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Abstract The purpose of this study is to test the relationships between transaction justice and partnership, between
transaction justice and project performance, and between partnership and project performance in the selection process
in which a prime contract company chooses a subcontractor. For the empirical study, we chose a research model based
on related studies and surveyed the real contractors in the field of construction. The results of this study are as
follows. First, the partnership has a statistically significant positive effect on the interactional justice, procedural
justice, and distributed justice. Second, the project performance is affected by the interactional justice and procedural
justice. Finally, the transaction justice has a directly positive relation with the project performance and an indirectly
positive relation with the project performance through partnership. In this study, we carried out empirical research
into the relationship between transaction justice and project performance through partnership.

Keywords : Transaction Justice, Project Performance, Partnership, Mediating Effect, Collaboration Environment
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Table 1. Operational Definition of Transaction Justice

Constructs Item References
ti f st
. Justice of standard Lemer(1977)
Distribute Justice of opportunity Kumar ot
Justice Rationality of deal al.(1995)
Effort of company ’
Justice of trading Thibaut &
Procedure procedure Walker(1975)
Justice Justice of payment Leventhal(1976)

Elimination of prejudice Tax et al.(1998)

Respect of opinions

Process understandin Birs and
Interactional e Moag(1986)
: Mutual efforts for
fustce development Kumar et
. al.(1995)

Communication channels
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Table 2. Operational Definition of Partnership

Constructs Item References
Mutual Loyalty Morgan &
Mutual Risk Sharing Hunt (1994)
Solidarity The degree of co-solving Ellram &
of problems Hendrick(1995)
Commitments between
Partners
Mutual Reliability of Shared Anderson &
. . Narus (1984)
Trust Information sharing,
. S0(2004)
trust level of business
process
. Business with partners
Information . . Mohr (1994)
. Level of sharing technical
Sharing . . . Chung(1996)
and inventory information
. Cook(1977)
Interdependence S;C};::igiz ar;:\/:lp ?;:ptrﬁzte Heide and
(Cooperation) Coé’m . goal John(1990)
g Ganesan(1994)
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Table 3. Operational Definition of Project Performance

Constructs Item References
Cost Itt}plgmcntatlon of the project
within budget
i i Shenhar et
Period Degree of compliance with
schedule al.
- - - (1997)
Quality Degree of satlsfactlon with Chou &
purchaser requirement Yang
Safety and Safety in the construction period (2012)
Satisfaction Degree of Satisfaction of
of workers participating companies
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Table 4. Factor Analysis of Transaction Justice

Factor
Item 1 > 3
Interactional Justice 4 .826 -.001 170
Interactional Justice 3 776 246 128
Interactional Justice 2 775 207 .094
Interactional Justice 1 .706 450 .076
Procedure Justice 2 .149 881 158
Procedure Justice 1 279 752 216
Distribute Justice 1 130 145 900
Distribute Justice 2 156 197 873
eigen value 3.719 1.308 907
Common(%) 31.551 21.344 21.280
Cumulative(%) 31.551 52.895 74.175
KMO =.805

Bartlett x2=596.719, df=28, p=.000
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Table 5. Factor Analysis of Partnership

Factor
Item
1 2 3 4

Information Sharing 2 794 242 199 .140
Information Sharing 4 784 .240 .168 202
Information Sharing 3 77 .143 131 276
Information Sharing 1 759 276 241 180
Mutual Trust 2 127 793 292 .162
Mutual Trust 3 320 192 117 .025
Mutual Trust 1 139 740 202 .306
Mutual Trust 4 312 740 173 .018
Mutual Solidarity 1 .261 174 .842 -.086
Mutual Solidarity 2 202 242 788 213
Mutual Solidarity 3 120 325 583 381
Interdependence 2 328 .108 114 .838
Interdependence 3 .503 233 127 611

eigen value 6.300 1.437 1.013 793

Common(%) 24.179  21.725 15473 12.028

Cumulative(%) 24.179 45904 61376  73.405

KMO =907

Bartlett x2=1353.499, df=78, p=.000
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The Effect of Transaction Justice on Project
Performance

LV.
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B SE.
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254 .060
.034 .050

VIF

6.768
5.191%%x*
4.244%**
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F=33.606(p<.001), R-Square=.340, Adjusted R-Square=.330
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Table 9. The Effect of Partnership on Project Performance

LV. B S.E. B t P VIF

(Const.) 1.760 .250 7.054  .000
Information Sharing .113  .072 .136 1.574 117 2139
Mutual Trust 367 .075 382 4.883%** 000 1.765
Mutual Solidarity -003 .072 -003 -.041 968  1.684
Interdependence 119 061 152 1.931 055 1.781
F=23.305(p<.001), R-Square=.323, Adjusted R-Square=.310
*E p<.001
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Table 10. Mediating Effect of Partnership

Path B SE ¢ t P R2
1

step 738 046 751 15.988*%* 000 564
TJ — P.
Step 2 s
T.J. — P.P. 597 062 .563  9.579 000 317
Step 3 s
T1 PP 374 092 353 4.060 000
Step 3 351
tep .
P. — P.P. 302 .094 280 3.220 002

T.J=Transaction Justice / P=Partnership / P.P.=Project Performance
*k p<01, *** p<.001
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