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Abstract : This study aims to empirically identify how the antecedents of seafarers’ social identity(i.e., socialization, social support,
perceived organizational support, status in organization) affect turnover intention via social identity. In order to achieve this objective,
this study conducted covariance structure analysis on the questionnaire data collected from 362 seafarers. The main results are as follows:
First of all, as social identity of seafarers increases, their turnover intention decreases. Secondly, as socialization, social support, and
perceived organizational support increases, seafarers’ social identity also increases. Finally, while socialization and social support
decrease turnover intention only through social identity, perceived organizational support decreases turnover intention both directly and
indirectly via social identity.
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2.1 Oo|2H uiH

March & Simon(1958)ell 93l A4 o] Ao tjghk A7}
t 12, %2 g5 249 ojHANE %
1ol tigk AEAQ AFE ZA E
(Mitchell & Lee, 2001). 34 =
Fo] ZakEs) ool 25k tgh | Zto]
o] &3t Aol (Price & Muller, 1986; Steers &
Mowday, 1981). EFHE AFEREEo] o] Hd " A= T
S 73 Mobley(1977) 59 1771 Utk AA= A= 2
718 9@ o]FAdel 28-S & Aol (Carsten & Spector,
1987), WA= Hom & Griffeth(1991)¢} o] AJolet A+ &
55 T AFol0CEEAd - £H T - Y 010).
Mitchell, Holtom, Lee, & Erez(2001)& %
gy Z2AFAALY IRl FFE A=
xastel AREA #A 23S F A uEAGob
embeddedness) /'S =43ttt A E|dS 22U
Q15ole]l A A (fit), S AIlink), 3] Al (sacrifice)e] A7FA 3}
A AdeR A AP 2ANWAoRmE AL A
AA TExE, AEEE, v A8 Fo] 7Idest 2 AFad
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(ARAH, )%, sEH AW, 11 24 gH4oRE
Aalo] AeArsish 9l BN I weAE wsa, A
Hol 2255 Ao} Mo 1 2o o U
& w7l Bk Reldh AR AglEe] EAWe el
Holut BrelE AP, e, AAA SR 4 5
e nEAHon AAdel Q= ARE ofulgth xHelA
AAAET 2o FAASE Frole] 45480 e,
uth Be Yol ekl AAHo] 92 =rA fh 24
Wel o] AAR ohjeh 28R ske] AAE FHA Y
Fol G v F oAtk Z AGAkgel A A, o] %3}
A%} v, F3, B4 BES B 94N AAE A
sho) WS B ek oleld QAT Folw xH ol
G AGAEE Wi o] awkE seskx Rt miAw
oz sge FYUol AA AL Wy A5 sk 3
2R, AP g ouatt dE So} A 2ol
Adow Qs) il HE dF, 2%eA 5 AT AF
Aol we 7159, Adadk gAle b 5 Aguele &
e A4 wdow Qs WA H4FES ¥olu, u
2 olHe eAlste B skt

of At 9ol o AelAe] AL WAL 22l FolA
Aoz As4 PARe] 28-S Far 9=, Mitchell
et al200D)9] ol &l & w o] A Fujeld Fol A A FA
agle] sk st 24 Aol Hgol olge] v
E gyl talne 499 A7t Aase] g, TAA

oz ¥ %2 Aol A Al (person-organization fit)©]
ESTE Y] 22 S i 7teA o] vrhe Aol g1y

=T

ATHO'Reilly, Chatman, & Caldwell, 1991; Chatman, 1991;

SEDRE

nAE e
Chan, 1996, Vilanova, Bernardin, Johnson, & Dahmus, 1994).

A}3 2 QA A (social identity) 701 AT} B o]
Qle] Ao dS sk QI AMElH AHAA o] ol
m2H F A Q1A A AAE T A A Aol HA
AH(Abrams & Hogg, 2001). 71¢1& A4 2H7] AAS of®

HAE T3 de e AFEET I oW AL F e
HEZ BF38laL(213] % W38k social categorization), Tha
o 71 Abg AT SRS Xz 1 Fere] EAS 27
Rnoz F8Fo (A3 A F DAl social identification) A}
5174 FAdol AR = Bolth B3] As A LA F

7hEeE ANl I el gtk AR o] ARl A o]
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e d4sd

Fig. 1 Research Model
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olZ 3 FHEFME AAR - o] =3H2011)e] ATolA A
o] Ab3l A AAPL AT Ae uAa} 37 Aol
ojH ejAtell FEFE vl Zo] BAAFHULE FAH o RE A
A9 AHEH GAGL oAkt B9 #AE TAE
o2 Yehth ol APYATE SR Fho] theH %

e s

Mo » ¢

1T
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7hd 11 AbslE A 0]

g Aol

2) A8 A g o
Ar3|she} AL A Z A #A: AFS] Sh(socialization) & 7H
lo] A AEol| Ag3taL ApAle] AES & FsA He
A4 = 2 &S 23cH(Chao, O'Leary-Kelly, Wolf, Klein,
& Gardner, 1994). FA A o2 AAle] H3s st 2
sk 7kx, 58, 7ddE, A4S F53td 2AFHLeR
edshi= Aol th(Louis, 1930). 2H541(2011)> R&D =4
E o R & Aol 245x B 7k g WAsh =

ALE]BE7L Bo] o] FolHpE oo FojE= AS 4l
3 A =l

B

3% 8¢

AL, QARI(1997)2 ARl stE Fol FAE 2AEUL ol
Ao g vras A & vk vk

224 e el W A3EE o] Fold A, Aoy
kel gt A= AAI HE, 9, A, 7HA] e
W37l o] Fol X th(Fisher, 1986). oleldk Wst= kel o+
o} dIdAR HAHE F8es WFeR oFoxa, JHdd
FHeel 7P dde] e $4)& THeR AR A Al st
oj oA Wl AR AAEE FAsHA Frk(Hoge &

Abramms, 1988). & ojd 3 2
WA o Fol 4= 1 Hdkoluh Kl tigk ALl A A4
2 EoA= Zlolth ofd Abde A

B0l AAASZTE ALS|EE o] Wess AddorAl]
Aol Eokd 4 gtk whEbA ALE| 7L o] Abs A A
Al mAE Gl gt 7HdS g 2ol AAsith

7ha 2 0 AF3E7E Bol o] FojEE e AkElH A
< S7HE Aot

A3l A 2|29} AS| A A A FA: Cobb(1976)2 A3 4|
AA T “Reloer iz BALY AbES wha gtk WA
star zp7] AAAlo] et 7k Qo oAb E ) AFE o o]

Z A network)dl] A& o] gttm WA st AR 8
Atk oA e ALs A A S Fa el Ao REE
I ATGAY fAS o vk WA Ha, Rple] EAE W
Lo g 2ol 7HA e EAEtn =2 ¢ IA HE Ao
o} o]# gt A3 A AR 2L ST Y, AFs R, XY

REESDIEDIE L

ol it B1e] WAE A2z Ae] Aol o AR H
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A ANt 24 QAL dnHon Ao AEA A
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(perceived organizational support)S 2G4 o]
B Al FAEE HrhEa wiE s Ao g 27

AukA we o7 Aoy th(Eisenberger, Huntington, & Sowa,
1986). Eisenberger et al.(1986)°l w2 x2]o] F4d¢l9] 7]
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A JTHHEY - A - e, 2011). o] gk 2 X AU
o] AU AE A AA FA M= P tigk A
ATE ok 2y 2AAYLE A H AA 9 & 247 g
7] wiioll, A3 E A X9} e =g 2 AA AHEE AAA
PAol| FHHoR Jg& vH Aoz JAEnh A F
Soll= §7449 #He Fiol dviy AREY wiet FHE
AAsa, AAdEe] ATAHE 7 4T F I=EF H54
o2 AYsE w Moz AR A AL Eotd Fo]
th ol2A A AJAA T AL A FAA Abele] FAE vk

ZAW A9k A A RAAS] BA: AAo AL A AAA
of TS WA= A 10" o] AFE A MU =
A AE 2IAHCE AMEES 15 Y oA A9
& w3 AAS X9 1t wEk J o] A wjET
SAMAA ] W x|= o] thEY] Wi, AE Jd W
slagh 2L FAlel A Q1] THA] HEo7E &t
71 th-*] 9] o] &(expectation—status theory)ell W= Hho
A o] g 54-ANEL-S ol BAT Al A
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Ao A4S Ao 2H a5dA dFE FE A, 183
2 AMES 4P AEE ARsE 3 Sol 8"t
(Berger & Zelditch, 1998). X917} Aksld QAo w2 &=

AT A o} o] Fo|AA] G AR, dWHA o2 X]97}
EolAFE Ak FJuhe] iAol FrA JHAE HE
7hsdol EokAA 1 kel AE A AAALL AT e
ro o Ad Ao oiddd 4 ok 2A 2 Y A $9
ALE A A Abele] #Ae A ke 2e TS A

e,

M5 AW A 2e4

Ve Aol

= A9 AEH AR T

3. ol

3.1 Az=f H ¥=54d

W ASE A A9 AERALE B3 ARE A
shodom, 20099 7EH-E 8Y Al AE-A] 50055 g
FratAedol AFFel A 3504 U B dPAAL
A9 15085 g o = wjiate] o] FellA 365H-F 3] (&
9E: 73.0%) 393, 1 F S5 382 A9 3625
& SAEA AREsAT SEAbe ATFEATA 54 B
W SRR RE Y 486%, 718 475%, AFEE- 39%
i, A9 A 49%, 718 166%, L37)AF 189%, ©
714} 29.1%, AFEAAF 154%, A 11.1%, 4 2.0%,
2.0%0°1™, Yol= Hat 4034, 4ES 3 99.2%, o4 0.8%,
FOAEE ME 42,8%, 71E 57.2%, 8- 1E0]d} 45.4%,

AEthE 129%, & 40.6%, hstdZE 1.1%0°]th

A=)
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S, ol I &
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Abast WEe] T GG
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AF3 A A A): o] AFoA] AFF A A A= AU 2 AL A
of tigh 71, o], T Z|AF L Ank AL FAALES] U4
I FrLE ou)eted], olu g guE AY f&] ARt A
A AETE Ndste] AMEsIH Y. FAE AR W TS
o] Ao sl AgagA Azbsoy ‘-2l ALslel A= A
doll dist Akl A e] Fof F 5&&o|H, Hrgle] =
S5E 2ARAYAA o] =& AL YeAY. (Cronbach’'s a
=.81)

o] 9| ate] mX|= F&
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Table 1 Descriptive Statistics and Correlations

= [ A A A A WA Aol
X 1o P g laaa) e g s
Abslsl | 312 72| (63)
A
BB 2371 .71 17 (.81)
}_Z_}X] * sk
21014 2581 .73 11 39 (.93)
o | 297|772 41 27 17 (.85
A9
REE
474 3.00] 68| .31 43 31 29 (.86)
o] 4] s Kook ok Kook
oA} 3.00|.92(-09 |-247|-317 |17 |-35 [(.8D)
N=353~362, () Cronbach’s «a,
*p < .05 =k p < .01 #xx p <001

vk 1 zpol= wlulEit) 1 2
A 715 el ooy wio] o] =HRFL2 AR 5
€3 W AN S JHHE Aem AddErh(y=
540.92(df=174), RMR=.05, GFI=87, AGFI=.83, TLI=.87,
CFI=.89, RMSEA=.08)(Table 3). Z1&]aL &<l Qo1& 2] A 3}oj
A B g2 (Table 2), /1E S Eo] sl FA#AA] =
T ofrelsiA A, i Ao FAHRE L Aje HE®
=2 VX AoR dddr)

ich
f
=
=
=9
X
=
Z
)
&
>
N

Table 2 Confirmative Factor Analysis Results of Measurement

Model
29l

ARZ(FAEN->Z ) aax0y| © R

REE — 213 3H 62° -
— A}3] 312 75 7.03™

AFB A A=A — A3 A A A 72 -
AR B ]7 12.43™
— A}E] A 273 62 1049

279 — 224791 76° -
— 24 A2 83 16.25™"
— 223 87 17.02™
— 24 A4 85 16.66™"
— ZA 2 Y5 16 14617

A %9 — 2AY A1 74° -
S 2A 92 74 12.39"™
— A =93 82 1299

A3 A AR — AFEE AR 69° -
> A} A A2 70 11.40™
— A48 4 A A3 B4 9.10™
— A3 A A A4 65 10.67°
— A}E A A A A5 77 12217

o] 2 o] A} — o] A o] AH 62° -
— 0] H 9] A}2 90 1157
> o] W A3 20 11.55™

a: X374, b C. R.(Critical Ratio)=3#4 /%=, ¢
1022 317 s p < 001

ol @l dlgnge SARds Lol g du A
A3 7 1 91T} (¢ *=553.394(df=178),

RMR=.05, GFI=87, AGFI=83,  TLI=487, CFI=.89,
RMSEA=.08) L&y} o]Z2x o] e A4S wrt st
dehe olgmgn e mYo 9 £ YomE, ofER
gol Aud AFHL B A PRGN
g5t ) 2. SIS A, AHAA, =
A 5 SR ol 4 S Abel thal AL



Aol Al A Ado] o] Ao Atel| wx]E
34 AALES T HHEH ool AHENE IMHNEAE AoE YEtHyx=-21, CR=-318).
i?‘”%}ﬂ A3 F BF Alolel AHARE Frhe Aot o] 27 AR v PE o AL stel ALE A AR = ARSA A
23 43R FS nlaehd Table 304 Bi= kel o] AAS FaA bgHozRt o] F oty ¥(-)9o S v
XP%E 47} 2 fstrdol 7 gho] oBRFHT} 1247 A1, 2AAANAL ALE A ARG Bl PP ORE o
o HojxA FAHSE FosHA(p<0b) AjHdel MAHA A ate] F(-)e JFS MR A|FE AHH O RE o] 2] oAl
7] uel] &Ryl o]2RYPHT ¢ U2 BFPEQA oz F() AFS F= o2 FAHo| " ey o]t It
gk A7t BAXCE Fo3AE &str] 9lste] Bootstrap
el os) wifEne] FeogES Fetetdth(Table 5). 1
Table 3 Fit Indices of Models A wiZeEd AEE GAGL AtE ske) AE A R ]9
13 XZ (A |RMR|GFI|AGFI| TLI | CFI | RMSEA el As BAHCE F23 5ol A UH7H§3’+% 7R3, &
=4we 50092 4| 6 | 87| & | 87| 0| 08 AARAAA A= Ao el FEAM AR
olewd w0 1| 06 | &1 | & | & | o] 0 :%UHZ ]:zli 9‘} . :i:]i ﬁig;?jﬁ;ﬁ? X](X])
= LA I A = o = bl T\
ghalw e 54092 (174)| 05 | 87| &3 | 87| 89 | 08 of elere ol dmel A5 A o] AelAe] ta] ok
at ORIl 4N FHW Ao RRE oAt ol2e 4, A BAS AT, ZAADNNE FAA § o]0 A
AHd= 7 DREAE FEH7] W] FHuA BAS A Aow
4.4 7W8UB B
o|ZH, AHBIS} AFEIH A, 2AAANH S T fEo]
ool A Ao wiel o] AP Bk 7Y Y o542 Ao A A AL mola, ol ALE A AA|
°0F B F Jorz B Ao AAG M AA] dFE e MY o]|HoAE BAaATH, AR DelAe 2 A
delny S wgor AZar]2 gtk ot Table 491 & oz % o]FoAbE U= olatg Fli= Zlow B & ol %
gl FRAFE A, AU A9 el gt 2 A9 AEE gA oIt ol 4ol
o AFtellA AAF 5] M Foll A M 1A A BA ol #AY) gl Aoz vt )
d — ol rE ARG Bu=—40, CR=-433)7} F-2la}
A el A H A 7Hd 278 8 — ALE A AAAd)E Table 5 Mediation Effects of Social Identity
AZAGA EAHEL Folabl Yoo, C RB8) T
AAE AT 7P 3(AFE A A — AFE A A 7HE 4 TR v eTeT P
(2AANA - AFH AADE AZAFF Felshel(y Al st ~4 | 0
12=.39, CR.=5.34; v15=.14, CR.=2.28) ZtZ} A A=t} 12} A3 A 2] A A}3) A o121 5] A} -.16 01
74 52 W A9 — e A BA)E ARASI fAdd | zaxgea | AAA B 06 06
A erobA(y=02, CR=27) 71Zt= ek 2e]a A A= Z2] %9 ~o1 77
ol EIAAE Ggkor} qARGel FohE AHAR
ZoAE 22X YA —> oA Al AR} SUFA G  a EFIAT bt Bias—corrected percentile method
Table 4 Path Coefficients
. o 2 _ olgny = ;f:&mﬁé eri
- ¢ g - C.R | 0. C. R. .
A Al 7
1 A3l A A — o] H AL (Fa) - -47 -6.55"" -40 -4.33™ A A
2 A3l 8} — AFS A A (yn) + 35 386 35 389 A A
3 ARSI A A2 — AFSA A (y12) + 39 533" 39 5.34™ A A
4 Z2AA QNN — ALE| A A (1) + 16 265" 14 2.28° A7
5 AU 9] — A4 AAA () . 03 39 02 2 e
sha} EEEELD 06 5
=% AFEAAA > ol A oAb 04 48
- EAAUAA — o] A A -21 -3.18"
7t -
e =AU A9 — o] H o)A} 07| ¥4
* p < .05 = p < 01 s p < 001
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