20224F- 8 JJ15H

R’ =&

H69%E HAAMHE $F85 595

ARITICENTE S 2 B/EMD T —7 - T5 424 b EHBATFHEEDORE

«
5
Bk

5 +h I N

¥+ @ X

0o

By BES T OBEOR ELFEMOOT O, KEREROK TR E OREPREIN TS
T—0 - /T A VAV M, MESTFHE EOBEENRBESIN TS, £ TARPFZREICE W T
T EEANC BT A FEE RN T —7 - VA VAV EOBEETH LT A
LA ET 5,

BE EHEEWNICH L HEREEICEE T 5 HARABEM A G L L, Madf o HalNERE A 0
HLIT v r—FilEET-> 70 BMTCIRHAGERZ NV - U=V VT AV AV RE
B (UWES-]) #HtEER, M FHRERA (OJS-]), 4k, MR, B, ERPRE,
PR, ACHNE, V—yxI)bYR—F, tFEOa v Fa—)b, (FFEOBNEAR M
BE LT, BEMICERIZISIZIT -7, S HICZ0JS-] O FALRER SIZ OV T IS
BePERIC E G 0T A 1T - 72

TER 2I0ONICHEZE LB L 205 bLERBIE DD - 72219 A (EINERS3.0%) & T <5 & L7,
UWES-] & BAER & L, T, WAOLAMEL -7V 1, Iz Tk, ERERE, 9%Y
BB, O EEEAFREL-EFIV2, SHICY—Y v LY R—FEE, ftFEoav Fo—
VRS, HEREOBRMARMSSAZHE L 72 ET IV 3 DT X TOETIVICIWT UWES-] & OJS-
J L OMICHEBERIEOREBE RO BN/ CEFIV S =0.202, P<0.01, R?=0.363), & 51,
OJS-J DETFMRERSIZOWTHBEO G #7728 A, Fht& AFHE S L UWES-]
CORNCHEELRIEOMEARD N7 (ETIV 3 : £=0.165, P<0.05, R2=0.383), \ T HND
ETNWVICEBNTD, FRA PR R L IERASFESRICIIEREELTROL D 5 7,

R O ARICEE T ABREMOT —7 - TV AV AV SRR & OB A P2k,
T—2 - TV A VAV EHEBA T, ERICTFREAFMEEDEORENRD BN, &
N0, BEMOT—2 - TV A VAV REESE SO A EEORE &R E

DHETHHZ PR ENT,

Key words :
HAANRBEMIE 2022; 69(8): 595-605.

I #

IR, RO AL OTERE B B O Fafis &
DOEIFEREOZALICH Y, FBEMICKkOOND = —
RIFERILL, ZOFFMERE TR LRI & 70> T
WHI, S LcH, BEMOETN—Y g V%
HEFEL, BOmWT 7 AR 5 /oD OIS EREE S
D RHEMEFD T HEIC O TOHRPEANLTD
NTW5b,

FEH OMEF I T HLEBALE 2 TSI

i)

* LB KR E T
HHEEEMEEKL © T252-0329 FHEE A X ALE 2-
-1 JEHEKEEESS BRET

©2022 Japanese Society of Public Health

T—20 - TVTA VAV, RSP, TS AP, BER

doi:10.11236/jph.21-084

T—=0 - L UVTAVAV BB DB, T—7 - VT
A VAV EF TG, BGE, WIS K- THRED
FoNIAFICEETLRY T ¢+ T THREL /LR
WREETH L, T—7 - TUTA VAV FE, BED
w4, HokE, A, T8 EICHT b —RE
TRAE TR e <, IS b O 4k
MREE ERMTH S, ] EERIN TV HYY,
T—7 - LUTFA VAV FOEBWAR, EFICED
LR PWEREL, (EEFICEWOIICIR D A, (LFEh
DIEN B TUESIES L CWAREICH S & vbh
Tk, TJ—r - TV/TFAVAVERE, RYT
T AVAINVANINVADERGIEETHH & LD
278, T—7 N7 5= VAMEEWSBEID
LAY L E Z BN TV ALY,



596 H69% HARAHE

FrEflaw g & U/ TRICs T, U—27 -
IVUTEA VAV O EWEERL, BEPOOTT
ATV, T e I B O R E D> LR
INTWABY, Fie, =7 - TVFTAIAV D
ENERERRI IS ORER B X O ENER O HBUEE
PMEW EDFREDL DB HY, ZTOM, FHEROHERKE
BOKTPHEE Iy P AV EOBE LIRS
VC\/‘E)B)O

®ITTIE, T—27 - VX AVAV MICHEET 5
MM ERICOWTOMIEDIEE > T\ b, T
b, MO 5 A % O E R [ %
2N (organizational justice) | 13, FEIFZEOT —
7L/ A VAV OBEER L CTHEHZED
T\ 51418 o 7 B O Bl 36 O — i 57 {8 35 7 x5
EL7M9ETh, REERDPHEMBA Tz &S Rkl
TVWABBICBWTL, £ THE<EoY—r - =
VIEA DAV IRBW ERREINTWAHY, HE
filiZ k4 & L 72 [FERROWFTE i+ Tld v < S0 7
NTE D20~ WEOMAMAFEL, V—2r - T
VIAVAVE EERBICEA#ET S RSN T
Ho LU B, HAROFEEMZ SR & L7-0H5E
BohE T TR, Jack HIC X A EEH
BTIE, V=27 - TS AV AV FICHET S8
MABRICBEIC L > TEWDAH D, TNZThOHE
O E RICHELZIT 5 2 LG SN T
WAH  ZDizsh, T—7 - TSV AV S
TR OBIEIC O\WT, bAEOEER =X % &
L7 PLETH 5,

Z 2T AL, OOPEOWRBEZE T A BERMO
D=7 - TV A YAV ST & OB A

I HMCT 5 C & HIICABIE 21T - 70
I WMRAE
1. BIEMRE

HHEIC 2 % 2 DO RBIREL I #1853 % ok il
ARG E LTz, SHEFES KUESEN L ERIO W »
BB (BEMRLL) (TR LN LR 7,

AR & LRI I d, EIKE400K LA
LS00 KK, BEBOBERZ b2, Bikhli500~

600N, Fx T X —IC X AHERENE N, —
MR ABEIEAK} 7 % 1 OFEEEFZ & > TSR
BT 5,

2. REHE

20194F- 6~9 FIC Hil NBEMERE LT - 720
HH I OEEDOE SN HHOBEME L T,
FIRBUOANDFERNC, HEICANIMELHADHT
NEMEARA L /2, BREICIIFAENS, BB,
FEIZOWTOMBW &, BIEEEIC X > TFIZEIE

8%

—PEL W E R L 7o, BIRIIHEOBE Xk &
L, RBEPNC BB 2 3% B L 72,

3. FAEIRHE

D=2 - TV/TFA VAV, MBS FEOMm, 7
%%@kbf,@kﬁé(%iﬁi,ﬁawﬁ@)
BIUBBEE (V—y % VY R—F, {tFHEOoav
FE—, EFEOEMNAER) RN,

1) EAFRE

EARBMED, T, MR, BHEOEE, FEL0
HE, WEFIE, BERER, Bl ORI,
BAEOWE COEBEL, R, WFERE, %
BO11EH & L7z,

B b 1L, Sherer et al. MER L 7-H R
EREDOHAGERT, M - 4SRN T
W AR B CAR) R 2520 2 L CIE L 72,
R B O R E OBRISE H RUIE235HE T, &
HEEG 228w 26 T2585 1 o5 #k
(1~5 ) TRHGL, MIHH ThH14HHIZOW
T, BAARESHE, 5% 15, 45 %25, 3

SiXrOFEE, 28545, 1 5% 5 SICBREL T
Dﬂ“'f%)o SR EAEWITE BRI BN
LR,

2)  WRGEEE

V=Y % VY R—F, ftFoavra—), {1#F
OEMAMIL, KEEZBEL 2 REIZEAT (Na-
tional Institute for Occupational Safety and Health:
NIOSH) Z & DEE S N7-FHEZED H ARGEKR T,
BN & 2 YD R STV A HAGER NIOSH
BREME A B U ARE D O T REA#H L ElE L
7o AFAEZL, TARREOMIL L /-fHNIHET
HhHEINT N5,

V= )VIR— T, HAGEMR NIOSH FZM:
ATV ARHEED 2058 2 lEd % 4 HH
Wz, FHEEZ [FERIC) 26 T2V Al
Wi\ O 5 EEE (1~5 &) TEME L, 1§55
B S 5 S 1 SIS, 48 % 2810, 3R EOE
F, 28% 4510, 1 B 5 EICBRET S, &S

20224F- 8 J15H

BAEWEE Y —Y v U R— R AR KD T b
Z &%T?}ho
tFEoav ra—ig, MftEoa v Fa—))

HHIET H16EHA AV e, FHEBAX N LAY
W S TIEFIC/S SAL O5 M (1~5 4)
TEME L, AiEEAEWIE S EORERELY S <
B TCWA S EAERT,

Lo BMANIL, [ENYEIEN] Z28Ed 5
HWEHAZHW ., FHEBF [1FEAERV] 6
EWIC (E2id, k< B5DH)] D5 (1~5 45)
TEME L, AEHEEAEWIEE FEO AR AR E W



20224F- 8 JJ15H

e,

3) U= TVITFAIVAUE

J—27 -7 A4V AV i, Schaufeli IZ X -
THRINY, BEDLIC K-> TR NP HAGE
koo bbbk U= 24V AY T RE
(Utrecht Work Engagement Scale, L UWES-])
e FICCRHE L 7co ARG 17OERIEH 22 5L
v, I4ES (6HHE) ) [BGE GHA) | [RE (68
H)] 2O ENTEY, FHAE, [2<kW]
o TOOLEL S | O 7% (0~6 &5) TR
T5, AatBEBPEWNEET—7 - VTV AV
FEWC EHERT S, AREE 57— E
4 (Cronbach’s ®=10.92) &, BE\WZ UM DHER S
N TN 528,

4) AR TE

[ FHA% 1 (organizational justice) | 1%, #Hf%
DR IBINS & B2/ EDVEDTHY, 7
U=y 8D AR S O & 2 A&
DITENC G2 28| LEFEINDY, VFy T
I &5 AP, TR [FeE A7
P [ef ABICRAFENE | TSR] OS> DO%EHR
wHR D, SRR, BRSHM, EHNED
DEEONPEZFRL, Tt & A FESHKO T $
LUK B ORI 7% EAD B EREDTFHi & DRFH
7, RABARA T —ADAR L L THEINS
HABIRO L%, WAL BRI S )7l
WEBONLANFUEERT ESNTVSEY, Thb
%%mfmﬁﬁ¥é%%%b Colquitt 23BAFE L 72
b D%, Sehi] O AER L 72 B AR GE RO A1 RE
(Japanese translation of the original English-language
organizational justice scale, LUF OJS—J) Z W T
B L 721017, AR TR L7 &8 T O AIE
M ez, HmTh ERIOAFRREEY, MM E
LROEB AP AA T HAEEGBENTH A
J:%NB Z DR % T OWSE 2 HME ST S L DT

%o Hal20HH OHRABMETH D, et

ﬁ&&%L4O®TUR§ﬂ@nﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁéh
5. BIEESBG TOGH et A8 AFor
e Y) ONFE, BRUER (B ORKfi % ik
T HHEREFF 5 7o N) ORBEONFHEIC W THE
BT BRI > T B, HELAED [707203
TR Gkt A, AFRoORERE) 3%k
ToOB TIPS N T\ | 7eED 43HA, Fii
SRR B 772 OFHliZARE SN A E TOFHHi
EOBETHETOBRRCIFFLERT I LPTE
fein] 7 EDO THE, ABIRAFEED T ERIED
IRICICAREICEL T A2 O 4 HA, HHhA
P T ERNE, EE, BEAEREER ] Tk

H69% HARAHE

#8855 597

FOSHHTHE SN, FHHEDL NTEAEZ
DTV 6 T 2572 ] O5 i (1~5
) CRHE L, SitBanmuidy, MeRA M2
BV ERHTI S NS, AREOEEN - #4315
BV EDREIN TS (Cronbach’s @=0.96)17,
4. PWHE

=7 - A DAV BRSO A
ST AICHID, FEERIIETHELD T —
7T A VAV EBET S LI NTW S
BAEE M (0, MR, g o &E
153530 PRI, T AESSY | EhsTSEEsS. 39)) P
FUBBG M (V— % U R— g s ff
HoOaV P — IV EEY, (FFHOEWEAHS
g AEEL 7z, ks, [HEHER TRERE
B TBSHOFE | [ 2 ELDOAE] I2OoWTE T4
W L OMBER, THTAERK | IC>wW i [
Oavra—)l | EOMBEND D L EIERIENRD
BN/, FHEEERE LT3R L % -
7:0

AR & LT, RE\ED UWES-] Aat1F 5
HHRI(ET 25 L, [T—27 - ZVTr AV AV MK
i) & [O—r - /r AV AV FEfERE] O 2
RIS o0, MR SPESE A, AR (GER, %
A, Wk, ERZRE, BBvRE B8ORS R
BRUBBEE (V— v VI R— 5, (tF0
oV FE—IRE, (EROBRNATRES) Ik 5
Z 2 DERICOWT, P REB LU tREET- 7
KIZ, UWES-] OB AT /CBAER, Mika
SEME A (LR NTOJS-] Eat#k), AR
(Fln, MR, %8, ERZE, $BKE BCY
NREB R, Bt (V— /«wﬁﬁ =T
ftFoay ro—Ea, (ROENARELR) &
MSTER & LEBIR N AT - 7o, SEIMLERM L X
U R OTEENE 2~ BG4 47200, FHEER % B
WL 723 DOERBIFETIVEIFER Lz, &6
I, MR O TAREZ/EBAER & L 7@ b
To7z0 TXTOHGHICIE, HEt/ Ny ¥ —Y IBM
SPSS version?26.0 for windows % I\, #etA9HEZ K
#1X 5% & L7,

5. {GIEMYELE

AMFEOFIRIL, LR RFFEFTUICmEE A
FTRLEOKFE (20194F 3 H26H, HKid#52018-21-
2) HETEmL 7,

I #f %R

1. 7245 —bMOBEHE L VR
BHHE D 2 DOIREEIC I\ T, &aF270 NICER
EAEATL, 224 A HEIERE LN (B



598 F69% HAARNHRE M85

83.0%)e TDOH, T—2 - TVUTFAVAVEE
FUMBAPFEREDORIZE D\ 5 NEERIML,
QU9 N = MR & L 72,

2. MREBOEKEM

EXGED OJS-] BROFY (BEHERZE) 15666
(14.4), UWES-] 550 F¥H1350.6 (13.5), 15HH
H7=0 Oy (GatiFazBE B CEl - /o fE)
123.0 (0.8) TH -7,

R38O NFEE EIBHFrE AR 1 IR T, W5
FHOVEFH31E35.9 (9.8) ik, LEA92.7% &K
abtz, MEIEIRIE, 45.9% DB TH D, [
BT A5FELPVDHANTEED2.7%Th - 72,
IS O W TE, H¥K63.3%, HIAY
8.7%, K¥25.2%, K¥PBi2.8% Th - 7o, FHikhili
L TORBRERIT12.6 (9.3) £ TH Y, BED
WBE TOEBERIL, 4.3 (4.2) FThHo72. BH
TEREI396 3% NIEHRBE CTH Y, R\ (35 R
BRO2R) %175 T\ 5H1369.2% Th > 770
HRE, EEU EOBRBAFOEH33.8% Th -
7o WRFBOBHCHIIESSIL73.1 (10.0) TH-
770

BRBEEIC B VWTIE, VYV =y % VR — R AR
15.6 (3.0), fEFEOaV FE—)L1H5E45.2 (11.5),
TEROBEMAMESI348.0 (6.1) TH- 7,

KREDFTIRT 5 2 DOFERICE T, (REX
To72& A OJSJBEDOFEY (64.6 (13.7) vs
67.8 (14.7)) ICHEZIIRL (P=0.106), FE4ik
HIZBWTHEELREVWITZREDO N7 (P=
0.351),

3. T—=Y - I HAT AL M EEBATHDR

= (HLEMR)

UWES-] At sohRfE (50.6) T, 7—7 -
IUTADAV MMEREE T — 2 - ATV A
FEERIC 2L, &FEO OIS B, i, %
B, ek, ERZRE, #BERE, B8ORS,
V=% VI R—=FEE, tFoav Fo—LE
ML, ATFOBEN AR S A R L 7R A £ 2 1ITR
T KMEFED OJS-] B EOFHME (BEHERFE) X
64.3 (14.9), E{EEED69.2 (14.3) T, WERICH
BIEWHAHD N (P<0.05), 72, HOXT
s, tEoay Fo—)UE A, EFEORE R
BEICBWTL 2 FHICAERERRD BT,

4. T—=U - I HFAT AL b EEBATHEDR

B (ZZEER)

UWES-] 1§ S & (B AERL, MK L F 15 5 2 gk
MAERE UcEEBER ST ORREE 31T, ot
ICRWTE, Flnds OO A% AR L L7
BN CEFIVL), RIS AEMETH 5%,

20224F- 8 JJ15H

x®1 NREOMENFE L BB

ENE
(n=219)

£y (mean, SD) 35.9(9.8)
MR (n, %)

g 203(92.7)

B 16(7.3)
W (n, %)

PR 100(45.9)

PN 118(54.1)
FELDOHFME (0, %)

H 0 65(29.7)

L 154(70.3)
REFE (0, %)

B 138(63.3)

R 19(8.7)

RF 55(25.2)

KFBE 6(2.8)
FERERK (0, %)

AT D A 196(89.9)

HEBRERT O A 2(6.9)

ERERN & R I8 - B RE T 20(9.2)
PREAEH (mean, SD) 12.6(9.3)
¥HESR (mean, SD) 4.3(4.2)
" (n, %)

ML (AH v 7) 145(66.5)

B (FEELE) 74(33.8)
ERRE (0, %)

EHE 211(96.3)

JEIE B B 8(3.7)
YBIRE (n, %)

HEyD A 64(30.8)

TREZFHED 144(69.2)
B &) 7145 A (mean, SD)V 73.1(10.0)
AR PSS (mean, SD)? 66.6(14.4)
V= v )Y R— A (mean, SD)¥  15.6(3.0)
ftFEoa v b —IfF A (mean, SD)Y  45.2(11.5)
fEFEOER AR S (mean, SD)Y 48.0(6.1)

1) HRERY B O RO E & BV CRHif

2)  HARGERGE A P R % TR

3) HARGEM NIOSH BN A F U AHEE OSSR
B 4 THH & B TR

4) HAGER NIOSHEEZEMEZ MV AFEZOT Vb
0 —)V 1635 B % F\ TR

5) HARGEM NIOSH BRZEM: A + L AT EZEOZERI ¥ H)
AR E % VTR

mean : “FE¥IE, SD : fEHE(HZE

JERRE, BHILE, BCHNRESE Nz /2ET
WV (ETIV2), REIC, BBEETHLY —V
WY R—=BEEEFoay Fo—Es, tFO
BERAMESZHAEER L L TNz eTV 3 Ok



20224F. 8 A 15H H69%E HAAMHE $F85 599

K2 U—r - TUTAYVAVE EEBA TS JU KPR & OB R

RO V=0 - TUTADAVE T=7 - T/ 5 A AU b P A"
(n=219) IEfEHELD (n=116) SfEHE (n=103)
A% PR (mean, SD)Y 66.6(14.4) 64.3(14.9) 69.2(14.3) .011
F#h (mean, SD) 35.9(9.8) 34.9(9.9) 37.0(9.7) 114
MR (r, %)
gis 203(92.7) 109(94.0) 94(91.3) .604
Bk 16(7.3) 7(6.0) 9(8.7)
%l (n, %)
L (AKX v7T) 145(66.5) 84(72.4) 61(59.2) .039
BFHY (EFEDE) 74(33.8) 32(27.6) 42(40.8)
JERRE (n, %)
IEHBER 211(96.3) 111(95.7) 100(97.1) 725
FEIEHIE 8(3.7) 5(4.3) 3(2.9)
BBVE (0, %)
H# D A 64(30.8) 33(30.3) 31(31.3) .871
TREBA D 144(69.2) 76(69.7) 68(68.7)
H O 175 A (mean, SD) 73.1(10.0) 70.7(9.5) 75.8(9.9) <.001
V= % VY R— 1155 (mean, SD)¥  15.6(3.0) 15.3(3.1) 16.3(2.7) .056
HEDOa Fa—)LE A (mean, SD)® 45.2(11.5) 40.9(10.6) 50.1(10.4) <.001
EFEOREMAME S (mean, SD)? 48.0(6.1) 46.5(6.5) 49.7(5.3) <.001

1) HRERIFVE R - U—27 - TUF AV AV R RE (UWE-]) % B\ CaH

2) UWE-J {35061 & (KERE, 50.6L0 E % & fEfE & L/

3)  H ARGERGE R A R % R

4) BRI E R TR EE & Vo CRE

5) AAKRFEM NIOSH BREEME A F U AT ZOHL1L 1 4 THH % A\ CEHH

6) HARGEM NIOSH RN A U ZAEZ O v F 1 —)V163E H % A TR

7) HAGERK NIOSH BE3EME A + U AR EO BRI & fif 1 158 H % F Vv CEFHill

8) E&OMEIL x? BE £ /213 Fisher OEFZHERMKE, FIHHEOEDBRET ¢ BE X H\ /-
mean : “F¥I(E, SD : EEHE(FHE

x®3 VU - TUTA VAV CHEBRATEE L OB (EEESHT)

n=219
BEREIRRE (B) [95% 5 XM ]
model 19 model 26 model 37
RS TS 0.345 [ 0.203-0.443 1** 0.346 [ 0.217-0.452 1** 0.202 [ 0.068-0.321 ]**
RS 0.153 [ 0.033-0.386 1*  0.021 [ —0.208-0.267 ] 0.047 [ —0.163-0.295 ]
PE B 0.096 [ —1.564-11.498] 0.120 [ —0.160-12.799] 0.102 [ —0.771-11.482]
el 0.060 [ —3.143-6.653 ] —0.014 [ —5.106-4.280 ]
JERTZREY —0.016 [ —10.219-7.902]  —0.034 [ —11.085-6.268]
sy Rey —0.071 [—5.875-1.679 ] —0.075 [ —5.821-1.396 ]
H &) I I&A5 S 0.8379 [ 0.346-0.684 1** 0.290 [ 0.226-0.561 J**
V= e bR — A 0.139 [ 0.024-1.254 J*
ftfFFoa v Fo— A 0.240 [ 0.126-0.429 J**
RO ER AT S 0.132 [ 0.023-0.561 J*
H B % A E R AL R? 0.120™* 0.268** 0.363%*

*P<.05, ** P<.01

U R (0 FE, 1 )

2) Mk (0: ML, 1:EFEDE)

3) EMPRE (0: EBEM, 1: IFIEHEM)

4) BIRE (0: AHOL, 1: ZREBE D)

5) fFin, PEACIREE L /- BREEE(R )R R A

6) Fim, M, Bk ESIPRE, BTSURE, B CA)TIRS A CHE L 2o BREE R R tR AL

7) fFhm, YRR, Bk, ERURE, DBVRE, HOHNRES, V-V e b R- AR, fRoav Fr—UBa,
HFO BRI A MG L TR L 7R R EE fR L
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R4 U= AV AY LSO TR & ORI (FEER55HT)

n=219

PREEMR UG ER L (B) [952% R BIXIH ]

model 19 model 26 model 37
Fie & NP 0.347 [ 0.429-1.232 1** 0.254 [ 0.226-1.018 1** 0.165 [ 0.018-0.778 1*
ol AN 0.055 [ —0.426-0.867 ] 0.106 [—0.203-1.067 ] 0.107 [—0.160-1.036 ]
RSN LA 0.215 [ 0.003-1.612 1*  0.240 [ 0.197-1.698 1*  0.174 [—0.090-1.430 ]
HMmA P —0.182 [—1.189-0.151 ] —0.156 [—1.099-0.197 ] —0.178 [—1.127-0.099 ]
A f 0.155 [ 0.039-0.386 1*  0.022 [—0.205-0.276 ] 0.049 [—0.159-0.296 ]
PRI 0.091 [ —1.747-11.125] 0.113 [—0.519-12.393] 0.095 [—1.136-11.080]
%> 0.065 [—2.973-6.793 1  —0.005 [ —4.852—4.537 ]
JE e —0.013 [—9.901-8.115 ]  —0.032 [ —10.918-6.378]
Py —0.055 [ —5.405-2.143 1  —0.062 [ —5.445-1.769 ]
H O A5 a5 0.366 [ 0.328-0.668 1** 0.282 [ 0.551-0.818 ]**
V= e VY IR— R A 0.149 [ 0.065-1.303 J**
ftFZEoa v Fa—IEA 0.224 [ 0.107-0.413 J**
RO EN AT S 0.138 [ 0.033-0.569 1*
H B BT AR TR BT R? 0.172** 0.291** 0.383**
* P<.05, ¥* P<.01
D R (0 B, 1 et
2) &k (0:4&L, 1: FFELE)
3) AR (0: EHEM, 1:3EEHREM)
4) BB (0: AEOA, 1 ZREBAD)
5) S, MERITTHREE L /o BRHE(R B FR AL
6) i, MER, %Rk, ERVE, 9%IERE, B8ORS TR L 7B R B R AL
7) Flm, MR, B, ERERE, BBERE, BRGNS, V-V e VIR B, ftEoa v o Ea,

HFO BRI A MG L TR L 7R EE fR L

BETIV) "AER L7z, ZORHE, €501 T3
kP O EEAEAR B FR L (B) 130.345 (P<0.01),
H B Ak @R (R?) 130.120TH - 72,
*7/, ETIV2TiEBIE0.346 (P<0.01), R2iZ
0.268, £ 3 Tl, B130.202 (P<0.01), R%{Z
0.363+ 72V, W Nnd UWES-] 54 & OJS-] 554
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Relationship between work engagement and organizational justice

among hospital nurses

Akiko MATSUOKA* and Mika TANAKA®

Key words : work Engagement, organizational justice, procedural justice, nurses

Objective This study aimed to clarify the relationship between organizational justice and work engagement

Methods

Results

among nurses.

Japanese nurses working in a medium-sized hospital in the Tokyo metropolitan area were sur-
veyed using a self-administered questionnaire. We conducted a stepwise multiple regression analysis
with scores from the Japanese version of the Utrecht Work Engagement Scale (UWES-]) as the de-
pendent variable and scores from the Japanese version of the Organizational Justice Scale (OJS-]),
age, sex, position, employment status, shift work, self-efficacy, social support, work control, and
work quantitative load as the independent variables. Additionally, a stepwise multiple regression
analysis was conducted for each OJS-] subscale score.

The questionnaire was distributed to 270 nurses, of whom 219 (83.0% response rate) provided
valid responses. With the UWES-]J as the dependent variable, Model 1 adjusted only for age and
sex; Model 2 adjusted for position, employment status, shift work, and self-efficacy score; and
Model 3 adjusted for the social support, work control, and work quantitative load scores. Model 2
and Model 3 showed a significant association to the positive direction between UWES-] and OJS-]
(Model 3: $=0.202, P<0.01, R2=0.363) . Furthermore, when the same analysis was conducted for
each OJS-J subscale score, a significant association was found between procedural justice scores and
the UWES-J (Model 3: $=0.165, P<0.05, R2=0.383). Neither model found a significant differ-

ence between distributional equity scores and information equity scores.

Conclusion The results of this study examining the relationship between work engagement and organiza-

tional justice among hospital nurses showed that work engagement was associated with organization-
al justice, especially procedural justice. These results suggest that maintaining and improving or-

ganizational justice is important for improving nurses’ work engagement.

* Kitasato University School of Nursing



