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Abstract
To construct a competency model for college student cadres, we first select two groups of 15 stu-
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dent cadres based on the criteria of high performance and average performance, and conduct be-
havioral incident interviews with them. The content of the interview is to ask the student cadres to
describe in detail the success and failure of the student work in three things each. Then, after ana-
lyzing and coding the transcribed text through the interview recording, the consistency between
the coding members is checked, and finally it is concluded that the core competencies of the high-
performance group of college student cadres are better than those of the average-level group, in-
cluding self-discipline, emotional control, language expression, analysis Judgment, initiative, and
achievement orientation. The competency model of university student cadres constructed based
on this research has high reliability and validity, and can provide a targeted professional refer-
ence basis for the appointment of student cadres.
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1. 518

FEAT AR 45 b se i TAE AT J5 IO AR B2Rg. BB SR AR HE(KSAO) I4EA ™ (Campion et al.,
2011). McClelland (1973)Z 5t VA “MEAES)” —IaIE I, R & AT R SR AN 2 8 )
(McClelland, 1973). Prahalad il Hamel (1990) McClelland FF 7T IR RTHERE T —2, KREIIE &Y R 3|
AFE “BLRe))” , KRTIEMALGONS T R TIERRIE. 152495 MHL @ 2RI LR ), HE
S T R N B A RIRE S, LRI [ A BERAL Y 53 — 266 /1 (Sanchez & Levine, 2009).

AT S e — P AR S BT A S8, PEAG 35 I 25 SR B it 4 28 i W 5| A AR BN By i«
W51 437 J5 R (Schmieder & Frame, 2007). Stevens (2013)35H!, AT BB H @ “ MLH L Emg A H
PR AT A S STRAT N, L%ﬁ%@mﬁammm%ﬁm@%ﬁ?%ﬁﬁf”05%%%I¢WMﬂ
MrAREL, b 55 B A H b 2 18] X FE 2 DL R SR VR 2 DA T 4% 1) 5 2\t 47 A (Sliter, 2015)38 3 #ALA
RE 1 BRI 14 2 — (Sanchez & Levine, 2009).

ST R IRE F AR PR R SO S, ST, PR T E AR A, R
A G EESARUE— ORI TE A BRI A AR SR R S R IR KA EAT, HATH
P AR T A BRI A B IR A TR PR Bk I o (RIS 2 H T Py ke A ) 5 ) B AR B 5
A, CHIXRTA TSR EEERETT T b ST RS 135, MmN %R & AFEmREe
73, NOZAEMRLE T IR TR ERE TR, HATE IR EAA T RERITEA . A s AR TR Re 1 T
FAZ IR U, = SRR S AR BRI SCRE, T AR A AR T 0 40 e ) T B
TN EE . R, X 2 A T 0T R T 3EAT AT @A SRR L 2

2. B

ASCHITEFE E AR S 1000E F S SR 7 v R ARSI B AR A3, 25 A % e R e S B 2
T SRR, 2 REPEBI TR, B PARHLE RORI 2 5% 15 44 5 EF e AT, A A
AT FRN 1 = LAk S o 05 R 5 A B S 1) = At LA S T s VR R 6 A0 M 2 R R B S K
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Pa oA, WP RS R A Bt A T R AR R AR Y s f il i 55 oAb N TR SE R, S A
RER 2T AR AR . A B PR AN IR NRIDLIS . ARSI B0, 3R s IR
GUAAEEAA TARRCR, A B et s A TARR R IR, A T B AR R Rz B A s
J&, EIZRIECR .

3. xR
KRR 15 4 2 T8
4, WRTTE

1T NFE A5 1% (Behavioral Event Interview, BEI) & —#f LS ML X 54 N ST THIR B 7%, T2 A
TH R TR AR T, DL IR AT R AR TN R RAT R i i T N il AT A M H
We XERE T N4 “ATR7 —WfE BEI an & Pl 25 R R EmIEH . thah, AR DU EIR A
T AR AT R NTEIRAE ALK SR AT e A 2 G AR o %0738 R 36 O B 22 5 4 22
3k (David C. McClelland)fE 1970 SEARBLIT Y. 22 3K 2200 R AT UK IR RL ) B4R 2. 4709, IR
HRe gL —FE, EATRZAEKIE BRI, FFHAOESRIK L —f . BRELREm AT Ay (1 X 38 (51 7 L,
MEM, FEMIKSIER)RKZEKZ N, Gkl —f. RERBABE, —NAAREAEKFEK, JFk
R4 RSN DL BT 2 AT R I 2847

AT A VTR (BEN) Y E (142 [0 T R A5 L 25 T8 FE SRS AR PR AT IR . X R TIRAN T
TN W[ AT TAE DA RCR FZ R AR A SR R o EAT TR A 280 At T ARSI, R ESRARAT T
SERERE S, ZE L TIURE TAAAT R, BARRAT N, FERER T H RTRRIL . S HE R ) ]
DR R BEEHIE R . 5200 NIEF SRS, &L ) BT AFE B RV W 2E e, IF v il 2
HUARR T R A A A XL ERZ R AT, RIS E IR TR P R R L F i L2 . TR
MR EEEA STAR AN, W13 1 fis.

Table 1. STAR rules
= 1. STAR N

& 5:(S) 1. HIEITERREERER?
£55(T) 1 TR SE RA A bn A4 2
1 ARSI R OLA A A BRI S ?
1TEN(A) 2. PREINE M T4, AR B SEAR  FRR A T R AT S ?

3. IRTEREANFF A AR M 2

e KT SEIRA LT

HARR) 20 KBRS T 12

5. MRtz
5.1. #it

AT T ARE e Mt i~ e R 2 A TN U R AR AR A 3 B B B A 0 (0 22 I DA A T 5
ROl 70 K, L 6 44 I0F B A T AR A SR LA AL (LA N RO SHLAL) VTR xT 5, FLA3 90 1E 36~40
gro [, 9 7 AEREASE B AAERYE, MR Bedh Bl 9 44 Ml 2 A T oM Sc @ 4L (UL R AR NS
SPAIVIRXT R, HAFSME 15~30 Z [0, JLyjik 15 Ao Hah Bty 6 N, ikl 9 N FilbiR Ky 22
%, SRRV 18 X, PSRN 197 ¥ K=FH N 2 N, KZFHN3I N, K—FEHN 10 A; 2
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YRR TER, 13 MR TE: 2 MEWIDN =4, 3 MEDAPISE, 10 NMEHDY—F. iR AN g4
IR LA WA 42 5 P A # B ERINR 2 T2 % 1 A [H A

5.2. TRt

KRBT T AT RFTARIRND) « GFASEAURERCRR) « GulsREES) (L% 1~3).
Hrr, (G AF U RRAY) BB VR A 1. ViR, SU5R B B, foiREmm. o7
NEADTRAE Bl R ) i 16 NI LA, FIRAC Rl U 3R 3 I B A B A RAE DRI R P 4T R B
CRfERE) Bk b, (63 TURR A RIS, kiR E B B CAE VIR TR AIAL
HIFILSS, BN BATENS 22 i W L Ja AT U5 ok 5

AHFCRAE) (REAEFFAERE ) (B3 4), RMRIEZINE (ol 3 TREAE R« U
OB AR L) ISR, ot 5ATEhR. i SRR, SN, EEAL. ARIK 8
ANTES, RIS 25 AP BRI AT 5 (2004) T € SRR Ak v 248 BR S IEARAFAEAE AL )« PR AR AT 52 (2009) HY
(RRAET MR R TT) SRR, VP S H 1) (AR RE L) o iy i fd
M, SCERENAD G 77 A B 1 U7 PR 45 Rt B g b AT T e e, RS R AT A
R E T B SERRTE DL, RIS, SEIEAN 1 V7 ik BORE P AT RE W LA RS IRFAE IR 2 5 B2 2K o e ST (B
FERFAERF L) AFFIALTE 64 DHEAESRAE, FAHEAETIRE D 0 4 55 GRS S 70 BUR O B
A1, 2. 3. 45)

5.3. {TAEHK

VIR ZAHEVTR N RSB0 R SR AT 1 B M A, b s e ObR v 7 S SR RS AR 2, BT T
P VIR AR AL (AT F A TIRIEN) I ZSROR A . EILBYTIRARE)E, ST
PUTRAE IRIE AT T3 . WAh, IR AN DRI RE PR B WA AT Tk, 1EN
X HEAE TR ARG 65 9 2 b 78 o

5.4. BE{T4SESRED

VISR B I BRI . BOont)E, FREEEROOR, rikfs 1 15 0 SCRMEL, AL T S RUR T
HAYIA] 3 P TS 3 PROEAF R, Jh 6 1, DRMAS IR DR IE T 90 PRtk 22 id Hak— LA i 22
MIpzs, EH42 757 T g/l 5 2R A A M. B, i I MHe T (EATEE
ERFSL) o FEANIEIRLEF A E g TR T HA BB ARE T, AL 90 A S AH R IR g .

6. THRLEER
6.1. IHIKITR

W90 LZ AR F B 1 15 444 TEA VIR R, 73308 7 B8R4 8 LG0T 4. BHEIL T,
BN T BN 40 UL E, SO P& E01E 20 23 Ao A . 30 20 20 A (R 45 A EL A 1a) S Hoh Sl 41
WA . ViR REEARE B I 2,

2 2 w4, W I 15 ZUNRR RO 4k, 6 L P, 13 LRSS THM 2 BRSTH.
RIS BRI 20 JRAE 15 415 R0 R4 NSRG4, 40 43 UL ERIRIASG 4L, 30 4r Ll b
FRR IS AR N S-EMNTRS RAGRA, WaT-t4 g, J5/\& RSP, Sutdlm
PG BN 40.43 (SD = 5.381), SiPAM PS4 21.50 (SD = 5.782), Ja #HATHOIFEAR T 4
5, 4 RRIGIHMS AR S 27 (T =6.531", N = 13). £ IRBESHI, BHiNLRa N
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Table 2. List of basic information of interviewees
Fz 2 IHRMBREAREE—RE

L5 FH HRZK fEH S
1 % K= W 2+ = 44
2 S K— R0+ —4F 44
3 %« K= B 2T A 43
4 % p - e 2T PR 43
5 'S p - KRR P4 43
6 % K— BE 2% T4 —4F 36
7 % K— e T 4 30
8 LS K— BE kT —4E 30
9 e K— BE 24 T4 —4E 30
10 5 K— Be 2T —4 21
11 5 K— BE T —4E 21
12 LS p - BRHTH PR 20
13 L2 R— BE T —4 20
14 LS K— BE T —A4 15
15 % R— Bt 24 T8 —4F 15

6.2. TIRFHMKE

12 spss20.0 X ViR FEANK BT ASIREAR T #8596 o 85 R, SRR 740N 12,983 F(SD
=62.18), S PAHIMVIRTECN 11,724 7(SD = 69.21), EVIiRFH A 5352 2(T=4.650", N = 88).

6.3. BRI ST {REFBE

6.3.1. BI/REMBXRE

AV T LARE B R iR 2 B K 15 A 4t N B3 (%2 9 44, T4 6 L) NTTR % . g, id T &
ANPARTE A AT FRFE S S B IR AL, 12 BAT 64 AT JRFAE AT /1A 3L, 5 £ 4mf5 N Rt
IR BE 15 44 U5 R 1) 90 AR RIh BRI S B AT dn i . A TS 5 w0 N 52 4w 1 P 35—
M, 12 H spss20.0 KXt 5 44 gt N SR 90 1 475 1) T ¥ B oy B AT B IR AR AR 06 . 45 SRR I 5 44
AL B3 ) B2 IR M O R BN T 0.404~0.624 HIY S35 . Sihidh 51 2 FN4hid 55 5 22 [a) i B AR EMAH 5% 2 50w
k% 0.6247,

6.3.2. ZRKI

N T RIS TR TR B AT DI RRAE R R TE AR TR I SR MG P AAFAE 2 5, 18 spss20.0 %
Gl ARG L AT SR R P R O AT E RS, AT IESS R L 3 (R 3 A T 2R B
& (EAT JIHEAE) -
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Table 3. The difference test of the average grade score between the high-performance group and the average-performance

rou
gﬁ 3.p SRS S TENTEHFR I BNERKE
AT H i G4

AL it bt it bR df t

HILAIR 0.14 0.378 131 1.193 8.566 —2.477"

AR /NI 1.29 0.994 0.13 0.354 7.325 3.100"
Gi# 121 0.906 0.22 0.619 13 2.514"

& A3 RERT 0.29 0.706 1.81 1.462 13 —2.480"

¥ "p<0.05 (RUBKLR).

H3% 3 WAL SURAMSBEFHAEHELOIANRE . AP AIE. SR N X DA AR FIRHIE_EAFAE
2, HNX YA AR TIRRAE F] R X 3 S AL ST 4L

6.4. EIRRISIEEFBEDH

6.4.1. B/REMBXRES

T 25— UAH AT R it 574 2 Rt 5 BOAH DGV E Sy, ik 3 0,624 (HZAE PR H 5 gmAs 7 0k & I
GRS 2 FIRAG 51 5 6 90 1S LRI AT JIRFE Rt AR BAPEAR . 25— K 64 MNMEFIERI RS /3 A R T
AANFFAE, HEDITE GRS i 72 o] oA L SR A il SR AT DR T S . BT 90 ARt BT
BT, X T A RS N D AT TR E G A AT B KA O REAE G, S5 KI5 44 9mA 51 1) B 2R b AR
KAHANT 0.444~0.613 HIHTRE . Gl A 2 FGwED I 4 2 18] ) /R EME DG R B0, 1551 0.6137,
6.4.2. JAA—H1*

25 —F 1 (Category Agreement, CA)FE X 2 i V2R AH [R5 5 2R S B0 H 0 bk, BICA =2 x S/I(T1 +
T2). NHSTRPLGmILH HE—FE, T1. T2RRBAgRID 8%

Table 4. Coding consistency coefficient of competency characteristics of five coders

F 4. DAWBARBENFERE—BIERY

Hmis A 1 i A 2 Hnfid i 3 Hnfid i 4 gmfid 51 5
Zmfig 51 1 1.00
e A 0.34 1.00
gmfid i 3 0.32 0.28 1.00
Zmiid 51 4 0.29 0.51 0.3 1.00
i 5 5 0.27 0.26 0.23 0.213 1.00

H 4 RN, gt % 2 ANgwmid B 1 1) CA Ry 0.51, 5 %Y 5] CA %707 A 0.21~0.51,

6.4.3. EFIRL

N TR S A B AT TR 2 B AE 2 AR T M SR A G P AP AE 72 e, AR SERR b it 72
RIS G0 7 AL UTRA RIS G, BTDAEEE 7 A5k R E TSP . 8 spss20.0 kiokt
GURAM BT LA SRR 55 90 0 BOHAT 22 ke ge, AT JIRFIEZ RN 5 (R 5 R T 2R 2
E W AT JIHFAE) o
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Table 5. The difference test of the average grade score between the high-performance group and the average-performance
group

5. ZMESHEFENFHIFRSBNEFKE
WAL S it gl
HHAE st bl 2 o0 R df t
H 1.75 0.880 0.33 0.500 13 3.998”
T2 2 11 1.28 1.125 0.11 0.333 5.591 0.05"
BmERL 0.00 0.000 1.00 1.000 8 -3.00"
el 0.00 0.000 1.00 1.000 8 -2.530"
FEht 0.96 1.054 1.67 1.323 10.349 -2.316"
5% RS 0.45 1.090 1.89 0.782 13 -3.002"

¥: p<0.05, “p<0.01(WEKIL).

% 5 A, SRORALRIGETALIE Ak, THEH. ES Rk . R, R R RN
A AT SIRHE _EAELE 525 22 5 B DU A AT A7 RAE 7T X 4 S 4L R P44
7. &g

S A YW R B A BT 45 DL R 41

1) SAETFHSRAMS ARSI JE B EER, SRASER T MH - EEHRKE
RS,

2) AT RSBV R R T SRR T A A AT AR R, MR AR S, Mo
BReM X AT 2 TR O AR 1 . AR, 154, S R0A. SN, EaE ARt s
. FETUAKOMAE S, BT E S £ SO LI IO H A B T34 T35
G BB I T AR R T B RIS TR AR A o L SR R TR

JHAE ST RFALE i1 H
Vs s IARARARATIIRTTN, BRAEARE TR R —MESN, AREIB B AT RIE, i AR SRt /R

LT, RIEFRES, RN IRSEAM?

RS WARARR— SR —F9, ITE S RMBES], (RIRIERTRRE A, BRI 2 ok
o 28, WA AR 2L, RN RS TR RIRARE, SRR 2 B2
BERIE BTN FR T 2 1 KBS 24 MZZINEE T R = m S E R AAM R, REERFRK?
AL ARA 1 B A G LA Ip NS, 0 BRI IR SE TR AR R A AN LT, (B PN Bl I [R) 4%

it AREER, BEOMRIIR AT M LB E LTI H, B UURIT R 2 IpE L TR, (ER SRS AN
2, RWAEFIRE, URA12ABERERSIS B2, RSB A2

Bt 17 BRI 2B — AT, RIERERT A5 T MMM A EARBEH, RETR2EAR

S 3k
TRBE, X1%2(2009). SRR FHATHMAT DRI @R L. 25 /CE 4TIz, (12), 61-64.
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MR 1
ITABEHFIRRER

—. R

X RV IT, TR o A 2 2 A B AT R S350 L (0 Dk 5, R BIERR 2R . B
TEIEAEM— AN TR B & BV, AUk 2B Rl & AT, JRATTE % IR Vi ik i1 P 25
TR, E ST Py 75 I 16 13 20 A4 R 12 S S LA AR B s s i, AL

AT TRA TR T LA AT B A2, VR X BT TAE R T 2, 75
YRR, AT DAL B B RN, PRSI RARB B AT . AR A R ()
BATR B0 ETF W TAE P& RS, RO O 2 2 S 5 R a W s, BT LA A
B . B TRANUSS, Rof A BRI TA T Tk .

BT UARIE I A BN 2B — AN 20 AT, I BEVT R I 20, 1 EL92 9 H i ] 2 A i)
R, U VA B I 1, AT DA T g2

=L ik

1) TR EE A

BULE R R AR VR R T A A BRI T 222 T AR I BN 2 Kemhia (42 A 1 50) 2 BiE B
PR ATGL? 3 A B AR,

2) BRI A E ORI =

FATTARI IV I 10 R AR 5 o 2 T3 A o ) — S B TR, A RIS AR 2 — T M
P T TR DORATAZ B 2, TR R RS0 VAN M A 28 = P BN G b 5 PR Th 1 8 W
BRI . RS R B R R A7 HOELEE TR et A2 SRR AR R T A4
VE? AR EERAN R BRI A ST ? STMELE B ARE? 1A A PR R R 2

TEWF ISR R R, SRR A AR (7, TTRE 2 . G OE S AR A, AR
SRUE—E, A ATERE MY . (ZE VTR I FE PP By A R S U VO R AT E A B . )

3) ERWEVIRE A 1 ORI I = 1

AR S R A 8 S AR AT AZ P 6 T S A T AR SRt R R A P 0 . A R
JRE AT 47 #BASE T WL AN ? IR B AR ? SR8 T A 4752 kB A TR A
PREASEIEIN? SEHERSE BB ARE? SEA N KR E RE I 2

TEWF IS PRI R R, SRR AR (M 7, RS . L BUE T G AR A, ARk
SRUE—E, A STERE MUY . (ZE VTR I FE PP By B U VR X U VO R AT VE I B . )

4) FERUTURE IR T 25 A T30 ) 3 AR 2 TRV 25

ERAFERAN—AMRB AT, FEALWL FENER? (B2 8) B 7558 B H bk
JFi?

5) A F 4B FE I 2

=, UikGE I

s AT ) 5 SR O S AT IR v, AT A 1R !
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THEHHRERIEEF
YT Vik H Y- 7RI A] :
HEAERHER
4, {31
CES R
L, G
U 123
AR TAE
ZUAGIRYHE SR
WG 7S k=

SEVIHE XN A UTRINEE

2 V5 AR AR AN

YR I B F ) b s
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HiREIEB

SR IR S 0 -

ARVIRRN T T IRZ 0 BN I 22 B 7E B AR T3 AR 6 TARE 8, UMB RS B 2 E T
(AT F 7R

Vi J% B ) P 725 2 TR e 2 ot 2 B A R AE AR 2 B B e T TR g, Horh i 2
W O A D S R R AR I B 5% = T, LT

9T A THA IR T TAE AT R B2, B VR IR TR TAE ST 35, 18
YRR R, EATLUR A B B RN, NSRS B AT . AT 0 AR T AR
SRR, RO DI 2 R 5T e s, BT RS EOL, BT IRAA LIS,
Ao A5 Hofth N A BUFRA 0B TR R

Vi 5 YOl BT BORMUH T A0 H BB IC, BRI Ve 9 204 M b (R 5

AWM, REZURESE 0.

BRI AR LR A
VIR R 254 H 3
VIREZ A H 31

B R A 22 2 A T B A AR A T 41

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.114121 1080 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.114121

T4

MIsR 4
(R (E4FAERE L)
AT F3 4 5 AN JHEAT 3 4 5
Aa Ab
LR RE A
LR BT A AR e
Ba Bb Bc Bd Be Bf Bg Bh Bi Bj
N B
HEHC | A | BfE | M| BE | RADD | AL | NPUR | AESEeS | ZRIETHE
Ca Cb Ce Cd Ce cf Cg Ch Ci
POl ©
WS B HE Aol THEL ZE | MERRE | HZUAE | AFALE
Da Db Dc Dd De Df
INFSA D
[ H0 RAYEFr AT S NBR2EfE (e e IUNGRIzE=9]
Ea Eb Ec Ed Ee Ef Eg Eh
BRI RE E
G Wil BT BHRMA | mERE | RAHAA | fB2kE | FRES
Fa Fb Fc Fd Fe Ff
Gagiiesll 1wl TR THRIHEAT HeRSEHE AR R R 58732 H
Fg Fh Fi Fj Fk Fl Fm
B YERE 71 F
Bl AL 3Lt FF DL AE At B 1) TR A2
Fn Fo Fp Fq Fr
2] 54ERE LS RE ) ESEDYIvN R B Y 22 TAEPh oAb 22
Ga Gb Gc Gd Ge Gf
17371 AT 71 RTELH T & 3 RS FR R k&
N G
Gg Gh Gi Gj Gk
LT VB ARAET] EilNE(H P [ 5 2
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