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The interaction effects of applicant defensive

Impression management tacticsin job interviews
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Abstract

In recent years, impression management (IM) tactics becomes more and more
important in job interviews. Past research mostly focused on assertive IM, however,
defensive IM also influenced interviewer evaluations heavily. The statistics in recent
research showed that over sixty percent of applicants have used defensive IM tactics
during interviews, and the effect of single defensive IM tactic had been well discussed.
The researcher adopts tripartition of defensive IM tactics: apology, excuse, and
justification, and the present study extends previous research by exploring interaction

effects of defensive IM tactics in real employment interviews.

A sample of 92 interviews in a foreign bank were collected. The interaction
effects of defensive IM tactics on the interviewer ratings were not identified as
expectation. The main effect of apology on interviewer ratings and liking were
supported, while those of excuse and justification were not. The unexpected findings
implied that the applicants should consider carefully when using defensive IM tactics;
not the more the better. These findings provide some guidance for the applicants to

choose appropriate defensive IM tactics.

Keywords:. Job interview, Defensive impression management, Interviewer ratings
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A LR (6= 2% F XL 1= 242 F 1)
(1) AEES sy et 2 dpg & 514
(2) R i A 3 EL sl o
(3) Medcy L3 4~ g ¢
(4) Feley 2 F 94

2. R 2 2er 3 R

sl ® Tsai & 4 (2006) eh= BREF 4 L HFE > T 43 A EH
(2005) # g ¢ e oA OB A EH R R AAE(6m 2H R R

1= 2% 2 F &)
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(1) JeHey A5 F fc%

(2) JeMcH WALLARF A

(3) Mk FFd - BT 7 A (BT HE) Age (#) @
~ 3

4) f@f’;;:‘z A (W) ki

(5) Medek F MBI SN v R

(6) fdiE? o Hcy @ EHRF Mg

e

ER ML TR A BRI A R R R EA T )
#E éﬁl.‘d;spé—‘kpﬁﬁ@ﬂx%f’i’“"’i#ﬁfﬁg o F R 1iEw
A R BRBRE G Y RPTE FERE R - BT R
FhprpE o EROGHRELBFRT  THAE NP ERFEFEN G

AR -

FIg BRAH

d A AP ERTEEFF - R ARG 5 CRIEFL O E R
NER AR EEEAER AR 2 R T 8- HTEFELT AP0 0k
Mo FAEFHREFCRZ Y HAITT T FELAP ¥ 2L R YEK D25
"Cronbach’salpha | -0 Bh 45 - £ F 5 8RE-42 2§ 44850
Zp - REPFBRLZP o0 ETIP EGR

4o 3-5%77% 0 AF 7 £ % 2 Cronbach’s alpha & #c /i *+.82~94F » p 3R -

¥ &% (Hair, Anderson, Tatham, & Black, 1998) -
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%35 BRA

 # LiE S Cronbach’s o
4 gl 4 4 82
2T R 6 91
B A 5 94

28 A4
AFT R B30 SPSSI2.0 RITA W E LK E TR L A4

i ¢ 7 : Pearsonip b Tafica 47 2 Ff & & JF & 47 0 iR 40T

- ~ Pearson 4p B T #ics 47
Ao TR P BRI S R F2 MIAZR  (degree of association) ¥ * Ap

% #c (correlation coefficient) % 12 » % AP M (hdicH @ ﬁnﬁ_ﬁ < o B3 IR R

B TE-RARLTEL L V- RARLETH AP 3 RAR 1B
B (positive correlation) ; ¥ 2. » § - AR EEH* » ¥ - ¥ARLEL | &

PI5 IR E § 4p  (negative correlation) °

-~ Rk S ETA\’FY (Hierarchical Multiple Regression)
B HFET AR R (block) ARz p RAEHE AP S T[22
P e p RBEERIELM G R RIS ST R EEHP AR

¢ o

I

v EALS TR

AT AR AR AL TH I BT R3-247 7 o
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Frd. AEAHESE

ARG ARG ET ARTOR (MR 282 G %) R (e
514 2280325 ) ~p %I (- Bmz £ (o) e %l (5 FF 3T
A TR AR AP RdicA 47 0 12 Pearson’s Ap M A 4T R IFG 0 4o i 4-]
S o FURE P (2006) dp 0 - RT R ARMARR R APM B HES ML
S APH B HE L4000 T ST MAARM 0 27000 F ST R RARH

ﬁ%ag@mérﬂaw%J°

o

hEB gl A B T E LA RE R RS E Y BRI (r=460r

=3

=.49 > bothp<.05); FH K frdm FF A T MM AE T M (r=.28>p<.05);
B s G R AR R INMA L APM (r=-31>p<.05): @ &ILit Kk fr

BEES AN A T

# 4-1 1p M Tl

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 37 1w 1.68| 47| -
2 B EE 39.95| 320 -487 -
3 BT RS |11529(178.82| -667| 447 -
4 ¢ fomgld 397 80| 26| -01 [ -09 [ (82
5 2br g 430 78 297 -o07 | -18 6471 (91)
6 i K0k vE 3520 124 12| -10 ] -22 .10 19 -
7 B Rz 345 126| -06 | .01 | -15| -07 | -09 | -.09 -
8 &Lt g 3.87| 1.13| -08 | -02 | .06 [ -01 17 a0 | 237 -
9% REF L 386 121 15| -01 | -03 | 467 497 287 -317 -13 | (94
p<.05 Tp<ol

N=92; ¥t 44 () p#iE 2 Cronbach’sa &
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Ak _ KK B AR s
& R RE KR

B SRR A AR LR 925 B

—n\

TR ARG
¥ S RACE I E R F IR 5 s @ P R A S A 4T Ar 42
S RVER Y RIRY G R AR MY Y Rk s f 65 (6.5%) 5
O ER R G 11 (12%) 5 @ BOR Rk el 93 (9.8%) 5 i * £
TRk e 183 (19.6%) 5 b B P i £ 2 B W Rk chd s 28
(2.2%); P PF * i f02 S0 Rk =t S 138 (14.1%); PR * Bwmz &
TRk hdeet L 158 (16.3%); P * i o B Z £ T80 ek - L 18
B (19.6%) = o b+ 7 v icE N BG HEFR Y R R Y S D FAr g g
Rovgentbimd bt A LA 0 5 g i o bl e

(522%) > * U PR H K BRE LI ek ch Bl B A o

2042 5 Rurigr pm

i ok = i A (%)

Az e g 6 6.5
i FCR 11 12
B A ek 9 9.8
RN G 18 19.6
i e B g 2 2.2
e £ Kok 13 14.1
Bsde &R ek 15 16.3
F I B R ST Rk 18 19.6

&3 92 100
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4
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TR R A L 12% R4 st 2 BRI (AR=125 p<.05) 0
o I BRAE G FF 0N B THRE g F s B
f=23~31~20~-21~-15>¢ @A %% 206278 .230-240+-1.67 - & &
V2 A B R FRE p<.05) Em R E R LE (p
<A0)» B Fg iz fEL I H AT S HR BT A FEELL
BA G Ry HY R BT L TR E R RS L s 2

BRETEARS A RRE LR K2 BEL [ AT A H G RET A D

S
*

P T HCE TR B BALR Y S v G E A X E e Ak

HIFRLEE Tl R Y BRE LD TR 0504
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N~

bfy k= b TH‘E—;\" P A R EERIE TG R (A5l 4 b i
FA) ~H Rz 2ok (FH-FME £ Kk ) 2 FRvkz 23 2%% (3§
FoEBM i AICEF®RE LI k) o Il ¥l H R R s
TR R A A2% R R R Rop gl e i PR B 2 B
RAH BFFFrmiEfs 5 2% b ARG 2 HF R
(AR'= .02 p>.05) ¢ gb¢h » ~ (B %IF & G 327 324 Al 4 il THRE - e
B CeBeA WG f= 215 361901723~ 1312120 B A B G 1.87

3.07~2.07~-1.84~-223~ 121 ~-1.18 ~-1.19 > H @ Rt 2 1 3% P » i H0

ERMRG 2 fESIH AT IRAHG RS ORFLI I e A2 8
RIEERE G FTRL fOEE B AT RAHGFT A DR

o LA ERF R BT ARG Y H R BT L TR R

'
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AR R oy AR SR SRt 1L 3 SGUE ST
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PRI RE E G R PR 2 W - B RIWH G R A R
L 0% R ARt 2 BEEORE (AR=.000p>.05) ¢ 4 BHELE G
P EA M G Golo TR i fF A W 5 = 2153619517223+ .13>

213 +-12~-000 £ EA S 5 1.84+3.02~ 1.88 ~-1.66 ~ -2.04 ~ 1.19 ~ .88 ~ -.88

02> Hoe = Rugz 233k H fEG B AR He BE TAOREE
oo e AEBFKE (p<.05) B ARG AR OB BT LTAR
ZAERE L Rl HE RS AP EEY

Voo w BREAEHERREENFRE IR F &4 %5 1698 11.29 -
740~ 650> ¥ Hiw fErE kS H AL R R RO E RE (p<.05) -

S TAE o BRSR ZGFE Y R E - SR H 2 aok Ko o ¥
R %R H 4 12%ARY) > F e FiE 5570 % LE (p<.05) %
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Bt H O RAERIRA T ERFRE (p<05)c Gl K =i R Y o bR -
SR Z AT ek kG o KRR E R R 4 2%AR) ) HFBRARAFE

2.950 R AERFRE > AT RakE BRG DR He RS O

BRFR R o RIER 2 S 2 i Ik g FHAE SR A
BoRFHPo F e idgF LR 2\71‘7@;4”5:—'&:: Wk i Y R R T
ANEE - O O

RS o B e FEA TR RS T o b AILE s iR @ B
Kvg vz Rup 2 p @36 g g {od cnfpie e & ok #o B F =0 DR T %
FPHI G R AR - BT ]':F‘?»?,—g\\!xm: e EE TRy
B fusd 0 R arik o ARSEE Ao AT L LB SRy 5 Rk r
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43 P A AR5 R A

e A4 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
FE R N SRR %R
23 B t p t B t B t
ok TN - ST 25 216" 23 2.06" 21 1.870 21 1.847
Bk HrEzfe 33 2817 31 2.78" 36 3.077 .36 3.02"
i 20 2.30" 19 207 19 1.88
e Bpw -21 2.40" 17 -1.847  -17 -1.66
L1 -15 -1.67 -23 223 .23 -2.04"
X B 13 1.21 13 1.19
BRE g Xemi 12 118 -.13 -.88
B X & 12 -1.19  -12 -.88
ZE% EEXBEmXLmE -.00 -.02
F&E 16.98" 11.29™ 7.40"" 6.50""
e
‘ R? 28 40 42 42
SR , " "
AR 28 12 .02 .00

p<10 p<.05 Tp<.o1 Tp<lo01

~2

d AT 2 R At AR BHCE SR AR B SR g

=1
s
NS
\1_.5;;
Sl
b
=N
R0t
Hi

B H M B AR AR Y E00E > Wu & Tsai (2009) 0%
BHE D APBERAH N om L RFL Y 2 UG R A L R Rk
S RN S ER Y EEEETLAE T L R
r{ﬂ\lﬂ"/’v\fl‘ﬁ A KvE s AR A0 LR EHBREN S TR R

o P ARG AT AR ?i!i?)f%x“ﬁ: ERCARAE G E N EEp -V (i - JE N A S 1

AL ? o PR E e Y Lem %38 TEHAER | > 3% Wayne
% Ferris (1990) & g FEHMEEER A BRI FOLELAEFEER
BAER (6= 2% R 1= 2% 2 & ) » H Cronbach’salpha ##s .86 p
M- &M iE (Hairetal., 1998) :
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(1) 2 i e = By
(2) AR F TR T MBS S R
23 T4 3%, > BlE* Kim 4 (2004) & 33 ? Ta#f =8 R
it 2 Z BT 1 E A POREAFRAR AR (6= YRR 1= 2
¥ 7 F %) »# Cronbach’salpha % # % .88 p 8- & {4t (Hairetal., 1998) :
(1) i%fi),’@}iﬁt s EiaRar
() T &K T BRR AT i
(3) HAHETERME DG Lo
Tobo s BRI TEERR 2 TR AEE TR0 RN (=660 p
<.05) > HERPHEF BRRS FFAMBEN AT UFHLGREL > Vb 2

2l o

-~ _%:-ﬁ;fg_&

d 2447 v bk - ﬂ*ﬁﬁr\t’ v eb AeRgld 2 e ek A B
Bp R0 RHEEREDBEA 2 A% L EES E R ZEFRR
(AR’= 45> p<.05)> gt #b > & Jr | 950 2 R (- ehie GF hliea ] 5 =26~ 48
tE2E 5 2534703525 % R (p<.05) > d 35 BIFILAE DL E L T Ho

B Rl A Ar T A HEFRRDREL I AR AR 4B

frig ® 2Lr FE ST RF L Blcy 0 0 R T HA FHRARS

Bfg R - e BERCS Y 0 A R IR F] S dn gl i (Aol sto gz
Th) 2 HE RKviz 22xsk (FH -BWRE G Kk ) o ¥ EE {2 v

fEREEAER AT%NRA L BRI REPRT I X2 Bp RAHF L
Boenfaf4 G 2% R4 At b 2 B ORE (AR=.025p=>.05) BT
EREG A ERY  H R 2 TR H - SR 2 Ry e R

TEARRAEFE L T BIERRALEEERROM B T f EA Y
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20.26545~.14~-04~-01 ¢t EAE 5 252426~.1.72~-54~-16- 1z & ¢
FHERG TR R LR B=14>p<10)> £ pELS L # 27 ZFAHES
RECPELL e ABREGE LR Rk fEL o 270 FHEFR
R EL fw o Ry AERERE AR RkF R BRI { H

Fé‘ﬁ —%‘Q‘)‘ﬁiﬁi —;‘E E‘S-rs°

k

Mim“‘ﬁﬁi}“’ SRR MRS SEUE TR E
Fa) ~HE R Ak (A Fmz S0 {ed ) 2 il 2 230k (3
FrE B g gE EILIC AR ST g ) o dpil gl H g 2 g &
TR E AR SI% PR R PRI R E R PR R Z B %
B EE AR RS 5 4% st afR S E A LR ERE (AR=040p
<10) 0 7 lcE R Y HEERRG - BP0 N BIERE
FHLEARR M Al T EAB 2350135025 -12.21~-19~
15t EA s S 230476 ~ 1.57 ~ 18~ -1.30 2 2.09 ~ -1.97 ~ -1.63 » H ¢ f oz
2R TR o R YA BRI AT YRR (p<.05) H B
O nz%i#%%ﬁ&¢%§éﬂé’ﬁﬁé@&ﬁ$%%*€ﬁ1@
MRS G R L ERHRRG ek Vo PR EEE ST R E s
PR FERERE <0 BB LB ATZRAHEFERDEEL
Fooo BT R HRE R R AR AT B R 2 B T
RompprRr B2 iz B f O AT RAHR B DR

2=

]

Foroo R AEEFRE BT ARSI HERY  HY BT LTARFER

ETS

*RERE L el BEREG BT L AR

PR w i ERCS Y 0 3 R PTERIR TS A R (ARl B obe g
Fi) ~HRwz ik (FHF -BFmE £ Kok ) ~ @R GEHZ B %
FEE LT EERE S Fer ) 2 2 ek (GER R SIR HE) 22

Ik oAl R HE R X R E A AT RRE AR S1I%OREE
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A B2t = Kok - B p FAH L FRE DTS
S0% BRI ALSP D LR (AR= 000 p>.05) 0 47 bk b
RAAREHFEFRREARBET AR 4 BIERIRIEE AR OB G
B TP EABE235213.02~-13~21-19~-15~-01>¢ EAL 55
226~4.68~143~.18~-1.21+~2.05~-148~-122~-04 > H*? P * = f&
R I N | SR AT GRAHEIERRDEELF e R AERTF

P~

K (p<.05) %ﬁﬁ@;ﬁ('ﬁ’l’?’?%f% PR HEEFRR RS AR
Fobow BRAEENBRESRER I %2 F &4 55 36541540~
10.97 ~9.63 > ® Hiw fl? PR EREERE IR T RE (p<.05) -

ol PR R RS R AT e AT BRUE G SRR Y T R

}i’ﬁ i“aﬁi\?;ﬁ‘iiﬁcé@? (% * 3 ¢ FRER: Ff»pi:,fé?rigi,)\; B ek 2 B
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i
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e
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F 4-4 PER G GEAAT-F A

e & Modd 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
PR N TR
27 p t B t p t B t
ek INNNEE N A S 26 2.53" 26 2.52" 23 230 23 226
22k Hrgie 48 470" 45 426 51 47677 52 468
i # 14 1.72° A3 157 13 1.43
H¥: Bw -.04 -.54 02 18 02 18
& -.01 -16 12 -1.30 -13 -1.21
FHEX B 21 2.09 21 205
R gHXemin 19 <1977 -19  -148
B X & i -15  -1.63 15 -1.22
% FEXEwmXEmE -.01 -.04
F & 36.54™ 15.40™ 10.97" 9.63""
i fFHc
‘ R? 45 47 51 51
SR , - _
AR 45 .02 04" .00

*

h<10 p<.05 Tp<ol Tp<.001

A= B s
~ At 7& %J‘—]%:

g & 457 o i - @R o b ARSI d 2 2be g A B R
Bep H30 > Had =R RS F 30% 0 SRS ERY 2 BEF LS
(AR’= 30> p<.05)> 4+ #h > & 4] 930 H 4 IF 1 chie fF hlgea »] 5 =23~ 38
1AL 1963263 EEELE (p<.05) d ¥ F BEFRIE N E LD o

B Amald R e AR 4 R S I o A 2R3 g e
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"
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FRH (p<05)> # B E B oo Fom I 4 ER

énhn
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PRI T ARE S L R FEER PRI TR P R

et
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ARG 0% TR RAE eI RE I RGBT B 2B %
B A ER iR L 1% SRR AE NP 2 HEKE (AR= 010 p
>.05)c gt b N BILPIRIT L A A4 Y OB GO T L EA WS 19240018
~10+-20~-.03~.02~-09 ¢ &A% % 1.70~3.32+1.89~-1.10~-1.92~-31~.17
9> He R 2Z A3 %% > FHEBRREfeRMmE MRz BB
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BPd R w o ERCS Y 0 3 R PTERIR TS A R (ARl Bbe g
i) ~HEFv2Z a0k (EH-BWRE LR ) R GEHE B R
R LM EERE S F) 2 2 Rk (FHAERE EELRY) 22
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In

o

w5

B 4 el G Gilic L EA S G 19 412 .20-.08~-23~-.02~-.03~

-14~-09 ¢ EA %5 1.62~334-192-~-78+~-1.95~-20~-21~-99~-51>

A =2 R 223 %hfEs f o 2 7% He BT A HRELF v o
o AEBE RS (p<05) BT ARG RS O H R BT L FRRPER Y
R 2 By o Hit R R R

Fobow BRAEENAESREERF Y %2 F &4 55 18951044

652577 & R fFrE R FRE R EoE YRR (p<.05)

S AR AR RS T e i GEUE G R 0

RiR = Lz fgfee sk » a4 FR T g

" A

3045 PR gE A 470 4 R

e & Modd 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
e R RSB
27 p t B t p t B t
o hiwmild 23 1.96" 20 178" 19 170 19 1.62
&k ArEie 38 3.26" 38 328" 40 3327 41 334
b 19 218 18 1.89 20 1.92°
Hfw Pw 10  -1.16 -10 -1.10  -08  -78
L@ 17 184" -20 <1927 23 -1.957
FHXBER -03  -31 S02 =20
BERE EH X emi .02 17 -03  -21
B X & @i -09 -89 14 -99
WO EHEXBRX s -09  -51
Fie 18.95™ 10.44™ 6.52"" 577
ﬁ 2
2 R 30 38 39 39
AR? 30" 08" 01 .00

*

h<10 p<.05 Tp<ol Tp<.001
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