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2" ’*fz;_ﬁu#@‘rﬁ,ﬁ;z)i@;,/;ujq\ ;Lﬁ’z

TEVIRIECS 8L STEREE S éﬁ}p—k ¥ fz & Cronbach’s i& 5 0.767 -

DR DRt 2 FORER £ 12D Meyer and Allen (1991) #4732

BRFSE L ZE LA RER &3%\ L M & | 4

(Affective) ~ ## 4 14 (Continuance) = 4§ 1+ (Normative) 3% » & B 5 32

6L 18 H* 2 H B B 1648 AT AR AR

FTRAFL FEFL FLEANFRR AR TARELET
Paip Rt 27 1 0F STy aptkat &P 1 ' I G S Flu

e fFfeFg | 2 TAFEL IR Po- | oo A RIBEFTT R

PhEr 2 PR F o kil 2 P B BOKE T R Cronbach’s iE 5 0.948 -

(=) #H Rk

R F e R X € X TIRF S B FF R 4 A 7 (Buch, etal.,
2010; Connelly & Gallagher, 2004)3% 7 0 i%id 3 1 $30 30~ PGt 1 ' ahds %1

1 i‘/f’\ﬁ EFFOPERE E A& RN FhE TV R gggjng, s

RX > aBhadit g Ar Bl d P d-2ELnpRFE s 5 &
# s w24 F 0 Langfred (2005)+ i A R 2 & Fﬁ”‘ R g ¥ rid
R TP AT EAIRE A B ou 2 B Ak P & F REE S X LA
THMOFERE

i A el
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S

AR AU K SRR e B AR o P g R B AR B EOREEE
%ﬁ%‘* e iR TR s A AT o .ﬂr%‘)é] BFEHE%Y o AFF = Hofmann
(1997) #71 dk enF kL o 47 050 0 A R H058 (null model) ¥ ] TRt g £ B 0 £
F1 % £ pE7E R HE5¢ (intercepts-as-outcome model)/w\ | He kit &7 4 4 FiRE
g*ﬁ WA AR RO R Rl o TR e R T e P e U 8 A s
EAI R N S ﬁvf&"u%"— B¥FLE *f | % 5§ 4% % B B3] (random  coefficient
model)tk iRl A B %t 2 7 chle SORE AR T chB 0 S 1 53

' V3 ?’\ p/}ﬁl"gi“’#%ht’%g_ﬁl\u’;’ra’mﬁéﬂ{
@»iﬁ*“’u%?Uh£4ﬁ§g%aﬁﬁﬁ‘n;%o

- SRR

AFEG EEE S PR R L R R S e B 2P 2 Rt LB
é’m@i&Aﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁgbo;%7u3&1ﬁﬁﬁaipf#ﬁ%53
Ford 27 % 1085 Lt A BB L Tiofc A juRE 2P 204 oA S 5
549 1+ (50.6%) tFc R H (- E Bt 4 f 042 536 +(49.4%) A% 4 H i iz Bk
ﬂw&i‘»ﬁ,gﬁgki*»ﬁ%ZgLLQGQ%)ATh&@'kﬁﬂ 4 789 = (72.9%)>
LB GBS AT ARA B LT 442 4 (40.8%) + B F 483 +(44.6%)
FEp e b G 133 A4 (12.2%) 5 45U T A K ehF 667 (61.6%) > = 4R
4 390 * (36.0%)

=~ BERRR
RS %1085'7 Pt AR RS R AP B3 FIRE X P TR A T X
Wkl o P A4 FIRE ISR o PR e & R 4R R
&P e SIGE R M (Y R B4 ¢ - Bryk and Raudenbush (1992):% 5 0§ 8
FORLEE 0 P B AU HCA) (hierarchical linear model) st # #5 4 eha 7
EoFP AT R ERFAL R P AR S OBER SRR
P Ry R HCN BT 4 4 o
A FigPearsontp B A 470 [ B R B TS A P MAZR 0 BF R
oo P e o Y (Null model) ki g Rl ¥Hcche @ LR 2 20
%{TV’L KRR RE RO LR R T L ERLARE ) - R -"14‘-'5:'7}3"—
"‘ﬁ A F R & FHLMA 47 > 3 ¥ ik fpHofmann (1997) %7 3 i 42 0 1% 9 %
WA AR 2 BT RN R ek AL 2 BK o

(- )REcicut b iy 2 M & 47
1B %t A B2 R R 2 At ”“f'&;"r‘ Mt KR (%R
AR ¥ o P ..:,_\,Tr K FP)—"E@?\-FF“ M (%R AR $HikaE o F —1%?»_%&4 )R g
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AAp b o A SR BFRA 0 Rt & PHRM (it 2 P ’T‘;‘}ﬁzgﬁ;}dﬂl%@;)%
R ARFE(TIEREARHRE ST RF) I M BRI
@ﬁ°&%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁpiﬁm%k’awﬁﬁ»B%W%ﬂW%Arﬁ
RE AT 2 BK -

41 st itz pl A4

. I A

it o e )
B RERF BN PR IV A A
2 s N

B4 gRtEFE -030 1
K BT 089%% 104 1

it ks 050 035 -.231%* 1
w2 AL EE 1
};j %t 2 @ HRM 124 1

T yminat K -056 398** 1
B 1085 1085 1085 1085 53 53 53
T ok 073 162 318 332 176 440 3.39
B8 5 044 191 084 084 088 082 039

*p<0.05;**p<0.01

()% %3 (null model )

ARNCE R RIER ER IS SLE PN 5 R R ECCs
AR MR b7 R B g LR T S ST
B 2 R RERCN kY B B Rl B s S B8k o @ James (1982)4;
B btk TSR AT R L PRI R RO A R A P AT LT LG
% 3 (between-group variation) » MR AEE ZREGFEBE AT o0 MY
etz A | X TRl o P ehle sk = & E (nested) 0 FIt & e R TE & A
3$@i?ﬂ@ﬂ9Jﬁ%mﬁéﬁﬁiiﬁ%@ﬁﬁ%o

TSR 2P 5B R Ay fRo ki 4R HRE 2 P HR e A7 %
# 2P TICC(L)E 50135 & T HBT > § 13.5% " #|&d 7 et 27 B4
4 % B AR 8 James (1982) R 2% 5 ICC(1) « *v0.12R) 4 77 2 FF 2§ — % hi
B AR AL BEHLMIE 72457 L Tl L EotR o F
ICC(2)dp e i im p Ap B AR > il 4 | #Hi%it 2 2 1+ ICC(2) 4 0.892 - %
++Bliese (2000)#74% 50.7% i L& > 12 % James (1982)#74% #0.65 ML » %
A AR MR b FURE 2P R INE S - R AR » S BHLMA
Y57 0 iE Bl - Fok e 2 A - Cohen(1988) Rz 5 % ICC(1) + »+0.059 »

s
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FER5A Tz A4 TR FEUHLM kA4 3 i MGLM &5 0 o
IR FATRICE 3 F & LTS T

22 BB FHAHE
%K df 00 o ICC(1) ICC(2)
LI T 52 0.067 0.656 0.135 0.892

(2)4 18 % B H-3 (Random coefficient model )

VLTS N IR 1SR R A PE“"»‘% NENE
(g o) #rig & e 58 %4&412‘1#%@@ SRR B S AR
R T EFLE AL E & F Rk —\qykp?é_}-%g_p\”y?ra,mﬁw % o E AR E
g EaEFC(2010)d, 11 0 B % K S HCD P 0 F WAl B F A SR A TR
FenTg s VAR S ﬁ'c#% FREFRT R BHE X BESHGE 7 e T

e Y

3

B FoRe T gy v RN

it 2 PR O P Y M oM e 0 B 200t < B 4
P SRR RO L BRE I PlRGE AR MR R DR e E 2 e TR ki
SEEFT XA IR HRGE 2 P OREZ BiEG 0 T AR sl v
P E TR R 0P REZ BHEG e T5% BPFR 3 Ug > Uy Uz Ug e

Usj > Usi® Ugiei Mgt talic s 03 e M £ B ordk kel 28 o

Aokt A R Rl REH BB e he p 2% (R®) 5 8.52% ((0.656-0.
562)/0.656=0.1433) » % 7% il A~ fu] ~ DFMPBEE 2 kGt B TV RE A
o %R 1433% o AT BRI Y o i A R R QSKF'“—%??—%?/«
ikt 4B R 0 P B ROKHEE Bio imgf@;@pﬁwﬁm e
g B O R IGER AR A B X (M2ya=-0.23, p=0.000) » H = 5 1k
(M2ys0=-0.12, p=0.007) 2 %f & MR (M2yeo=-0.09, p=0.021) » % 77 i=%it % R é}ﬁ
M € 5 2R 2P REDT oA o it 2 7 B SokE g aikat A
BB o AR o B % L3 AT 7 K3 TRl o P e SULGRERRGE 4 R
e g foe Mo

(= )H LM#£ g&38 B #-73] (Intercept as outcome model)
PR MR B - R 2473 200 240 Ak kg @ o

WA s Rl b2 il DI R R BT R T S B R o
R ok P B % B ¥ (Bryk and Raudenbush, 1992) o tR4E# &2 %) 5 &
(2006)‘!.\;;1 » TERE e E ks R ARpRe FHEHCRBERL RE
d Mk =t mllﬁ;%@‘iig:?g %o ¥ ;h/fd#,\_,é_i xk ool T Ea- 0

FI AP T EERE DAL FTRIEDBEZ T L FAJ?;TE':%EEJ_%
%oy o LB e R e SORGE G TRRI R R T RIETERIE R 5 0 R
PR SRR A R B T RET PR AERE KR W
TR Rz T ol e 2 &R g %\éﬁw‘ HERFAL Theekt
PRRE RS AT HIRE A RS 2 BB ﬁ’*ﬁ LES

A7 7 3 9pShimanuki (2009)%f 4 4 ixit 2 ¥ 4 4 3 /)Evg LT R EON
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B E s S P FGE E e BEG R A - BEEBG S TR
PG RT P KRR 2 P HRE A |k 4 FRE RS X SER
TR 0 H 2k BH R R GE AR BT 2 e SIGE
Lt 2@ & 4 ?7‘57%324’;}’5?
B AR P A TR IR A B SR | Rt KGR A g

B § M TR 3 IS 6 R 2P S e s A e e f
R SO I F")’%"F? #%&ﬁ,mg,kﬁg éﬁ;gzk,»??,mrﬁg% 340 1&3_\3 <
gy FiRE R #%”’ﬁ““%/‘ﬁ@ﬁ%"ﬂ?’mfﬁgl“’z\3"ﬁ— v\ 6
Pl & kst A ﬁ A 4 ?/ﬁl’g :}'L%w ¥t KFH= ,@;f#m HIBE 4 o

ﬁ4ﬂm*3@”“ééﬁ‘*ﬁ@?ﬂ%$Wﬁ+mw*m@¢ﬂ@ﬁ
M B B A Gt A R MR AR R R Rt B T (BT R v
@gﬁﬁﬁﬁ”“J%““”“%é5&4?%%ﬂwww%fu&wmgés
O TR T EE R R e Mo R BT Rt 2 P
I gkt 4 R AR % b 8 (Mayo=-0.08 » p=0.048) -
FAETER L 29 44 FoRE i ikt 4 f BT § o M o

IR 4D 6 LR 2R A IR R G2 RS SR
%*@ﬁREQEA*?%fﬁ%$*%%4ﬁ%m@>'m = RS B
it FATIE B D e B B ¢ fFR 1135 (Mayee=0.19, p=0.000) B %
Bog o % R (Meyoo=0.19, p=0.008) » 4 H 15 i 7 (Msyoz=0.12,
POOSO)RIR #1435 4 3% £ 45 1 § IR 20 L A7 44 TR AR
Bt AR e SCIGE T B o

“%
b4

Fy
F
%

-

-

£3 it 2P A 4 FIRE ILE e SRS R BRI R A 47

N Model 4 Model 5 Model 6
i % Rt HR K R EERE RERPRE
y(se) v(se) Y(se)
A8 A
# 5EBo (Yoo) 3.29%*(0.14) 3.17*%(0.12) 3.24**(0.16)
51 Bu(y0) 0.15*(0.06) 0.12(0.06) 0.18**(0.06)
it & 7 Baly20) 0.02(0.01) 0.04%(0.02) -0.01(0.02)
23R 2 F Ba(y0) 0.30%(0.11) 0.12(0.11) 0.27%(0.11)
B B
it & Fyo -0.06(0.03) -0.02(0.05) -0.12%(0.05)

i R K Y0
SR RN
PRt A K Y0

%2 HRM 0.19**(0.04) 0.12*(0.06) 0.19**(0.06)
n — é] AR 0.567 0.962 1.092
Deviance 2554.78 3105.61 3249.93

*p<0.05; **p<0.01
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2.\ MAGEY Aok

AT AR AR RGBS TR R 5 2 R e L B
Yt I O - S )T&‘{;’f’»\i\ 2P A TR I S A e P G
v kit 4 R $iRad P A 2 KGERF A 8 4 - 1945 Baron and Kenny(1986)
e A HE0E Jm?‘ TP AFRI P ANBLRIELT (- )p Sl
KRG AERTE (2 )p REEY TREE G EFOIRERPE S (2)R
ARBATANE > p REH R REOM B A (R R ) AR BERS 22T
TE LGS A A S BRI TR O A BRI 2P A F
RE LA S I e 0 R 2 P B OIGE & ARG OB B o

Bk 144 TR T S HR T k% A F K 0 # & Baron and
Kenny(1986) ##& i i (- ) p % e ix e FRIPCR S A 1 B SRR S TER
$E O BR2PEFEL(C)A BIPHY AR L HEFAIERPLE o FP AL
ﬁi%fﬁmlmﬁ AR HFRGE REE BORHGY LG TG i AR

AR NP A4 FRE Ll 4R BT M T ¢ TS R
oo P EEAGER B4 e
Bt 7 2 9 BRI A R R 2 P e ROREE) = RS ¢

7% HRM(Rag = @ A 4 0 ilp 32408 ) 2 3 e (PR 4 ;J;,m% A4
B )Pk e S i I R R Gl GRS R A s 27 kg HRM
ﬁwﬂmviﬁﬁﬁﬁVerMer% pOMUm/mO’wﬁ%m£4

PSR SEM TRR 4 BAlRa HE R F@gmé4€“44*@?
5 82 PR PR B 2 Myyos=-0.03 » p>0.05) (IV-MV- DV) ; ] i%ig 3% ‘é“
KRR 4F Mgyos=-0.08 > p>0.05 2 A f2d B F % 5 ﬁ&? ¥ ikiﬁ R AN
AR A Moyos=-0.03 » p>0.05) » 4r b iRt & @ 4 4 FFIRF L5 2t
Kl o B (IV-MV) 2 it KRS 0+ a8 % § % B B(MV-DV) » 4
7M€‘ﬁﬁmiA€lE%&%%R§2?44§%§ﬁ%$ﬁ$%ﬁé
R RE G P Ak BEELEFAETEK L

sl
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F4 vt A R RO e B TS A4
Byt Model 2 Model 3 Model 7 Model 8 Model 9
i 5 BB
y(se) y(se) y(se) y(se) y(se)
B8 A s
£ 5EBo (voo) 4.67*%(0.39)  3.03**(0.11) 4.80**(0.39) 2.95**(0.41) 4.01**( 0.36)
1% 5] Ba(y10) 0.11%(0.04)  0.04(0.04)  0.10%(0.04)  0.05(0.04)  0.08(0.04)
it E T Ba(y20) -0.01(0.01)  -0.01(0.02)  -0.01(0.01)  -0.01(0.01)  -0.01(0.01)
WP ¥ E By(ys0)  -0.03(0.07)  -0.13(0.08)  0.00(0.07) 0.12(0.08)  -0.06(0.07)
% R K -0.23%%(0.05) -0.29**(0.05)
Ba(Y40)
i O K % -0.09%%(0.04) -0.06%(0.02)
Bs(vs0)
Rt R g K -0.12%(0.04) -0.20**(0.04)
Bs(ve0)
R B
it f;?“ym 0.03(0.04) 0.08%(0.04)  0.06(0.04) 0.08*(0.04)  0.06(0.05)
i R Ky -0.89%*(0.21) -0.53**(0.11)
it 4 ﬁg‘ Kyes  0.04(0.19) 0.02(0.12)
Pl R K3y 0.40%%( 0.13) -0.30%*(0.10)
%2 HRM -0.08*(0.04) -0.03(0.03)  -0.08(0.04)  -0.03(0.03)
¥ - kLR 0.562 0.655 0.582 0.649 0.594
Deviance 2574.25 2686.99 2587.92 2687.80 2617.60
p<0.05 **p<0.01

AR R R
11 Sobel(1982)4% &-— B § »Tehii & ™ 3 0 AR E F0T
Z R e B igzetd A H

Hayes (2004)~ p

FERE

(2003) i 2k

gl 53 A2 5 AL

g T2

bz BFeegE AT G
el L

s

gl XX S
wH - K cen? Ak Rip o
SR kRN R EOER R
K ’&%@] S g
7 x%mr—g—,m—r #iT o4 ’T}ﬂ“ A

&R

Baron {- Kenny(1986)# % ~ 5\ “t » Preacher and

B Am 8 and = e 5 (2009) ¥4+
% 31 * @ Kenny, Bolger and Korchmaros
R Ak T AL B

F5H AT g

v

= BT

4 EHS % 0 F] IR 4R ® and #tak 7 (2009) 45§ Sobel(1982)

#%4 fz%ﬁfrﬁ—i ’ ;J'—n—r‘ Fm‘j'

62ap=b%6%+a2+062,+062.02%+2a0Gan+02b

B 2% B 5A % ET it K=
i% 18 Sobel ¥ % ® £

p=0.000)£2 3% f#

LE N

FF(z__-217 p= 0029)

ek RS R

BAES ¢ 4%t HRM & 48k 7 5 ot 1

& ﬁng;gl st R K 3 (22=-3.30,

pock 2 RCE D HE LR

ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéaw%o
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G F R By Rk Pl R F LB (z2==-1.49, p=0.135) - s* %
B30 L AR T RK 40 Sl ERCKGEY ARt 4 4 TR E TR 6 SRR 6T
B cBE B o

o

it 2 7 HRM \ Sobel # #_z & =-3.30, p=0.000

Bap=-0.08=>P=-0.03
8.=0.19%*

5 b:-O.ZS*\

. > s Tl G
i se=0.05 ‘45’]’% e

B2 %t g RgE Y 4 kit 2 P HRM 22 400 4 %

‘ \ Sobel # %_z .= -1.49, p=0.135

Bap=-0.08 =>B,=-0.08
5.=0.12*

[3+=-0.09**

> 2 B D
se=0.04 %EF e

\“ it R

B3 it fg R Y 4%t 2 P HRM 22 420 i

%t 2 @ HRM

\ Sobel # %_z ©=-2.17, p= 0.029

Bav=-0.08=>B,=-0.03

B 0197 \
/’;\é i—ﬁt% 71\;%";, B v=-0.12* é}'ﬁ_ﬁl\q ff;'l— “
se=0.04 r-

B4 it B R 4 kit 2 7 HRM 2 40809 %
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\

N2
- p

w12

ﬁl‘;’.

!

B EEE RFABARMZTFNF S FELE R AP | O e
ABA S L B RN AR 3 R i AR IR
2T BRI RRERSERER OB GLT PR SL FEES T e
- g e gmR 3 > FpsEM R (Flexicurity) Pl 2.0 & B A v 4 1
hE R R EFL B AP E YA 4L 1 7 ik ((European
Commission 2007a, p. 9) -

FELEXHEATES BB ZRF > TR REENT I o AP
MR PR RR IR ¢ RRB Y I F 7 FAGE3% - L F TR
WAZHES% ~ 1 € A4 FALE20% > 14 E b L wE g2 Rt 1§27

1 2fcpor R 2R (FATEA0% -

BEARR L v R R R T U RF AR R S LR g

B enh it #”%;‘é%of&{— R E R R R E R S Sl LTt ) - R rrJ,]* “AE T
SRR I RARS TR T AL F] e v T € - R odkenE PR ki

e E A AP A GIELE e

THER AR TS ?i}ﬁz%‘ﬂ#ﬂ%@ M;’%ﬁgg#' B ¥t iRat A

A mé@ﬁ.ﬁ%‘« Mo TS dERE AR ki o P ‘F_f‘%‘ AR kT R A | e
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g
to
X

kg A

s«m

(- ) 2@ 44 FRE R RFRE L R R
AP ERIRE D P LS TR AR Rl R e

P bl B R AR K 12 5 % 22 Brennanet, et al. (2003):% 5 04 4 F
S ﬁl‘#’r‘g‘?iilx‘?lﬂom/ \—jéf/\‘%/kﬁm&J?i}%l%
DPBBRAP P EZ GG A M G A B eRg 2P
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(Z)4 4 FREmy s PRt 4 | iR 2 RPRRRS -
Bk 3 daimiad o @ 44 ?X;‘lﬁzfﬁ T gt 4 f Rt 2 P chie ;\ﬁ;
FEe BB IR T AT R A wﬁ*%ﬁﬁmP’m@ SRR

"“E

?I"’%*& *’F&,’l\pﬁ Lﬁu#”l\ o] Hﬁ SO B B iR g R B T kit 1
Ten? 3 5253 & B enfE o%‘%b; Su, Baird and Blair (2009) %= 3 > 4% %
MATEE Fli A Ak FaugiT M2 APRITE B O 7 RAF AT FERRZ P
M4 4 F /}ﬁ?ﬁ#—t&m PRI RE TR o

Freidin, et. al. (2002) 4p &) < 384 it L f Rl A1 iFehA R vim & o
ﬁp% TAT S 0 F LLL"}; ﬁkxg’p"
4 ﬁ?@l’%‘«mﬂ*"ﬂhi %ﬁﬁ’? » AR ‘:ﬁ?ﬁfﬁ'ﬁ 71'»%%5 o e s FG it*-t”%f'fﬁ ER RN
Sk 2 T o FiRt EXEPN
ﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬁi’f&*@r*%m‘*F@?W#%’ﬁﬁi%
1RRPALFANE < A R do % ] TR R f
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Y TR -ERRYFBIZGGHRT BRGSO P
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:"..,‘:_E'_:aﬁ‘imggmfzflﬁ'tn‘_’g‘rda»m,»\ﬁ o ?ﬂﬁlj}ii LRI kBT LAMA
IHRE P AL BRORFE O FRIAHRIIEL EAF By HRESPA
i.&gfﬁ\z&;’ ivmE R Bl _'rﬁag, M b FpL s do%esd 2 B3 RRGE o
P 2 LFEE L& iz - o
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AERBAFTHEER LT BBLE TR Lk bk f;"q‘:?@‘—‘ﬁl e
R A2 Rk P EEE R

(—)® e iv

hst s g o

i R LT P f‘ﬁ&é" EHEIIFAMAS B G PP 2]
2 PR G RREFRAE A FHRE ST 2 RRS P HERGET TER
PR AL R TR » ERFEINR TR 27 chfRige » 2 ¢
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Meyer and Smith(2000) a4y ) » 4 4 FRF x5 ¢ B2 ARTIHIR ~ R
JWﬁ\i%ﬂﬁiﬁﬁ’§%§ﬁ1%£$ﬁi%U£ﬁﬁ®i%§’&%
B3 ﬁl _'rfmF—)g 1k > Boxall and Macky(2009) R # ) 13 58 & % »x % + Fih
? BHGFND e PP PR 1 N R S e iF ks
F A ﬁ L %’ﬁ:@:}?‘:&im&%ﬁl Pt 2 > 5 R 1 ok o
ﬁ BA- BB iv ks TRt 0P 2R

%Qﬁiiuaéﬁﬁﬁuﬁ S oA T B e ik
2 1 BRI S T B
g S N R FIRARLELE AFE o

()ﬁ&m A R OBRORE B HCT
AR AR R R 0 P 44 TR E R
% 8 z\n\x% e KR A 4T JE’?E%*W ERECE D
kot enA AR E e 1 FEAAE el (TR
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Human resource management practices of dispatched
agency company on dispatched worker’s turnover
intention: A multilevel analysis

Yen, Chia-Dai*, Huang, Tung-Chun, and Wu, Kuo-Feng

Abstract

Dispatched employment is composited from the tripartite coordination mechanism:
the dispatched labor, the dispatched agency, and the client company. The three
parts connect with laboring relations, working relations, and contract relations. The
employment exist a huge diversity from the normal employment. Dispatched
workers face the exchanging relation from the agent company and the client
company, and the bilateral commitment are interacting. The research tries to
understand the human resource management policy of the dispatched agent
company to dispatched labor turnover intention. Besides, the social exchange
theory and social identity theory are adopted to explain the role of organizational
commitments. Applying HLM to analyze the data collected from 55 dispatched
agent companies and 1085 dispatched workers, this research found (1) the more
sophisticated of human resource management policy, the lower turnover intention
of dispatched from the present agent company; (2) The human resource
management policy are also positive relate to the organizational commitment of
dispatched workers to the dispatched agent company; (3) Organizational
commitments meditated the relationship between human resource management
policy and turnover intention.

Key word: Labor Dispatched; Human Resource Management Practices; Turnover

Intention; Organizational Commitment; HLM.
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