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- ~ #FRA R #) 2_ (Piracy Decision Making)

B A AR TN A S F BRI RY (awareness) I E P F d R EH R
P BB AR AR 28T (judgment) 7V R kend £ o ¥ fipat 2 R A)EFE A
= B A HE B (intention) # e > & & B AP~ {76 0 B (7 5 (behavior)(Jones 1991;
Rest and Barnett 1986) - i 4 © § 3% 5 § ¢ #-iF 4 {1 AR 203 FARS T T
B4l * AT EE 3R AR A LR AL (1986) ~ #i0 B F R enif 48 & K 4] 2. (Moores and Chang
2006) ~ % % i A % g 46 4 % (Shang, Chen, and Chen 2008) % © % i /- X 4] T * >
FOUB AR AR AR R T E BB AESE R %75 o Rest (1986) #&
the & G HCA R E R & B A e FERA R Ee BE & u 5 EARE R - FH2
B RE S FAEE o B P AR A TR B S AR 2 B TR TR AL
BEREE Y B SR BB R Al &+ H4p 12 ¢ o Bebeau and Thoma (1999) i
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EOR 0§ B DT ek PRI R g AL S B (ethlcal dilemma) - 4 & &4 B 4 guf
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R T2 AW R St T 1 ¢ > A 51 * Reidenbach and Robin (1990):77 faif
M REFERLISramT 7 > 5d FEAE R TR 2 v B s 2y
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point, P2P) 4 3% fici= J g #AwT AL > FAE Iy B A BT B 0 RIAET
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RUEAF ARG A F AN C PR NE RIS - AL B R F R 22 Y
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gtk > Beccaria(1985) /& * sk e 12 % (deterrence theory) kR #F 34 F {7 5 > 33
B4 B el N A A (certainty) ~ B (severity) ~ Ui (celerity) 0 € i8¢ BAEA &
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*# 7 $* SPSS 19.0 £ smartPLS2.0(Ringle, Wende, and Will 2010) & vi-dicd8 1
L o f* SPSSiEiTH R 2 #5 fs—;\ S EZA L *1‘{&1‘3—‘\ Ao 7 ..%1‘]& P ARHC A 4T
% (structural equation model, SEM) 2_7% & -] = ;2 (Partial Least Sqiares, PLS) °
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- FEEE
AFETNEF T I EPRAEH R BARp R LRI BRI EE
T EME W R T R R S ke A2 f5 0 BB R A EF R
LRERE CIGAREERLE L > F R L5 1641 o
» § ALK ARG 90(55.2%) & 73 (44.8%) °
aFE%J&_Jlsﬁmﬁazrﬁ BT oS 2012 A o BB A ch [ R
o RMAE3E BB s I8 EMR Y S5 L0 T L 957 & o

=~ BARR AT

AR5 > 51 Cronbach’s 0 B f3HFE 1 Eenv B & o $3° 3 R ehfirE B R :
Cronbach’s o 3 * %+ »% 0.5 & 7%+ 4% 4 < >t 0.7(Nunnally 1978) 2% 3 &3 RI% >
ORI R G 5 0.691 0 H ARG 23007 gk ded 3 4T

AEF LEE R M F)F &~ 1772 (explorative factor analysis)ig {7 > & * A fhiz  (Principal
Axis Method) ® =i = i» & #7;% (Principal Component Analysis)i& {7 %] & Z B> T 11 8 %
## i (Orthogonal Rotations)® =+ % £ (Varimax) X i& {7 F]Z £ 47 » P en a3t -7
FAFESLLEFF R EOEFRES o A8 7 1395 Kaiser (1974) > PR i 7 (28
#c (Kaiser Meyer Olkin, KMO)#7i& 3% en2| 474 % 5 (KMO >0.5)12 2 Bartlett (1951):}%
1 Bartlett 3% 25 # ¥_ (Bartlett's test of sphericity) k &% i* 38 8 _F if & &7 F] & » 47 »
Hair, Anderson, Tatham, and William (1998): % %1% f j= & 12 0.5 5 & #7351 f

(T EIR AR M S BRI N 2 RHA BT 0§ A RSB § K
FIETEAL D Aska WAk SR AEFTF R A7 2178 % > KMO & 5 0.832 Bartlett’s
HA e L E ('=2803.043, df=276) » B T L FFE A 0 B Rk AeT A 24
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%02 vh A R FlF AT

77 I '+ 47 3 )
5 b %] j - & R AR Cronbach’s
A E %3 E %32 E alpha
JUD 2 0.825
JUD 1 0.806
JUD 7 0.805
JUD 3 0.758
SR I % | JUD_6 0.729 5.317 22.152 22.152% 0.915
JUD_9 0.727
JUD_ 8§ 0.714
JUD 4 0.695
JUD 5 0.677
SE 5 0.862
. SE 2 0.849
K
6 e SE_6 0.844 3.843 16.011 38.164% 0.897
SE 4 0.815
SE 1 0.681
Risk 7 0.879
it ;N Risk 6 0.864
) 3.352 13.968 52.132% 0.915
TR % | Risk 8 | 0.838
Risk 5 0.803
, Risk_4 | 0.764
L ER S 1.949 8.121 60.253% 0.919
Risk 3 0.743
PN AW 2 0.840
. 1.654 6.891 67.143% 0.711
SR AW 1 0.826
T Risk 1 0.862
R 1.545 6.439 73.582% 0.691
PR & Risk 2 0.689

AR BB W4 KL Bl
Sy

7 #]%& & 47 > KMO & 5 0.782 > Bartlett’s 3} 24
i MF (X =579.988, df=3) > &t g it

i @7 FE AT 0 AT R AT A 3 SR o
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15 9 77 'ﬂf P ,f; fil ?\:ﬁ? ﬁ"*j? Cronbach’s
fimE %¥EE %332 alpha
IN_3 0.968
P N IN_2 0.968 2.801 93.378% 93.378% 0.964
IN_1 0.963
T~ A2 %RE

()RR A7

F* smartPLS #r8ie (7447 0 ¥ e FEEE it Ay A gy in?—i@ N SR
- R B 8 7% o 1395 Fornell (1982)#** CR EauE ik > FE &% 5
0.6 CR EA%® & B A% Pl 2 13%7 § fﬁm o @ ¥t AVE & | » Fornell and
Larcker (1981):=:% AVE % 0.5° AVE igd% 3 & % Tﬁm AR B T Y R BPLR B
Fdod 49757 o

% 4 #7 %¥c2 AVE 2 CR i@
i ;f ERAET | R R iﬁ ?:pm Jw’: Jl;“
e | IRy fAoni |4FBb % | AWR G | Eih
AVE 0.786 0.595 0.930 0.712 0.762 0.926 0.797
CR 0.880 0.930 0.976 0.925 0.865 0.962 0.940

#2345 Fornell and Larcker (1981): 3% > & & o hTogl s SRS A 4]
Z ApM BT S > QAT EG RBIIR AR ST o FIP o FHERAFTTER 2L
o kR )
% 5 iphd ¥k 22 AVE &

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

1.Dile | 0.887

2.SA 0.705 N/A

3.FA 0.004 | 0.112 N/A

4JG 0.083 | -0.031 | -0.531 | 0.772

5.IN 0.242 | 0.075 | -0.538 | 0.687 | 0.965

6.SE -0.192 | -0.146 | 0.313 | -0.312 | -0.395 | 0.844

7.DA 0.150 | 0.226 | 0.196 | -0.160 | -0.144 | 0.236 | 0.873

8.LE -0.083 | 0.093 | 0.283 | -0.315 | -0.368 | 0.529 | 0.406 | 0.962

9.FO 0.252 | 0.262 | 0.263 | -0.374 | -0.155 | 0.279 | 0.352 | 0.355 | 0.893
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*p<0.1, #*¥p<0.05, ***p<0.01

EAL P Ao

Bl 1 54 b &R
B3 4o b DB

% (B=-0.438, p<0.01) «

e PIEE » B EE A B (B=-0.169, p<0.01) -

aﬁéuk%ﬁMQ’:‘uf%&xﬁm

BE D e B AEE KA SRR (B=0.245, p<0.01)%
p<0.05) - =

(B=0.221, p<0.01) 2 % 5 5F 3
SR T hiE - PR

R IE 2R (> -ﬁé}bu?\:‘ > 1‘5‘

FL
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T B RIRSIERE B

vy

0,169

Pfﬁ 7)»*? 17';3 ]‘i
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FERIBRT L v BT w
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o B S8 FE R 2R (8=0.200,

Ve g e B RS BEE (B=0.286, p<0. 01) PRI R
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EFORLBOE > ERERAREFL B EIRAR F BN Hg L w
FERE s AEE eh b R4 ERREFHEEI R - ThRDBEFT L F &
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Abstract

Many investigations focus on the topics of global survey of software, industry
competitive forces and economic profit to look into the digital piracy issue. In this study, one
of the situational piracy prevention strategies, increasing the risks, plays the role of social
sanction, therefore, this paper simultaneously explores how the social sanction (computer
damage risk, prosecution risk, and official monitoring risk) and self sanction (self-regulatory
efficacy) affect individuals digital piracy decision making.

A field survey was conducted to college students in Taiwan. Our results suggested that
self-regulatory efficacy and official monitoring risk have significant influence throughout the
piracy decision making process. Prosecution risk has significant impact especially on the
stage of awareness, yet the computer damage risk has no influence on the piracy decision
making.

Keywords: Digital Piracy, Decision Making, self-regulatory efficacy, Increasing Risks



