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Abstract

This research do a comparative study of leadership behaviors, power bases, and
influence tactics of managers among Taiwanese, American, Japanese firms in Taiwan.
The researches about the comparison of leadership behaviors, power bases, and

influence tactics of managers among different national firms are rare .

This empirical research results show that : (1) Leadership behaviors, power
bases, and influence tactics of mangers among Taiwanese, American, Japanese firms

are significantly different .

(2) Leadership behaviors, power bases, and influence tactics of mangers in the
same position level among Taiwanese, American, Japanese firms are slightly
different. (3) Leadership behaviors, power bases, and influence tactics of mangers
among different position levels in American and Japanese firms are the same. Power
bases and influence tactics of managers among different position levels in Chinese
firms are significanily different. (4) Leadership behaviors, power bases, and
influence tactics of mangers among male and female managers in the same national
firms are respectively the same. (5) Leadership behaviors and power bases are
significantly correlated in Chinese and Japanese firms. Leadership behaviors and
influence tactics are significantly correlated in Japanese firms. Power bases and

influence tactics are significantly correlated in Chinese and Japanese firms.
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FEEREA LR B SRR - ERRIE e rIst e e — 1
2 MAXRZEPIWHREEERNREENFENRERSR (the determinants of
leadership effectiveness) (Yukl, 1994 ); Bennis (1959) 85 - SRIFEEAYHE
T ERRG  EELHMARIEERES  ERTAALRD ; Stogdill (1974) 7E
B T = TR AR AR - BRESHRTERESEREER - AR
REE—BEESHEVE -

Cartwright(1965)F0.5% * (LT AE RS IR AR E/ERANBEE - Hithi/8
TS —HERRBLE: RAYACRR + Medvin(1993)IR58 5% » BERNA BIRETTHURHSER S -
(EEBRPUSREAE N FTAED -
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| IR E s BEAIeRE BRI EABRSERMEROWAR
e PRE(R)EHEMASEED - X BEFeRE AU BH

ooy RS

REEEAENFEERFREENTE > MESIRE IR T 2R
(1) BREAEZ M (goal compatibility ) * HEJJ AL TERHEZAHE - T{EME
(dependence ) BlTAT ; THBEAE RIREE MIGREH AR - QR
WA EREEER LETRENE B EEMESAE LR
BARIRE - G)FIeERY : AT A TSI - TR
RUEIT - T B AR BEE - RIRFEIBREA B - ATRERE
BB AR R DA AL R EH RS S E A (Robbins » 1996) -

Daily & Iohnson (1997)7 BEWICE R » ¥R FEER (chief executive
officer) IS 3T MEEY MR MEREIRRR G R B 1
77« Rao et al.(1997)Z EEWFRET - BATERE R BEREE LEEEE
FAEHHE - GUATEET - BRE] ~ SRk LR | BLERINE - WnkEft - EA
R

HRGEY - DMLY RS - BESIHHETREENERE - &
SRR S AT S - EREERERE LA CEE P EE THE
HEE—B 98 T, B TRERE BRI REREESR R
ST B - SR RIAS TR AR AR R - B
B S R REIEFSE (Lead(8 Leader, &, Leadership) ; 8% " Power | * " Influence
Tactics | EIFR % « Tt HA RS 7 FETREMTEMR - RERIE
FRFRECHAEAIBRER, -

CEME BN EEIRHE  AREEERER - CHES - HHECHES
EREREY 2% - IECETAREERFESNEE  RIBMETRE
FHESG(1997 4F 10 F)IHET - BE 1996 FEIL  HARAELEMERE
SELEREY - WESH 684 BET - HARZ - RS 65.7 {81
It 0 % - HREAEEEHESE A BB SERRKEL L » HEERRILE
TFERUELES - HIMIRF—HRT - 3£ - ARCRZHETRIES
HRY - RN EEILE - RS ST - MR - RN - M

Hs 2 HRARoEE - R - ERsEEEER ) TRBMEECRME -
- ERNYEREEER | ARIEETREH SR R -+
B FE S AT - % - BRECHEMCERFA EEETEARRL
FTEABHEIMEEER  FHERECEATRBA MR AR
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EEtE T - 3% - BECKTEC T TR IR - R

B« HERRATFABARSE < DRI ER TN EE RN TR
F& i I NERR K » PEREHEAIFHER -

ARALS GG EBMER — T ANEE RS TIREEBT ETRMT
E4E 0 SHEMTHE - fIRE - MPECENET BRSNS - £%
HECRSAZEARATCEE  RIESEEET - % - EAh¥ES BT
REENER - RERRFERNNEZZRSEETREE AN - 22
SR T TR < AR BR 1B SR A SE R R AR IALIE G - kg
B - AR ERETREE R - RERE N EERTERE - LSS AR
TRALR < T/ -

A SURAVER R

— ~ EETR
Salanick et al.(1975)F85 » TEERTRAZEE » TEIR BT —EFZS

BRRE—%  BFESIEES - AT EEAES ) Lombardo & McCall (1978)
FH  BEREBESWEEER - ERES  SEENEENREEE RS
25 ¢ Yukl (1994) 7G0F% » SR ERVE BT A 1 B — B A3, - 5
BERELEERILREEEREREY - Stogdill (1974) RE - HLEPARE
RREEEMSTEER  FERGHRRESHTRES - BEESWHLEA
E 7R - St ANEE - B85 - SERG - BIrSER Tes a2
WERTELEEH LB AR  GERISERTEN - HEINEEEE -
FENER AR - FENEEERNGRE - RS RN EEEEskET
B MR T 2F MRS IR (Yukl,1994)

P PR AR FE AT S B U R ¢ (1) #1248 A (power-influence
approach ) ! SEFRTHELIEHEA#E I CHE « B - REFEAR (2) 7EYE
[A (behavior approach ) | FERHEREFINTS AOBRITE | (3) $4BEM) (wait
approach ) : FRERHEERMEARNE ¥ BRI FCISREER IR (T TT LTS
BLARRTIEGE © (4) TE5SEM (situational approach ) : FREREEANSMETRSS -
TAFER - SMBREOEMRER - LuedinisRBtRELE—HE - %
g %Eﬁﬁfﬁi@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ:lﬁtﬁmﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ}%ﬂ‘%ﬁaﬁﬁﬂﬁ‘i » iR AL
EEANFECEES - ERRARRSIAE S SR (Yukl,1994) o
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1950 4%, » BEEFIFE HENATEENEE - EMETEEEEEET
fE ERYEIESTR - ITRAAFE _EERER - —RENEE TFARIHR -
BRI B E SRR H EEITRC LR - REAMIETERANRTEE
2 (Yukl,1994) -

BRSNS R I R R RS BT - VDR - — &
ST —BOOKS - ICEIE MR E SR A RS - 2B S
RAEBSRE - 28RS » ZoMBEms FEitR - BUlET s
HHBAF SRS EE (Eagly , Karau , & Johnson , 1992; Rosener ,
1990; Eagly&Johnson , 1990; Helgesen, 1990; Grant, 1988 ) ; S5—EERH5EHE]
BT BB AR A A R A R - ME R B e RIUR T
= B9 45 & ( Powell,1993; Melamed & Bozionelos,1992; Offermann & Beil,
1992;Eagly,Karau, & Johnson,1992; Eagly, Makhijani, & Klonsky, 1992; Eagly &
Karau,1991; Rosener, 1990; Eagly,Johnson,1990;Helgesen,1990;Grant, 1988 ) ¢

H R EE LRI (empowerment) H & T2 /7 2RHE
Bennett (1990) EREEEZI TERRCEE (1) BTRESELER
B+ DA TR EREAIHSIE ¢ (2) 1980 SEERETRNLS - FREEEIEIE I
o BEEAHEIREINA - BIERRLR S -

EHEREE NN EEE CESNBRE TR A BEYRE -BENR

fi# - Fiedler (1967 ) FUEMEEE v s AIRE ZIE F-NEH] » Vroom & Jago (1988 )

EEAEEE AR AR ELE T R Y 5 Robbins (1996 ) RIFEE Laft™

TBEBSIERE » TEEREEE Y AMSTE - Anderson (1990) 35 » MEARK
H#TR#E (bigh self-monitors ) BXEERREEH RAVEELIRELI RESLEVIE -

SEABIRZ RIS - BB E (997 ERMAREETE « S 5l
7 EBRRREMSIEL  RERE LS EET - REERER
BEEBE ) BiESREIIREE R A E MR B - i - A=
B AT R R R RE D - B - IR0 B PRI R AR

s SRR RA TN B TR DA A

HER  BTENERTANCIEEE CRINERS  F-oRmes
IEEZREBFARESE R B - ARTENEIMBELFRHEZ L
B - — AR B TR MEERAFTRENREEER  XEELRRTEIR
FIA B RS » DAREEFEHE R R TR ERRE RS Rl T
PERA - SREM(1995) S EEHRB LT E L IERACIEEERE R - &
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RENEERMRIAAIL EEE B e S HmEAE - B5RE(1992)
TR FERBEEECRERECRE REE BRSNS ERNSETEMHE
HE > TEERRELE MY ARG BB  MEERER
TR - REGHEC HEEARRBRM B RITE e - SH -
FAEER(1988) T HALIAFEABEIRERR I TR R - MRREEZRIR - SRR
TSI FBRREE MR —E IR T/ERE - SSReE HE AR
B -

FIRFUES Yukl(199) SR re 4 » EESELRE - 17656
FIRH =TGR MZRAEFRETE - BRTRESEE - THEBRGEE - TR
BEECHETREMER ? W R R TR R - BRIk
BAETE -
= ~ FETEERZ RN

BE 1950 4% » HDFHOBBHIRE X F LI (Dabl - 1057)-
MR 45 | FROZE SR R Dahl(1957)82 Thibaut & Kelly(1959)FTRHAY + AL
S RE AR \RUTBIERET] - NG HASEHEMLIER » WASSE

( Weber + 1946 ) ~ JJ& (Bierstedt » 1950 ) ~ FEABIYE Z #E-H (Dahl > 1957 ) »
EURHRE 1B EZRIE (French & Raven » 1959) it & 3cit (Thibaut & Kelly »

1959 ) -~ fHAREAL (Bass » 1960 ) ~ FH{KRFT{E (Emerson » 1962) ~ A ATk
(McClelland » 1975) ~ 5% (Kipnis et al, » 1980) %5 o

Medvin(1993)EREER RIS Z I « (DHENET - BB a8
52 (organizational outcome ) HR | (BN EANZE - GILIMER - RBEE
TEREERCRERAT » FfSERA 8 OMMMES - SESRETE
EERAGRKREE  WENZHEENETLINGE -

Medvin(1993)F2 5 > BRI LSS TR FORE « (O)IREREER
HEFEBREAK » QMTNBERAR » O)HREAT EEERLER - )
BE BRSSO RER - SHRBAE 7 R - (ORI S (power
construct S Z RIRE » (DIHEERTIEE » Qe Emmes .

Emerson(1962)fRAE J1 2 T B KBRS (dependency relationships) ; #ES1IE
TAE AR R IRENBTEEE ST T ATEIE AR R Ao S e
{ELERIEE](Brass 1984 Pfeffgr'& Salnice’ 1978;Emerson 1962); Pfeffer(1981)
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BN S T RSP B BE B  Kanter(1979)585 » HIRZH
BEFYEREAAZES  THEEERAEENEFLR TR i
HAEHZ BT ARG e R H A A BAR BT ¢ U4 Kanter
IR BE U RE S (protuctive power):Z MBS + ILABRESIRAY « (DB TARRGT
RFEEX B QEFEBTE ETHESETE R SRRFETRER -

Hickson et al.(1971)F5 » HHUREEE A SWERABRFRE REITE
I+ BRI TREEH: « R AR TR « R OIS - BRI
= FEARIE | (Dknowledge) | HAFFEERMRERLEEERR )
i (resources) | B ABSRALUAME T LA EIRAVEEST © Q)VRERHIE decision
making) © {E A SR SIE AR S 627 (Pfeffer,1981) « A1 @& TIEF IR
23 1 (1)ERE(base) * HETHIZRIE » ()FB(means) : EARNTERCTE O]
£ (amount) : {1 EEFEE S #5 » (4)FEME (scope) * ENEBUEA Z IR
(Dahl 1957} =

Bass(1990)3RE » RS2 MBS IZHH I 5 Fernch & Raven(1959):Ziit
BriE 713 (model of social power) * £ ERFE © (DIEEMEST (reward power) '
(2)Ba%I#EF7( coercive power ) (3)&iEME I (legitimate power) ' (4) 255 HE JJ(refrent
power) + (5)EL i H(expert power) « Yukl & Falbe(1991)E4E French & Raven %
Hie ARSI AYE - 1R - MR - SRS BRI /] (position
power) + HE - 2% I HIFRMEAMET] (personal power) » EEERATEHE
T BB T E R M EE AMETTZ AR R ARG > & - HEE
HEEEEESBIEETEZER > MSHH I HEE T (chrisma) Z R E R
% - Student(1968)A French & Raven HEz\EREW - SERHFHE S BIBES -
BiETREAMRM - 2% AR EAHRE - Bachman et al.(1966)12 French &
Raven BXEEWE  BHREFESE _EE 5 FIRIEREEE 2K
(compliance to managers® requests) 2 IFAHRA » TI4&E - 38 - SE=EEHRIE
HHERE -

.. .. Hollander & Offermann(1990)E il &7 (social power) EEAATI ~ _
B~ MBS BERZREGZHESD | Hinkin & Schriesheim(1989) B H————

Hinkin(1985):2 it 7R REH/IAL - BEREE - 2% ZTEE 5 RIS -
NERF - HBWEZEAERN  WREEVEEEREERHEHN -
Schriesheim(1991):Z EFZE - BUTE ISR TR - TIRREZHEL
T (WEZE - 2EFRIEHEENERRE  QRE - SREIEKMTERY
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GEE T - % - HEARFEREf TR R - PENRSEBIR

& QVEREAREE R -

Finkelstein(1992)585% * R EEE IS B 1E RIS SR HIE s
RENEQ - HEEERBEE (empowerment) RAFHEINE » AN IEE S
BB HEME S {T(Holpp,1994; Conger & Kanungo,1988) » HEJHE
Re 5 2 MRS RCEAT (R ARYE24E (Wilson, 1995 ) - Rosenberg & Pearlin(1962)
TS5 » B ER 2 R SRS - T EAmRAAR © 85
EhEEEREERRFERSEHE B N\EEEYT - Brass & Burkhardt(1991)
woks > AR (WA BTE (el - o - 3 - Bl - |
EREK - BEESE) $9SE ORI ANELIRRERAERY « BIRE RS AR AR
BIATTRRTERSL -

BB (influence tactics) FEFEHEIHEE HANMEHAIHE DR S0
EWTE  WRETENBEEGEE — &R BN EHK R Hinkin &
Schriesheim,1990; Yukl & Falbe ,1990; Chacko,1990; Keys & Case,1990; Case et
al.,1988; Kipnis et al.,1984;Kipnis & Wilkin,1980 ) = Kipnis et al.(1984) 7 B ZRH
FEWCERERE  (DEE  OKE - OWHE - OFE > OFE - (0FF
SEEEER (O TR TVE LR AN=EREReE B - &%
FTEXENBREANZ(E5RRSE - 4 - X - Yukl & Fable(1990)5F4#
H/VEREERRE » S EREEE R BRI IAT © (DFH - QFERR - 3)
FRHERR - (OFW > (P - (VBT » (MEILEFK - B)FTRERNE - FL2
HCHEWRET » 51 - SRR - SHSTRER AT = ER S
BBT7 - BHER R i REN) —RERS B SR NE (Falbe & Yuk],1992;Yukl & Tracey,1992)

SRR S R BN S SIS » AERBEETHSEET
ZEBZERE  ARHESE - HE - 258155 EEMHEMBress &
Burkhardt,1993;Hinkin & Schriesheim,1990) » Brass & Burkhardt(1993)32£5 » &
ERIEEEREN - T RS - 2l - 2 - R - A8 - SR
ERRE DRYAIAR T RARERYAERA -

Driskell(1993)2 EEBIHFCEET » TETIERET » WIS  LENE
$E5/ 7] - Offerman & Schrier(1985):2 BESHIE » BB RIFER
FPUSRIE (negotiation strategy) » MR IEEL LT fRITEF IS ETERGIES - ¥
BRI 2 RS SR IS AR R - EASINEE NS
ERER (FHECHENREHMARES) e PR s BE M
B E R E L (R R Bk s -
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' W92 LL French & Raven (1959)¥#/1:2/738 » LIK Schriesheim &
Hinkin(1990)& B RG22 » R R ARERE  TERAEE - AR
MR RENER - FESEAER 7 FRF/RFERTE IR - 2B
FEE(TE S IERIEN -

— - PR
AFFEAEISEAERD - % - DRCELELHEGH - 7
S B » RS 2 BRI ¢
TR 10 % BRCEEEL TR - AN - BRI

HHEER -

ek 2 - BRI T - £ - BEAETECEETR - HIER
RIS R REER -

Ba% 3 - ARECEATRBAIEE TE < RETR - BIER - P8R
BN Bl EE SR - ’

e 4 : AERBCRANBLEE TR « FNER - RIS 5)
BHEEEER -

185% 5 ¢ 1~ 35 - HEORIERETR AR EEHEE -
ek 6 - & - BECHRTE ZRETRAEFERIE ZHEE1E -
e 7« o~ % - DECETE R IERI RN EREETHN -

ETFRBEISE SAS ZUE - LIBRBA - AT SME!
FEOTHEATIRE -

—EEEE

AIHGEEET Medvin(1993) TR BMHET B EHZ &R ( Leadership
Behavior Observation Rating Scale ) ZRETE{EEITE - NS NEEE © &
EE A TR ERTRE -

~1123~



SEMED - X - HRCETECHETREENER - PERER BHTLE

BTESFENTIEFEETRCEN  fETRHEERITREE
EHHRERE  MEHREZTIESL B DRBEHRSAEREEHIS
MIERHRS T8 BT - A—HSEAs MRS » HhHEE
TERBHEEELEAESTRNRIENER - PERRESR  BXTRE
ZEEZRTREHEETRESR  REATHE EAEHN 8852
NEHAL LORESEE - AIECEH - SEMERIRA Likert H B -
AAFRFERE  OHRER - Z4FPI ZHRTHE  —oFFE
TRE - BT TRRE R BB -

14268 Ccontrolling ) : SFRELE EE AT EFT LI F R B SOHE oK

2.3 (supportive) : SHEERHSHEIIEM AT R IEET HLaEE it
BRAANREDTTLZREHEER -

3.HEERER (self-centered orientation to goals) : fHEEBAM{ERE
BEAEERBEEATRNTE -

4 B/ EE R (communal orientation to goals) : RIS FE BT Ac LA
BrUMRE » i H 2RI A=, -

573, (autocratic ) : FHAELEMABENEMLVERE - HAATHEBRITRE
IREERTRNE -

6.2 (participative ) : SHELFAEMIENBMEIVEREE - HAEATTERBTR
S IERYELE -

HEITRFZRESRE Medvin (1993) {6l Lord(1977)iRHEITHAEAEE
{TF(Functional Leadership Behaviors)£f Thornton & Byham (1982)8EHITE
ftiEIZK (Assessment Center Dimensions ) YESiR RIS TG ELR - w7
£ Nunnally(1978)FrHtHy IR E (content validity) o

FMEHERETRHEERFEERE EXEETEEHE2
Cronbach’s o {RESPIEHE] 0.88 « iF 0.85 - HEEIRER 0.84 ~ HiE
3L 0.81 ~ EE 0.86 - 2EL0.83 -

(CHETIE

FHFEMEE] Hinkin & Schriesheim (198)FTiRMATH SHENEMRES
( Bases of Social Power Questionnaire) ZRETEREELRE - Wﬁﬁ@%ﬁ '
SEREASEIIENE - SEMERRE Likert ABHEN » HEEAA
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HEMS  DEeTE SATERNENER - ANFFRERE - EoR
FIE » S4FRFIL ZHRTHE  —HFREETEE - BTl S%
HEWESR hEREE -

1 AEE I (reward power) : BAGIMLARTAGC BY > EREMARTRER
< HEHRIREST -

2385 S] (coercive power) : RAMIMUARTAENZ S » Bl ART
R BYIRIRETT -

3B EMES] (legitmate power ) © BEEMARZEIBE CRES -
4. 5] (expert power) : BEIGTFHMAZF - A1 - BEHUGED -
5.2 S] (referent power ) BAFEMARZEFEAHES] -

ke D W ERE Hinkin & Schriesheim (1989)#5 {8 French &
Raven(1959) ¥t & #E 1w SIESEME » AL Dahl(1957) ~ Eezioni(1961)
B Kanter(1979Y5 2% v B oY » HIEERMEANARE - Hinkin &
Schriesheim (1989Y@ IRk 42 (AR AT RISIERRIHT » BEFT
HATHY 20 ERECER - MERMEEERE 705  SRAERIEEN
BES -

FREHTERNERERBEERE - HEMBZ Cronbach’s a &
WO BIRERERETT 0.85 « IS 0.87 - SHEMEDT] 0.82 - HEHES 086
LIR2 51081 -

(SDRERRR
AW FEE] Schriesheim & Hinkin (1990 R BRI ER
(Influence Tactics Questionnaire ) ZRETERETRNE - S MEME - 1£5 17

TERSRE - SERERHRA Likert AR - HEEANEEHE - LIRS
TEBSFERINPERE ANFFERE  MAFRERE > =0%PiL -

e ZHERAR  —HFETAE - B RO B B

1.3&M(ingratiation) : $EHEERZH » SRBRTEMEIT | ATHERRE -

2. 75 {fa(exchange): 7 AT HREE S FRACR - FIR  EE=ERE -

3. &M (rationality): BB B ER - BRHEATFRBIEHEHEECER 8 =HE
MR -
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DEES - 52 - BECRTECEETREENER - FERE EHE

4. R (assertiveness). FRENE 5 B SRR ER, » HllldprarfU N\ EESFHEE
e T {EHRE -

5.78_E&F3R(upward appeal ):JEHY B4R FE A B30k © B8 ZEME -
6.t B8 (coalition): IR BRI EMA B2 325 - WS ZERHE -

Scheriesheim & Hinkin(1990)E 4 370 B2 EERE - EREHAEES
1 SRS AEREE - £ 17 EEE . SBEEESE 73.2%  MEEE S
Cronbach’s ¢ {RBUESFY0.75 F 0.83 1 -

A EHEERRERMEENTE - E8HH 2 Cronbach’s a {RE]
SRIESET 0.85  3TH#a 0.79 - ST 0.82 » B 0.78 » [ E3FSK 0.83 Y
0.84 »

=~ WS

FFRERL FHERM A BB —T ASSERR THEL 1997 F6 )
ZERETHE KM EESE 106 - MEEERE 3R MOERE 2R
ERFEE - fiEREREFEAD  HERETREERRRgRMtcEs
CRESAMEETRAHEN 18 KAMXE R 16 FMBEELE -

IIHFTEHAT I 106 5K - FIRE R 31 AT - HELE 37 ZL
EEEAE - RIBEAETEAR I K - XEER 6 K - HELE B KE
BBHEAWHR -

TR E-RAATOERN 21 9% - LHERATASTFIRERE
AR EE (FRPIFEESLL) - HHEEE - BT E BTSSR 7 7
BTHERS » RSB B R EESSFIR A B A RER & hh
HX -

T R BECEAREARRB RN - EALRZEE - EEER -
S ~ 155 - il - B - SEEAERRABRILE - 2RE— -
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chil AEIERTER

K— WX BERRTEZELETH

EREE g EEPHE H&EREE

AR ABL | BBy | AEL | LEFK%) | ABE | EEFI(%)
v | EEEe 54 25.96 14 24.14 36 2236
Rl 80 38.46 23 39.66 73 45.34
& | EExe 74 3558 21 36.20 52 32.30
o —REETR 34 16.35 10 17.24 34 21.11
AR 57 27.40 20 34.48 51 31.68
AZEZRPFY 20 9.62 13 22.42 12 7.45
BA¥ERFA 21 10.10 5 8.62 12 7.45
{TEaERFY 26 12.50 2 3.45 7 4.35
HIEEERFY 28 13.46 3 5.17 13 8.07
U s | 22 | 10s7| s 562 | 32 | 190
FF—EF 20 9.62 4 6.90 7 4.35

i
1-3 £F 42 20.18 7 12.07 24 14.91

A
4.5 4E 31 14.90 9 15.52 15 9.32

N
6-10 4 51 24.52 9 15.52 33 20.50

Eil
11-15 4 36 17.31 10 17.24 37 22.98

3
162048 | 21 10.10 8 13.79 19 11.80

— N— - ——rié . - " . - . - - - [ - [ . - P BT, o = P

**** 2t EEBLE 7 ] 3.37 11| 1897|726 T 1615
= =] 180 86.53 | -46 | 7931 146 -| 90.68
&R i 28 13.46 12 20,69 15 9.31
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BEET - £ - AECREE IR TRER R - PERIE BIhE

*— B AREERTEZEFREH (B

EHrEL 26 12.50 4 6.90 7 4.35

£
N 2 67 32.21 36 62.06 34 21.12
g5 3 72 34.62 11 18.97 61 37.89
O 40 19.23 4 6.90 53 32.92

it
IR 3 1.44 3 5.17 6 3.72
i3 5 135 64.90 41 70.69 | 101 62.73
| % 73 35.10 17 29.31 60 37.27
g | 29T 51 24.63 13 22.41 31 19.25
30-39 3% 93 44.93 16 27.59 68 42.24
40-49 3% 47 22.71 25 43.10 50 31.06
| somLlE 16 7.73 4 6.90 12 7.45
s B 149 71.63 46 7931 127 78.88
i KB 59 28.37 12 20.69 34 21.12
= B 208 100 58 100 | 161 100

B> HEsR

AFGCERLET - % - DR E FUTR M7 - M -
DS BTSN > WIS -

(—)F~ E£ - HEGEIE2FETA  BNEH - FEHRZILR
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chll TR

H1 - 3%~ HREERZ TEEBEORASE - BRALER - 205
REANEETE - BEAETEHPECRIETRATERZBRERER
BURHSRETR -

B % BECEIEERENERER - 2% - G m
BMAEARGIRET - ARAE T EILPE LT EREEEMMEED -
- ERCETELHRCRFEFSERERMES  RRERFEILH
BERIERTENSSHES -
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