Business Review of the Senshu University
No. 103, 71-86, 2017

T7rug—I v 7L FEBEh
CHAMRERICEZ Y v A — P ERTS—

i B e\

X—J—KN:7x0vu—yv 7, V—F—v 7, EHEES, wdaWkER, Uy h— b, EEY Y
1. ZL®HIZ

WK =5 =2y TOMBREENDH LT, 7+07 =2y TOWEIE N FE THEIINIZAT
bBRTEZLEFVA72v, REZ7+r0T7 =3y T3V —F =Yy IMEOa 74 V20—
BHR7ZEZ 2 65N T&72) (Marion & Uhl-Bien, 2001), 7407 —X7 0 —¥ v THEFO L
BT 4 TR OMIEERICH L TELCBEENICELNTWAD & (Alvesson & Blom,
2015 ; DeRue & Ashford, 2010), k4 ZEHAMERH SN T 5,

L2Lahs, ZAUEDOANA BRI MRZFETT 5720100 —F —DPHFET 55561, €I
FHFTE) = —DAHDOX Y N—, Tbb 7 a7 —b T 5, ZORER, V—F—L T+
07 =33 YOREBEOFETH Y, WMFEOMEMFHERELTTLT, V=¥ =Ty 7%
7407 =Ty THIRDELE L ENIEEZERL Lo SOOI BRTERENLL, V—F— v 7
MEIZBWT, 7407 —HLOMENENS L 9127% % (Lord & Brown, 2004 ; Meindl, 1995)
9 LMFZRB s LT, WA CIEE 7 0T — 3y FTHEIH I Y T hoodh 5
(Epitropaki et al., 2013 ; Uhl-Bien et al., 2014 ; van Vugt, 2006) . Z4Lll~N, HARTHO 7+ 17—
¥y THROERIIFFEIA %, FEAEMMIE L 25 & —# (&1, 2015; HA - [, 2013; P4
ZY5, 2014 ; 2015) ZBRE FRILRBEBIIHLEEDIDEHER

TANFFZIEE LoF v ) THEPBEE SN L WELE O A4 A7 + 17 — & v ) 8 % Rl
icZiF AN s Z &3 LiEvadS (Alvesson & Blom, 2015), THRALERD H CTHIERLBIMAEA
ULONTELEPETIE, BEEEROELTH LIZLEY 7Y —F—oEENEPEHI L TwS (H
A, 1998) 0 HARMBFEORBHE AR 7O A0S, My 77 Y TR RMAT v 7

*RE R SFAHEE S BRI
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ez REe2 2525055 (NERM, 1983), A% LRI IMH X 2 KB Z Y OUF
TATARE TS 5 2 L1, HARNEEZHMTE2H -5 —ART T4 TIZb %59, TOEK
T, HRTOZ7 +u7— v THRIEIFEIORRICE LEHEEO 1 2 Th %,

BC, AT, 74097 =y THEORELZMEBIL, RIZT7+r07—2 v TEBHET LIS
s s EEENCETAM%EEZ L2 —F 5%, &R, SZOLTEENEZ <D X — 2%k
REETHBOBEMSE LTHY HIFzLikert D<A Y A ¥ b« Y AT Limlfibh, Ak E
HFNRAREHTHH LT, V==t 7507 — DM RREEBRIC OV TETHE L 72w,

2. V=¥ =Ty TWEICBITSE 7+ T —DHEDT

EIFTL AL, 7407 =T+ 07—y FIEHTLHEMHEORERIE, V—F— v
THREOFICRT N TE L, V—F =y 70 VT ATy y— - TTu—FLIFiEh
5 HORIEREL, V= =2y TRFPTLHERELER L LT7+ 07 —=DPHES T LTV S,
Uhl-Bien et al (2014) 1&, ChETOT + 07— v THEEZ B TREPOHRRICLE2—L,
V==Y THECBFE7+0 7 —0HFwe, HEL1OEM»S 32FTIZHHLH1Z, 1)
) — & —Hul (leader-centric), 2) 74 17 —Hul (follower-centric) 3 X 0¥3) BIRMEREL (re-
lational view) ® 3207 7 U —F 25458 L Tw5% (Uhl-Bien et al., 2014, pp. 2-6 ),

RKR1 YU—4—2 v THRICETSZT7 07 -0/

== T a =i BIRRMERLAL : BRI < WRERN T 40T —> 7

© TAnU—y 7

* ) ) O—>0 People ©

®—>0 T I—P@ T ) I—> Leadership <

®_f’© ® ® ® ®_{'© People ®
WEEEMTBEOY TART =B o ynpogyg  OREERT RO V= =0y —=5—v
—S—OEBHOZE V¥RV ppmaices 100 PREBIOZ o IosuH Lo
ELLCEHAELL —F=vr7 noyoyoe  SROLCBINHEE - ono—
TOTHny— 2 HE K B4 LToY ==

©® =Leader ®=Follower ©@=0Organization
W) Uhl-Bien et al. (2014), p. 3 & —&BBIE - HIER

V=¥ —HLO77a—FTIE, V—F—iF, 7407 ZRLAEVIBHLZD $5720
WEIEOUT T 2L LTVEDITONE T, 7407 —I%, PR/ =774 72 HLN
5T, WY =¥ =B e 2B T 55 LM 28 LTATLA Y4 FMLEh

b0 ZOT7TH—FEFHLTVRMEISN—TL LT, V—F—2 vy TOBE WL ER, H5H
WiEa v s vV =, 5123 H ) ARRIRERERY) — & — 3y ST B5E LR L8
BAAIE LTHITF LT b,

WHLT, 7407 —HLOT77H—FIF, V=—F =R =5 = v 7R 7+r07—I2L>

fﬁ%%t%&éhé%@ﬁkaE%%ﬂb,U—& L7+ 07—, IRERIHENT
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ATFYTATAOBREILAFEIND V) RFZ2RMT 5, REMLZZEE LT, Meindl ® )
—¥—3 v 7Ou~x A (romance of leadership) % Lord & % FMIJER S N-BEERD ) — 7 —
¥ v 7 (implicit leadership), @ % \iZ Hogg > DY #AZ) =5 =2 v TOHENT A TV 74
TAPEHEN TV 5,

REOBBEREO) —F =2y FTHRIZBWTIE, V—F—t 7+ 07 —OMAEREBRE W
VBN —F =y Tz, SR EY) — 55— v TH3EI28 M L 72 Hollander & @ —
HOFFER Graen 5 2MARAIIZH U7z LMX (Leader-Member exchange) Haafhihs{IRA0 215812
SFEENTW5,

Baker (2007) 1%, FFICRBOBBEHEOY =5 =2 v THIZET, 7487 —0 X ) REEIHT
TR 2 BEEAEH S b X912k, RIHEGREN—RA L L) == v 7%, 7407
=Yy TWREANY 7 VT D2EELRFARIC o728 LT D, i X, £ 19 7% Hollander &
Bunrs O FEICB VT, K EMAET 2 ) — & — 13125 H R ) — ¥ — (transactional leader) &
I-iIXM 5 %%, Hollander OAHERNIL, 7+ 07 —IIHMBHIZT 7o —F L THRMELZ HOET 5
72O OBHFM W TH 2 OIZH LT, Bunrs DR —F— L%, 7+ 07— L OFL5 0K
TEDOHT, - XS0 =—X%&iili72d & 9 IR L ZRDHFHe L HoTwd vy, ThHO
[ 4R (transactional) | DFEROMEZ X ) HIEISERGE~NLE & 5 7 5, Hollander @ “transac-
tional” 121 [ ], Burns @ “transactional” 1213 [H(5 R ] L3 2008 THA ).

7o, SMRBIERICHE O WO B AL LT, Baker i3V —4—L 7407 —D_FHHOK
PRRE LD A F I v 7 ICHRL LD & L IMXEF VALY R, 2088, Lo
AL ERZY, V=—F—LT7+07—OxELBMREEIRE L, WEOH TR SN HMIH
WEABLTWBEIZHALE LTS,

3. 7407 —3 v THIRD RS

Uhl-Bien et al. (2014) 1%, 7407 — v 7O, [V—F—Y v 7 - 70t RIIBITSH7 +
07 —DOERCATLBOWEBLUORRORAELTLHILETHY, V—F—Y v T - TOLRALITX
ROPTHEEH S 2 —5— (B LZDfTR) 707 — (BWLLOTE) 25 LTw
BEIAFIVvIRVATLALELTY =S =Yy TR RAART A7 a A MOBEZERT S
(Uhl-Bien et al., 2014, p. 7)) &L, f€Rko7+ru07—2 v 7Hf%ez, KE1OHM»S 220FT
Zh b L) BBE, Thbb&REHH (arole theory) 7712 —F L#iiF % (a constructionist)
T7a—FIZHEL TS,

1. ®REEBHR77O0—F
T+ 07—y TOFHREENY — ¥ —RHBOBRIZED L) B2 52 202 HKT 5
TIA—FT, 7407 — v TORMNIZEIZ Y 725 Zaleznik (1965) % Laurent (1978) 244
0, FHELTEBMESNT + 07—y TEND THRRIIZEH U7z Kelley (1992) % Chaleff (1995)
JLAE Tl Kellerman (2008) DOWFZER R HIT O 5,
BEHGRHT 70 —FTlE, 7407 =3y 7ORERD L) BRHBEAL, WOhOMEFo
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T7407—2&2) = =S5 2@I 0T/ 20T 5, Bz, 7r07—2y ST
ST B ERICME DT SN T 5 Kelly (1992) &, BRKAZEO7 07 —2HEL T,
BHi 2 7+ 27 —1liboTWwd 20082 LCwab, MEZHCHE% (independent
critical thinking) & F&H B 5- (active engagement) THh b, LT, TIN5 2O
T —%, RF212HDH L), WA (passive) 7+ 27—, JAVAY (alienated) 7+ T
—, MEIR (conformist) 7 + 17—, BIFEFEFHKN (pragmatist) 7+ 027 — v 7, &L TR
i (exemplary) 74027 —D520D% A FIZFTwWb,

KF*2 Kelley®7+07—>v7 « 224JL
E 7t s
WSZHy 7 4 1o — \_ B 7 T —

THARAY B8 5 TRy BE -

MR 7 1 U — [ NERSH 7 12 T —
WRAF ) 7 SR ] A S

HFN) Kelley (1992), p. 97 % —#HMEIE
F 72, [ARIC Zaleznik (1965) 1%, Bl (dominance) —HR#HE (submission) & ittt (activity)
—H M (passivity) @ 28T, T % [HEHR (impulsive) |, [HHEH & (compulsive), [H
e (masochistic) ], [51& 23 Y& (withdrawn) | @ 4 DIZHH L T 5,
Mz, Chaleff (1995) &, 7487 —%1) —%— x5 %% (support) OHEEL, V-5
— IR 2 APk (challenge) DREEEIZ X - T, [#17#% (implementer) ], [#I# (partner) ],
[ ANFEF%#H (individualist) 1, [#¢)E#H (resource) ] 4 % 4 T XBPIL T 5%,

X% 3 Zaleznik & Chaleff D7 +07—> v 7« X2 1)L

ik < [Hkigk ] >
<R > =
* b BLAaR > < >
[E1T#] ezl T
(%]
<HlEZH AR>S < HEM> l
v (it 8 #] (EPNEEE
<JkfE> {128
<TH T > < > < Fhfmik >
< >WNFEid=Zaleznik O#hE ¥4 7 [ ]NFKid=Chaleff Ol & ¥ 1 7

W) Zaleznik (1965), p. 122  Chaleff (1995), p. 40 % £ IZ5EF AWERK

Zaleznik & Chaleff D 7 07— v 7 - A A VEFTEDOTRIRT A E, ME3IDLI)IIHEE

%o Kelley D58 D A8 Tk
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AT =y T LI

PEPOHNE, HHREE Lk, X a L, KBoEWCZLhh, BB L -EREFEoHE
ThbEERD, $72, TH) LAY Y AZBIHRHT 254 T0h, ThidbEbont
ST DD, LW EEoMbIELTWwE, LT, Zalemik ZEDY A4 FI2H—FE—
WodHDIEDBHINTEY, EBLABHZEANT 7 2 — XERENTIEDH 2205, L) bl
Kelley %° Chaleff &, #—%BRICH 2 [H#HKY] 2 Mkl 28EL LT, 2F D, ME—HxH
D7+ T—=2 9T AZANVHPERESINTVEDTH 5,

3.2. BRER7IO-F

J—F—3 v THRICBITAHAE TR 7T 70 —FHHHE L TL % L (Alvesson, 1996 ; Fair-
hurst & Grant, 2010 ; Grint, 2010 ; Meindl, 1995), ZNEMRTE I H 27+ 0T =2 v FIZET
AR ERIFIES L B8NS X 91275 % (Alvesson & Blom, 2015; Collinson, 2006 ; DeRue &
Ashford, 2010) .

Bl z1E, Collinson (2006) &, V—% =3 v 7WMRICBISHEZMNTA TV T4 T4 ITHEX
W ERWHEZ Y ANT, 740 T7—DT7 AT 747 4 %, [ASKHC (conformist selves) |,
[P35 HC. (resistant selves) | B XU [BIERIHEC (dramaturgical selves) ] (250 L T
5o BIERIWHEC £ 13, Goffman (1959) DFIREH (impression management) &9 #% % %,
BEHTICEINIZ7 87—y T LMET, 7+ 07 =250 R TRICHEEZ 5T %,
RSP M T2 EEH L CWARE#VWTWwD, Thwz, V=¥ —3Z) LML 7 +r07—
DTATYTATAZRERLEY, LLATARITAT Y TATARELIZNTEHILIZLEST,
W - WS 213X & 72 L Collinson 1FFET %,

Bk4 U—4—29T - TAT T 1T 1 DIEEER
l ASA ] B&A |

__________ TAFUTFAT 4 TV ,—---—————\ .
~ N - _ \ ~ -
: Y : TAn T =X DT A ' U —

____________ TUT 4T 4 Fik

1
V—F—12kd74 i A DAL
1

V= =2 kD747

PN 4 T T
==, = 5
| <:II TART—CEBT TR |

BAFRIED RSN F T T AR BAFRIEDFR SN
| <:| VA EBTAT |
EH DK ) L BT AT VT T4 R L DK

'

y— 4 —

v

T74ARrU—=IZkDT

T 4T 4 FRE

AT T 4T 4 ER

T4ARU—IlLDT

AT VT AT A TR

=
=
[ Y — B — 7 1 O — DRI & ]

HiAT) DeRue & Ashford (2010), p. 631% —#BRIEIE

S, V= =740 7—=0OT7 47747 4ZHL T, DeRue & Ashford (2010) &, X
RAZHH L, MBEORRNET AT 2T 4 7 4 DIALREEZ 5% ) FBIZETIMEL T 5,
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DeRue & Ashford (22X % &, V=% —=3 v TOT7A T 747 41%, [MAOWIAL (individual in-
ternalization) |, [ BI4RM: @ 84 (relational recognition) ]38 & O £ &2 (collective endorsement)
DIDODEFRIZE > THEEINS L9 (DeRue & Ashford, p. 629) o

BAOWHALE X, V—F =7+ T —DTAT VT 474 %, HOMEO—EHICHART X
I RIRET, ACOH LWHIHZEETHZE T Db, TAT VT4 T4 &bk 1&H & &
WHREPDWTEY, RO E 1L, 29 LZEHOMREMHAICER T2 L TH b, L7:75§
T, BIREORRANZ, HEROREE R DR TOR L DO LR FHETDO VT WS, HFH DKL
HLEADRT N —TOHD) —F—7ru7—, LTRHRHMPSKRING &, %h%@?%T/
TATANESHITHILSINDBEIETH 5

ZLT, CO3DDEMBERT) —F =740 —DT AT VT 47 4 IMEIZHEIZRD,
ZRENTITL, Z0O#EE2, 7TAF 714574 - I—27 LI L, [FiE (claiming) | & [
(granting) | LW ) F—7— FAREELREEZIHH Hoil2Xiug, FgEEE, [V—F—%wL
7407 =L LTOHTEDT AT YT AT ARZFRADIZDIZANADEBITHT, KB, V—
Y=L 74079 =DT AT Y7474 ZROMNNGT 572012, &% AL 5474 (DeRue
& Ashford, p. 631)] TH b, HOLIAN 740 T =L LTOTA T T4 74 2KHL, V—¥F—
REHDNAZNZ Lo TEDTA T T4 TADKEIND LI, V=¥ —bFHLD) —F—
ELTOTATYTAT42ERL, 7407 —RFMOANLIZE - TRESIND Z & 2 MHEITH
DBITEAFIvIBTAT YT 471 OLAIEA%Z, DeRue & Ashford 11D E%Z IR L 7%

LRtk LTw5,

& 512, kLo DeRue & Ashford (2010) Z# )R L5IH L7%&A%5, Alvesson & Blom (2015)
&, 7407 =Yy Th, TOFLEENEZTL 74T DT A F VT4 74 L AEROmED
BYED FICK D Mo TnB I e 2R TWE, 7407 =y 7EiE, V= =) HBMDOT A
FUYTATARZIAN, LEFoTY) =¥ —OBNRLGHFEREBNICZAET LI L LHAFETH S,
Frz, EARMICT7 BT —OHBEREIZY —F =12 X > ORENZATHHHMOFPHN T L2HFEL
ZVOT, 7407 —ZHEWNIII Y POV ENRTWE I MR LBV, TOXHIT, 741
T—=YyTEIE, V= —IIH LTEENEZITHET LN, ) = = OLWREEZ ETET
%%éo%h@i,7¢U7—vy7%%<%%é€é:k,?&b%7ﬁnv—‘ﬂbf%@%
WHCOTA Ty 74 74 L HEROBEZ ZITANSEL L) T &1, #HFMIIT) —F—
Yy TERED, £ LHCEREE 70T — KR IS T EAANKRELE Alvesson & Blom
FHWT W5,

3.3. A7 y—-T77O-F

Uhl-Bien et al (2014) TR EIN TV AP 57225, 74087 =3y THREOE=OT 70 —F
ELT, avFqryaryy—-77u—F2XHLTBI ), KHMHGHT7 70 —FTix, M—k
FDT AU T =29 T AT ANDPEESNT V2D, TRTORVICBWTHEHAW R 7 + 07—
P TELTLIHAEL BV L ERET HMIEAY Y AThHb, V—F =Yy TOAr714r
Vv y—HEmEFAMKIL, 747 —OBEIPNTVARRICE L TREO 7+ 0Ty T - A5
AWVIZRLBEREZLT BT, #1213 Bjugstad et al. (2006) 25ZFDENLMZEE LTHIT
bbb,
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TruaT—yTE L)

Bjugstad © 1%, Hersey & Blanchard ® SLEFHRTRENT VWL 4DOD) —F = v T« AF¥ 1)L
L, il L7z Kelley» 740 7=y 7 - A7 4 VEDEAEKRE, RESICHE I ) RETI
TRL TS, MFHIZHEMITHIST AN 7+ 07—, 7407 —24FET5720ICHSD
WIRFNAE 2 SRS IR RECR 2 BT A58 0) — 7 — 2%, 5 HMN 7 + 0 7 — I3 RE B %
DL LR 2 BHAR S 3 23050 — 7 —2%, B2 S SN0 7 + 17 —id, BEULE
M3 —F—2 v T2 L) RBEN) —F =72, REOALEMLE L S > TITHTE
LEH 7+ 07— I3 NINEHRE NS THEE LAY Y ADFENY) —F =05, T
AEbEE LTRUZE LTV,

BK5 74#07—2v S RFANEN ==y T - AZLIVEDFEEETIV

%‘

I B —F =T W) — 5= 7

1

% NI 7 o U — WM 7 a0 — v 7
ﬁ FEM ) —F— 7 MR — A=y

1

) B 7+ — v 7 NS 7 +a T —
{28 K - - — - EEREY - - - - 5

HiT) Bjugstad et al. (2006), p. 313% INEEASIE

72721, Bjugstad S52RR L7 E T VIZELMICZDOZYEPHIEE N TR WnwZ &, 1) —
F—7 07— ETRTCORRICBVTHLDY) —F =2 v TR 7407 =3 v TDOAY [ V&
HADITRZVWOT, 3074 yT 2y =22 )P LallIcMia 35 2 LR EAHRRES
TWa,

fIZix, 7+ 07 =2y TERBEHT HEITET 2 LR OMEICBWT, V=Y =y T .
A ANVREGIC L o TRED TR R 52 & #KET 5 Cable & Judge (2003) DfifFEd, 7 4
07—y FEw) HRBEHRMICEH L CwawheEd, 3074 Y 2vy— - 77u—F
ZRRHT AWED 1 DIEDTONE7259,

740 T =y THREICET S 3 0O 2 MBI L T&727%%, UhlBien et al. (2014) HEML
TV L9, DA —F =105 ) LT2RME, - HRICHATHEBLEI) ET5A%
DR ZHIE > TOAIEY{LE NS (Uhl-Bien et al,, 2014, p. 14). W 2, 4, 7+
TO—35%Z& (following) %V — K352t (leading OAREZ AdD L7720, 7107 —3T v
TR =T =y TRED L) ZXROFIHDATNTAT, 7407 =R —F—=HPnnkd
Sl (discourse) #d - T, HBEDITHRTAT YT 474 Z1IESRLL, ZHESIETVIL00
WBICENAELTILEND D L ERT D, LD >, V—F = 7R7+07 =Y v TDE
RRATHOMEMEMICER T LB, 7407 =Yy THRE Y —F—2 v THROMTTIC BT,
SR EROT7 70 —F35HB L) —BEEELZH O TLSLEE 257259 (Fairhurst & Grant,
2010 ; Grint, 2010)
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4, LhEEhE7ruI—Y T

T4 T =y FPR) = F =B EPTLMEBETH LS, EHEE) (upward influence) (X
TART =3y TIHOEELEFZD 1D Thb (Krishnan, 2004 ; Uhl-Bien et al,, 2014 ; Yukl &
Falbe, 1990). LB IOMEER, V==Y v THRIEDOET L — 5 ZH L LT Pelz (1952) (2
LoTREEIN, WbWwa PelzZHE LTLLHMONS XHI27% % (Anderson et al,, 1990), V) —
=7 07— LMEHEZES T L2012, 7+ —0EREFRVETHC L) Lo
BRI L CHifE T 5 L BN EETH D I LIZHEH L7z Pelz OWf7EIX, 74+ 07—~
DOEBEN BT ERPEIrNTELMRDO) —F =2 v THRICKRERA V37 b bz
726

4.1. EHZEHOWREHR

FHREBEII DT K (tactics) BT AMFFED#IWIL, Epitropaki (2013) 12 XX, KD 3212
S EN DL &\ (Epitropaki, 2013, p. 301)

B0, ROBEBIHEHINTVS LHEEBOMES XY — v 25%EHT 55147 T, #l
ZIX9ODREN K (D) - £ W% LRIANOEFR - 28 - 50 - BREEIR D - GBS - K
WIEFR - BIE) 1220w, ERIRET, FEEE VI 3 HMIIBWT, ARREND L PHGEEL TW»
% Yukl & Falbe (1990) 7 EOWFZELBIE L THIF LN T 5, T OWZE@iIE, %13 Lafdks
%o

EIL, BRI, BB ORMPMNE, KRB ERERR, FA7~DITIy P AV MR
EORRR Y, e LB OTREE LR RICOWTHERT 2HOM%ETH 5. Wayne
& Ferris (1990) %, B 4 7L FRl—ETHOIRDOE & DR Z FZAEMICH S22 LT
Wb,

B0, EEZ OO0 H HMIEHE T, L REINCNT A AN D D WIZIRI 2 P
ZRRLERBOMRICENEZ L TEMIETH S, BHAORELERNLE LTI, AR, ), Y%
—RYHERER L, KWL E LT, EHEENOHRERDLY;, H25WIEULERZ L
Wb bo BlZIE, Fu et al. (2004) 1%, Tk, FiB L OBEMRMEHEE WS 30 E, L
HAE 35 & O HE & & ORI L B EWICHGEEL TW 5,

—77, LB ORERET AEATERNE, FITRENORKREZE %, Chaturvedi & Srivas-
tava (2014) EKE 6 D LS IR L TWb,

5613 & @ Epitropaki (2013) O TE 21X, F0OMmsS, RFE6OFITHMIITey P&
Twa [FER] 2k, E=0#lss, Ao BB ORRIETT % [ER] LAMo [
B LOMBREEZEEHL L) LT H0%EL %,
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TruaT—yTE L)

HF6 HMBXRICHT B EHFHBNOFROETEREHEROBESET IV

JEVEZLA]
- EAREE
- el O H
X R_RY XA ot
- H E%j’fﬁ CEE, A X B —RE
- ISR BB © PR OFHAmE R
- SIS Eh B - BAERRE
s S - FHEHE 5 OHK
- #H Sk - HEMERTREME
-« KIGEOVERETR <X U T ok
- LMX c ARV A
- AR CDE T R — A v b
- RS DI < X U T O B
- kRS
FRHY & NAYER
- BURFRE, B ORI, A
CFEEEERSC B OB
il H) Chaturvedi & Srivastava (2014), p. 269 % % T-hN4E

4.2. LHEEHOEE

EHEEOMBEIIBWTZEOERED K S & 2 #I%, Epitropaki (2013) &R L7HE—D
W, $hbb LB 4R —ICHT AR THL, TNETEEEEIOY {4 T2
WA RTZED ST & 7223, Kipnis & Schmidt (1982) @ POIS (Profiles of Organizational In-
fluence Strategies) X° Yukl & Falbe (1990) OB ZNUIE I AED/2ODOREN TR X IR
TWABIZERZ W () 21X Cable & Judge, 2003 ; Epitropaki, 2013 ; Krishnan, 2004 ; Schriesheim
& Hinkin, 1990) .

K% 7 Yukl & Falbe (1990) @ 8 DDFHHkK

J£7J7 (pressure) FRF - BORICHST S £ 2 BRI % 5 -2 %

A7 %5 (upward appeals) X EBCHLO AP S OIIEZRY A1) 5

254 (exchange) FERICHEZ TR AR S5 T L MRS 5
#3C (coalition) PR AT 720 B ERE T S

ZHEBEE D (ingratiating) BHEE Ao TRIFICER 28T

AP (rational persuasion) BURIZHE D iy F IR H IR 2 /R LB 5

JEIH YT R (inspirational appeals) FATWREZ: SR M D 5 W IdfilifEi%x PR LIEET %

BrE  (consultation) PR SNTER A T 2/ EOPRERLF M IC S S & 5
) Yukl & Falbe (1990), p. 133

Kipnis & Schmidt (1982) @ POIS T, EAHREIIOF KA, [HCFEHK (assertiveness : G\
BIERHIC X > THEBEWTHML 7 7u—F35 2 &), [ (bargaining : 533 %> i A 198 4E
O LIS Z &) ], [#55E (coalition : ZERZ @72 ZBH T2 2 &) |, [ K% (friendliness :
HRELATHZN 720 ERNWCHGOEEEZELETCH 59 2 &), [LFF (higher authority : &£ )
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WO NCARW LT E— Ve L2y, EAKNMSIROMESR) |, [ (reasoning @ 2RO 72
DI 2 ETI 2 HC DB EHEN L) $228)] @654 71256 TEY, Yukl &
Falbe (1990) %, Fid# &7 Kipnis 5 ®—#EDOMF%% (Kipnis, Schmidt & Wilkinson, 1980 ; Kipnis
& Schmidt, 1982 ; Kipnis & Schmidt, 1988) 1232 WC, ME 7D LI % 8D hfEpHH L TW5,

Z MBIy, HARFRA (personal appeal) R°1F41L (legitimizing) %Mz T & SIERM 24048
A DLWZE (Cable & Judge, 2003) b HIUX, KRHIHN— KR RN, V7 N e
NBIOEEN L LB L) KER 354 TICHSET 5% (Deluga, 1990) b H %75,
FEARAYIZ1Z Kipnis 5% Yukl 512X > TR SN RERH/HEZBA LT, Lk LE 1582
FTOMET 7u—FDEMIT T,

4.3. 74072y TELBHENDES

EREINET 5 3 0DMEEIRICH o T, ARMTIIBE RHE=TII%RL, BRATE—DT S
O—FI3EHT 28N, RN A ETRE L2 —35 L, EHRBIIOERIIO
WTER SN TSSO TH LW LIZADNENTNHTH b, RO —V Ny 7 A%
A b=V —gHE LTPBETRONL 2 LOZ VRIS OERD, LHEENIOMETRIZEAL
RIS R SN v, TORMIE, EHRE)N [EHBEEO TE D LA L TRIZIS
POJ1], L) BERDAZRLHLZVRE7E59) b

FHEE) ZHMEICER L TO LB WSRO W C, Porter, Allen & Angle (1983) &, [#L4%
THERR (authority) DKW ZRFEREIZB VT EAICH 2 H 1T L TEEELE RIFTHRHAT, £8%
T 2 BRI ARAR LMERICHS 2 &3 TELRWHEER, LDAMICTHNORELIZR L LI
Mz db726F (p.409)] & LTwb, F72, Chaturvedi & Srivastava (2014) 1%, [H 5 OB
B2 T 72O RPN R EDITE S L HENTH Y, MR8 ORWIEIZH S
N3 LT 572478 (p. 266) | EHIRLL T4,

—J, 7Au7—=Yy T, ) —F—ICH L TRBMIGERL, ACofiisl &0l
V==L TEE T A2HEEE 7, L2255 T, V—F—%Z2NNEL A N—2F, 740
T— LTS5 THAL, TRUSNOEL L AV N=L LTHEET LA WD Z L2745 (Alvesson
& Blom, 2015 ; Baker, 2007 ; DeRue & Ashford, 2010) o

CDEICEZTARLE, 7407 =Yy 7L, 74072 5THAY &17H) ETHCK
MoEPDOEREZ LS LTNEEIY) ) —F—IHENTLIETHY), TOFE L LTLEEE
NPRLEDTHNED, AXWLHER, $hbbRI Y g NS NRT—|HURETE WK T
TY =¥ —%@h 3720 EHRENTEEN S, Thewz, 7ru7—yy7Eid, LR
MR, DZ D RY Y a VI LW ST —, FIZIEY 27 2479 LCOEMEER ARZ &0 &
ZHBRLTY =¥ -8 LT EEE 2D,

ZIT, AT, RO 7r07 =2y IR EHRENOBREEAT LT, ROLHITERKL
9. Taby, 7ru7—y7LiL, [V—¥%—LOMEMERHZRBMIZIT, - HLhs
YA %FTTAHETHCICHM MO MERZT I S #E] ThY, EHEEHEE, [7+
07—y TREHTHEE, ) —F = LTIHRKRT 284 &l Thb, IhHDEHREBE
To5E, V=F—Lt7ruUy—olfRLE, LTLIFEEEO ETERZEKRLTVS2DITTIER
<, Lad, EHEBNZRET5I120E, REEE LOR LAY Y a YR TMORT Y a3 v bkk4
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LBEFREZGIEMTROPROONE LI h b, DFD, NUWIRHROFHNLEZTH S,
CDE ) BARDEFRICHME LT, Anderson et al. (1990) 2%, 752 h kA2 )] (organ-
izational influence) IZHEXIZ HNLH I LETIRL TWD I LIl TH I 9, Anderson b 13,
Pelz FFZEI2 BT, V) — ¥ —OLHATEIAA Y N— DRI DT DIE, )V —F —H R N
—fHRZ L T DTSR EN MR T VBT, ZOFE L) — ¥ — 0k e &R
ERALTCWALILLFAFRTHL L LTS, LHEENZHMBHNOMA L ER*EET 571, T
hHHMRNEENICERTE LI I, EHREICHT 2RO 2O00FRO&MmE 525, —
21, HC XD BBEEMIC O AL 72T TIE%R L, FuTWE X N E 726 L3 2T
W, MO ORI TICHT 285N B L RITTHRELTEEEIN TSI L TH b,
G—oI3, BENEZRET LIRS, BENOBERICHEKRT 2, T4bb, ARWERIZES
T, &ML EZOMOREEREBE T 2005, EHEENICEINLEINTWEHTHS, E
4, Pelz (1952) 1&, V=% =T v 7OEFL—% L LT, HIZEBOH LEEH (influential su-
pervisors) & 72T L TV RITEEXT, L) (upward) &) RIIFET, 2B 2 RITT
FHRRZOBERIZOVTIRLT LIRS T2,

5. U v J— bBEGN ORI R TR AL

Pelz ORFFE RIS EH BT L\ X0V E HTH, MBEHNOR 4 OERIZ K25~ %
VX —DlfEY L LTCORERELRERELE LTAKY 4 &Y THDE Likert (1961) TH % (An-
derson et al., 1990; 43, 1991), & (1991) &, LV bOIFEEMI FroffEio 1> LTk
FBENOBEENR AL, H S OMBIE S Pelz #) % E B L LTHY AA 7 Likert ®
&5 L T\ 5,

ZTTHRRIC, EHRENR T x0T =Yy FIZHET 28 FEMNIEDIREE L £ % Likert ®
RATVAY D« VAT LD R E LY, AR ERN MRS FERICEERIN TV L2
ODWTHTERET LI E L,

5. 1. Likert DiE#i#El & EEIFA

Likert I X1, £ BIIH D L HIZ, HEICHFRMNLEROEMAE LY 9 X )12 L THHE
(the overlapping form of organization) ASIERL S, R Y OEE L2 ) BEEE LW LERE %
ALTHRRIE Y AT 28 LTHERET 20 CORY AT AL LTOMBRIE, AT AV IR —F—
VY TDAIANVOMEIZL ST, YAT AL (HEMEFE © exploitive-authoritative), ¥ A 7
22 (HAIEREHIR - benevolent-authoritative), ¥ A7 4 3 (M%7 © consultative) %° ¥ A 7 4
4 (SERIZ WM © participative group) &\ 4 DOF§ %4 (8% (Likert, 1967, Ch. 3 ).

T L7 4 2DEMEFio MO HF T, VAT A 4D RDIME SN, Likert 1ZZDFEBID 7
WIZ3ODFEHIZIRBT 5, Tabb, 1) LFEREERO EH (principle of supportive relationships)
OFMH, 2) HERIWEEDJE (group decision making) 72\ LEMRE R (group methods of
supervision) DR, BLU3) MO ODOBHWERBHEDORED, BHHEIIoTRENSEZ
xS LTS (Tbid, Ch. 4),
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X% 8 Likert DEHEMEEKE

/ANy &y,
AVAYVARYAVAVARYAVAVA

W) Likert (1961) p. 105 (FBER142E) B L Wp. 113 FiR152H) IO & &R

INSDIODOHTYH, VAT L4 %RFERT L ETHICEREILR 2O E—O LR EHI
Tdh b, Likert (1961) & Likert (1967) OWiZHIZHIE ST 2 [SCERBMR] &) #8213, Likert
DOMFRBIR < AT 2 v MBOWEBEE 2 L Twb,

CIT, [HRM] iE, HEAPHSORE (e By, WRELHVEZICETS) 220
ANOMER B ICHF S L D MR L2032 b0k LTRATR, 20508 BRI S HND
HEEZOLNTHEY, [SLHWEROEN] 21, YHMOI v ¥ a UATEICEESZ L 2 VN —
WCEo TRBINTVRRELIEL CV5, Tz, MikMEY RFsh AT Bk, 3405
AL OWE2 (organizing concept) & L CHFFMBIMROFHIIZIEDOT S Twb (Likert, 1961,
p. 103 : FRER139H) o

ZLTC, Mo =7 =2y 720, ks od o0 s HEEHSLEREIZBY
T, AYN—=%270% WE, MELHPAECHES LT, HOoRBE2XHNTHLERLEL, LFAK
VA 4 DR EENEITH 2 X O N—OFEREIED BT, MR X0 a7z iashs 2
LEBRAKBRES XD b OTHRIFIUE R S\ (Ibid, p. 103 : FR138H) | L SR TWw5b,

5.2. V=4—2yTHEeE X N —

EHBEEIOT AV A Y b ERHTAYATLA4IZH-T, V—F—FTRTCOEEZE D LY
2H, TRTCOBEIEZTIDOTIE LV, T2, BEICHRNREN L SR ZEETL 2 L1
Mz, EEIOHFIZEIC—H L CHREN L ZHA AN - T2 L2, V—F—Y v 7IlLsT
WERZLENT VD, 29 LEFHREZBKT 5272012, V—F—3HSOHAICTFRRL TR N
—IZEEPITEZOTIELRL, TYNT—=RX Y bFTHILTAYN=2LRHEZE]EMTILIIED
2 E % 5% (Ibid, p. 170 © FBAR223-224H) 6

CHLAR)=F =Yy TERREHTLE, AR —F—2EHTL LR, FTTITE
BRI AR T 5 L)1k b BEICHIENLRERTO) —F—& 2 N—L1F, %H
REBEHAWICHRT 5 20, EHOERCHERIALICE > TThh b2 L 2T 5 X9
WChbe ThHE, AUN=HTHRHP I 7Y 7 V2MEICZTANSOND LR, 72—
F— 3R A N —OE - FEICAHATE S X 95127 % (bid, pp. 175-176  FREF231-232H) 6

THRBRDNRE L CO LSRR TIE, El L7292 —F—& X - OEHBRDHE
EINTWEDOT, V=¥ —ZIS U TR EERED - DOIZHERN ) —F—2 v T2 5
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FLZ2E LCORMEIC R S v, SRR L 1L, V)V —F —H LR E LT ZB oL
1275 EFIEEIC, XA U= L CHEFEfTHZRTERE R, YVATLX - 7T —F A
9% Likert #iwld ) — ¥ — ¢ 74+ 07 —OFRN LR TR E L2ETVTH S (K, 1982)

5.3. HESBRERICKS Likert EERADESE

ST, TTECTLkert DR AT AL b« VAT LG BIL CT&E 7225, WAHBET LV T
LA OBERISAE L 72 5 ZFRMBEROERNZ, Bk L72) —F—L7+07—, HEH0E)—F—
YT 74T =2y ST AR ERN L EHEENLL TS X ICEbNhs,

Uhl-Bien et al. (2014) &, 7407 =3y 7R =5 =2y TORSHKRERNT 70 —FT
X, MERED LD B XROFICHDAFNTWT, SHPWELBEA L CHRMICHEE SN S8
BDGEHINELENZH TV, ZLT, Lkert DY AT L4 L) ETFTIVTIE, V—F—2
7407 = HENERERESTLZENY —F =y T THY, A7+ 07—y TE5EH
SELEMIZH > TV,

FROLILINTTORMENKT 5 &, ZFRWBRE VI SURICY —F—L 7+ a7 — I3
DAFNTVWDLRYIZBNT, HEORHEZAEL, V—F—3vTLT7ru0T7—Y v TLWnHTT
BELAITLI IR D, Lad, ol LzL 512, HHEIE, V=F—L XA N= % v )N—
FLOMTHWOBRCMIEEZRDE) TEThHo2A, THZeiE, FELEMEDTAT VT4
T4 ORI B W THO CERELZEREZFOEE 2 5N 5, JGik L7z DeRue & Ashford (2010)
DTAFYTATA - T—2ICEEWATSZIE, V—F—,& 7+ 07—t OISR
EEINIRRTTIE, V—F—OXFMLEHNFELO [FR] 7+07 12X % [KE] %4l
WETH T, 7407 —=bOXFNLEEb 4, HOO [FR] RV —¥—I10X5 [Ki#E]
EHERESELZEIZORDEA),

Likert H& BTV 25 L9512, LHMEROEIZEET L8, V—F—iF, 7+u07—0F
5, MEBIC IR IE OV T 7+ 07 — L OBRERHEE L 2T ME R 54T, 740712k o5T
Z9) L72IRIR R EINTOR, 70T —HLOREHIEER S5 (Likert, 1967, pp.47-48 :
HERSAE), ST &I, o 7+r0 7=y 7E2RTEMRELLTY) —F— ¥ v 7O E 3
272 Alvesson&Blom (2015) ORI E AT 5,

IRBBROFEI O v £ v 21, [HEEOHhO NB2SH 75 0%, filifd, K, HfFo3x
TIROWTHBEDO D S WA MEAEH, ANHBEROLPTEHEENTVEEW)EFREFOI L, &
LIZEZAWE, ANHELToOBEBEZHREL, »OELHRITAZ L, Thzflfiko) —5—2 v 7
RZDOMDRY) D22k > THRARRIZL 72585 X923 % (bid, p. 47 FFG3H) | 22 2Hh b,
bbb, V-¥—,7+07—ONHRNEXFEREL, V—F—vyvTe7ru7—3 v 7%
MHEZHIEHTEME o TwD Likert DY A7 A 41%, AR IR ZHEIBRICEESH
TWEETIVEFRZZI)THb,

6. LI NIIHMZT

AR, V—F =Yy THRIIBIT A7+ 27 —DMESITFIZOWTHRET 5 2 L2 biED,
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RIZT7 0T =2y FIZHTHMEREICOVWTER L2 ZOHT, 74087 =y THZEICH -
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MR ERN 27+ 07—y THIRIIHICZE IR THY, LY bIFHARTIZFEEN 2
Woe s 225 &, BN TIIMEEREIE LRV, L72d o T, SHOMEEEIR, HARTD 7 +
07— 7+ 07—y FICHT 5 FAENE 2 B EfT 522 ETHH I,

(FEE]
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