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HfFR/ — B>

TEXARAV D -V —DBEL
LB 2 F o

BHKSEF x ) 7 FHA vpidegiE Ak FE—RP

BEERROERDOE R

FEREN) 72 D EAE O 5 EFIZ B\ T, “Past behavior predicts future behavior”
EWIBE/REEND D (Ouellette, & Wood, 1998), LFEZO HEEDS, A
OFTHOFER. FHl FEICH B LT85, BAOBLEORERLITEIAIF K
DFFEFIIARICZD E VI IRETH Bo

Bl 23, BFERHAEIH L AL T 28, W& ORERE (bio data) V&
2L L TRHONEZRET S LIFTHICHY 257259 (Mael,
1991, T4 b, MAOMPEREALND TH L2 Z R 5B B AOIhZ
TOR, BEOEGLEXFIEPYELEELZOANYEZHHEL LS & T
bo WENPOREETFNWT S L) R, AW HENIZS WL D
DTHbo

L Lah s, BEOERBERLERMDID ) SHIT% 5 R VIR #E DR
BAFTELRVRED DD, BIIE [HETF LTLIAEERST] v
IEPBHRIAIIDH D LH. TOKTIE. TV Y —& LTORBRRPERD
BEZL LTCONEERIET S EEROLAVIEEZEREL TS, 7L ALY —
LLTO¥ER (T8 2EEFH L LToa—F v FEMRER (T8) 247
LETFMLZ2WT@EETHZLY 5T TV I Y=L LTORAF LRI
Bl a—FTROONDAFNRRERITE) . Lo TT LAY —LLTOBE
ORFRHERAD, I—F L LTORKDNT 5 = VY AEBRFEL L v )R
BCTHbH, TNEFHNT, FEFRAIE, BARGITHIERBRD 2 WFEIREE D
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212 BBOREFX vV 7T THA VR 8 5
LEFEIT) AU, WEANE LTES S 2 EHENITRTHERST0ICFIS
AL WK TH B,

RHTEB ORRIE L, AR LERZ ST D AME 2T ANS 2 LA
HETH 5. & o THROERPLITE & BB IR LD HRSL R 22 Wi
By TS ZMENICH 2 LEND Do ZDIDIHA DT £ A X Y MEED
PZEENTE 7z, FlRIE, HROWASGHIZE W TIE, R=r3— - XYV VH
5 A b (paper pencil test) —Z AUIZIE, A7 A b (SHEMEMRA) |
VP T A BERENETNS, RHE (interview) b K {flEbN T3,
R=N—= - RYINVBF A FOFIE LTiE, V7 Vv— MBS, FELTW5
SPI2 #HIFH I ENTE S, TNHPAHIDH, WEMMA (integrity test)
LENEZOLND,

VI Eo#dud, FROTERLBE TROON L EH 72 &2 HEMICHL LT
WIRT 2D TIER L BB N=VF) T4 L EICHEREZLTT, — W
R D WDIXHBEISHEN T 2 FETH L, ZNITH LT, 3k KDH
N LB REMR ORI 2 &2 BERNYICAIH L (simulate). Z 9 L7z R%
BT BINEHERLHEITMNE (assesee) DIRD NN T + — < ¥ A & HEH
BTLTHARY VRN D D, ZOFPEZOH DIEE (simulation) &I
ENBA HEZFOICEROBEE LI Nl ER LA GDE, TA D -
Ny 7)) =L LTHEELINTZLDNETEAAY M+ £ % — (Assessment
Center=AC) T»H 5,

AC 1%, “Past behavior predicts future behavior” AH. L 72 WIRILIZB W
T RRISKOON DR ZBEIEY L, ZORHEICBT 21783
T+ = VARFEPPDIILTREDITEHZTFUL L) L) EIETH 5,
EoT, BEOITEHCRBVPATFTTELVEATH, BERIOTENZ X - T
FROITHRERBZ FMNTE L LW FEDD D, Kemid. AC ICHT 5 iR
NoWFeE P EOMEEZRNT 5 EAHMTH %,

TEAAPM 2 2—DEHEHE
AC ik, HEBOEBILINAEEELSRATEAXA Y N TOLATHD
LEFRTE D, BRALTEAX Y MEESHAEDEINT—FOT X - Ny
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T —=ThH b, EEDFME (assessors) # — ADEHH (candidate) =
BTl (assesee) DATENZDOWT, FITHBEZHWTIFTFET %, 4 Ot
B BaE OB & FFET 2 12H 72> T FRTICIRE I BHE L 728 2 oK
It (dimension) 5% WiZ 2 Y ¥ 5 ¥ ¥ — (competency) % iXET 5. ME
g, F—F N -a32=2F—3 a3y - AFNEVSZRITTH LY, WHHE
(. BIEOMGH ML U 7B 2 E ) L i (B DR O %
OHENRFESELL V) TELARA Y M EETH 5,

B OFME DS, BB OTER /N7 + —~< ¥ A% HANIEE LKoo il
HAIZHE > TEAMITEHET 2 & ) BB b o, HEOMiE» /oI5
il % OF A 2 7RI 2 PRI > THRESR T, BABRED X)) RED
HHEhs,

EZAHATACZERTAHMIZ, ROSHEICKS S5, 12oHIZ H
7 - FAHE 7 L #IK (selection purpose) # HIWE 23D TH %, 2 0HIL,
DWW TEAA YN vy —LIFEND DT, MAOEERHES) % 3BW
352 L% HN (diagnostic purpose) £ T55DTHb, AC»HHELNS
MO &, FEMACLELEUE - HMEOERLBIRT 5. S 5 I@EMERT
OREX WM TLE2MEHIET S L 2HME T4, 3DOHIE, FUFICLER
WBZEITAFVZRE LD, 3ESE20T52 L% HB (developmental
purpose) 355D TH5b, FEEN - FFEMNR AC L ThH b,

MO AC 1. BEHiEOEKEHWE LT, Efrshi, BEIAME
MOBLEADS ACZITEHLE ) LW EXDVILE N OOH b, EhiL Bz H
e 5 ACH, BRI RT CAAY N -2y I = Wwz 5759, —FT,
MM 7% AC iX. Developmental Assessment Center & IF-0N, DAC & B&it &
N5Y%43 3% (Thornton & Rupp, 2006) o

BB, TEAAY T -y y—Lid, HERFICBILIEHRLY Y- ay
EY 7 by —0 L) CHYORERRLED DD B L) IRTIR RV, Fkx 7
TEARX Y MEBERMADEZT AL - Ny T =R ERT B, EE - MERIC
BIAZLHNEHEEZEORE Ny r—TV EE 2 TLWv, X o T, Assessment
Center Method L IFIZN 256D H 5o

FLICHAIY 2 AC OMMEZ BB L7z BHMZ 20 TEET 205511
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F£1IACOHREWEBIEL RN

Wl M E IR | MR R SR TR IR AT O . B DM
(AC FZHtiwi) (multiple assessors) #%. — ADBEHH % iF i 5, &£ o
THFEHEMDOIES2& %3 v u— VT AUENRD S, iFE
HlE, PG OB E R e — B X, FFEH S EE
(Inter Rater Reliability) Z#H5 Z E2MFES N 5,

AC DEH BB OFMED, FE & MEOHE&IE. 1 20—k
(1H~3HOMM) | WTH B, [V=F =LA - TN—=F - F4AAharl]
[r—2AZX5 74 ), [B=N-TLA) [TLEYT—T 3
YINIATY e NR Ay MN] R ES

BROGFHEOE L | BEROFHIE X, SPEHEED/87 + —< ¥ 22O THI

T EbYE L. #1790 BORMIZ s LI L2 v h— NREZME

(AC D 44) AL TKFMEDREN N7 + —< ¥ 22D WTEHMIT
5o

MR B & OSCE TR IS R 2 53 5. DAC O¥&

T4 =Ky E. ZOBRDOAMBEIELTIOTHM R 74— Ny 2
b

TWVIRILE W Z B9 LIk,

AC D10DEKXEH (10 essential elements for AC)

International Task Force on Assessment Center Guidelines (2009) i3, AC
BT B 72O E B B IRIVEREZRR L T2,
1) B¥Bar/ 3a>EF>Y—--EFFU Y (job analysis / competency
modeling) : » 2B CTHRIIT 5 7-DIKD 515 XIC (dimension) X I ~
Y7 » ¥ — (competency) %. WEIHTICE o THETHLEDVD 5, B
I L 5T AC OFTHliTRENELEL,
2) 1TEIDS¥E (Behavioral classification) : BEMi# 2R T178)IE. EHROD
LY T T) =i THEHEN, FHMiENERETH D, #T7T) —
. BARMICIE, 1T81KIC (behavioral dimensions). &% (attributes). 4¥
% (characteristics. # % (aptitudes). & B (qualities). #% & (skills).
B (abilities). IV EF ¥V —RHHTH 5o
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3) BYIETERAL MR D HEYARTEARX Y MEBEZERT LI L0
Ty WB W CHIE SN2 KICE ZDRITEFE VD E DIRMATER /8T + —=
VA (EHEO) #5lEHMTLRET S, WEOMEIE, fTHx7EZX XY b
BEo< M) v 7 212X ->THREER S,
4) TIVFTIVETEZX A2 M (multiple assessment) | HED 7L A X~ b
BEDPHOWOR BTN R LB, ThHOFEBE, X—8— - RV V)V - T
AT B, RETHL, ACIFERT TR (360EEEHlio & 9 b
25 ORI b A AND & L\,
5) #EE (simulation) : EEOMBEHH 2 L - RN EZAM T 5, €L T,
BEHEH D OY TR SN B4 LRI E D X 5 RATE UL &2 /R A 2HEH
FTHLHETH Do HBIWE)—F =LA T V—=TF - F4 Ah a3 (Lead-
erless Group Discussion=LGD)., {4 ¥ «+ /2% v b (In—basket), T —
V714 (role play), FVEYF—Yay, 777 - T7A4A VT4 VT
(fact finding), ¥V AR « =LA L& EN 5, HE HHZAMT SIS
HicoT HARATFT4 TRT 770V —=PHuwbhTwb, a3 ¥a—9%
Awied 7 —=F X VR, €754 4 5 =2y bEAVZ DR ENDH 5,
6) HEHMOFFME (multiple assessors) : M 2 5F4li 3 5 AWas, L34
BTHHT L, TNLS>TEHEDNA TARIEY 2 T ENTE 5, FH
Tk, A (e.g, ABE, EEE, i, MRl L) LR (eg., #Mk
TOWNL, HM. FHEE L) 2, LEEFELRE) Lv) SR A%
EHZBZENKRETH S,
7) FHEEIIRR (Assessor training) : FFAli# 1L, FEAliORITR B A LEI2D
WTHBL TV RIThEZR L%\, 29 LaTHmEid, fHliEFHois-> 2
WL, —H LUl 2 W RBIC T 50 FHliE 72 H ik BEBAD S/ 5 W5 il
ZATICHLT, #Emz LT MAEL T LESDH L, R AaTDTH
HHORICHELZOVTOERI EHPEE L, wilkld, HERMINH (frame of
reference training) DAEMED M EN TS, FOR &Ik, BEOFFEE D
— NOB L BEMH ZFHET 256, BEOHR 7 L — A6 - TEMIHIR & 17
)T LN EIEND, FEEFIC L o TRHMBOBERLAIE S0 & B
DV 2479 S e 2L { % %, FOR &1d. BEGEEEDVSIRT 2 il
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H(TL—24) & —HSE, FEHEOENCLDZMERAZBRELL) L)
RATHD. DEAAREICWMYEL I LIIRWRETH 45, FEHiHE 7 + —
XY ADORLELOHIIZOWT, HLREO-H Lz T3 2 &% Hif
LCTw5% (Woehr, 1994; Dierdorff, Surface, & Brown, 2010) .

8) 1TH) (X#E) DE|ME/AAL | FHliH I, BAIEIVRTITE) % IR BI%E
LELFkT 2 LENH b, T2 Tld, TEIEEFERED (Behaviorally An-
chored Rating Scales=BARS). fTE}#Z R % (Behavioral Observation
Scales =BOS). fTHEBIZNEH: (Behavioral Observation Scales=BO0S) %
ERHwHENS,

9) F— 204 (dataintegration) : AC 1Z. HEDO T LA X ¥ FEELS
BONLBREER L. BEMNE ACFHIIZ BT 2 LENH 5, TOBE K
TXFFED< M) v 7 ARBEITT b, 1 LDITHEINCERITCOME L HT
L. 82 WTRLILICRILOBER TR LT 5, BEWIZ, BREWL
B—3Mlio k5% AaT7 2875, LALERRIRITLEH—-DAITIC
POREEEZ EF, MEATWICLTLIFARESINEV, TV RAEDT 7=y 7
WKHLTIE So%25WMEMENLETHL LvibL TV % (Thornton &
Rupp, 2006) .

KRB EFOREE

*—FI - TLE>T— 3> (oral presentation) : fEHi&E 3. H D4FE
OB T A HEWMAG- 2 5N, ThEETZLeRkdbNb, €O LT
W tNO FiE Rl BEERAMBFICH LTI LEYT—YardrEwn
VRMZRET Bo TORWT, BERERZIMERL, ThefioTTLEY
T—ar&fi) LHIKRD o B, AR IZ. 105056 1R S5WTH
LA 52 ON5ERLEROBM S OREICS L TERT 5, FLE¥YTF—
Va ORI, BBLZEHLH5VWTH S,

O—JL- 7L A (role-play) : PHENZKRY T g ORELBEEKISHET
HEVWHWBTH D, IS, TORY Y 3 VI a I 2179
ALy L) RHEMERIERT 5B CTH L, BHREVI RT3
IZowTuE—= V- LA PEBSNLHE, BT EEREEL LT T, L
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Al [, BE R EEOZHEAEH 2479 MU A S D, BEHRILOE TR
ERNE EBGDEPRE 2T S

==L X+ JI—=7+F 1 AXHB> 3> (Leaderless Group Discussion
=LGD) : #HDEME (FZvizwvd~8N) RO SN-HEEORE L Fk
THEIITRDENG, FEflizBBELR 1R S, BAliE I, REE I
M COmEIT . EHIC7 V=7 LTEMTHIREZRT LH)ITRD S
Noo ZEPMG INBWERELERR & FRED&EINE 2 5 b EAD
MDD, F—LT—0R)—F =T« AF NG EOITBIRICEWET
% 2 LRI,

142« NNy b (In-basket) : AHAL TEMSNLHEE TH S, WAL
AV o NATy MEBEIZ, B TREBNERTOME L, SR, D&k
EL W) L) RIRWEZBERIE IR T 50 BHIEIE. 12 LI ORIk E
RHZIZOVWTHAZZIT 50 RNT, BMEEDTER L 72 RUAOFHFH AR S
N59, 2ZI2E. ka2, B BEE, DEEHER L, BB LA
PUEBZRHEIEIN TS, BRI, BFEROBRNTI S LHEH»E 2
bbb dhb, EHIHEMEIZ. —2—IF—7 THIPNIIFEHRET, 5l
EMERMIZOVWTHEZ LATNE RO 2w E W) L) RIREIRRE N
bo o THEMHEIZ, 1K 2 KM < 5WTRAZRSE I L 20k
T o\, FIRGMINEBE %, ZH2 L0 L) ICUHTE2FETH L0 EE
L, BT 2 E2RKDENE, ZOREBEEIFHMMEE 2D, £ - N
Ay PTHBENTW SR, BAELS, R, FEBRIIBET 2 RISH
PL72HDTH 5,

=S T 79 b TFAL>F 1% (Oral Fact Finding) : Al 13,
EUDICHEE 2o TV A EARINZ L TERICHET 25 R 25 A Tl %
%o S OHITTEHFRALE &0 U 2 R ENEECE B 2 g 2 & » 0, BEE
AR ESS (FEEHER =factfinding) L VW IHIFHE TH b, ZOHH DK
X, HEREEED O WHIEEOD 5 1EREZTIE BTN L VI HTH D, Kk
S, O N ERICHE W TR ZIRE L, ST A2 LAk LN 5,

ZOMDEE [ HE LTV WD BBIRA, S—V ) T 1 A, B
Ve e &= =« RY VIV RIOFER I % EOBESHV N D, ¥V A
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A = AHNEBICHAANONDE ZE b H D,

AC DOEEREEE

2 ZTIXAC OERIFRIE OOV THIIT 5, HEFE - MR OHZ O A
AR HIEDZ K BERL LKL O, SFHE L2 X912, AC b M Widto
YR A F N ERET H7200FE L L TR SN,

AC 1E. 19304ECHDIT. FA Y OLBEEDNFEOMLEERICH 72> THIE
L7=7u s 305 B HLEDILTWS, 2OTUurIhE, J—%F—
Ty TEREERZIE T 572D SN, BEOFGE A, BHiE O1TH)
ERA GRICPSFHE L, WA WA LREE 2 A G DS TRAOBM T8 2
M2 &0 HIAEEZ OB TH B SN TWw, 2o, FkDlkE
HW727 22X Y MEGED, A ) AHE, AFFHE A= b7 ) 7THEIIK
Ao TWo iz,

K2, BERKEEAIZ, KREOBIEHEF (Office of Strategic Services =
0SS) BANL DT A BT 5-0CHBE LTI 05H5, 2h
(& AC DSBERE S NA-HEANERIE T 2T E 05729, B, WIEFHEIR L,
194745127 A1) A LB (Central Intelligence=CIA) 22zl S, Bl
EIZE 5TV 5D,

OSSO 7ur 5 nid, HienT A A MEBZMAGDLEZ3 HEDS
R INDE TS T LTHo72. BB, T—7 « EFN—7 3 ¥ OMKIGHT
K4 7%, Henry Murray & 7102 5 2 OBZSICEE L Tw 5,

TR IVET =) LY, N=VF YT (—HOFBENLEN
RZERN) 2 W R L9 & L Bz, AMZfio TREDRZES &
V) BRI B B BERE OXIBIIEH § 2R T A M 5%% % (situational
test)o T THIATORLDLEIZVOMFLHIMFZTLILENRDS
Nz, FO—AZ. ZHWTRIETH)., b)) —AFACTERI WL, B
FICWEEED LD 55, HHIE, FEIZFHABE TLHS205 HHEOHE %
Bex i oliEST 5. BRIAD, 29 L2WEERIRRISH LTED X512
WA 0% 52 8ICE 0T =¥ =2y THRIRPBEORELEZHMA 5
& L7
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19504- AR LIS, RIEIRF A E o720 AT&T (7 A HEEE
Bat) o7ur 7213, ACZE VA RBHICHD TIRH L2FplE LTR
CHISGR TV, THIF 0SS ETF N 2 HELE OB AW OFHMITEH L
720 OSS L DR ELEWIL, WBLEL THETZ 2MBEHEDTE RIS
YTV —RBEYRLINTH L, HAOEEOPTTYH, HICRR 5, Bi%
WHER AN ZBEHL CTWb, AV - NAF v b, Y=F—L R F)b—
T FAARI YAy, B T WS BED AC THHEICHW S
LHBEELDDOTH o7z, 2HIT, BEEGENHHT IETFEHEDE
WTHRL,ACEZBELIZAMBREV)IME D H LTz, T IZIXHED AC
DOFRANTITZER L 720

BUE. AC IZWF B3 2 Bk 4 e Gk, FCRE. BEJ). € OB FEE (Knowl-
edge, Skills, Abilities and Other characteristics = KSAQOs) # &Filis %720 ®
BENY =Y (FAMY T =) EEZLNTWS, SHITHE - FHRH
D AC HMENIZ72 ) DD %, International Task Force on Assessment
Center Guideline(2000, 2009) %% AC OEEHEIEAZ /R L, MHWELEIZ OV T
DI BFIR L TV 5,

AC OERE L ER

%I, AC OFFERHEMICOWTHA L2V, IZL®ICAC OFHEMEE
BT ONTHBIT 50 BRI, MRS Z UM (construct validity) @]
BUZOWTE L Do KIZ. ACOEMPENI BT HIGHIZOWTI A R« XA
74y FORELIEM L 58T %,

AC L1EFEM & 24

AC O¥E. BEEOFMEDS, BMEDOITEIR ERE % £ RICICRI L CRE§
%o & o TiFEHBEENY (Inter Rater Reliability =IRR) 2SHE & 7% %, IRR
. BEOFEENTTHEAEN S Hn—3 EH) LTwarld iR
To BAEOHIZETIE, —EDMEPHONT VS, BB L L.602 5. 90D MEAH H
HEN TS (Lievens, 2002; Thornton & Rupp, 2006), 7272 L 2 Hid Rkt
DR E IFRORGEEIC L o TEBTHLEEZ LN TS, BEMELED
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b 720121F. #ERFFIHH (Frame of Reference Training) DOARNHEAN N S
nTws,

FZ L (predictive validity) ICBAL Tid, R2D X512 ->TWw5b,
flsdFM K (predictors) (MR FRHIRET) 2 &) ITH AR TR YMERIANFIC
TNZ L RVEV) TEPRLTDPD. £2IIBITBUHRDINC D Z YR
BAHE SN TWRED, .25-.39L WO R RLBSN TS (Arthuret al,
2003) .

EZATOLHEAERD? O IN S AC ORI, HERM 2 Z 41 (con-
struct validity) T® %, WM EZ LI OWTIEIMA LE X2 T DD 5 25,

{

K2 TEAAL MEEHEEBIEERE (job performance) DEEM: (Levy, 2009 £ 1))
TR HEEMEIBIR I TS

Tl . W7y 47
D fE kg
—REERAIRE )y .53 Hunter & Hunter, 1984  Meta-analysis
(General cognitive ability) .62 Salgado et al., 2003 Meta-analysis
.48 Bertua et al., 2005 Meta-analysis
AR B2 2 g .40-.50  Gatewood et al., 2007 Narrative review
(Specific cognitive ability) .35-.56 Salgado et al,, 2003 Meta-analysis
.35—.50 Bertua et al,, 2005 Meta-analysis
FEAEE R .53 McHenry et al., 1990 Meta-analysis
(Psychomotor ability) .40 Hunter & Hunter, 1984  Meta-analysis
M=K Meta-analysi
T .34—.47  Onesetal, 1993 cla-anaysis
(Integrity tests) Meta-analysis

RDCHI 7 A b

.34 McDaniel et al,, 2001 Meta- i
(Situational Judgment tests) crameteta cla-anaysis
Meta- i
HRNE - R JEE 5 (BioData) .52 Vinchur et al., 1998 claanaysis
(sales)
.37 Hunter & Hunter, 1984 Meta-anaysis
.20—.46 Hermelin et al,, 2007 Narrative Review
THi#% (Interview) .37 McDaniel et al., 1994 Meta-anaysis
Hg 5 LT (Structured) .44 McDaniel et al., 1994 Meta-anaysis
Bl >
P LT .33 McDaniel et al,, 1994 Meta-anaysis

(Unstructured)
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AKXk, Campbell & Fiske (1959) 2%RME L 7-& 4504 5475 (Multi
Trait — Multi Method Matrix =MTMM 1751) 12250 53 5 2D o
MTMM 175l &%, & BHEEZBERO GBI L > THET 2R 5/ 515
HETTHITH B0 ACIZE ZIZZDIRRIC KT 5. 2 F ) BRI =1TE KT
RAVET Y I=Th)., ZHE=HHOMEATDH %,

Campbell & Fiske (1959) i¥. F—XICTH7% % 5% (mono dimension het-
ero method) DB DOMHBAIX., #7% 2 KILTH—DF (hetero dimension
mono method) IZXAHEA LD bFHL LBRETHD EFER L, THAEEH
SNZHGEIT, MBS Z UL ) LRSS (R3IZSH) . > )R
SELGEOTEMI. FFEMOMB oM I IE, F—HEIOERT 2 HEOMmS &
ERZE VS 2ETHE, 2F ) HEICL2HBEINERETHLDOT, Ih
I bPa—VENEXESMHETH 5o

ACIZBITZHIE LT, BERIEN L BE~OFELEEZ) —F -1V X - 7
V=T« FARAhYarver—FN - TLEYT—¥ 3 yCllE LR EE

RIITEAADD B F—IIET B85S HEITH
(MultiTrait-MultiMethod Matrix, MTMM 1751])

EE1(LGD) JEE2 (In-basket)
A B C A B C

IREYZ Ltk
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ZTCHRIZV, ZOXH, V=F—VLA V=7 F4Ah¥arTHEL:
MERREE D LA —F N - TLE YT —¥ 3 Tl L MERTREET oMo
B (W4 TRREZ L) & V—F— VA TV—T - FA AN a
2B B REIEE &L BB~ OO M O GUHETH -0 ) &
DNHEWEZRT I LRI N5,

L2l IHFETOMIRIE, ThETSEOMEELRTIEIL V. DF DFAK
TR E ORI DT ) 25, RRITHEEE & v ) MHBRE L D b &S iz R
FHIMAHE SN T b (Sackett & Dreher, 1982; Klimoski & Brickner,
1987; Lievens, 2002; 2009) , Z 1LiZ. “Construct—Validity puzzle” & X
Tw5 (Sackett & Dreher,1982; Lievens, 2009), Z MD#EH1Z, AC (3HE
BRMEICRIT DAY 2T AR Y METH D E V) L ERBT 5,

CORPEIZOWTIEBED B4 A SHEmATTON T D, 7S—VF Y
7 4 ONE - RIS (Michel, 1968) R4FMEMRIGELES (Trait Activation The-
ory=TAT; Tett & Guterman, 2000) &\ Z2BIEHIZHE 2L, [ —#E H OAH
MAE T L2 EIIAEBRLHEETIERV. ThHDBERIX, =V F YT 1 &
(ZHIFRICH 2 VIR Z B R THR—HE (coherent) L72dDTWdZ&L, K
WICE o TZALTHUHETH D LMIHT 50 Lo TRRITHEEINT (Bloik
LNT), BHEIHE L IR BWEBLEE T, ThUdBEkL LT
HBHLVHIERTITH A,

ZIT. HATHRTR IV ET Y —%[ETHELTH, TOTEIRIT
Z)FELMCINL I LDTEZMHBLZ ) THRWEHENDH L LML, OF
DERZDITARTCICHE L -HB 2 ERRETHL L) R I TY
%, Bl z1Z. Lievens, Chasteen, Day, & Christiansen (2006). 1. 4% 5K
HFZIY B, FRFOMEICH L 2B IR L EHMEL DL, 2O
WZoWTiE, e TRHEL @ Lz,

AC DHEADEH

ACIZ, HICHMALZE S, R=8— - RV VBOF A EZRLY X
D BIFEH (fidelity) DOEWT A M TH D F B RITERCR ERKIC
HHT L0 HTHAORWEETH S LEbI s,
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—HTs ACEENTAZ EIFMBMIRELZIA ML THAE ST %, &
DORH, BEIZEIAAGMISHT A2HEOREeEEL LR LEZLNR
%o FFIZ, HARIZAC ZAKIEAT 26, IA L - XAT7 4 v FOBIA
POENIEDLLEVEVHIFHIE L SNRTVEEZ LN,

LAaL. HEOHERHOLHZ WA L. AC O & A MICEAL T
b0 BIZIE, =TV - TVLEYT—Yay, V=F—VRA-TN—=T 54
AAvary, WA vy Ca—% L3RV EOFERALBETHHEH I T
bho THLZTEAXAY MR, ACOBIE 2L, L EFENE - Z4Mos
WY = VIZET B TRPRD N D, HEEDS CIE, HEBOFHE A
EDBERHERISIEZEDFFERIT) EEZ b b, BEEHEDOBEMEIZ OV T,
FFEH WEEYE (Inter Rater Reliability) 7 &2 X o THGET 2 LEDDH S
Liibhs,

FHIEEIC B TERER R L2 S0 5 2 L3I IS T2 » 25, L
L. 77 RBHAEEICO %25, 727 THDE V) HEWFFIIZENNIC
FZMIMBRICE 5 TT T AR LHIFEE N5,

ZH F B PR & 1d. “Past behavior predicts future behavior” &9 #
ARV T WHHATH S, Lo Ty ACPITHINLFZMI L VDT
7259 0 WAEORMTEEX, FIFERHOY 24 MmO TH L, KELRE
WCHARNWTEHREDHLVWEEZ LN TWS, €2 TERIL. FIXEFHLT
2BV, EHEHEEZRAWICOEALTUILEI LV IREEZ L2V, £4
DIAAMEHEALTD, MRIC7 4 v b5 A& RO 52 LIZEMNZF
BZoLn B b b, BT S AC OIFHICE L Tid. WiLERD
FTHEBENLINT O I APHBEEINTVDL LTV RV, S5#IE. ERE
DINER A RISFEA DB AC 2 LD X ) ITTHEHTREPIIOVT, FEEK
EHER DB OB DIERT B 2 EHBRYTHS ) o

(]

(1) HRCBUI2BEHL ZRRRLL, =V F VT4, AF N ED
e DA ZEL L) 2L VAENLE FF2 22 P ThH o,

(2) THEFLTLIAEBR 25T LIRS BHEMISGERH S A TY
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BZRTIE LV, FBNLFELE ) DOV THMEREPLEE 2 A
Jo 20104FICIE—FEHTH v 7 & HAR 8 22 A S0, i H
OFBHERMEE, Y27V MRBEROEE 2B LB wiKie & a8
FTHY L ERL LTOFEREDIT TV L, EHIL. “Past behavior
predicts future behavior” # #5726 LTZORS WY L
F7eo CORBERZURLDLABODTVERTIE RV,

(3) 2@ 2 KREZHUIT, BULBRBEEZRET 572012, A7 5%
7 F MR BRI S CREShTwb, £2 %23,

(4) Arthur, Anthony, Mcnelly, & Edens (2003) 3. AC Tl 2 h 5 1EM
BFARXAYVay (Av¥TFry—) ELTHRE - ME~DOEH (consid-
eration/awareness of others)., I3 2 =% —3 3~ (communication).
B B (drive) . MWH I 2B 7 (influencing others). ik
1t & #tHi (organizing and planning). REFH (problem solving) T
bH%o BIG6 L bEZ bN DMt 7% (general) % XKJjto &KARICIE, &
SICHIE SN TRRITE MR T B,

(5) In-basket IZRFEDEFFDHEM SN TV L5 2 HIKT 5o

(6) OSSAAA RHEMBOBEYEZ KL 720ICAC ZIFEM L2 L ) H3E
. AC OHFEH XKML TV 5o A8, L3R IS - 5tk o
BV B ThiHEEDbNG, Lo THEMEDANLEREZMB -0
2 BEOBBRRERIDEIVSZII RO EEILONDL, 22T,
EROFEBIFF 2B L 2RREZED L, EHEFZEETANNMITHEL 72
MR LIZEEZONS,

(5 F3#ER]
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ABSTRACT
A review of assessment center and its measure-

ment issues
Youichiro HAYASHI

This article reviews concepts and structures of assessment center and dis-
cusses how it can be applicable to the Japanese organization. First of all, I
explain the basic tenets of assessment center from essential elements, types
of simulations and history. Here, it is emphasized that the simulation meth-
ods in assessment center are expected to be reliable and valid tool for future
behaviors among candidates, especially in case that the past behaviors
among them are not available or predictive of the future performance. Sec-
ondly, the issue of construct validity is raised with an eye to the MTMM
(MultiTrait— MultiMethod) matrix and then a couple of ways to handle this
problem are discussed. Finally, I suggest that assessment center methods,
involving simulation exercises, are to be useful selection tools among college

students who generally have no occupational experiences.



