i [ B BE X 58 BRI N IR 5

_‘5[3 X@1 a%é’gﬁgu 3’575;‘(2 R’{i’i}ﬂi ﬁ%‘\ggzz
GBS XGRS ER SIB S S EK T e R

=

HFEREHAREN RSN 2R T ETE T AZSNGTE - AR
B 64 230 3 S B % B B 09 BB B & ROPT W AR B R AR AT o XBkER T
rnEBERETMEE>A KB —AEFHHIA L —&EBRA
FoORRTEFRRGOU RIS TAME R B TEAR®Y
MR BTHEGFMFTHREFLTIE R F R AR RB LIRS
BB HEREBRAARFEG LS > AELTEBERAIE ER 2 H WA
BELHie#y HRESERETHRA TP EHEA BT BGHEY > &
FTRGEHEEARD AARARIRAT ERFE > BB ERAETHE
AdEPE . o) AR RAEMAKE &G IE T L ki Ha sk
Ry AL B AR £ -

Ry MERE - BIEEE - AR

=k

=) 58 Ol e e s 2 o B i T B AR
F£—E AR ER AR = T B T SR R A R o AN
FH I B8 IR TS S 1 i T 1 241 B e & R AL A 5 8 B e HE Bl i P

Bk R B T I 17 A0 LA I it 0 1 SR AR TN S& T (]~ R FITARS KA BRBCRs (] » AR
DU AR A » 32 B A8 12 T IR 5 it A WEFERYEATT

BN B33+ 77 - A ih hn EE BB - DRGSR B A BT B HETT 2
i A # p A S S B R A A EHET T WM -

RERN AT st RARMH ¢ E L S BRRE = Br1119%
RBEHH  REWF2A6H
BiTHH * REIE3A2TH
¥ZHH C KREWFGCH25H

2001 Vol.2No.3

85



EESGE #HifdE FR/53C PRKIH PRER

- B OaRza s B E 0 B

i BB TR T 46 FEAY BB o DI B R
BETET SLERIREY
— B R L N

Blair & Whitehead( 1984)H I/t 4245
fEE ol B Al e — T skl i
B THE J B 7T Y Al /T 2, i A &
F DA e A 0 o T 5 2 T P ek
B BT 2 o R AT AT 2 VIR HE 17 S B
T EIRE o 5 U RS B A s A R A
A AL (A B A1 5 A P 5 OGS
I 5% 75 B 31 i 2 2% 0R 2k B 0 R R H 3L
Wk o AT LARE 2 B O P I D HE T RO R
Sroks ZRE — RIS EIGHEIN R 0 — R
T R - B PSR 0 (1988) ke B
& (19905 e thBUR R ARRS 5L > stk
T
(—) 1553 A% (contingency factors) *

1. il A A3 (individual factor) : [ [KIZ5 )
FE N I ST - F2 kB Eh £ > K
A%~ TR LA RS e -

2. TAEEEIA ZFE(work factor) @ [ IAZE
FERFH TR - A )y~ g~ 4
IR K TR RS -

3. #H#%A F(organizational factor) © [H[A]
EORRESTR e R h 7 o
A BT ER -

4, B 55N F(environmental factor) © [HhA|
RS T - RIS T

(=) TEEh 5+ K3 (program factors) © A
FOUFELEBAHEED - 6

= . B A
H >~ oo

ERIEEHETE RS - Gl
AE T R AT M RV - R
LAK AT At T DS BRI [ R -
L M R RN
FRBE G > 1999 i SCf: s By
FEWL 0 PR RS B HE 1T A
W ge e AT A B E R D AR
TR AR E o R U AH AR 1A R, B
T O TT Ry i RS 4 (Alexander,
1981 5 Steel, 1986) - 1fy H.26 ¥y 5t 8
Ao HETT A RS E T HE AR T R
R T B R BN R
B R WA B LR DU
g () A G SRR/ IVEE > 1999+ 8k
5 > 1985) °

MR 5k
E—81 HFELZRE

AT FE4E & Blair &Whitehead (1984)k:
B/ NHE(1999): 2 i G i » BAE TR E
i T 1% P A B R A5 B 5 B 1 R 3
o] < #H B 1% - BfE 2K Blair & Whitehead
(1984) 1552 SRR 32 W 47 oy 175 B3 R T B i A
Fe o {0 H RA L B o HE B 2 B M 1
— MY AL A G - - BHAYHE D i
e R AHE > RIS R ET H2E
TSI AR L Y Foas > RN L
MLk AL B YIHHEE - A et se it &
BEURAE IS B R 1 > 410" Donnell
(1984) » [RLZ AT 1 A BE /eI SRR =7
B B A R AR £R b o T TR 2L R A [
—Ffs e
E_f HREHE

2001 Veol.2 No.3

86



) ESSTE iR WA BRAHE RER

i EE

’E( iﬂ, ﬂ TAER i

g e
THEMRZ X35
) e S B

1A EE
by 23
35
E S 5T
S0 EW

L R i A

| 18 AR @ 2k

B— - 25 EEE

PR R ES 0 S e HE B0 2 Bl O T2
LIPS LN = W PN N ST PN = B T S
i Skl £ 2 B e A B 1 1A 497 44 7R
NBERHFEE R - i — A T -
i it 3 B e DA S s — W 77 TR
TEARBFEAE TTRF L T =1 -

FZE - MEILEZEE

AW FEFTI FE  » 22 W 25 SOk
{raxat - M- HIHEEP RS » MBS
RE R AL WiHE R EARES
S AT R PR > b ] o Sl ) R
fil {5 FE5ER2.5% « [l Juit 30M[ Ml 73
Ry )R dat

1. {8 A AT

2. 2

RRRTHED e

4. [ JJ

5. HES) S TR N N PR -
6. =il A S -

7. A A BEERE TT LR

8. ik k2L L A -

EIUET BFER 7

[ e A SR 4970} - W BRI ATy
W15 HUER B K SRSl
36407 o FRER28( LR - AT ARG L
aF 35207 - 198 Ry 73.2% = FIF SPSS/PC
AT R 25 R BT 5 E R KT e
R A R R P W RYRET T R T
#r -

R SR
£—H B REIR SRR ST
o {E A TR
R E3520) - A& VIl
7526,601% » 5 BN B2 M AL 1R Ty
T B Rasain 2o 3484 - i 5 i
BNB A 1874 ~ FIRe304 ~ @223 L
K BATEON BT o 1 H B (7 4015
B~k EE AL A 1034~ /AR
E AL o 2 MEE IR BB RA
REFR 194 - A B3184 R 159

2001 Vol.2No.3

87



F 0 RFAARIETE - 35292 1 F 2234
B2 E G REET)  223% B2 EiE
i A 114 EEEE BN F155
# o E RS B 214 - HAE
R Y R5364 -
T A TER N B2 ELE

88.76% I H 5l Fy 2 Bl iy
Fy T HC S BB BUR - A 2
o A SIRC GO BB AT i
H1124%2H BH 2 -
=~ A B2 E R

FEE B T 2 0 65. 1% N B
ABEE SN BT EEEEREST
fige T2 P BB N TSR I > A BTG
% BBE B 15 78.5 %8 Fuftil A2 fiE
SR
VY - kiR BT

A A T LU 5 2 B TR TG ) o 2
I B2 - KE D HORE LA B BRI
L) R DA MR Fi 2 6 o B 2 B R
TR 1-2/NFE > LKL 23 B B 40177 o o
7 sl — 2K 0 VA B 2 BEE A A
AT o fp A R DL L 78.9%%
W e R BN A B R AL RS TR E
S~ R B T PR B R

fEE I h A7 Ul I > 3 BT -

£ BiEREEMEE 2 Y

SHE R HEEDIBIR R R A SRR

1077 A 73 > Uy ey B Gl 1077 s
fre B 2 Rl o SEIE )l By 8 E
el ~ AT AR T HZGER
WO L HEH ~ BUat oA~ L~ T
TEDIR ~ #iR 2 8 ~ TAFE T & 2
JUfil s o FLrp e R 2 Hiat o i
K LA B3 e G e -
N EEFHEE

A i B Tl v A ] s 1 7 v P
FE I ARWTIRRE 2 3 BB
B BT T Z SRR R 2237 3K
EA 641G TR ~ 287%5 %
W 1] > 68.6%w5 s BT S R B RS
i ~ 269%FE 1R H]  HEE IS 0 BLE
B P R SRR R IR R B o
£ EARETZ A

A T B R T Sl Y — R R e
HEkR - BTl EE &
H 5 I RE JIHE T L 1% )5 HE P2 A #l ik L 32
5 2 T o I A I TR I R TG
P B AR e~ AR R STRERRY ~ iR
BRI R o e BN Tih R i e
A H ¥ AG{E A BE AL A E IS BT A
trZIEA AN - 2 TR Z B E
G iR TR EE - A B AR
AT HIRES] A #2% -

EXE RAy HFT THK #Ktn HaHk Ty B IHAFE

A # Az MxE H 3 e 2R zyW
A A
A 198 196 195 197 195 196 198 196
B e 5.37 5.71 5.94 5.87 6.40 5.53 5.18 6.52 6.43
R E 2.64 231 2.69 264 235 2.36 2.58 237 2.51

2001 Vol.2 No.3



FESCE Hids FE)53 PRKIH PRER

x=Z 0 EAEDR BRI

TR (BB TAERCE | UBRIEST | R R | B & & |1 ks
k-]
BE % B | % BFE| % BAE| % |JAFE| % BFE| % BAE| %
*
maaie | o o 1] 4 2[ o 1] 4] 2 o 1 4 1 4
@A | 1| 4] 9 40 9 40 o o 1| .4 1| 4 35 22
AHBE | 74 332| 65[29.1| 98] 43.9| 106| 47.5| 77| 34.5| 126 56.5| 81| 36.6
specd | 118 529118 52.9) 93| 41.7| 95 42.6| 117] 52.5| 81[36.3| 117] 52.5
gz % | 23| 103| 24[ 108 15 67| 13| 58 20 9.0 8 3.6/ 13| 5.8
i 216 96.9]217| 97.3| 217| 97.3| 215| 96.4| 217] 97.3| 217| 97.3| 217| 97.3
HRE 7| 31 6| 27 6| 27 8 36| 6 27 6 27 6 27
fas 223/ 100.0|223| 100.| 223| 100.| 223| 100.| 223| 100.| 223| 100.| 223| 100.
0 0 0 0 0 0
VAN it A e T AR B~ TSRS T AR R N N i

AR AR A B RIE S - 25
FEWER - 8278 TWER ~ 70
TG - PREA A TR UL R 2 e T R
iIE=S N MRVA IR/~ = e [ AR ==
W75 ke~ fif S Rp ]~ B9 0P R
ZEE G E - W B L E I H 2
JI~ Whn LfE s s Sl e LR -
B Bili o2 A B 55 B 2 i & R G 1S 1
A e ARRGE NG R - g E L B
LB PR B -

Ko RERARKES - 22
mE A EA B LR ) - e
ME LFGd) ~ SERERE - 8EE
L S BE ) S AR TR A Ry 0 B
N R e B TS N —E Y
LAk B > H IR B R w8S0% - i H
A B T EEEE AR SN
(7] (25 % )i A ) B 5F 2 R 0 (22.9%) /2
IE I H 2 &Rt o (i 15 & scr
b SZE A R HE AT L R R 0

P e §

Eb o i A E e [ E 2 AR
2 50% < {H A AUV 500 — B2 E A
HUE I — BB - # R Ak ple sy 2
FE B 2 AEE 2T ¥
BRERE 2N
ANHR F SRR 2 0 R R
o 2L o WA ER A t-tesu AR 4y
Tﬁ T T 2 B P T RS e
B R E) o G T R ARG IR R S AL
P8l 75 Bl R B B KA o i EbEER
A 2 B TS TR RS B L TR B R
FEEENRA2HEHLEESEEE 5

2 EREh

— 5 1A 25 R A e DAL AR ]
(i NG B < B E RN RE 2

BN E PR  GERERI
=B W5 BIE 2 AHERME T

ASET DL A7 EE AR 22 AHEA (Pearson
product-moment correlation) s FE 5 75 7%

SIARIAIBACR - AR LI N BRER

2001 Vol.2 No.3

89



SHE R HEEDIBIR R R A SRR

R= Bt AERE ZAER R

w2 | _ [ b A -
AAE RE & %8, B & o % | HRMA 4@
% % | % | % | % % %
"y 0 30 200 20 6| 68 19 176
RA BT 00| 44| 294 294 8.8 100.0 279
0 s 23 18 4 68 18 171
g 9 ‘ $~} EE
R EHER 00 7.4 338 265 59 00.0 26.5
7 10 17| 14 2| 68 18 144
o I; _g;
RARTHER 103]  147] 250/ 200 2.9 100.0 265
I 0 6 14 26 4 68 8 178
RIS ER 0.0 8.8 20.6] 382 5.9 100.0 26.5
PR Ty 1 S| 14 28 2| 68 18 175
4 7 15| 7.4 206 412 2.9/ 100.0 265
, 2 8 18] 21 1| 68 18 161
3§ T ey
fo R L3 7y 20| 118 265 309 15| 100.0] 265
2 8 23 15 2| 68 I8 157
g‘ 1Y
RA M7y 29 11.8] 33.8] 22.1 2.9/ 100.0 265
o 1 4 17| 24 4 68 18 176
oA A 15| 59 25.0] 353 5.9/ 100.0 265
o 1 1| 23 11 3 68 19 151
4 R 15| 162] 33.8] 162 4.4 100.0 27.9
36 e 30 P9 R R i@ A 2 8 24| 11 4 68 19 154
e 29 11.8] 353] 162 5.9/ 100.0 279
393 B T4k R B R 0 4 16| 24 6 68 18 182
2485 00 59| 23.5] 353 8.8 100.0 265
, " 0 o 8 25 17| 68 B 91
5 o TAE @ 22
W LtfhhE 0.0 00 11.8] 36.8 25.0[ 100.0[ __ 26.5
e 0 l S| 24 200 68 18 87
" %
EAATRE 00 15| 74 353] 29.4] 100.0 265
0 3 24 12 1] 68 8 119
824 2
W 67 2 A 00 44| 353] 17.6] 16.2] 100.0 265
. , 0 o 10| 24 16| 68 18 94
il =
80 & & Rt 00 00| 147] 353] 23.5] 100.0 26.5

A G R 2 ks T RC & Be )T 2 Tk B o3 BT RS AR R AR R
AEATIY » SZE R = M 2 e T DU H ) 22 Gil 2 EEEE K T R R B
B I B2 22 B I B 22 BRI L AOHE 12 (F1 52 S J7A e VL 1) T8 v ) 5 B ok o E i
AEAEHE(a=005)- Lt e D R AT 0 52 2t Rl e 2

100 A 4 e /7 1 % P AR R AR TAE - HARIEIE AT B R o — i
BRI - At R 2 2 BRI HE PR IR ALK P9 B T S R AR 2 0

Z%WEEW%’%ﬁma@Z%ﬁ‘ THEBA - EERAS B Bt 2 — i i B o B 3 (4
FITFHRL A W [A] 28 ol 7 Bl 7 B 2 1A S MR A B AR A e

2001 Veol.2No.3

90



FESCE Hids FE)53 PRKIH PRER

=P : 28 TR SR SHMMEBE T 98 E RREMETR

418 K%ﬁgi__%;u N Mean |Std. Deviation Sti/'[:;;m Ta
mEBZ SR ER o 219 1.12) 0.33] 2.23E-02 0830
% 128 1.09 0.29] 2.59E-02 '
HaoEBESZE 2 2200 2.89 0.57] 3.82E-02 303"
ik % 128)  2.44 0.61| S41E-02|
S P ES F = 223 0.21 0.41| 2.74E-02 ! 436
% H % 1280  0.15 0.36| 3.15E-02 '
e e B k2 Bk 3 2190 0.23 0.42] 2.86E-02 5110
% 1260 0.24 0.43( 3.81E-02 '
T Bey R E 2 2170 2.20) 0.45 3.08E-02 5048
% 125 3.61 0.56] 5.01E-02 '
A ABHK TS = 222 223 0.77| S.17E-02 0.858%
AN & 1271 2.30 0.65| 5.73E-02 ’
mERA 3 221 0.67 0.47| 3.18E-02 s
% 123 0.67) 0.47] 4.27E-02 '
p<0.05  *%p<0.01
FE 0 DA P 3 (i 4 A 5 HLe A 0 ] FEPUET FiFm
AR [ i A L R 2 Er B - — ~ I BRI A M A B R L R B
B 2 HL N 2 A R TS B B i)

Al B E R i S A G i B
s 5 RS T ] 2 A B - k2R
EEE R RPN =2 )N L)
B R RS TR 72 AR S A AP AERY ]
ey ek 1 = R 0 I A i o Tl

2% LR U W B2 5 22 B A
mE > IEEERCER AR ER SR
AR > of SRR HIRA AR Fi] 4 58 8 Rl v
i) S COR B otk 2 i ek ot vy g B
UN= S8 NI NTERER - R U TREN DR
R & - B EE AT T A E A4
re AR AT IR A o o RE R A 5 AR
(AN R R AR R “Frlt 7 v ) -

B

AT B 2B S T B
B G LA R R A HE EE
2 HLE FHAIAN 5 KA 12 51 &
W Be 5 BRI AT S BETE B Rl K
% B RE Ry BT A9 (A B3 R A RS
B > 1 H B T 28050 Ry Bl S i <2 5
R IS o B GEER AN B HE E A E P Y
B 0 38 BRI RS T T HE R B T S P
O RfE S s BRI B R WS B
AN B LA A FE R & e - — i EE
J5¢ B HE Bl ] B B A I RN R R
ELBAYZEE » O Donnell (1984)f fiff4e I
SEB 0 R P HETT R LAY 2 v R
Y JRVRS 2 R OB AR B T 0 (A

2001 Vol.2No.3

91



SHE R HEEDIBIR R R A SRR

=4 X ABEAEH REEIR 2 HRx

M 1] G | @& |6 (6) N1 ® | O
(1) 4 1.00  [-.08 |-.17#%% [-20%* [ 12% |-23%* [00  [.17%* |-.09
QATLHBERES 1.00 |.16%* |04 [.16%* [-00  |-.11* 04 .00
(3)mk % 1.00  [.24%% |-01 |26%*% |08  |-.15%* [ ]5%*
(4)du % Bl = % 1 & RA 1.00 |- 19%*% [ 26%* | 23%* [-26%* |09
O #tsu % B Ak 1.00 [-.33%* |-38%% | 47** |- 0%
(6)#Ei1xB Kz &R 1.00  [.22%% |-.44%% | 14%*
(MEHLERZRE 1.00  |-.35%% | ]5%*
(8)FI A fo ARSI F 5 1.00  |-.15%*
FREHZER
9 H# A 1.00

*correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)

** correlation is significant at the 0.05evel (2-tailed)

N=352

I HE 7T R Ry 2 & 0 L B RS A2
FEMARGE W i A7 28505
A | R B T el B N R
P FEAS Bl 2 B | R TR
RiLfFs—ailk -

G AN A S Y B L A R R
HEL TR [FIRFAE S S 8la
UCERE R PR R 0 AT R A
P L0 RE 1 2B A T ) S R A AL B A
SRS I EURAT R 0 BE 15 IR B s
G2 RS -

W FE s Rt R R AR A B I
A JEEET 22 B 5 RS Siegel(1980)a8 fy
e 5 A& B T o 2 U AH Btk
bl WA e R R
% 1 Griffin(1988)HI| Z5HH 22 i i 4 R
D AR B R e R URR RAGR o 76
BT 2 B B O R R Y

o 22 BLI8(A H & % Rig &K HE - B
Lt G i i 1 e 22 U0 LK HE o B
MY G RER 2 FIER R R
TRERH VI 4 LU 208k /o AR I
RAWILENEEE ~ /NMERYHRIE -
A BE A2 1A B R I B B N TARE &
7 K2 P ] IR 7 otk 455 6 3 =2 5 -8 Y 22 B
R LRE R RSB > n e IR Y
5 A T e S ) ] 2 S R 1Y
KEEH o [RIE A B A A0 0 A B R
e o B L (RAC B R I 9 I L T PR R 52
FERY TS > R B Foh s R AOHE ) -
T HHEANRES A R B HE

it 7 A5 RLEE I BT Bl R Y
ABMEE - EEREMN - fUEEER S
W A A RET > HoAIE H R 08 A rE )12
FEEARER > 2R e R R
FE o kAR A 03 1 AZ 55 T AR I

2001 Vol.2 No.3

92



) ESSTE iR WA BRAHE RER

B S ERE PR A e

Steel & Shane(1986)fT HA)fFErh - f%
22 Bl 5 RE VS )y PIT AT AR Y SR o0 e B
RO DRSO EAT R R IR A
g e AHAO R AR o P IR B A
B 77 1 L e e R Y SR AR [ i
TRBET) IR R A - D RS {udE
AR - AR E ~ (5F - FOBgE
J7 -~ BE A - TAEELA Ry R E
G TITRBUR ) S TR R - H R
EMSEREE TRGRSE « AU 7E RS R
NS HENE [ Steel & Shane (1986 1417
AP S 0 6G A B A AL R AR R
W DR RIRE R TR HE 0 ST TR O »
22 B 1 P Al A WA O L A
=~ B gH Rk 2 HE R E T 52 B AH A G N
1 OHTTE G A 3
e s REUR e A B e & - 257
Bk~ fEA B T 2 jE
A TS~ IR AR ~ B
g {5 FH 2 BE 77 55 /S T L ik ol S 7
i o {EL[A]IREH DA 280 3 26 B BT R 1Y
i B TR % ~ HHE% R TEE
filf A HESEE AR -

AL — A A w5l A
I7E — LAY ) (Sills, 1968) + 3 ZH5¢
H B 3 [R) 0o 77 BT AR B30 52 B AH R
Gross(1958) ~ Exline(1950)%%: : Marks ct
al.(1986) Y TS JREE 7 2 Bl 5 1l T )
W) TS O 2 TR 1 LD 1 P e Bl 22 L > 7
TR S A I R TG 8 - OO
ZEEEL o BEAR B A7 B Y R R R
SELA L I8 ~ 50RO R AG AR T

=1
f

=]

[njs)
b
%

A TE B R o TLAH R R T T o AN
JEELET/NHE (1999 0 Feks AL B2
Il & i P B A S (232
A B IR RS E R IR R E T A
R B EL B > TR (I A Y

BE AN R 25% 1 52 i & A A
i P S A TR > R A LE (8 AR R
AV A [ 7 T AT EL A5 2-3% » I
— R ESERE - nJREMNERERLLE
RS2 AGEE R Hzaiams 0 fo
] DU 23] B S0 SO (H 2 1 —EfE
1 HA HE 11 TR AL A% 2 A5 O > i AL E
MR AR EEE AL R DL S sz 2K
{0 B s 2 A O FH A B ARG
fifi f5vk > A0ER/NAE(1999) ~ BEIE F7(1999)
W R TR AZ R AL o (AR
FEERHEENE L KF - EHEam L8R
A R Ni0E R SIREAN S =] KT
Py

RN
T A

ft g A R (R BN R S e
W Be i R HESD - S e A BE D Rt K
e LI AG R > ANHHEE
BLAS A AR e R HEB) ] A
A e ARMAAT 72 LS AR B — e &
REBL A 0 TR L AR R T REE HEE T
fll 5 R Be Fr S R b > DESMERRY 2 AT
e EBAHE - AN (R IF & 2Bt
FeZFH BN - RACZHTE T5 17 i B B
ARG - R M E AR
e A7 oty TR B A ¢ S MR 2
A G am A AE 8 A s 7 48 IR A2
RES FBAYRHGIL 5 -

2001 Vol .2 No.3

93



BEE SR BRI [

S2ENR

L PEIETS 55 (1999) » A B E A
AR S~ e R R B e B
TR B et 5 B - 32(4) © 41-
53

2. gk S (1988) » ity B REIHE 17 #3052 %
WERZWE » ABRIE LW 5
EIAREE YA i BN

3 ZEHRGE(198S) » e FEITE B 5T A5 R
ZWTFE » KBER AT B
RV eV

4. 60/ NHE(1999) - i EEE DL BB R At
7 e BT Bl b B S R L5
AR H T Bl T LS
NE:

5B IE1990) 0 I\ AKRFE ~ LT
CUHRIRE - FH RS R 22 L R
) SR e - Rt
ek Bl g

6. Alexander, C.P. (1981). Learning from the
Japanese. Personnel Journal, 60: 616-19.

7. Blair, 1.D. & Whitehead, C.J. (1984). Can
quality circles survive in the United
States? Business Horzons, 50: 17-23,

8. Exline, R.V. (1950). Group climate as a
factor in the relevance and accuracy of
social perception . Journal of Abnormal
and Social Psychology, 55: 271-82.

16, Grillin, R.W. (1988). Consequence of
quality circles in industrial setting: a

longitudinal assessment. Academy of
Management Journal, 31(2): 338-58.

11, Gross, N,, Mason, W.S. & Mceachern,
AW, (1958). Exploration in Role Analysis
Studies of the School Superintendenty
role. New York: John Willy and Sons Inc.

12. Marks, M.L., Hackett, E.I., Mirvis, P.I.,
Grady, J.F. (1986). Employee participation
in a quality circle program: impact on
quality of work life, productivity, and
absenteeism. The Journal of Applied
Psychology, 71(1): 619,

14.0" Donnell, M. & O Donnell, R.J.
(1984). Quality circles-the latest fad or a
rcal winner ? Business Horizons, May-
June: 48-52.

15. Siegel, A. & Ruh, R. (1980). Job
involvement, participation in decision
making, personal background and job
behavior. Organizational Behavior and
[uman Performance, 9: 318-27.

16.Sills, D.L. (1968).
Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences. New
York: The Macmilla Company & The Free
Press.

17.Steel, R.P, & Shane, G.S. (1986).
Evaluation research on qualitly circles:

International

technical and analytical implications” .
[Tuman Relations, 39(5): 449-65.

2001 Vol.2 No.3

94



Contingency Factors Study and Performance

Assessments of Quality Control Circles

Wen -Ta Chiu, Che-Ming Yang, Nai-Wen Kuo, I-Chi Chen, Hsiang-Jung Chen

Abstract

(Quality control circle has been the most used total quality management tool in
the healthcare industry in recent years. The purpose of this study is to determine the
relevant factors in the implementation and performance assessment ol quality control
circle. Literature review indicates thal contingency factor and program factor play
important roles in the implementation of quality control circle, whereas its
performance could be assessed on beth the organizational and individual levels. In
order to avoid the contention of whether the implementing programs are standardized
in each cycle, this study focuses on the interaction between contingency factors and
performance. The study population 1s the nursing staff of a regional teaching hos pital
in Taipei. Study results reveal that the setup of contingency factors does help the
implementation of quality control circle. And the implementation of quality contiol
circle has a posilive impact for both participating mdividuals and the organization;
however its negative impact has to be properly handled. Besides, the individual level
can be better measured by the subjective performance assessment method than the
orgamzational level

Key Words : Quality Control Circle, Contingency Factor, Performance
Assessment
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