE > 8RS
BE ((2) ~ ( 2EHEBEMBE ( degree
of freedom ) By L {E ~ & B2 & 8 12
( Goodness of Fit Index ; GFI ) - 5%
% B ZEE ( Adjusted Goodness of
Fit Index ; AGFI ) -~ E¥EFEEREE
( Normed Fit Index : NFI ) -~ K3EHE
HEEECE S ( Non-normed Fit Index ;
NNFI ) » H#gERRINEKS -

5 E ( Chi Square test ) 2L
EENABEEHNHEEEEEREER
#% ( null hypothesis ) #ETIRE - EILFE
P BN BRI A RITEECE » A
Eaffst &2 P-Value FE 2 0.05 f98EZE /K
¥ o BEARIE RN BN Z P-Value #
0.01 FyREZE/KYE » WARBE R HBE > (H
EEBFAEEEEHERLE (ZERR
TEGEE R A —E 5 B AT
MS5E) - SELES279 - F&
Carmines and Maclver ( 1981 ) Ay 48
fE (A3 ) o

BEEA T ER LRURARERE

- BEREmEZHEREE {E%@%%ﬁ

At EES BEARA (
A 1t 5 11‘%2!1%(9’3&”3"

) IR
Bentler and
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BIBESR HTE 48

&8 mE X 0 B E M

BECFSTE (Fit Indices) Guidelines Result
X? ( Chi-square ) Small is better 98.89 (0.001)
X2 / df <3 1.94 (df=51)

Goodness of Fit Index ( GFI ) Large is better 0.92
Adjusted for Degrees of Freedom ( AGFI ) |Large is better 0.87
Bentler and Bonett’s ( 1980 ) NFI Large is better 0.90
Bentler and Bonett’s ( 1980 ) ( NNFI ) |Large is better 0.93
Root Mean Square Residual ( RMR ) Small is better 0.047
® & P-Value ©
Bonnett 1980 ) o 7E KRARE » HIHEN — ~ PFZCR R ERRE R

EEEE > ERADMEREKE > Y
9 FE/INERARHIRE R - (B X IEIFRE X o
K B HF LR S EEERNIEER
wARETERIRE - EANH A2 EHHER
AER > BRAEERENKR0F 1 ZFE'?
HITERE > D RIR RN T2 EECEH 7%
BEAAREE » FLBEERE GFI &
AGFI - GFI 5 RtEERmAaHEER
B S EETEE > AGFI 1512
DIRE S B HH R R ELAE S A 48 B B LL fE D
DA% > FE R EIBIEEERZ KA 0.9
( Bentler and Bonnett 1980 ) ° 477 » 5
8 M ERSSREE - AGFLEE 0.87 » Ri%
FIERAE(E o
Hoh o E¥EEEIEE ( Normed

Fit Index » NFT ) EJEF¥EE R E 142
( Non-normed Fit Index, NNFI ) 1 &
REFHNIIZE ( Bentler and Bonett
1980 ) o NFI 2 DLE & X ( Nul
Model ) IEBE¥ERTHE B HIERE -
NNFI 27E% BHA KNI T » 8 X
TEEART S I IE AR - MRV RIEE
BREZ A0 - K8 FEMR» NFI &
NNFI fE 535U 0.90 B 0.93 » BRI fEfsiZ
EEER|EAAE -

FEEAEEREE - EBERITEEIE
HEENMRRE - KIARAEREBEHE
A GRR L REB B M E W2 DN
= B EWERTUREREER G
WeERR > HRERMAHENER - £
WL R NmERTEHAEEEEMN
B FLHEBEEEE RGN E
ANTBZEEBHYRIENEE -
Bandura BN G E 4L SR AER R iETE B
BB EREHEETHIEER -
ﬁiﬁﬁﬁfl(ﬂ’ﬁﬁ)ﬂﬁ@ﬁ%ﬂm%ﬁﬁn,\
FMETE c RIRRFATEREZREBIRRME
HAEEREEAMGRAREE A @E
(I —MEBRG - ERRAE M IT IS
BEEEENSEEME-

EERFHE » BMTHEREFIRMEA
WENWE A MBS EARENERR
HZETFE—LEZE BB SCT » EHE

CHE01T 0 A—BHIRRTRER B ERE
R R K (58 PR Y M B S BE » BUTR A B RS
FREZ MESGE R RS EEEN
—{B 5%k o FIL - 8RB IR MR SEE 2 A
SR ENEEEEEREBERIERNE
ERE SHRHETFEREERESE
BIEERN G - B HHEEMS » R
HEMEAENRETEAEZEZEN
fif PR N B FY S 152 B 5 T ZE B B A0qA]
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BRI TR ERIT R AIREE o
Z - RERARDE

IRIF AR B R < BREB IR AR R B 3R
BX  BrEBNWREREmRAFHE - —2t
HAREBECEKRETERERECH
HWEER TR  FIINEF ISR MEREESE -
Mason ( 1986 ) REEHAANETREER
MNTEMERE > B RILERE
( Privacy ) ~ {2JCIERERE ( Ac curacy )
S FIREEAEME ( Property ) ~ B
JERHMIFENME ( Access ) & > thiE S
PAP A o Mason B EF A EMEKR
%‘?ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂl«lﬁ%iﬁ% PAPA 2 — >
b FEEFMEMNAREE (fl4
Culnan 1993 ; Conger et al 1995
DelJoie et al 1991 ; Gotterb arn 1992 )
¥ PAPA B FEM—HFREE - &
W Bt SR E R - [FERKRE
EEMERECMENGEERNERE
EH—ER -

HoR o B — AR g g
% bR fi ¥ 2 BE TH I fi B #E 5 ( Ethical
Performance ) BIZUR B EHIKIMEERT
WMESEEAR  BECEFLEEWE
E (fE0 > Locke etal 1984 ; Gist
1987 ; Bandura and Jourdan 1991
Locke and Latham 1990 ; Wood and
Bandura 19892 % ) > AMAYE RIMEER
& BRI AT RIREVER W E LT o R »
i B R BE A AT 3B BN f B B BT B Y EX
&> QRS —(EEEWHRNERE -
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