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Thesis : An Empirical Study of the Effects of Organization Commitment and Job
Satisfaction on Information Security Policy Compliance

Advisor : Dr. Chang, Jung-Ting
Dr. Wu, Chih-Yun
Student : Liou, Hao-Wun

Abstract

Employees rely on information system and technologies to deal with daily work
increasingly, and the issue of information security rise up as well. Most of past research
focused on how to maintain information system security and propose some
countermeasures. However, the interrelatedness between job-related attitudes and
information systems was proposed recently.

We separate information security policies as-compliance of information security
policy and adoption of information security policy in this current work, and test and
compare the effect of job satisfaction, organizational commitment and the attitude
toward information security policy.

Data was collected from survey questionnaire by snowball sampling. The respondents
should rely on computer for work from different industries and departments. The results
showed that attitude toward to information security policy and organizational
commitment were positively related to employee’s behavioral intention, and job
satisfaction were positively related to employee’s compliance of information security
policy. Overall speakin, the attitude toward to information security policy exerted

greater effect on employee behavioral intention.

Keyword : Information security policy, attitude toward information security policy, job
satisfaction, organizational commitment.
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2 ¥ & ¢ = (Information Security Incident Management) sh=2 4.6 = #3241 ¥ % » &
3678 # 4 2397 » i A 12738 4 ¢ > % 0 » Hi 4 1 1337 (Societe Generale de
Surveillance » SGS) ¢ iz + - FE X 2HFIH P > ¥ A Z FE 2 IR AR i

FIH 5 & T IR 12-25 BST799:5 B i Az ¢
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R ¢t BS7799-1

1995
(1995 )

ISO/IEC
17799: 2000
(2000 )

ISO/IEC
27002: 2005
(2005 )

v

] #t BS7799-2

e &

CNS 17799

(2000 )

CNS27002
(2007 )

(2002%)

ISO/IEC
27001: 2005
(2005 )

CNS17800
(20025

CNS27001
(2006 )

FR&R: Amg ER

A EL fRERTAE

RN

’

]//E."_Fé; '%1—‘_‘ ~

Bl 2-2 BS7799 % &

WA LET LM S AP A

FTmg ¥ Fligt 25 RE DTG

> BS7799 » k3r#E=ms o &

14

BRHAE S

AT

$FRF DA

R AE > oo

=

22 Z
2 F AR

EFEIRFOTAF I TG RR

»(EH EE 5 e, 2006 ; Yeh and chang, 2007)

B2 B RS S
S R T



FoH FTRI2RRHS

d - BERAAE 2 RFET o f TR 2 e §
@42 B 6 ch% >3 (Chang and Yeh, 2006) - Herath and Rao(2009)~ #& ¥ » ‘o 3
ﬁﬂVﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂ#ﬁE%%ﬁ’iéﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁm$ilE;F“JFwﬁmﬁ
A > e g d g (police) ~ # 3¢ (procedure) ~ 3% < i+ (organization culture)fe

—

BA T 2P a4 4 (the role individuals play in security) & £t ¢ 4041

TJ&

Blide s BT R AERGEFRE 2R ARESSH L AETRE

e ﬁi#g*w e4p B TR o

F PR Mk % 2 (Information-System Security Effectiveness) &:% ¢ 7 & it

B R Lk G e 245 (Madnick, 1978) o Tk sid 27 hir v Apee 4 2

&

(Posthumus and von Solms, 2004; Chang and Yeh, 2006) < 7 3 % 2 5 i Tk & 23
P EEZSTOTA S TR R AP MR  RRIEE TSR R
BE A ST A M2 2 R(BSTT99) A 2N § i S R 7y
oo 5 A R = R B AR R T *@éﬁiﬁ (IR LR SRRE = ¥y eX ot 1
#Fﬁ' AR * ol

(=) #&F& ]:%_;l';;#wﬁ ¥ mﬁ & (Compliance of Information Security Measures )

2 5 i ¥ m§ mAEAp B 1R R Ak BT R R Y T
iﬁ?ﬂ$£wwﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ‘%€’w%ﬁl@%ﬁ%?aiiﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ
FRBNER > WALEF IRZEE L VERAT R

5 %—?{#’t i s ) - B SN s i R e A B il Rl e Herath
and Rao(2009)#% ' B 1 p £ iR d e ekesc %k v U B 1 FE & @‘} e
7 % ¥k o Bulgurcu et al.(2010) 2 % @47 7 0 3% > 103415 5 23 (Theory of
Planed Behavior) £z 32 |4 :% % 19 24 (Rational Choice Theory) & * 34 22 # > % Iﬁﬁf 7
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A
%ﬂrﬁﬁﬁﬂéyrﬁﬁﬁﬁiyuar%ﬁﬁﬁ#iJgﬁia%gﬁﬁ

[_.\

F % > &4 (information security awareness) ¢ 5 ik & (attitude) - & & B

.
3

{1 F ) XTI RRATR R R e F 2 2 FPZ B B Fﬁ e
S Rl TS 2R A FRA NS b bl FAL 2 kIL R

BoRRFRUIFE ks a TAdFad 4, d BREE IS &

“‘“’%

AV R TR A R~ R4 & (normative beliefs) vtf\ﬁt g e
p s (self-efficacy to comply)iF'rs ERBFENE 25K mﬁ 75 % B - Pahnila et al.
OB R B d R xﬁfﬁ??ﬂ&? 2R DR T FRFT DT H
Aag% mg% #& (actual compliance) 7 &g ¥ #2455 = 3=} (threat appraisal) & L&
iE i (facilitating conditions)¥+ i 1 Lﬁ 4 Ak A& (attitude toward compliance) 7 &g %
58S e g I $ (sanction) & EEEY R I+ 5 BE AL DS RO BEREFRE
(=) FopE Ay 3 o g ( Adoption of Information Security Measures )
Pt dle o L R 1B B e R R f g 2a 2 )
T AL 2% b e T Y KR R B -~ BR ks 2
T AR oA A e
BRI e 0 @2 PR RV ART R I HT AL 2406
#* |+ » Chenoweth et al.(2009)4% ) » 2 < 384 FLHH* #50 75% R &I A%
G et b B ORAE R o PRSI KRR A L AR R
#*+ # (protective technology) c» & %] » # 3 & % 3 3 & f 33 2k (perceived
vulnerability) ~ = % Bc £ |4 (perceived severity) ~ B 1 1w & »z iv (response
efficacy) ~ v s = # (response cost)izw 7 ¢ $fFMFILITHIH S H* LW FF
At R Y o B AR EPT PO I8 iR Y R B R R ¥ R - Lee and

Kozar(2008) ] * § @+~ 1 > '3 & & [ 425" (anti-spyware) #ic 8 s * > 12 A 3T

FHHIL i (innovation diffusion theory) ~ 3+ 3117 & I35 27 3L 4 015 12 (ethic) &2
AL (morality) 5 3287 P AR B R F IR PRI S EBDER - LB
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(subjective norm) ~ 22 &4 {7 5 =41 (perceived behavioral control) ¥4t 45 41 #
ekt WY G R F RS § = et (denial of responsibility) s € $ Ly
FHEw T LR RF

d F ML IR AR i Wﬂf} T e Bl 44 35 g * AP 2
Lﬁ’%? ro B LI T R B RIATHATE S~ A RN RE S B

PHBEHEG R TR T HONEA R F E U AT 0 R

S FAHAWAMERS
(- )2 {7 5 2 #% (Theory of Reasoned Action » TRA)

1295 Fishbein and Ajzen(1975)#% ! en3Z {4 7 5 3234 (Theory of Reasoned
Action> TRA) > # P ER A 2 BMH G E 2T > ZLF F 25 Arkde » #3005
BADEFZAREXIINGF L AR BADELZIARATER LR A

L AR B F1R O doBl 2-8 #T

B 2-3 M7 51EH5

74+ %k © Fishbein and Ajzen(1975)
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Behavior » TPB) » 4rfB] 2-4 » 2@ (7 5123473 pend_ > At 3|7 5% ¢ > H

e e F LS R RPERBAPOEFLIAR TT RBA ARTEHE
FE L U L FF 2 L S E AL ARBEAL Y LR
BB At E RN BELAR FREZAFE 2T eI RE-

MR BEGEEEE S FTERRoT S 2 Bk R E T LR A

RO 2P Rt aniad o ¢ 7 | AR A M 44y 05 et 4 (Pahnila et al.,

CREE U

F4 %R Ajzen(1985,1991)
(2) #137#H 4732 % (Diffusion of Innovation)

d Rogers (1983)4% & » M g]#7(innovation) | - BELA ~ Wi 8 L5 B
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ARNE BB TR B R EA -~ R P 3’*"?}"“ FBEIFT > £IFTeNE
P £ 5 48 F 2 (compatibility) ~ 4g 2214 (complexity) ~ ¥ &5 |4 (trialability) ~ ¥ L%
12 (observability) &2 4p ¥+ i * (relative advantage) 7 + # #& " ¢ (diffusion) ; £4p
PIFMEFSEF A A S PR R BALER LY R |2 T 4
B3 o BT LIATIRAT A7 7 L §o (paradigm) & T Ak # hgIATHE R (personal
characteristics) § B2 8% £ 7 & * 3ZAIFTFEL ¥ oo 4 F R T - AT R
¢ 7 Av(awareness) ~ PR (persuasion) ~ 4 ¥ (decision) ~ # {7 (implementation) -
Fezn(confirmation)ie T W Fd Ao o B ¥ F L sHE TRIRTRH ) oA h SR
Rigi- HPwp e TR EHEY > R R B EFHHLIE T LIATH
R | Bk - B T AIATRH AR ERE - P B R M TR
BB ol R R AT R TS N S BRI @
LR T K Rd R AR R R ERH AT R 75 A
T2 - WRIATH A ER A R Fle g B F B A 4 (individual user
characteristics)(Brancheau and Wetherbe, 1990; Agarwal and Prasad, 1998a, 1998b;
Agarwal and Karahhanna, 2000) ~ £]#7# $ 53 3 &k iR & & & ¢ i (information
sources and communication channels) (Nilikanta and Scammell, 1990) ~ £]F74*# &
¥ F & (innovation characteristics) (Hoffer and Alexander, 1992; Moore, 1987) -
(m) & f#5 3417 5 55\ (Decomposed TPB, DTPB)

d  Taylor and Todd(1995) #& I} & f% ;% 2+ 4] {7 % #i£ 3% (Decomposed TPB,
DTPB) ; » % & Fishbein and Ajzen(1975) " 4 7 2 #- & (TAM) | »
Ajzen(1985,1991) # 11 T3 417 2 3% (TPB) | @ AHA] » 1 2 AIATIHECL %
kit (Rogers, 1983) » #- M3+ 37 2% ¢ TR A ~MTi@mefy ~ 2 T
et = BHRAEFIF A%

T ESFRE ARG P g% 0l & Bl ehip 3 B4 (perceived relative
advantages) ; f= " ig & ¢ (compatibility) ; 4 2 g ¥ [ 47 % 14 (complexity) ; #-i&
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AHE RO G LD e R B A TR € £ T F(peers)
+ 7 (superiors) ;~ 2 T Ji(subordinates) | &= B F & BHEM i g RS
mAG BEE P a7 LW e ¥ TAI A WA o = Ajzen (1985, 1991)
A AL AN 282 T p Rk (Self-efficacy) | 2 ¢H #8417 F iR 11 (Resource
Facilitating Condition) ; = i 4 Th Ay X3 BAA R R L
4 (ability) » B hp Aip ki H€ FRFOFET LB A T TR, ¢ 2
PERY - F & TR 0 2 ki 4 (Technology Capability) » 4 5 PFRF 2 5 & FR{r §
BoEOFHA 4  Beg RF ER L R 0 ARSI R BN Ao R 2-5 T
AFRFRRIE SR R FRR Y FH T TR ST L AP R
FEOARARF TR AR EFE O HTFREERA IR TAPLHKSATE L
1’;:

o

=
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AR

3‘\."%% #* 'ri

I
"y
b
=

I
®
A
‘\ <
fmh

o

R

-
ﬁ'\ﬂ
%
4

St A ol 1
E\ Pl I)E ‘?'J ']Vi— -

L

Bl 2-5 & faii Rl 5
() ##4&2 #58 (Technology Acceptance Model » TAM)

d Davis 7 1989 # 4% ) > FH 45 #5538 4295 Fishbein and Ajzen(1975) -
WHEFLZERFED K AR NZER2Z oL TF LN - BPAETFE R
F O EY k suenfe s & - Davis 3 i avdL 5 % 2 (Perceived Usefulness) £ 44 & *
14 (Perceived Ease of Use)iz = B F] & » 32 & &5 78 Fl & ¥ 373 # £ (Information

Technology » IT) s % 42 & F %% e8> 4o 2-6 #77 > o § * 17 €& 5

B h AP R - B R ORTRET A P e e (TR A R % LR

Wi

Al v XR LS Y - AT NG B ALA (Davis, 1989) - 7 f B % 5

BoH- R ERP LG P BT L BAEEE - AR RF L
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B G 3 4e B A SHa 3Tl endr £ o S o G B R R B E
Lo FBAEE-BATPEF Y O VERGHEMPHFIEY LRLEL -
Fier FRATIA AL P A 0B R BV PO AT B

3&»{? 3

i‘t"{ i ® lré_

Rl 2-6 FHEX
ZORFRETRI2HSOALFNLEL A4
(=) A 2% (Self Efficacy)
= Ak € I35 (Social Cognitive Theory » SCT) ¢« £ (Bandura, 1986) » #
5 Bandura(1977)# & » B - fEG A0 BRALE B A R - i ks
GHATIE R R R OuEAR P A T TE S B A L g4
FEInfhd 33 Enat i AL AT u,;;—@v Lz AP e

Bandura #& 4! 2k iy i@ & 4] > B 325 A ¢ X F| AR I sxa (efficacy

o4

expectations) s g: m £ WA F 5L > 4 i}u{;fb A R INT S A EITRE

i g LG A TSP AEERY 04§56 & Rihi

e
-

v K en3p Hp 4 % (outcome expectations) 0 E s 17 Bl & o 4ol 2-7 -

Bandura #% 4} p e 2 B A £ gy 4 _%E?:é»‘i.%%dﬂ,%ii@ L F% 5 R
L BIRB ORE T f Ak EEZ R F A LT T Sehi > G
FI#rA A i A p o g kT F g Mo Tt p AR ¢ FliEar s § 2
B AR o
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L 7 = %

—a " . I S—
(person) | (behavior) | (outcome)

| |

[ [

| |

[ [

| |

| |

| |

[ [
Tt T T T T T T T T T | Tt T T T T T T T T T |
| | | |
I FE P 2 I I SRR I
: (efficacy expectation) : : (outcome expectation) :
| | | |
L e e e e — ] L e e e e — ]

TR kR - Bandura(1977)
(=) 2 BEA#(Subjective Norm)

B % &_d Fishbein and Ajzen(1975) & 32 4 7 % 12 % (Theory of Reasoned
Action > TRA)® &} » -1 LA T& 5 BAR R Y @A %3 P F (758 =
Rt B4 A AT RA T REF BT A BEAERS WY LK) HEB A

B BehdE & 4 151995 £ Taylor and Todd #-F $ 4% % 050 2344 7 5 L3k

£ >

R iad

FNAPENFHEFLER BRI IBRE XD Pk Fanfl o
(z) #Fnx 45 P it & (Attitude to Information Security Measures)

B 5 d Fishbein and Ajzen(1975) & 3@ | 7 & #8237 5 2%
(Ajzen,1985/1991) 4% ) » AL R ¢ BT 5 A B B BERBADEF L AR - HE
FemERT TRZBAFHTERZELIFLARNDTI G & f o 9T} - PR
AR EFLEFIG A R PEA ST EF BRSO WERP AT

1. B Aoy

FE AR NP PR GR PR 1 EHTRE 2R
& % g & (Anderson and Agarwal, 2010; Herath and Rao, 2009; Johnston and
Warkentin,2010) -

2. Fa% >4 (Information Security Awareness)

RilenfFasd 2o AFa% 2g 27 289 € & ch- 304 (Cavusoglu et
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al., 2009) » R 1 # AR A B 6 5 I I 5 @ T i § R A
Bl k2 3 R EAT A IR R A 3 R S e P P &

B TR g PRI T 2 ¥ % =hji & (Bulgurcu et al., 2010) -
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¥ & 1EHBRAEMER

\u

.

BRI TEGIRKAL EETFB A DT A BRI B D
fs & 0 1345 Fishbein and Ajzen(1975)# ! H3@ 4 {7 5 32345 (Theory of Reasoned
Action » TRA) » # iR 4 2@k T A3 84 A spp » fans
BANEFLZRELITFSAMOPEL BAPFLARMEATNER F5R4
B A GRS E FF 0 dofl 22 9757 o

FRGFLED FLABA koA FLRER Y BASGRRAMAS G M
SEFHTAPFEIRNEFTALE 2O AR EARE (D1 TELAQE

FORGEFQ)L TR LA frafoRGFEE BRD AT L W BT w0 4

()1 B AR TR E AT A
1 %% & A (Job Satisfaction)* 45 B 1 /% & A& (Employee Satisfaction) > 47 ¢

LE o EGRR s h L 1 e B AR R B B A

ETN

A e F AP MIRE - AR AT TR LR SR AT LR
SRR KT -
41030 & 11 (% %% 4, 2010) 0 FEARB T AL 0 A PEA AR o a

MA-Fot e g N > F o Y RF IR RN F A

‘.3;

ks
ARF R DL g o GAPF F R 9 (Taylor) ~ ¥ 3Le A 5
i & (Fayol)... % > 1 ARG I B A RS FEIARF 2 A4 5 & L iEA
HOoRLESL S RE R LR FPE L R s A0S SHEHEL B K
RGP 0 FE b2 Ak

i

[
|

E,'\éx

toa

i

w3 Ralenw @G B R1g A
A E o
1930 # r2 18 > (7 5 FL 5 hde > @ 0 ¥ - BATHFFE(E ZE 4 5 2010) 0 B
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AT R BB A R ERINE 1w G o B4 7 % (Hawthorne
Experiments) = & » £ § @ 2 &2 2 AE 75 €+ 7 % B ¢ (National Research
Council of the National Academy of Science) & ¥ » R AF 3 1 B cHBRP R &1
LA RRFRE MG EERBPRFEK I A P2 A4 F AR B3 KR
PREILIAGE ZAHIP OB 2 8d 8 @< & 24 Mayo -

Roethlisberger ~ & * % § = & 7 Dickson 12 2 ¥ — & § 7 Whitehead — 4= + &

\\\?{r

BR A FHINA e FZAEPNE o A6l ()®T BERa (7] % (Relay
Assembly Test Room Experiment)(2) & 3 3+ % (Interview Program)(3)fie & %4541 %
¥ #.%(Bank Wring Observation Room) » p 1929 # B 4> 3 - - & 7| 1932 & &
#(Mayo,1971) - B & R %M e B2 FREKH L 1P Ly >+ FR
PR 1ha &4 % XFEFFOREL . B E XTI A FE D N EY
(informal groups) s> 58 > 2 A B S A LI R A e 2R & 208 KALR cF 5% o
1iT% A BB S d Hoppock(1935)3# &t » @&k 5 TR I A iFpE s 24 3E )
BT A oG H 1 FRB SRR s L ARA o Vroom(1964)#-1 1E& R
BEds: TEI$p e haad Sk b gt d g SR F & o
Locke(1976):n3 1 (%R A L 5 Boaw e » T &L [ BATERp 2 & (Ffr

1FEBRAA DT B N PSR i o Spector(1997)in i 1 iR A AL TR 2

N

B 3o e hoErh L L FEGE P | L A (L00) R (FE R R UK G
Toma Fg 2 e n g R WA R E e
(=) %% & & 40 M 323

pPLiERLARRNZE FIFFOORNPPR 11 7R Ll g

H g TR R RAP M IR BT & 2-2 4T
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%\' 2'1 a1

IF(% N &#B Fﬁg /:_.FW

2 Ty Tk
1. B2t 3 2% Maslow, B 2178 11 4% % (Murray,1938)
(Hierarchy of Needs 1943,1954 Fhe T  forF kBt
Theory) BeAeng fon BT BRAK W
M—o® &AL L TENE D>
g EraBAFRET B
Fo k@A 3R XA Mk R
FRlBEie] €8 LB
Boeng Feo
2. EFFEH Herzberg, afep s 5 D, 2 TR
(Two-Factor Theory) Mausner & = F]SF oo
Snyderman,1959 TEEFF | ¢ 5 0 P
o HAEER aF PR R
M FF 3 FiRE S B
2R ER o
I 2 B LA SRS R
T HAB 1AL A ET

Rt~ FiE e

Herzberg et al.(1959) # 3% 3

(TS A B

i 1% ﬁl;gﬂ;‘%i’ e % 3%
g RIAHE @ [

' TR AR T

AR A g i AR

,'Z-—ﬁ:;

3. aTE
(Equity Theory)
FoA kR A R L

Adams, 1963

Adams(1963);% & =& &.4p 4 i
Fe®t— #87 2 # B % (Exchange
Relationships) iz ® » A - =
AR R TR A
¥-2me 3 BRI LG

,?%‘"%J" é_._r;}[}\)\th' ‘%%J
LR F o E e AR Rl

SPEA R B o

TE g | (1991)
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RESELAREY I AHE T FEL TR AP E o TR
e FREF R L ATGE R WA EA R B IR RAPM DT IR N R
2. # > Spector(1997) & Measurement of human service staff satisfaction:
Development of the Job Satisfaction Survey — 2 ¢ »#-p ¢ a1 (TR L AD A
(The Job Satisfaction Survey » JSS)£2 # @& &  ch® £ jLp &b fe B AT g ¢ o
B 5 B FEJRRY DL LY BAeT

1~ 1 5% % A& ® % (The Job Satisfaction Survey » JSS)

o Spector(1985)#& #1 - 1 TR L AD AR e w ¢ 7 FE(pay) ~ F
(promotion) ~ & 7 (supervision) ~ %g ¢t 454 (fringe benefits) ~ & »x #& p (contingent
rewards) ~ 1 i¥ i3 (operating -conditions) ~ f 3 (coworkers) ~ 1 i¥ & & (nature of
work) 14 2 & i€ (communication) 4 B H- s o F BEHEe e BRI RGFE > £ 36 B
B3 F FREREE S BREBELLIGL LA ETET AR 64 & T2
Fma o Mt apds o e g 3036 A ~216 4 2 Y o

2~ 1 %4y it 35 #%(The Job Descriptive Index - JDI)

¢ Smithetal,(1969)- A= @7 & 5 G e 3 1 ¥ (work) ~ Fp¥(pay) -
# = (promotion) ~ & 4 (supervision) 2 % I ¥ (coworkers)T B H& ik & R 0 K
PR E G T2HNE 0 1T Bk F 00T & 18 4L B S F 2 03T &
O%g - m & BRIEv e 7 T8 ~Trma ~TF | &= BEA o

3~ R EE &R AR % (Minnesota Satisfaction Questionnaire » MSQ)

d Weissetal. (1969) @@ = » » B S43F S H AL ™ - e 45 &
FEestod 0B FRTRAR LSRR S F G T BAEE KGR
4% 100 4% 5 BN M B 204E 0 @ * doi M A K DR B AR o - MAER

- e 20 BRI T ARE RSN ARLAE P RRLAM LS
1A TRE-FFT P RBRLAMIOLA 11 Tahp g X o
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http://wiki.mbalib.com/w/index.php?title=Weiss&action=edit

‘o % k3% (Organizational Commitment)* A4 s T siFhe | ~ Tesg

oo EIF IR A HE 7%‘« KFH 017 P eh s 0 Porter et al.(1974)30 5 w8k
FAEBARE R PSR- 3 PR S D A ¥ 4 o Steers(1977
¥ i

o SUIGE T AR 5 B AR - ESanie g 2P /2R - Mowday et al.(1982)
e BORF L& B B A HHF LR ARLE fod ~ - Morrow(1983)3% & e Bk AL
B A RGeS P B B £ 5% 2] e & - Robbins(1998)3% & £
BARFFTESE2 php i S A YN aFedA R c BB RE S B

GRS 1 R gl B o PR e A R genp o e

d Steers(1977)#& ) enw BORGE RS o A 4 L W F(antecedents) & £ %
(outcomes) o = F|F% A > p % 77 (independent variable) » FFR] e S KGR DA R B
Mo @ ZRAFT 1T HFPE TR BASTHAKRT RE 28> 1 0F
FRe AT LG PRI FhrGREF L FEME 1 TR Lp e Bih
THRAZAZ BRER 1 PEARAR S 18 %I04 Jh ik %37 (dependent variable) > ¢

# 1A & (attendance) ~ ¥ % & A (desire to remain) £ 1 1% % »z(job performance) =

2 ~ Mowday - Porter and Steers ‘2 2 K 3 %] {5 % I3 i3

d Mowday et al.(1982)4% 1 » i 3% 5 kK chm FIRH 5 47 - & 8] 5
BB B P BIRM AR L TRk B PRE B A ES S KT A
BREBAFHR ) &6 SR FRFMEPRI £ FFR 2 45 RA %4
et d e e 35 B R ~ 334t & (span of control) ~ i 3% i (formalization) ~ 4 &
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R NE AR LU REEE LTRSS I ST BT AP

(’b
[}
W

HLI \.‘:_F'_f%i? i #f 1+ (organizal dependability) ~ & * £ £ |+ ~H F 2R ~ ¥
5%

S ERIEFCRERTE S TR RE 2 R ) ER-3

1- ng K25 E % (Organization Commitment Questionnaire, OCQ)

J Porter, Steer fr Boulian(1979)% & ) shie % -k# £ 4 (OCQ) > L p # $uit
Riiig® chediGRE 2 o RIR e f A f ARAEFRAS L S~ 2R R
e @ 7 THESORPERIR ) TR BRI w4 Dl o TR
Mo ZBaw e B RkFRAASEREENKRA > EeAc e § 154050
BN A e § Q3EIE %"J"f 6T LRI ERBMALE > Ay R eGR4
FERALEE KR

2 ~ Allen and Meyer e 5-Kia g &

Allen and Meyer (1990) 4137 sh e iga g & ¢ 7 = 304 » & 8 5 R KGE
(affective) ~ # 4 2Kk % (continuance) fe2 §= {4 K g5 (normative) » + B84 ¢ 78 4%
FPIE > 2 24 4 o PR ki e SR PERHR MY e NSNS &
HORGFESF MBRERT N hR AL # A BT A ok

KR RYE R R £ A0 5 AL ERAE P RE B
Y =l l__ﬁfé,‘—_fﬁ Rl E e R FRESP L FR A NT AT F
R Rplpfegabp afie? 22 BHRFeROR2 -

(2)ef e RS HY TR 2wk

RifesakgadnGs o 8s 272 kT %7 B % (Herath and Rao,

2009) e FRIEFERARFE S §F BASAFTLL L2 JF*H%.E'J Ly A

EICS S W T A R

i}
=
4

)
i,
v
<
=
)
B
N
a4
wAr
-&

PERAF DT REL o bl % 28 kI FITRT ~F B A NG 22 RSN
% (Herath and Rao, 2009; Stanton et al., 2003) - F]pt » i*uy?‘« PR A% A 0 B
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FRFEFRFDORI T RLELARFOL2LBEL2EL 0 FFRS D7 0
FERHZOTNE 2P A
S 1ERARFTERRBFH BRI T L M G

BN L Ak Ak S £d Barnard (1938) 4 9 0 # 31 A a
iFepx T4 0F | a4 - 1978 # Katz and Kahn % The Social Psychology of
Organizations — % ¢ M- s d chp L & 4 75 414 5 &4 p hi7 5 (In-Role
Behavior)q- 4 ¢ ¢t e1i7 % (Extra-Role Behavior)- & ¢ p ei7 5 7 5 B2 JF % =

VBN Z niEaro A & ¢ henis L PR &IPS 0 en (T L o Smith et al.(1983)

Pl 75t £ 0 d Organ(1988)#-se i 2 & 7 5 Tk 5 B M ehp A

FaiRt eMameF 2 o0 g f A FRhAS AR REREED B

&

st VAR kS B o k45 Katz and Kahn(1978)sriiz » —  § »oehie BaE (F
37 7% F 3T i>p % (In-Role Performance) » iR 7 3% % {7 5 2% € & 4%
47 14 ¢k eh(Extra-Role Performance) o
Organ(1988) i % s 347 & LS F A4 5 ore g » &5 B8R

(7 %2 T & B i7 % (Conscientiousness) | # 5 erR 4 #1201 & dpiveniz s # 9%
EAERnE Rt P P B R4 o Organ { v Y EE R ERS
EN I lﬂfﬂi‘%«tii’“']ﬁxﬂ el iTsaFfed A4 o a kR, E'fg. i 2T )
ot 4 e sk ehal B X 5 (Posdakoff and MacKenzie, 1994) ~ 54 2 & 4 2 & &5
# (Podsakoff and MacKenzie, 1997) ~ m % g % PR7% 05 (Bell and Menguc,

2002) - Yoon (2009) A% #m Mo F i ) L3 e T £ F R

(Enterprise Resource Planning » ERP) ; & Suefg * > d Jt ¥ drla o & (7 5 5 25
= ;’E‘% fi;}im%)\ °
TRATLARE Y AT 0 R LR 3 TR RARTL S Ao

£ & 3¢ /P % #(Organ and Ryan, 1995; Podsakoff et al., 2000; Williams and

Wi

Anderson, 1991) - Williams and Anderson (1991)4 1 M1 i/ A B | 2 & ¢ *t {7 4
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243 3EiRl o Bateman and Organ (1983)+ # 3. F1 BB ) T5FTHRT X
RRIEFRSANFS DR g A1 ARAEL T 2 HH B RRE K REA
MNP ANEFL PRV FREENINE GRS SR T L B et e

SR 2 AL e {7 (George and Jones, 1997; Smith et al., 1983) -
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kS

P FRT2ARZEFLWZHT LW

WA BREROT AL 2R SFLDE P I DR ¢ B
A1 {7 53 M (Bulgurcuetal., 2010)’.33?7%&‘« X BT OT A 2 e
AR P PR R R KGR S R "& Y 2 FERF 2% > (Ernst and Young, 2008)
PInA#HKE GRETAE 27 ERPMPE VI - HWRE - P o
£ o Rogers(1975) % 77 4% B A $##{H N GuE R FEB R F DB R 0T E TEF UF L
/% % o Bulgurcu et al.(2010)# 2! B 1 B & ‘3[ 7 F A% 2 R 4§ (Information
Security Policy » ISP) &3 v s 88 T30 % 2 ePM 4L £ o
I phas e }_:}ﬁ%y FLRBPHUARLALA G :ﬁﬁ%']i;f";ﬂ%,%@ﬁﬂﬁaﬁ
L Brfoliin 414 25 b b R Bl AR A AR dIH0s hB H L Bl ¢ SR
IFERE 2 H L R RN FEESFRE L rﬂxﬁ SRR -2 gt 1E - R P )
dp 1L A e R L RmR 2a g e

d % - anFag ﬁﬁt%‘;:}ﬂﬁ*@?i‘rw‘@—ilﬂi‘ A A AR~ p A

I

iiﬁz‘fﬁ"ff‘_’w *Kgi‘f‘@%ﬁmﬁ?hﬂm*ﬁ _g_"i, Eﬁ’kfﬂiéég rﬂlﬂi
il BHEHLFE e ROERELERTBRMLT EEF umn 73

(Organizational Citizenship Behavior) (Organ and Ryan, 1995; Podsakoff et al., 2000;
Williams and Anderson, 1991) > & * § 1 BENAE L g mang e
(Podsakoff et al., 2000) » + 7 =% ' s e i 2 2R 4% =3t {7 (George and Jones,
1997; Smith et al., 1983) » |yt » 4§ 3 sk & B HHu R FAE 2 LT e
s P RS BT s S AR A s 1 TR e
EAER T v Fl o AP BEAR KFL TR L HEA TS

il O R, B2 LA P13 5 ot L -
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¥=% E3i

AR F - H LA AR BR au‘.‘,;pzérﬁaag;;pa,gci,ya:
PP AP O Edem R R A APMER TR S & LRP AP 4%

R A R R AT AN kAT .

<M PRl R 2 T R & (provide) ~ i = (establish) & % 45
(monitor) & gk e 3 & iﬁ’z‘a‘;’fg_%ﬁx.ﬁéﬁé’#—‘ﬁwﬁ% TR DT AL

PIEEOCIRAEDSPH > AT AL DR OFER S EX S ¢ 7% - “E(Herath and

Rao, 2009) > F)p B B 1 fE R ¢ % 2

Y

BEAX 2wy ££ - Williams and
Anderson(1991)4p ) » T e S RE  H T ER ARG L F BFL » OB Smith
etal. (1983)fp &5 N WA F5 i I RgB AR T LDRP > 25 L
50k ¢ mebenit L o Randall(1987)d4p 9! » 4ok RO HE S A R R PRE
FRE-f 1 0T 2 € 5 FdF anl ek e T3 = A& & - Herath and Rao(2009)# 7 %
AT BRCKGBH A 3 e A LT s mlﬁ 7R W7 A ¥R 1245 Stanton
et al.(2003) 4 77 ‘e sk -kt R 1 ¢ * K r(low skill)snF & 2 4p B (7 5
(security-related behaviors) 7 2 38 » MEHF AL 2 T 5 ¢ 78 » 345
(write password) ~ * % jF % (personal web surfing) ~ 4z i# *+ & + & & (personal
e-mail) ~ &% & * F 3L 02" S (acceptable use training) @’} et iﬁ o3 F
% > g ik (abide by acceptable use) > = )’j*u{;m PR EEORGEDR L > BiFg
b ﬁi&}fﬁﬁﬁ = 5 TTAOFT AL 2RFELE R o

i - Sy —g{(Fishbein and Ajzen, 1975; Ajzen, 1985,1991): 5 B 4 &7

PABATY AL SRR A L LRERTE A ROEL U
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Meni ko AFEFIAY R 1T ek ﬁﬂﬂfi’"ﬁEéi?ﬁl”ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ
Mgl b PRI 15 0 Pl AR T SRR
ER KRN FRI2HRAFIARNF LM G-

AI#EFTAL 250 DA FIH %2 PR HHE ST 7 ki
FALE RS ALY O RRIRTAL 2REDEEARA A A E G
AP PR 4 5 el UL B BT R 28 e R B S RCIGE e T |
BlenBh A B 5 Hia 8 Hip o B8AGEH R 1T as 25l 75 LR L 2
Hhe®] 3-1:

Hla @ s iGE s F s 2oc il 2 A hin 1 s B AL W o

HIb @ s K8 3% 2 ol g2 firit i gl o gz * LM F -

% —

WE 2FRAOE L LE

R

(F2Fr 245 %%)
4
Intent to Compl

(3 7H 35 %)
B LE
Intent to Adopt

31 Rrzleglpad Fas2oilimi LH2M%
f%ﬁ%i’@?ﬁ%‘??ﬁ%lﬁﬁﬁfﬁ%gﬁafﬁ;{iﬁ;%ﬁi4";,é‘,(behef) LGB
BASERS B A KR (attitude) » B s 4 A4 B A £ R I e iF 5 (behavior)

(Fishbein and Ajzen, 1975 ; Ajzen, 1985,1991) - 7] » 433 B 1 = * Firidir 4]

Y

oo B AR AR 3 RER T BRSO NF L B TR 2
2T FLAEBEEL  AAFIAFHIARMG a2k BT ER A

SRR R TR Fl R FSE o

i
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FEFRA L0 FRAERRG AT 2R 75 E & 3% #(Organ
and Ryan, 1995; Podsakoff et al., 2000; Williams and Anderson, 1991) - i &3} R 1
Aml il ie 2 g pRRg AGE RE AR N2 R 75 P A Yoon (2009)
Fihs Tesgaa s et T %5 RA4](Enterprise Resource Planning,
ERP), ssiergg® » B4 Twsaa @i B 1 LRL 5 A el %

F % # % ERP i ¥ George and Jones(1997)% Smith et al.(1983)~ 4 3§ =5 p

T4
P2

LR SN L o E"’%“.‘_ELF‘«W?LF(\}LK Hgpeda (7 o Rt fdE 0 AP Y

-:H

R “”l*%%@Jﬁ@@’?¥*ﬁ1¢ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂé#wﬁ
e t}‘iﬁtj#’ ¥ oo T ﬂ\pi 74T S EGR

25,
[+

-

N

H2 : 1 TR AREFTREI2IERXDFIIARF 2w M

RIETE 2507 e AL eniy i3 % 2 BRI F % 6T 7 i
FRLB T AAETY O RAIHTAZ R DEF LIRS A A
AR A R 5 0E AR Bl PSR S o Y LB 1 TR A A HES
FBRBANEES B 5 Hp® Hyp 2 TR AHAE LI OFT AL 2K 75 LW
B AR 32

H2a: 1 /i R R $ T4 2R P 2 A2 A (i 41 % ool i 4 1

o B o
H2b @ 1 1% & & T 0% 200 R TR 2 BRI 5 ol » L

22

N

FHE 2R 5 LR

A1l ive i/

(A7 1245 %)
& i A F
Intent to Comply

1iERAR
(Job Satisfaction)

(B %)
H=* AW
(Intent to Adopt)

Bl3-2 A1z 1 TR A Fne 2 FsABZMR



d T4 (7 5B (TRA) ~ #4417 2 #A(TPB) P v A § B8 F 5 AW
75 LWMBPFR L L RSiT 5 - Bulgurcu et al (2010)3 . - %% 7 T & 20
(Information Security Awareness) ¢ #2558 F 1 % }_ﬁ AR B rLﬁ} g e
SIS '—ﬁ%/ﬁjrhiz%)f@J e T2 BRhFh 0 ERFR I OHFTRL 2D
BR - FAS2HFORA  LRAF  pATi R 1 AR L RS SERA
FoBA FRFRAFLES B B ALDER §RER 1 A il
7 mg% 75 % Bl (Pahnila et al., 2007 ; Lee and Lee, 2002) - Lee and Kozar(2008)# %
BB A DGR §REHEF B PR (anti-spyware software) s el # 25
SR LB F B i R g % B F M (compatibility) £ 4p 1 B %
(Relative Advantage) <%’ 5 ; Ajjan and Hartshorne(2008) 3 . & 1o 3t i chfs & ¢
HWeb20 g LW HFEHF o PRI g FFFR BADERENF
AL g W = SR PR PR | AR R 6 mﬁ R B Sl
Tt LT PEEE . Rt AT E T SR

H3: FXHHHIBRAFTAI 2R OTI AWy 2w M ko

RIftias 2rc iy i 2 A O F AL 2048w kT 7 b5
TELE o F iy ’ﬁz—ﬁl’ﬁ'”‘—%i“*wmf’r PN AT - AR 2
B4 *é?lrﬁiﬁ AR RSP R s R AR 1 TR AHEA AR
Bl e A W) 5 Hza &2 Hap o —%#L"wmw}iﬁﬁ 1OF AL 2R T5 LR
F L ARl 3-3 ¢

H3a @ 3% #%5 il R #7304 2o0iUm g2 A2 A ip i ol 75 1

H3b : 7% 455 il R $ T30 % 200 R TR 2 BAFILITRIE 5 g ¥ 4
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FRE 2r R 5 LW

(#2114 %)
LA
Intent to Comply

(Attitude towards
adoption/compliance

(45 2%)
IR
(Intent to Adopt)

B33 A1z S RFTR TR R BB R

“5&
A
=
&
5
G
v
%
N
=
wk

Chan et al.(2005)%= 7 © 4 IEJ,/T‘, 7 F 72 7% # (Management Practices){r e ¥ 4
¢ it (Coworker Socialization)¥t i 1 & 3| chF M Z 22 % 5 B> ¥4 B
2 FRp AT ER LT RE }_f’z%{;i\% wis s %3 & 4p K - Herath and
Rao(2009):#= 3 % » A7 » f L= }_‘Jzﬁ\\% CENOREFIEIE T A
SR ~ A LR fode i (250 §= (Descriptive Norm) &2 5% - Taylor and Todd
(1995) #& Menm 23 7 A @a s [ p s BB T =87 584, >
Foef 75 fmd ) 2n BB AT =5 & B - Johnston and Warkentin(2010)
9 T RER SRS & & DT RIE T Ra2 5 (Fear Appeals Model - FAM) | * (2
BENX 2L - FBHR TREFRE ) g8 TFX75 ) dF o
[ f & e & 14 (Perceived Threat Severity) | ¢ » =B 5T £ f@iﬁ X5 A
(Response Efficacy) ; 2 T p s\ »za; (Self Efficacy) ;> & {4 = FERLBRUMPGF
AE2NELLH - URE2 AL L R AT ARG
HA: p ARG BFRLT2RRNFEAMFEv M ko
RIEFRE 25l endett 2 B ARl s 3 7 Bz 5 8
B Fl Ay R IHTAZ 2EHHEHE AR S A A EG
AN X Ak mﬁ LB e iR Y LR 1 TR A HEA A
LBPBERA S G Hig @ Hyp» p A2t R LT AL 20275 LBFAY
E Hde @ 3-4 ¢
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Hda @ f toic L€ 250 AP 2 AR AL 135 DB A L W5 2
L

Hab 3 20l T2 20 RSP 2 SRR I3 5 g » LG 2

w B o
=27 A g0z Y2
TR FAE 2R T 5 L H
BE& 7%

(A2.5 1245 %)
LECE N
Intent to Comply

EEEE

(Self-efficacy)

(B %)
Fr AW
(Intent to Adopt)

B34 A1zpsaBE g 2ecii7i LM%

Pahnila et al.(2007) 47 7 S % Agm - e R ~ A AR~ VIR § HFH 1 mxg
5% B - o Leeand Kozar (2008)s7#7 3 S % 4 I > fi & ~ 3 BARLF &2 0 (7 5 47
J4H30 B 3 ehgr R gHAR N hR Bl 3 #255 » Taylor and Todd (1995) 3 1 e iz

FPEALERCFRBA R AERE ERITP RPECHTEEL AL
P TR ek € B4 A B EH 5 & Bl oDevaraj et al.(2008) % R G & B
& iFehiesd s s 2 (7 5 ¢ dhp B (7 5 (Conscientiousness) ¢ 34 & 1 gL #
HRARY - BARPLDLE PAEFEREZFTORA > 1 RE 2P

B Ea v

g

=

40
Wi

2 & * & Bl(Intension to Use) = i 3k 2 2§

=2

%
AR EAR I PhnEi B ird X @i S Foaot b P A e
B & {4 (Organ, 1988) - 134582 A7 4 F e % > AT T ARG
S5IABRRFEFTAI2RRDFTIIMNIE M-
RIFRE 25l ) endrtt 2 B A ORI e T 7 FeahiF o R
B Fltahmg? o R IHTAZ 2R HE AR A A B G
AL B R 4 5 el U R B AT R S e LB 1 TR R R M o
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LRPBESA B 5 Hea 82 Hyp > A BARFEHE 1 PTAL 27 275 LRFY
7 o @] 3-5 ¢
H5a : i AR $ T3l 2o KA g 2 A2 A P bl s hl AL W § 2
w B o
H5D @ 3 AR 4 T30 % 2 e ge 2 sty dI3 5 g * ARG &

o B Tk o

=27 2 G- v D
TR FAE 2R T 5 L H

BeE& 73

(27 1245 %)
& 5 L
Intent to Comply

(Subjective Norm)

(HLAILH %)
(Intent to Adopt)

W35 AizimRfidFat2ocilimiimann
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Fo8 FIER

£

F13-6 5 A7 § cPBRAT § 24> R4F3H R 1 M s s 10 FRE 2w
HEIFAE 25 ede i Tia‘;i#‘]#’gi*?ﬁ VAR R Ty e
FrARMLLE I AR ARAPI BEAG A PERFAFHE LT

% 2 MR A AL I8 U L B R R R LR

ZHEERRK

(Organizational
Commitment)

H1,

1iERRAE
(Job Satisfaction)

(A2 A 12455 )
LA
ntent to Comply)

HEXHw DB R
(Attitude towards
adoption/ compliance)

(B3 %)
(Intent to Adopt)

R T LWL L FF

RRENE

(Self-Efficacy)

Bl
(Subjective Norm)

Bl 3-6 3

23

o+
¥
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AEFRY DGR L LA TS FHI N A EEL R AR A w3
AT P RA R FAE 21 ERLA  BRRFEE BT TSR
SIET SRS TE o R
-0 jﬁcﬂ,:" ST >

?;% ,:‘i i }_‘%K,@,\%qﬁ 38 ’EEFFBIE , %Eﬂé’ g ﬁl‘_ﬁ'?‘;%i ij"ﬁ%"g"ﬁ@}i .

P I B Y LR AR R B AL R B AT L RAF

BRI FERAFLRROLR TG 4345313 7 5 2% (Theory of Planed
Behavior» TPB) - {7 & & BliA T3 i & ~ 4 LA ~ oo 7 5 324122 = 5 (Ajzen,
1991) - Davis(1989)4% & s $L 4% < -3¢ (Technology Acceptance Model » TAM)»
FAp AR A ehiE A LR € X R Aedg 5 * 4 (Perceived Usefulness) # ¥ 5% - Bulgurcu
et al.(2010) 4 5k & & ~ 3 B - ﬁ Ja ¥R A ep 2uaxiy (Self-Efficacy to Comply)
v R A *@fﬁiﬁ BB AT R FHEETL A I TR 2
*%m Fofih > Baft aFas 2 mnd g afEid o fas
PI2ARE ST HAELR AL NP Ry g BT R 1A e
SN AU E S e IR R R R
(=)fE > 5

RIEFTAL 2Ry OBNF AT LS 5 |1 HIUFE
?”ﬂ*‘]#"&mﬁl;«)i VA= CF s #IJ:}iwmm};‘\z RistrEas i,}L"wmﬁrw(g s H
WS AT AL 2% ) BAZ B o p Aoti g 4R B

A4 5 T IS SAR R i I35 S G & T2 BT 6L
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oA A BRI RIS SRR BRI - 6 & 3T A PRI
W R B O3 ALN O HARILIT A T R Y LRl SRR o
Z23LEFAL 2R TCREL AT HFE S N 354 (Likert’s
Scale)- g-: &4 d T2AF¥2FZL 2R T FBAFRL TRAL
"FERR TRATEYRR S RAELS T A BRIRTAL 2%
FRARZAFE > A EAEF N A I HT AL 2RO ARG - B 1Pl
BLRZHE ~BAER N A0 1 47 LG e e 414505 » fdr
PRAREEL A BARE N AR g RAHT PRI o p Aot

GRS ARG R AR I TREIHEFRONAN S @SR

T b RAPHIEL  ABRF R AR IAF LA A R E T RAE
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%31 FAX>RBEJEFCREL
W& +HL 55 8% RS AEIE g > 3
TRE R P
fn:h N e 'rhﬁa;; "0 Iraylor and Todd(1995) 2~4
= IRS =TS *Ju'%;?ﬂt
AN X v Ak %.:j-» '%L:
o Bulgurcu et al.,(2010) 5~8 1:2¥ 2 k&
i R 72k R
HEAE 280% |
;;;; g ™ |Ajjan and Hartshorne(2008)  [9~10
B L <
20 ~ 22 ~ 24 ~
B FFIEF 26 ~ 28~ 30~ 2 w4
Bulgurcu et al.,(2010) 31 o T
. 1: 2% 2 F &
Ajjan and Hartshorne(2008) (19 ~ 21 ~ 23 - 7:m ¥R
N Ex et JF A 252729~ | b
32
TR IE 34.36-38 |FH-wER
ER - Bulgurcu et al.,(2010) 1:224 2k &
RN ot IR 333537 7. a4k
Fof-mii
&AL W Bulgurcu et al.,(2010) 11~13 1: 2472 k&
S B
Taylor and Todd(1995) 14~16 FrE-BEd
7L ) 1:224¥ 2 F &
Ajjan and Hartshorne(2008) |17~18

TR &R kT g FR

N1 TERRAR

(- ) T2 &

ARG L AL AR IR A S R 1 HL LB A

DS

s AR PR ER

# % & K € (Minnesota Satisfaction Questionnaire » MSQ) ¢ 7 20 B f#ir& #fo © 1

£ /% # (activity)~ 1 ¥ p = 4 (independence)~ 1 ¥ % & |+ (variety)~4+ ¢ # = (social

status) ~ + # (human relations supervision) ~ #* e 7-(technical supervision) ~ if

7 % i (moral values)

£ 3 M4(security) ~ 4 ¢ PRA%(social service) ~ B fg

(authority) ~ it 4 & * (ability utilization) ~ 2> # 52 i v 7% # (company policies and
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practices) ~ 4% f(compensation) ~ = % (advancement) ~ B - + -] (responsibility) -
£3% 14 (creativity) ~ 1 %3k 3% (working conditions) ~ F & (coworkers) ~ 3 R
(recognition) ~ ztfjf‘u(achievement)i%é e RFRZR 13 TREL R -
(z)fFE =5

ARy efFE 1 Bt d Weiss et al.(1969) 4% e R FRE R AR S it
AR S 0 55 208K E 0 ¢ 7 20 BEFE RS 0 BT 2 SN ER T 3 s (Likert’s
Scale)- g-: B& 4 d T2AF¥2F L T 2FA T FBARFRL CTRAL
Tt EERTRR TN RR S BARIT 1INT A AHAEF > AR

H1wamm L RAGR S F2 RGP ARL -

oA R kRS e ket iniEit #ERG B A Sk 0 LA M Rk

-

RgE o
(=) >

A3 ¢ % Mowday et al.(1979) #7 % W =k & -k 3% B % (Organization
Commitment Questionnaire » OCQ) » #% * A 3(2002)%s:Fic ek S p % > £ 15
AR > o 7 WEAGE S PRORFEY S K= Bie « FE 2 T
(Likert’s Scale)~ g-: A& % - d T2¥ 2 & T 2k & 7 BAREL TR
B2 T BEL TRLTEFRR ) RARES 1T A D RIE 2457
8104825 F w8 > F v iER A W% T~1 4 o
B BARRTR

FEXPHIRADEL s 2P [ 1 Al R e P aYREE T a0
EAFAPRGEE T IV B s B s ERBERTARAL H > BERP 4o
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http://wiki.mbalib.com/w/index.php?title=Weiss&action=edit

AFW AP A ¥ A AR 2007 & 410 Computer Crime and Security
Survey(CSI)eha 3 a4 3¢ > i@ (73 > » SAER F - B d - FR ¥
TERFIE EREGFE KT RFECFLE CRBECZEE MR

FoRUEEHE  FREAPRE - AP EHTE AN R SAE

DA s 1-5 & ~6~10 & ~11~15 & ~ 16~20 & ~ 20 & U

(C)R1*wA¥RFEFT 1 A5 1-5# -6~10 # ~11~15 # -~ 16~20 £ ~ 20 & 1

()3 i 22 FEFHEH AL TR ESFH M€~ TmME -
G RN s E RN (TR S BMEE o AP 1 H ol @ R .
(T)Bi A A LA Fa e
(F)Ew] L A 5T S
(5 )& 0 & 5 20 e - 21~25 f ~ 26~30 fk ~ 31~35 & ~ 36~40 &~ 41~45
% ~ 46~50 & - 51~55 & - 56~60 & - 61~65 #
(METAEEAGEY 2T (@) B A F L L

AR EHEREL LI 0 L L R KRBT A T TE R R %
ook PRI E R R F FRPEF 0 T R TS LRY R
MELDFOV R ERDBE BT BN E T IR AL N REY R

¥ mp F Aofitek— 97T o

46



Frd FIHEATRA S

- ~FEiH%

AFELOT R R SR LS T H AL TERF R R R
FAMBPLITHE L GRS RF G PR VAFER O F R P
RETRP > BE A1 FORAFFFEFPER ER N RS
B~ AR EAN o RSk p dpd 2011 & 47 15 p F4so 1 2011 # 50 15
Pad 28— @2 o

AT E w223 R X ’ir‘$ﬁ§ REFARFEEZEEG FAEF 8RS
R X 52150 > e ¥ 2 wieF 5 96.49 o

FHAAT

AR R kit g8 SPSS 18.0 for Windows G A 471 B o i i At A e
T BRI AP A AT PR S A AT~ R E AT R AT 2 BT
T B NRET E R F R
(= )it kez* & 47 (descriptive statistic)

G A S AT R A T SRR T B R Ak TR 0
fom felt | et RGP 2 TR B R L B ARG DR R T g R X
kg 2 o
(=) % & (reliability) # 47

A3 % Cronbach's o % 4~ 47 B & B 38 crp 38— 3R> 3@ * BIF AP R 2
#c(Item-to-total Correlations) % =& 4 78 3,78 chfp B e > o
(= )4n BE A 45 (correlation analysis)

*FF 3 i % Pearson 4p B % #c(Pearson Coefficient of Correlation)& #_= % 78
2B Ap R licg A1 12 F o A GlcEAREITD f 1R

Z\ Vs %1? F'&mﬁ&‘g %{{F‘—% #E] Fz,,? l“ﬁtm‘; f‘]’lﬁ' #@? f—LOl e é\;[%tﬁi o

'?2\
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iRt 5 0.1~039 S MR 4pRE ; 04~0.69 5 ¥ BRApRE 5 0.7~0.99 5 % RApRE 51 3
% AP M (2R akpc, 2003) - 1% i Pearson 4p B ki Bic ke Bk T E 2 DR R 2 B
BHHE S FTAL 2P R RA A S TE 2OB R 2 TXH e
R &~ p A mae enPURILI I3 %6 ~ B Aorki SRR I 108 A LR D
PO % ~ DR A IRl o~ 1 TR LR - BEGE Lﬁ} A&
Bl &% LR E R 35 2 Bl 2R -
()P & 3¢ 3§ 4 47 (hierarchical multiple regression)

AR AR AT R R R R R o AR
P B S R St e B ORGE R TR RS RS 1 T LR H A
1 3 VAR M 2 R B2 R HATIL R e R BB -
(Z ) & ¥ ~ 47 (Cluster Analysis)

BEAOP IR EREG FEL PR ANEL AR - (I FE
thiFi?,2000) o AFT g 1% K T30 dlo BOIGEE 1 (T8 LR I kA
SFEOKTHEE A KR S d s SRl Y &Y o BERIRITH B 3%

HY ok BT EHEY C B EREEEA RN L BT B A B

|k

Wy - 23 B B RS L (2 F E {ofkiFie,2000) o
=SB X5R

PR R FEOR S o 0 R F KR LR B AR R U
o B EREEHE DB TAL 2L E A HAT AL 24 RLE

ERFOP T ORBELEREFUEAETRALE 2 A QSR BREP 5 5

%

AP ELD A TR E R RS A LR A g T

iR RN -
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Yri FIRE

AR - R A A TALA T A S IR R A A
B E ch I WA ANTRL T ﬁ%’&“%%ﬁ{?i”ﬁ*Ei']i,l‘zlé‘é?ﬁ%’

;I,L
B THRA - FZ 0T EASRIFAI B E R KA TR
i

R AR M 8 il i L B S Ry s iR L BT

CRE N €S L

- XBHRAEATRLA

B e 215 (> ik A o R RE g—fgmurg i%—hpéiméﬂ\ s KE
é’%ﬁ%éﬁ—*ﬁ?ﬁiﬁ»ﬁﬂéjﬁ—; SRR E 2 A BN AN P EPRIAE T A £ R
ARE T PRI E R S BR cEB s E B R T R R X4 o dod 4-1 9707
(F)AF R r o c T BRUSF T+ FapEeE - TRER
PHAEEZFe AEF 230 L LA 2 AT55.49% -

(E)aP@ A A hentriz? > P AR50 4 2o @ A 201~500

N

Ko P ket 2378 AIEE 74X TR b 23R & 34496 H = £

2P A s 101~200 4 0§ 26 £ FAL 1219 2 @ 4 e 501~1000 4

\As.

25 3 F > ik 11.6% A #c /iy »+ 50~100 ~ ~1001~2000 * 1z 2 5000 * 1zt

I

] -

(*2)
SN
e

F
v

e

(Z)E 2 PREEFT DR T pik AT 0 TR 2 P RFRnE T 15
£ ik~ ffico £ 138 4 > ik 64.2% 5 6~10 £ <5 40 £ > ik 18.69% 5 11~15 &
5 20 £ 5 ik 9.39% 5 16~20 £ 9 F > ik 42095 5 JRAFE F 20 £ 1 b 5 8
5 1k 3.79% -

()32 4 £IRAEE T 45w o 2kt AR > A LIRIRE T U 15 &

49



HFRL A e 120 X5 ik 55.896 5 PRAME 7 6~10 & hF 46 & 5 ik 21,49 11~15
e 284 5 (b 1396 5 16~20 s 12 4+ ik 5.696 1 Sv3% A £ PRAE 20 4 11

thh 9 F > ik 420

ETIN

(ﬁWﬁ%W:ﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ’ﬁgﬁu%ﬁﬁw < $#> 7 684

i 31.6% ; H= 2 FHIME o 5 27T LFH

-

W 12.6% ; §EH UMM g 19

£ h88% R HUIM A & FEUTHIEFR  RBEE 2P FRE
WY Y A AN R R L

$ I8 FH £ 1840 2 A F QL F A > k4205 5 HHB PP L

4 ALTFHR S E19%; A FMAF LEFH S k059

(7:)%\;;«»_: : ,{J,_y%\;;«'v_—%a s 3\ fpe :t:zu%\;;/ﬂ % l?‘fr’?’i_i ? ) l? TRk P rE

BRI E O R e sk A ﬁgﬁé¢~gm*ﬁ 50 = » & 23.39 ;

H¥ K 5250 hj 165 = ik 76.79%

() R e iR ARER o L EH A T Mg 107 0 ik 49.895 5 &

t4 108 = » ik 50.295 » § R & fh— X

()& 8 133w e sk A BT A R0 L F oy E SRR 2145 K2 7

LB ESL FFALL S 202 8 5 (F 2R A 994,09 -

(L)RT AR ARG F i ek d T A AR FFRTRRLZ A F 0§ 120

o 165589 ; B SFAL 0 F 651 12 30.2% 5 BAE Ehg 21 ik 0.8

% BPR2ETDF 712> b33% ELEE DG 2 09% -

50



%41 S EEANTHRAS

% LA =X #c B AN e ﬁ.ﬁ'ﬁ AN
A% RE RS 2 0.9% 0.9%
B BT 29 13.0% 14.4%
FR* 15 7.0% 21.49%
®TF 8 3.7% 25.19%
TIE 30 14.0% 39.1%
& iRrg ¥ 30 14.0% 53.09%
| 0.5% 53.5%
g3 0.9% 54.49%
PRI ¥ 20 9.3% 63.7%
HAE i 4 1.99% 65.6%
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P g 3R 18 8.4% 29.8%
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AR X 4 215 5.93 0.8864
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Lo44 KRR ROT P - RALE AT HAT M Gk

" ey T Standardized Item-to-total
Cronbach's a correlations

TR B (HaT 13 25 o] 1502 0.728
iy B 1S03 0.86 0.774

1S04 0.710

fe B .t}_g;ﬁﬁ]% 35 | 1505 0.766

iR 1S06 0.726

| 1507 0.90 0.846

1S08 0.800

7 ;}LF] 5 KR AL B 1S09 0.80 0.670

IS10 0.670

1 TR R JSO1 0.459
JS02 0.602

JS03 0.465

JS04 0.701

JS05 0.700

JS06 0.686

JS07 0.537

JS08 0.580

JS09 0.444

JS10 0.528

JS11 Y & 0.720

JS12 0.736

JS13 0.684

JS14 0.594

JS15 0.726

JS16 0.733

JS17 0.728

JS18 0.621

JS19 0.660

JS20 0.703

o 3K OC01 0.624
0C02 0.405

OCO03 0.667

0C04 0.93 0.685

OCO05 0.627

OCO06 0.728

OCo07 0.740

0OC08 0.610
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= s o | Faadied | lemiotot
B GE(ED) 0C09 0.803
OC10 0.603
OC11 0.93(:) 0.480
OC12 0.667
OC13 0.757
OC14 0.608
OC15 0.683
CIEAEF jj;jﬁ—‘:}if;ﬁ,"lj;}dﬁ x5 1S20 0.674
1S22 0.771
1S24 0.816
1S26 0.91 0.646
1S28 0.769
1S30 0.765
1S31 0.702
2R 14 1S19 0.674
1521 0.771
1S23 0.816
1S25 0.92 0.646
1S27 0.769
1S29 0.765
1S32 0.732
E-IEE S HE I 1S34 0.706
1S36 0.87 0.764
1S38 0.785
2R 14 1S33 0.681
1S35 0.87 0.789
_ 1S37 0.780
BTFLE IS11 0.842
1S12 0.93 0.885
~ 1S13 0.849
AR 1S14 0.622
1S15 0.808
1S16 0.92 0.839
1S17 0.853
1S18 0.716
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- ~ M AT

A&7 JI* Pearson 4p B Thdicik €3 R 2 BB B > 4ok 45977 0 F
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ECARUEEE SRR RS S a R i A VAT

FAFEI I R LW S R TR 2 AR P ki AR
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FRER SN EE BT SR
ul iﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁ’ﬁ%’% WAl R NZ A A2 B enip b Giliciz B G 0.415
0.410-0.383 > &g % K 5 P<0.01 e/ ™ > d Pearson 4p i (2 8+ ,)é a1

ﬁi&&ﬁx%ﬁﬁﬂaiﬂé¢@§ T B % o

ERRFEEFTIRGOER DI LT i A S 0352
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Rafgrftg il sl BAme L B RELTOFHFL oM G-
R LRIS > EFAL 2HEER D B LEOPPHMARR A B S
0.491+0.478 ~0.475; &2 p S »icay th= B3 A dp M AZA A %] 5 0.562~0.522 ;
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1 45

Pearson #p &2 & 45

$IE T L X 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Ly%# iRz 626 07796 1000
AL H1 45 5
2F%# w2 593 08864 0.734** 1000
AR ek b
3 & v Az 576 10195 0.644** 0.825**  1.000
FEH MR
4.5 Nrca 2 #4F 538 0.9600 0.467** 0.541** 0.567** © 1.000
Xt VE R
5.f Mrcar 2 425 540 0.9601 0.451** (0.524** (0.531** 0.967**  1.000
R 1E A
6.0 B2 HiF 577 09576 0.382%* 0.476** 0414** 0.491** 0.433**  1.000
Bl s
7A@ 2 A2A 575 09703 0.352%% 0.494** 0.427** 0520%* 0.499** 0.922**  1.000
Mir a4
8.1 1F% 3R 545 0.8235 0.415** 0.410** 0.383** . 0.513** ~0.506** 0.320** 0.285**  1.000
9.0 Bk i 3 495 0.8972 0.352** 0.385** 0.326*%* 0.402** 0.415** 0.228** 0.213** 0.769**  1.000
10.% 5 & W 6.06 0.7614 0.641** 0.687** 0.703** 0.573** 0.552** (0.426** 0.422** 0.416** 0.360**  1.000
11.5* 3 B 591 0.8301 0.491** 0.478** 0.475** 0.562** 0.522** 0.383** 0.350** 0.350** 0.321** 0.524**  1.000
*x Rr L L P<0.0LPF(EEE )i B B8 %
TR KR 2P ER
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B %k 1 P<0.l1 *P<0.05 **P<0.01 ***P<0.001

Tﬁ“ﬁij\»’-ﬂ : ﬂ%ﬂif;;_fxﬂ’

) = AR 3 chE et A R A PRI 7 5 AR BT
?.mt‘}’ﬁrﬁé\‘ffr:}%lF" FE1ERLARME AR IHT AL 25K
7 5 R RA SRR 'J#*wmf}d‘g@*’#iwﬁ T E R LR S
BFECR AT TR ATE A BARE T I RO I R R A LR

A ] HB T ol 0 B4 UKD ToAp B R T IoRE i AT ¢
64

—~~
Ji
ﬁﬂ}

ﬁﬂ‘u



Frensst Bh Aok 4-8 A7 0 Bl 3 ode BRI 6 2 BT RIS
? > Fe208=19.817 > p-value=0.000 - F E A7 % » p HAozan ~ 1 BLAL & o 5AGE
= Rk BF 0 & 7 L RIHCS b Adjusted R?=0.345 > #aufaf® 4 % 345%; &
ot 414 5 ik % LW Fe07)=20.562 » p-value=0.000 » F A8 ¥ » 47417
A K IR B p %ﬁhmikiM"ﬁﬁﬁﬂhBAkﬁ*Ig 3 Skl
lmiiﬁvrﬂ‘#‘?ﬁ: #oEhEE T LR G FooH* LR HE 9 Adjusted
R?=0.355 > A4 jaff+ 5 35.5% > p A ki &ﬁﬁﬁ#jﬁd%*@vﬁ&% RN
X AE R R N n SR ES L e ek

Rapiareng FRERTIE 20708 ¢34 4 [ 1 5% $UFtizdl3g % i
RS EMFTE 2enenf®® g 8w 30 R o ALY ST 6 R
T EAER s - R UL HT RIS L w R kEai 1§
AR RSAGED R 1 AR R RAR AL I 0 B R B

% 4-8 e BCKGEEPUNILE AR A TR 2 1T 5 Rl A 4T

iR L]
FHAIE
A% -0.006 0.114*
2R -0.067 -0.0917%
B -0.074 -0.097+
pRA
FREAE S 0.393%** 0.447%**
Bl 0.190** 0.111%
R 0.154* 0.126*
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