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A meta-analysis and validity generalization study of a personality test and
a general cognitive ability test for measuring managerial aptitude.

Hideyuki Nimura, Shiho Imashiro, & Jun Naito
(Human Resource Research Institute)

A meta-analysis was conducted based on 24 studies reporting the validity of a
personality test and a general cognitive ability test, both of which are subtests of
a managerial aptitude test, NMAT(New Managerial Aptitude Test). Criteria
used in the studies were typically based on performance appraisals by superiors.

Regarding the personality test, the estimated correlation coefficients of
Compliance- Leadership (similar to Potency claimed to be a subdimension of
the Bigh Extraversion) and of Conservative -Innovative (similar to Achievement
claimed to be a subdimension of the Bigh Conscientiousness) were r=0.311 and
r=0.259 respectively, after correction of range restriction and imperfect
reliabilities. As to the cognitive ability test, the estimated validity coefficient of
Cognitive Ability was r=0.257 after correction of range restriction and imperfect
reliabilities. In general, the validity of the personality test is higher and the
validity of the cognitive ability test is lower than those generally reported in the
U.s.

The possibility of validity generalization was also explored. For the
personality test, 45 to 1009 of total variance was accounted for by artificial
factors, whereas only 25% was so for the general cognitive ability test. Thus, it
was concluded that the validity of the personality test is more stable than that of
the cognitive ability test over various factors, such as differences in organiza-
tional culture or in job content.

The results were discussed in relation to the nature of job environment in
Japan, where behaviors regarded as Organizational Citizenship Behavior (OCB)
are more explicitly expected and appraised than in the U.S. Further, the
possibility was considered that the relatively high validity of the personality test
may be partly due to the fact that the predictors had been developed specifically
for evaluation of managerial competencies.

The article concludes by pointing out the limitations of this study and future
directions of the meta-analysis.

1. BEORELFEOEN

BRI IZTEN, MR ERIES 5 b0 L6k
HHEEERET 3 bO4b Y, RHEZEEYRE -
FAHREZPEFICBVT, BEEREDOLHOBEHRE
LTRSS TV 3, FIRBMNICH > TEHREO XY
HEBBLTBL LR, BREAFTCHEOLIEFRPOH
RHICE>TORERELETD 5,

KREICB O TIIHERE, MEIRELE iciE|<
OEUMHEN N E TITONTE 1, BiAE, BF
OHE L OHEAFKLET 5 2  B/HOFESHV LIS

k2T, RROBEIBEEBLITEONIE
WA O ITEP, EMtoSRICHEE5X5
BEROEE, /-2 OIEAOFEE EIC >V TOHE
BATOOATVS, ThicxLT, BERcBVTIER
RENLBFEERFEIBRDBVOLBKRTHZ (5 -
PEH, 1994 ; &, 1998),

HHRBREOZYS I > W TR, Guion (1965)
® Mischel (1968) IcREEN 2 &k 1, WMEHZETHES
(Performance) & DORIIC—RILTE 5 & 5 7SBEMEI
Bohtiweah, HEABEEIHERSNIZELTD
ZOEEED TNS L, EERELBBHERTENOTF

— 159 —



" &

REHET 50 RBBEENTRITVEVS TENABTH -
f2o LA L, Bigh &5 HAREEMED /23 D58 o Feil
ABRIBENITEN, * IQNFHEORBESVE -
T, HEREICET 3 oM RRICHLT—6G%
BUBEICH -7, :

Barrick & Mount (1991) &, Big5 O#HH A % H

WTHBREICET S 4 ¥ 2 %217V, Conscien-
tiousness (EhftEd L < BHEW) Fx L LEE
BV T0.20~0.23 (FIEME, BEEITRENFMAHELE)
DEUUBEHERTLERE LTV B, 1,
Hough (1992) T -7 * #5#713, Conscientious-
ness DHERERD—>TH % & & 11 5 Achievement
GERREE) OZUHREH0.15 RHIES L, BRBEXRT
BESFEA S ETEE) THEH I LEAERLTVS, ThEDH
FRERIE, Dl bRt LTHORU S 1B
BERPHETNINREIC LS boTEL, HRRES:
WEFITHEAOFRICHVS C EICEBEREHZ LV
FRCEMNFEEL L LD, HIBREOEELV
O ZEFEOKECB T 2REE SIS THEBEDO—D &
(AW ni

L LA S, Barrick 5 (1991) OoBF O T, E
EEH PR D 5 WV IIIBRER s X 2 REOM
BIMEABZ TEMUERMOE/ES—DICEE 2 (XY
#—#{t : Validity Generalization) %#REEL 724
o, —BEBTETVEVIERIIRENA TV S,
Thbb, BUREOEMIES X EREER X -
TREBEVWHITETH B, Barrick 5 (1991) #
Hough (1992) 0 ZhoOMRICBV T, ZXHE
BcEEBEERITERORESRAA OGN TED, BLA
LOREICOVWTHECBEZHOMEIC L > TREHE
REHBRITEEVIERSEOINTVE, i, BIFIC
BT BRENTEI O IR S MRS Z LR OEICHE
ERIFTEVIHFEHE S H D (Barrick & Mount,
1993), MR LEEETEN & OMICBEEL S 5
lRMRshicbo0, TOREEOMEITOVTE
KR E->TEEELETHEEELLOMBRYTHS D,

iy, FESRENREBOZMHICE L T HKETRESE
K D* IRFEHBITbhTEY, SRFLFEN I KA
HIRENERETF > W TEWKED M ELEMMBEEME
ShBEVION, BBLhHE—INRBELL->TL
%, Hunter & Hunter (1984) &, BEBID £ & 2
2TV, BEBEOEESICL - THRENLS DD0.23~
0.56 (FHIEME, MESXITHEAFMAERE) 2HEL TV
Bo ki, MREBIEBEOREEREL2 72T d
IhE THYKSITbhTW3, Pearlman, Schmidt
& Hunter (1980) WEHMEXNRE LD TO0.52

RETHMNEEIEES S

(RIEME, BBFTHEFMAERE) 2HME LTV 3,
%7z, Schmidt, Hunter & Caplan (1981) 3A7H
EROARL—FER/RIC0.26, * VFF VY 2EFTHA
Ext8120.30 (& bICHIEME, BEEITHENFREAERE)

CEHELTVWS, BATIEER - HHE (1994) 252 545

WET->THD, 0.300& V> BUMEHEKOM (i
BOEEMAE%0.60& LIRS OHIEM®) MHEsh
TW3,

Schmidt > OHE I/ V— 713, —BRHBEHIRED
ZUMEIBE LT 5 EMTERETH B EFELT
WABM, Thiddo5WwERNES U TESEEROEME
B—DICRE B EVHSEKLDIE, & LA—RRANEES
BRENSFIFNREOBOERATEE L TRWVWKHE
DORUMBREERTLOFRTHBHEEITEVL, Th
ETTITONTELEE L OZMB—B(LIcRET 2HIEZ
BT, —RILTELHDIDNEEITHEVHED LS -
D, —BLTETVWBE S — 2 TR, BEIICHITEIT-
1o b, BEBEEHCEREEITRES 15 & HE A & oS
720, HFIMSEENICE L L TR DAL hcBEIR
BEIELEA/HEITHIRE, HSrOETRENTKEISH
TWVW3B I EBEV,

ZUMEHOECHBEEZ 2BERE LTREFaV
VHZABEOLNTVS DD—DICEBOEMS S D,
Hunter (1984) OBIFEIc &hid, BELEBTIE L
TUMESFL BB EBHESNhTVWE, F72, BIOE
A& L TREESHOWERS T 5h, BERITENEHF
L bDICHRPHETMEREEL L EDF I MR
WL B LR SNTWVS (Hunter, 1986),

NMRAEEBECR > IBEDO 2 7 SiFERICB AR
3 &, HRBREICOWVTIE, RO Barrick 5 (1991)
MEFER O EIT->TH D, EE#HE IOV T Consci-
entiousness (Ehftk, MEM) DOTUHFRE650.22,
Extraversion (SMEfE) 450.18 (& bICHIIEME, BB
BITRENFEMMBELE) THAH I LBRES LTV 5,
Hough (1992) ®4#7Tid, Achievement GERLEMD
750.18Td % DIHIA T Potency GZECHE) $0.18 (&
BICHER L) EVIELHFHsHESH, Tho0
R, AR LRS- NABE OB, #LOW
Lo M, EEELLTOFMEBEELTYS
TEERBTBELDESNTVS,

¥, —BEIEEHRE T, Hunter 5 (1984) @
BERIST TEEE I L Tk 0.53&, EFEDO0.61,
HHEDO0S4ICRVTEVWEEEIHES LTV (W
TN OMHEM, BERITERAFMESEE, BETH,
EiES (1994 OWMETEEABENRE LTREANS

— 160 —



%E%}E%i’#% & U7 HARIRE - FIRTRETRE O R D x & 3 & —1L

Bt BT TE D, 0.286~0.416 (BEELHKO(E
FHEREE0.60L LIRS ORIEE) SHEShTWS,
2RI, EEEBICB Y 3 MNEEIRE O YR
LD L R TRPFWENB STV S,

ARARTREBEEBFENRIC, HHRRES L C—BMN
BIRE IR B 1T B 2 UM LORIEZE ST # 5 237
Z1T9. MBRITHENFMAERELHE L L 208N
BREOZUMICHET 24 s8I LT}, BERICHER
5 (1994) 1Tk BEITHE S 545, BRESKITHES ST
EEETHE Lt EOMBREOZL T 24 5
Srid, EELHER LR TIREMS ST, KR
BEZOLHDTORBEN B,

KEEBALDOABEECREICHT A0S
ZVEXEHIEEEEE LN, BERICBY 3 HERRE
DOEXJHIFKE L BERIERLRIOEH O+ DH
3. FIAE, KEIBY ZHET, HEREOTMMG,
AT RITE (Organizational Citizenship Behav-
ior: OCB) LN 2HME, EHREXBLTVLER
B, 50 EEBCHB I 2RI X SEEL L, B
BELTRPICERS NS WITE 2T E LK
X DEL A EHEgSIERH s T3 (Motowidlo
& Van Scotter, 1994; Schneider & Hough, 1995),
D& D IR I R & T RE L EBE R,
BEAOALECBVWTRBEEER L VOETEENASE
FHOWNRLEENhTVE T EEL, ERKDREERIC
ROONTELERTHEEVA B, COREERTH
W, HEREOZYHEHOESKEIC BT 2L EicH
RcBOWTEL LR EVHHERESEL SN 5,

D& BEROBT, FHRTIEREFEIRIC
PUTFD2 M >WTHERT 5,

O BEZFTHENFM L BEEHE U & 2 OMER

&, —HANEETRE O S DR
@ LERRoZTHUMICEET 2MBABTOEVPAEDHE
BB FM AL D TREE

0. /5 &

1. ERATE7F—9 (FAEHS LUEREER
AR TIE, FRAEKCEBEEEERENMAT (A

FHIERET) OBRELAVT, BUMCHETE48

OB L ORY—R L DORIEETT S NMAT i3, —

BaegRE e, HRKRE, BRREO3 > TSN

ZBURETH D, LEICBT 3EEEORKERPE

EEREANRICLEZTHEOBOSEER & LTEICRA-

ShTVW3, AHFE T, NMATIKEE L 3 HRRE
E— BN REE FRERE LTHV 5,

PSR BRI S S O X TR & W 3L 0
RETHb, THE-E], THE-HKR], (O
P, T — %), THERF-£%), TB%-78), M4
HE-ABL, TH8B-FZ]° 08RELOEE, Thb
DODRER, BarE L3 3ERELIREN GO
B TRENIFHERCE O E2EKRLTWS, %
fo, —HRGIMIBEIRER, SENTERNEZREST S M
SRR LRE - HENSRENZRIET 3 MERENE
Z] 022o0THNRE, BLUZ0AKIEETHS (4
&l Loikah s, HRRE, EHREE b, ¥
LB 2 EREEEEEREMN L L TiEEbsh TV S,
ZhZh o REOFEHERE (Cronbach® aff) %
£1ITRT,

R1 HERES L U—RAVEEIRE O SR

(n=1,592)
TR afff  —BRAMENRE o k¥
WE—4E 0.93 BLa R 0.84
HE-HR O 0.90 MERHEE 0.83
DE-EE 0.86 wne 0.92
-y 091
MERR—-ZE 0.89
BHR-1T8 088
HE-KE 0.87

BEE-#&E 081

REEZKM L LT, NMATA2EEERERES 3
BPHMEBE THER LTV 5 %0 (BI04, JE8
EEI0H: : > B REBRE1,000&2 1) w3
BERITRENFHEZ RV 5, 72720, 228t 24tico L
TRENZ 2-00EBICHT 27—y BESIhILD,
2 I RFORNRE LI-DIRAFTUOEFNZLURETH
%o BRESHZITRESIFEMIZ19964F 2 H ~19974E 8 A ofElic
INESNbDTHY, ZORRIZLENICL 2 NEER
221, FERE—FA2, PHEBmICH T 2 MmA1
LB -oTVWB, IS 7 0 OWEBREROTEII1I84A
(35 A~859N) THY, TOFED»* ¥ D& LTItk
BHAZLERCE I SDTH %,

2. XIRWOFEK

T LOFHEZXITOVTHE, THETICEER
THNFESEEEhL TV BN (Raju, Anselmi,
Goodman & Thomas, 1998), A TiiHunter &
Schmidt (1990) icHBAE L TV B FHE IS, T
DF X3, EITWETH 5 Barrick & Mount

-— 161 —



R &

(199D PEES (1994) PRV LDERLTH 3,

—fkic, EEEEEZYEOHTICBVTELNEEY
MR, EAOMESLh BV RIBEELLIL
BEV, COFYURMOBEOHRRICBIFIESDS
W, ek, EEEEAME, ¥R MBRHHE BEEKP
FREHOWER L, Kk 3 @51 (Situational
Specificity) ORMTH 5L SN TE A (Ghiselli,
1966), T DK x LT, Schmidt & Hunter (1977)
MIBZ 1= DB ZYM— It (Validity Generaliza-
tion) OEXFTH B, Thicknid, ZUHFREHOH
HERICR o35> F RABMNAEE (Artifacts)
BRALLERTHS SN, dLESHOFEEZAL
TS DBREETLKBRET S LB TENE, BY
HEMOBEBREELEICETIRREZBELCTLE LD
DECEETEZSLEEZLLN 5,

WEEcB T 22U EHROES>EEELSEBA
AWIIER% L LT, Schmidt, Gast-Rosenberg &
Hunter (1980) i3, > ¥DTEE2H I T3, 1) &
AEEICLB D, 2) BEEZHOWEREICLISHOD,
3) FRIZEMOAIERZICLED, 4) FTRAEH O
F%If (Range Restriction) 2k 3 d®, 5) HiE
TEOSEBEEA» O ThTVWAE I Eick b 5D (Con-
tamination & Deficiency), 6) HIREBEOHE, &4
vy, ERolgEWvWcks b0, 7) lex0RREMT
FRZEROBBBE S HIPICRIT > TVWBE T LICEB S
Do

PUEDTHoDOANABNEEREDSDS, 5) »57) £T
D 3->DERICOWVTE, ZTOEBEMOKRIILRT
RV, 1) »54) FTOL4L>OERIZOWVWTH,
GERFEEAVAI EICE > TEOHEBERET S
T EHERETH B, EMEIC, FEMRIOBRIED S
DFNTTHLED, TOKRFHNL) »54) FTO
BRICERT 208 & » THETE 2B4ICE, &Y
AR NbDEHMTEEMNTES, TOK
D—-> O E#E - LT, Schmidt, Gast-Rosenberg
& Hunter (1980) (£75% v — v &I N 3 BHE% 127K
LTW3, Thizd, 1) »54) FTOERCERT 5
SEH, BUMRKOBREOSH®D 5> bDT5%LLEE
B Ao, EEMERLTESRLTHLDOTH
Bo 1oL, TAM—IboYIWEREE, HEXIHIISEL
KESCHBDEVS LD D IBEHRTERENCRDE S
2BRVLDOTHH, TDT5%NV—VIcBIL Tt b
% 5 (James, et al., 1988; Kemery, et al., 1987;
Osburn, et al., 1983; Pease & Switzer I, 1988;
Sackett, et al., 1986),

T 1, RREARMENSZELICIEMEINEVIEE TS,

BRETONEEIEESS

HES N AFLERBOE/ESTAIcREWE XD,
ZTOEIBHFEBOBRENRERED, HoRM 2RI ICHE
B3 Mgl EEL N B, BikNciE, HES

MM EROBEBOAHEDO T 5105—+ ¥ ¥ 4

Wich T 58 (0WEFRATHE : 90% Credibility
Value) #0428 TVhiE, FORYMBIRFEBL
7- %A Ret (Transportability : Schmidt, Hunter
& Caplan, 1981; Kemery, Mossholder & Roth,
1987) 2F->bD LR N D, I8, LR LiRKEIC
stLUTHREBICELE—RILE VI EEMAVLN S
LMBBH, TTHAELOBIARY 5D, TN
RO BEEHARL 2REEE L TR 1 > EE
TEBIEAERYUB—BLEVHIEETEL, 0%EHE
WA FAEA0ABL TV BRI L T 8 A FI At
EETHEVHIRBEEAVS I LILT B,

3. HEFHEZ .
AT, BRlahiEe OZUEEEOBICLT
KRR BHEFHGEAAVWCHEEZRLE L, RRCH
RCLOEFBIC X AMBREE LS EICL->T &
LR OBEBOMER (p)] BLU IZUEFKEKD
BN (0,.2)] 2Kkb 2,
1k, DTFoHRicBiF 35l zheh o X0EK
%9 (- LRREH, FEOI IEFFROREERD).
oxx : FRIEHKOEEMHREK
oyy : BEEHKOEEMESRE
U: : [HEHEERZEZZYTOREVTFRIZEHDSD]
/ [EEERHIFR % 52 7o FRIZH D SD]
r: BRlEhZAHEEK
re O FPRIZEHROEEFIR S FRER BEEEHO
EFtEoES LItk 2HE LOBEROTY
R
ni o EERH
N #BEXRH (End)
0’ WIERI O ZF MR OEARESH
0o’ 1 FRIEHROZFUMHRIOBEARRESTH
b BMHRBOEBEOHEE
0,0 BUURBOBEBDSE
1) IR L EEEOES L itk 2FE(LOME
QEFFIFRI & 2 FHLOFIE
r; =Ur NUE=-1D f+1) .
QEFHOESIC L 3FELORMIE
ra =1/ oxxVory
2) MEBRORUFRMOERBRZESH (0.7 O
B

— 162 —



BEREBENRE LHRIRE - AINETREOZ LMD £ 5 53 & —R¥t

0. = a;Ai0s?
2L, ai=1/{(U’-1) r+1}
A = rci/ri
gu'= (1-r®*/ (ni—1)
3) RUUEBOEMBOMEME (5) DEE
f.=Xnira/N
4) ZRUMRBOBEBEDSH (0.2 OEH
0L =0.%— 0.t
L, 6.tk = an'(rei - ﬁ)z/N
g..: = Znio..!/N
2 IGTICHER T -5 DD 5, FRUEBDERER
HB X UCHEEAFRIC>VLW TR, SEAVShTFRIZEK
BOFhSE—DEELES NI RETH 1T &S,
TRCERIEBT B EMNTE GEHSROLREES
1/U %I 0.66~1.24)0 —75, HHMELH O EHH I
DVWTRT—INE > AFTEL oo, KfT
MAEZZBZLLTCZOEEEDILENS - 1<,
Schmidt & Hunter (1977) iz & hid, ZMUMEHED
REL D ZEHOEERE, R30S ICL 3, #H
BA Yy = EBOICEREERICE > TRD SN BN
XThYD, ZTOMEIR.02BLIEVWEIhTWVWE, ¥,
ZDHRDE DEYH— KL DHFF (Pearlman,
Schmidt & Hunter, 1980; Schmidt, Gast-
Rosenberg & Hunter, 1980) #%, E#ZKOEHEM
BEELTIOBEEHAVTVWA I EEERELT, KK
KBVWTHID0.60LEVWHIEERHVTHEEIT.

m #2

#2113, HRRED X UC—RANETREICHET 3 2
SO RTH B, TORICIE, HigRE, —RmY
BOIREBEOSREC L IC, MIEAMOZ MR, Wik
DRUMLRE (FAMFEHROBBOMEM® H), BM4H
FREOEME 0 D5 (0,%), ZAMHEBOBRIED 5
B (o), BECLBHH (0.9, BEIKC L 358
XK, BILUINREFRA T HEISRINTY B,

BN, HEEShEFLURAKOBEMRE (p) wiEHT
5, MEREICEAL T, [HR-HR] & MR-
B OZLMHFREHBENLEN0.31] 0.259EF<L, ch
E—IRABTHE IR B O RS MHRE (BAT0.257) L[
KETH S, T/ T OEIR, Barrick 5 (1991) OHFE
KBVWTRbEVEZS SRS % R L 7 Conscientious-
ness (Bhfdtk, ®WEH) ©0.22 (BEEEEZNR) &H
RTHFHVHDOTH B, & 51T, [FE—FHR], -
EE| PAOREIc>WTH, [OE—EH] $50.183,
(PE—44E] ) £50.179, [EkéE—35%0] £30.135 MEE-
ARE] 50126 &, ThENH BREOKEDEERL
Ty, [BR-AR] & [BR-TH] cBElLTRZ
YHAEMSZHZEN0.061, 0.031 L {Eb->boDD, #
BRELEFTIEISRER6 RET0.10%2#8%, 2055
D4 RETIZ0.15%8 2 5 ZM4HEHBHERS Wi,

—h, —REIRRE R EICBE L T, T84 <0.257
EVS EMEBEARE N, THIKEII BT 3T

K2 MERES SUTCBRANNEENREICET 2 2 5 SR RIEAR, 420, FMHITER24)

FHIERIFE b (RE®D o, ot oLt EEr LB 90953
MU ZLPHRED ' ) SHERAR  PRATHE
HERE
PE — 411 0136 0.179 0.0064 0.0162 0.0097 60% 0.076
- 0.219 0.311 0.0035 0.0138 0.0103 74% 0.234
Do — Bt 0.121 0.183 0.0010 0.0137 0.0127 93% 0.143
A — 5% 0.100 0.135 0.0048 0.0147 0.0098 67% 0.046
MR- 0.175 0.259 0.0133 0.0241 0.0108 45% 0.111
BHR-178) 0.020 0.031 0.0026 0.0134 0.0108 81% —0.034
HE - K 0.088 0.126 0.0000 0.0119 0.0119 100% 0.126
B - &R 0.039 0.061 *0.0000 0.0114 0.0128 *100% 0.061
—REENEIRE R '
EaNER 0.137 0.200 0.0279 0.0402 0.0123 31% —0.013
RENEE 0.193 0.272 0.0263 0.0382 0.0119 31% 0.064
wne 0.183 0.257 0.0325 0.0436 0.0111 25% 0.026

< Hp TAR-FR] 0o B XUBENMORBERE, HETEEATH-0.0014, 112%TH -7,
< L BAMBIARE 3, BRI ZYEEKEOR,»FOND S b, EARE BESKETFAEKOEREEOES K
& BIRE, FREHOMAHIRIC &L 5REIC L > THAS N BNWOEISERT,

— 163 —



R E BrE

CHARBEZDERDE VOO, BES (1994 ©
0.300& BEFIEOMETH D, —EKHED T 24 b (245
RSN L WA B, FHREMNCETS S E, A

WOERRR | $50.200, TERTERIEE | 550.272TH 0, [Ea

HIEERR | ICHANT THREBNEE | oZ4MHEEDE 5
PREL > TV B,

O EICEYU—LOBALSERERTA S, £
HAREICE L T, 2EFMICEREIC L 308G HEERN
BLEWVWITEBVLE, TOMEE, [BE-KE],
MaE—-AfE), MOvE—EH], TBR-T8] csnT
5% =B TVWBDEED (ZhEh100%, 100%, 93
%, 81%), A% —m=x], [HHE-—2¥], THE-4A
B BV THBRICETIRELEVWSODOLEDFL
BERLTWVWS (FhThT74%, 67%, 60%). D
Eid, BEEMEBEBANRE Lizsxig, MRBREOZYH
FREOEMMEIZ ZREEBE L C—2ITE X 2 0HEHD
HBTEERLTVS, —H, NHEFRATHEEZR
3L, [BE-TH! 2BRCTRETOVTRG 0L BK
TWEERLTEY, [HAR-HER] 20.234E5b5L,
ZhicRoT NGB ] £50.143, MEE- KB
0.126E>TVW3, ChOEDTREKSVWTR, 20
ZUMBZEL S L EBRIAEBL CHEBATEYE
(Transportability) >0 ThH 5 LRI Z &
WTE B,

HARRE O R & IR, —BREMNEERE I
L CREEEIC & A2 OB EANER], [REN
BE| TELIY, [HBE] THREENVELL-T
W3, TORE»SHMT S L, —BERIREABRE R
LCREMEE b3 LR3TES, FUHERED
Bl EL ORRIC & > TR BAEFEEMNGVEVA S,
LHL, VUBEFERATHEELZRS & [BE] TR
0.026 L = DEIROEBITHBH, —RANEEIREDOZ
MM RM I BEES—DICEE S L RVA RV DD, B
HufEME > b D TH B T LBRBE N 5,

v, B

FRFETIR, HEREOVL >HOREIBL Tk
HEREHREE LR 3, »5VIEThEEEOFIOX
WMREM AR S N, LT, X< Bigb RS TfT
bhickEIC BT 52 s MFERO DL, BICEEEZ
MR E LT EOhERITI, £9, [HAE—&K
K| & THE-AFA] O2REIKSWTE, ZORAIER
%7 5 Extraversion (AHah) BT 5 b0 EEZ 5
h 5, Hough (1992) i3, Extraversion %X AK7558
SO IC B 725 Potency & XM IT d 7o B Af-
filiation @ 2 DT THRL TV 548, [FRHE—HE]

TERFEISERE IS

{2 T D Potency i, 7 [WEI—-4E] & Affiliation
WWEWbDEEZLND, KEIC BT 3 2 s DT OFKR
78, Extraversion!ZB8 L 0.18 (Barrick 5, 1991,
FEE) ThroichELT, AR-HKRK] TI30.311
&L, TRE-SE] ©10.1798 R IREIRREOKET
b5, £7:, Potency & Affiliation iZ53iF 1B &I,
Potency B8 L Ti30.18 (Hough, 1992, #IE# L)
PHEShTVIOIMLT, MHE-H%E] TRBE
BICRTH0.219%/R L1,

[#EF—Z % | &, Open to Experience (BRIt :
Hough,-19920#4H % T i Intellectance) B9 3 &
ZZ 50575, Conscientiousness (Ehfhid, EH)
IC&FE N B Achievement GEREIHE) © X 5 WEEKM
fE%: b —HEA TV 3, Barrick > DB E T,
Open to Experience #:0.08, Conscientiousness %
0.22 (&L bICHIEME), %7 Hough W F T,
Intellectance #50.09, Achievement#$0.18 (& &I
ERRL) THAOLLET S L, [HF-KE] ©0.259
(BIERTTO0.175) BRPHWVWIKETDH 5,

$7- [ —58%9 ] 13, Emotional Stability (1%
HEREM) 1EWRETH %, Barrick 5 (1991) O
2% Tid Emotional Stabilityic>\0.08 (FHiEfHE)
A, Hough (1992) OWHATHMNIETI2RETH %
Adjustment GEAH) oW T0.11 (BIEKL) &W
SESMEINTVEH, £h5 &~ T M5
®0.135 (FHIERTT0.100) ERI%E S LK< Cibj" MIEH B
BWETHBELVZ B,

—%, ThUAOREICBEL T3, Bigh O¥#lla &
OMIEHPE TR B VWA HBEEOLKIBETEL WV,
FOvE -4 (0.183) % MEE-KHIE] (0.126) »—
EKEDHEERLT VWS, DI &, Hough (1992)
DEFHICbH B LT, BBETHOTFRLEVSBALDS
Hfc & 21z Bigh OBAARLT L A TRV E L
HITEERETEHDEEZ SN B,

TERoEBREE, SR T, AP TRRS iRk
BEOLEMERIE, BLANTKREICK T 32 hickh~
KEWVWEVWS T ENTES, TOXIBHERBESIhL
BHELT, UT02EaM8EL N3,

1EBichiFohsamid, BALKEICEIT 2 AEF
flcBid 3 EtoRVWSEEBL WAL TH 5, H
ALEICBVTRERLIDEUDEPER - KB LV
BT AREPRE L VS AESERS N S ER
BH B, Iho5DERIIOCB GREMRTE) <&
VWHDEEZ LN B, HEREDZ Y HEIEOCB %
BRI LIz ZICEE 5 EBKEOMATIERES
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NTV3, FIRIXEEELHRIC L ToY =2 FATR,
U S PHBICHT 2HIE X SLS, ERPBOB
REZRMLTW5 EEBbh 3 BT 2 i8R
EOZAHERIE0.80~0.36 FHERLL) EEh oD
KX LT, BP9 X F VA B L /- A
X9 5 ZAHREL0.15 FHIES L) &SHEsiiciE vk
Bl BB EsNhTWVWS (McHenry,
Hough, Toquam, Hanson & Ashworth, 1990),
BEEEROFLEICREZSN D KDL, BRITBWVWTIRA
EHFEOPICOCBHRERM L VB WLHETEEh T
WBETHIE, TOEMNEELTSROERTIRY —
¥ =y TPEEERRICE DL 3R REOZ LR H A
B e E VWO EREHMEZ SN B,
2REIBFoNZDIE, SEERL CEERENE
HE LV REWNROBHIEES BN E L THEREs I
bOTHBILNFELTWAIRENTH 5, KEICH
B ETHADOZE, —REoFVERESAVSH
TVBTENBEL, ZORDITHRREDOZYMHEL
BoTVBEEEMMN S Z T LMBEHEIN TV
(Hough & Schneider, 1996), 3 75bH, AFEES
HTOMEAZBENE LB EBBETHOBU- &
THERINCEE L Lo hREEZRAVAIE, X
DEOWEEUESPFTEL L VIDOTH B, APETH
BRECE LT 2EBESVEYHERSERS o
b, FHLEHEEBREOZOKMICL 25D TH 5Tk
HbEI SN 3,
A IAHTRELSBEDY v FVERWTITbh IR
YHRATH - D—BEOD 2FREMRT I L
TERVAY, KECBLTHEEEE®ORTE R BHIC
BAR & iR EICBIT BBV 22 b b, CPI
Managerial Potential Scale (Gough, 1984) i
WTIHERTOREFE L BELE U TSR
0.20 (FiIE7Z L), %72 HPI Managerial Potential
Scale (Hogan & Hogan, 1986) i<W CIIREZ
TTHES TPl 2 EHEAT BN & L TR E30.26 (REIETS
L) & WIhbhBENEWESHESh TV 3,
—%, FREICB T 3 —BAEEIRE O Z 4RI
3 MB4] T0.257TChh, ThiZEES (199 »#H
ELTVB0.300E VWHHEREBIEFOKETDH 5,
200D IR OHRE S - TSR EEI L
BTERVWHOOD, AERICBWTR—FANEEN OFY
HRHASKETREN TV 50.4~0.5& - &V IKHE
T3, 0.25~0.30E N 2 HEEiENH 5, Bk
Lizd iz, BRIBVLTRE U SPRBIC T 511
[ & AR, BROFS L V- EREFMES 2@
KENCH~NTHRO EEZ N, MNEEITREMSR L Tl

T5LEXONZHMRFEHC 7 7 =Hh VISRENOFIE
EZERT 2 RESERNIE D0, ZofREMHY
FHOBEAREFLLTVE VWS AR S 3, 1
b5, KELRI 2 BRORKLEEL, HBREOR
HHEEE D 5 —7 TR O T2 £ R (&
BTVBENEZ NS,

BVT, SEOKREZYMH—BILOBAH» SKRETL
TH b, [BR-1TH] 2BRBHRREOT NTE, #E
HRED (A BXU HREMNEEZ] 12250 Ti390%
EHERATHENIZBITVAIENS, DL ED
EFEEBEXNRE LB, EXSooEsits
3V IIBEEL SO REERIM B T, HRRED
— IR E D EER R 1S TS R A TS
EhRE N, —BRANEEIREOBEAT I VLT
KRB B 2 MU LOBIFE A8 U A HEEs
nTHYH, SEOFERBEERICE VT S—BANEEK
EPBHTEE AT T A& %, BES (1994) OHE
KIROWTHRT 260 EH -7, —F, HEREICOL
Tid, Barrick® (1991) OHEOHTEEEL TR &
L CHEA T REME A3 HEER & 172 @ 13 Conscientiousness
(BhitE, #MEM), Agreeableness (),
Extraversion (A\atE) O3RETH Y, IhdSicHiE
T A5 TRENSZENZHN0.09, 0.06, 0.01TH - & &
hEs 2L, AR CELNITRMER, EE—ER]
T0.234, [OME—E¥] ©0.143, MEE-KME] <
0.126, MHEE—ZE | T0.111E XV KRELBHETH - 12,
DT LR, LU LELAFOEEEBICBVWTIE, &
EDHRIFHEN S T I WK EBX TLEN LB
EVEYHAHERTCEERE L TW S,

wic, RESBOFHARCEEHT 2, 28 otbTH 3
COBARE VS IBEICIALERREMSD 5 Z &bk
HotEohciganhTH D (McDaniel, Hirsh,
Schmidt, Raju & Hunter, 1986), AW FicHW\T
LTOMBII S LT RHERRRIZETETH B, L LM
5, SEOMNSHBRE, —RANENRELE bE—
OXMRECH L TITDObNIZSDTHBIEMDH, WD
POBEERICDVTRIVEHINATVWE bDEEZ
bNb, I TIITR, A THENTHEET-T
AHBE, HERREICSVTIRSNETIRETEEICKS
DEERARNTREBL, BOORES1I>ERE TN
TH60%LL L E BFEMTEFH WVEERR LD L, §EN
BRETI25%~31% LEVHARICLEEEZ>TVWS, T
DT &, HRREICO VT REZYHREOEJEHRE
OEFHEIC p b & TREBEOKEICINZ 2 A, E
¢, R IREICD W T IR TS RE D B E AR
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TELIEBATRE NS 5 LEBHRL TV S,

—BARRENREICET 5 COBROBBRICH > T
3, BES (1994) OMES—DDREEEL T3,
S, BEEEBLEWNRICL TRENSH (—REE,
EE, SEWME) T ET - ER, MMEEHRED
FUUDB—BLENS T EEREL TV B, EFETIR
BEAFCET 2BES TR @B oninh - /o
BORNERAS B LI TEE» 7120, KEICBIT 3
% (Hunter & Hunter, 1984) icBWTHBE O M
S DERVBE—RFNENIRE O ZUMERICEEE S5
BILEMBRENTVEDEEZEZGbES L, BERARD
HEMNEF V-5 ELTIERAL TV 3R +2F 2
5h 5, ‘

—7, HEREICSVWTRARICET 3 X ¥ 3HF0%k
Bz E AL, B ETRKEOMFTERCESWT
HRIE 2 LKV, FULHEPER - SEBEVEICLS
TEXERINZ LV BRORFHEBENC I THE
BLTVR0TREVWNEEZSNDS, 2EDHEKICE
WTid, AERLPHBENEORVEBA T—RIICK
HOoNZEERE L L TORBEPLPEESFEEL, ThF
e K& ncedicdEO LS B/ENE SN
EVWHTHREMHEZ SNBDTH 5,

KFEORERIT, STXTUWHELEGLSTHOTH-
fro LHLEAS, BROBPICHI>TRRLTE
VWS oD RBIBREBATES TTHAIIKT EY, £
NERIEL TV HIcREERE SR AHFAEESER
BLENNETH D, SHROBELLTLUTO4I/HED
P&,

12, KR THEREE LML ORKIZ24
Thy, OB yntFE LTRMAT LI THERY
AW, BlEBEEF -y 2EHL, JBEEEOTVA
IRFEFT>TWL S EBAYTH B, B2, KA
TRF— 9 LOEHO I DERTE LD > 12, BBEAR
BEPMBSERED 5 VWIEE - ABERIETsRL0R
Wi E, TR S L CRYE—BILIcEBESX S
TheEA S B EF LS ERICOVTHRL TV L
BRHONB, H3ic, FREHE LCotEREOH
HoE, THbLEENROEHTEEENE LR
BEAVEBA L —BHEoFVREEAVWIES L
T, ZUMRMOBEMBRE L EIPITOVTHERT S
CEDEETH D, B, KFEICBVTLE HIEH
HEMHE SRS W ERRE, —RENEE R B
LT, MAZHRALILEE0HAZE4UMY (Incremental
Validity) B—RICEOBEDOHEERTOMPICOVT
OMENSKRER EEZ DN D, HERE L —BRANIIEES

BRETHRESIER S

RELOBOHEBER—BICEWC &b 5, UMEKIE
HABRESTAENHBEEINEY, COBBEI>VWT
L BHOPELSKD SN B,

GE)

1) CORERNMATTR MEZ-B&] LWHET
BESEHIN B, TS [HRE] OFEICIE
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EerREs€T [BR-FR] LLTWV3,
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