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Criteria Does the individual have sufficient psychiatric health and skills to allow

work?

FEEDFEBITHR LT, EBZITETFAIT25 2 &N TE DI 7o fdHR e
WZH D2

ARV, FFEDEBIHT HFHmNEARE 25,

Assessment tools

R HWE FE TORIAIZOWTIRRS5 TN D,

IS D ALFEICEE T o H (BRI EBNE . R E,
F COFMFER) 72 EEAFT D,

DWi(iE) OFE : 7T A N —~ORLE, SKEOH Y J7, F = O
DRI EIFE

TEWMONE - EBIE, PR, FHRE, 7oL, LDEMRE R & OFHROIE
LERRZERD D,

WAEEOER : OFMZE1TO 2 L ilhoTe & onT b, QIUELET

h

—% . @iz, BER. 5% LoHELEHEIE
FEENR VA TH., FORHRICEST-HEICHOWT, kT 5,
FEEN D DAL, FREDFEBIZX T HRENICE L TRl %,

AR X, FE R e ER T8, T I A N — L OJRRG
WEEDESIZER DN, MBI REIFET D,

Decision-making process

R IVATRRUNANS
h—= 0 7 BT TRl A T X D

xa2lii

Disability &\ SHEIXIEIFH T Y BT 1+ Impairment 73145
ns.

YIi O2Wr & Impairment O WriX 572 D&,

TIRIE & AT U T BHE &2 1 = A 13T 72 5 L ED B 5,

ERT, E2E ARLEICOWVWTOIHEIZOWT, HitE&nTWnb,
G EIREEORMEIC OV T, — Sk ENTW5, BGEIRECIX. RS




RIS 2 BN E Ul & ZITH AT,
DTZINEHONT, BREICT D BEN D 5,

[What has changed?] {2325

i L 523

Mina R, Casolin A. National standard for health assessment of rail
safety workers: the first year. Med J Aust. 2007 Oct 1;187(7):394-7.

it SC DTS

EDZA I TT

BCERT CREOEEEE (ADA) TIEFREDOREZFRE ., JEMRTOETH)
A ITAR L)

iz EgE L7z

AR O EFRRHT O B AXEADNE D BT oo FH 2 B HOMmAD
A ET LI L, BRTEDINEIDVEHREIZTHHLOTH D,
BB 2T BRI, BEPREICEEZ B X S TIT R D 0O,

- FHEVE DREFE O HERF-CHHE O FB) 1T

- BEEENPORELIZD, ELWVEERTEOT K34 R

- (2 O B R & FRakIZ TR D
CKEEMSIZR T 2R ERTEZ O E )

PIE B

T E CEERE. WL ORI I IR 2 B L T DRSO A 1
v N ROEHE O EER TR PO EIT b AR & S ICH P 7R
A AL EE)

ESITA R4 VIAEN | ES
HFRHEUE (CFR). Labor 29, Safety and Health Standards for General
Industry (Department of commerce or labor, OSHA)

[E] /i Sk P NES|

Criteria 7L

Assessment tools 7L

Decision-making process

PEEEZTE O I1FERE L 72V {EZEICK LTI primary care physician 73 %

ERRRERTEZ 21T, EEREICEAL TERZA D,

Z DA ATKET 2 SCERITAD 720 in 4 E TITAT - 7o @2 O RITBE T 25 30Tl
T A MIHT DAL TE TV, 2EICREMNREZEITO O
TlEe < PREDOHO & 5 7 v OGRS FEARROFn 21TV, £ 2
TN & 5B TZTNEMIZE D LY EMARNRREZIT ) Y& TH D,

i S 724 Cowell JW. Guidelines for fitness-to-work examinations. CMAJ
1986;135:985-8.

R SC O FEEA Guidelines

EDZAITT - JE Al

- R (FERBEROIMER. b DT B, £z, 1R
NEY ZATWIRIS DR ZERLE T CEIB T DB, )

- FEERGORE - (R CREEAE SRS )

- R EORBENREAE MF EORT p—< 0 ANE D, BhERES M
L g o B

- fERE O RIEAEAL ARSI L 0 BICEA L B ATREMEAN AL U 2B

- BLEERHIC L0 KRE S EBNAEREL L e o oI




fzArgE L7z

FBE OEFRENRCOANAHT S LIMBEICEFL KIS R2NE DI
(M EWERESE OWEZ2) X MERHERHEEDTZO D2 L1354 D)

P JES — T

ERITA RTAIAER | A KT

(] /1t Jike it

Criteria OFit Q2R 2 37 7UE Fit(—R/ACAR)) - @Unfit(—RFH/ A R)
D50 FHE,

fit="07# B & b L < IIEICF 2 KIS TIMERERTE 2008 50

Assessment tools

Job Advisement Record(JAR)7S 1982 4 L 0 1+ # CIL< Kk LT\ 5,
SectionA(L & (2 B L 72 (D EBNE),

SectionB (fL:=F 2B U 7= fEFE LT |

SectionC (A + BZEE L7z L CHIE SN IREENE) TSN TEY
2SRRI Z R LT <

Decision-making process

SectionA & SectionB ONF A L <HIHE L 72 BT, [EMIHRA R A L
SectionC (ZFL#Hi T %,

I & fit ° unfit QYW 2 L7256, AT, B L EERER ¥
Y 7N, EEPERETCHE LA D

xa2liid

s BRI ERRA D RBEVEDS I T & D KO IHER ST T A T4
NG

MFONELE LHEE L ETRO DN FREEIZRSE | EFHR
BTV, BREREVPERLZTHE EORBEEIEHEATE S

S -26

Hoffman H, Guidotti TL. Basic clinical skills in occupational medicine.

Prim Care 1994;21:225-36.

A S DTS

Lt a—

EDZA I TT

R L (BEWANRESEZE A THDHHIZ)

fifZ B & LT

—HRNBHEIZ AT T2 EESR IR DR 2 IR AF LT v T

PIE b —ENEBHENZ D X T Ok
EBITA KT A4 1A FER | FRCiR#Ee L

ESPAzichin 1 H

Criteria —fGEm b SRR T e L,
Assessment tools FEWEDE

The AMA Guide to the Evaluation of Permanent Impairment (f5F#55%)

pulmonary function test

WEDE%IC Assessment tools (272 ) F 9 7RI CEMN Y A hENT
W5

Decision-making process

i A AP C RS L Y S BEH AL AT U B 7L, RERT
B0, FHEDEH & BBE IR TE S ODEFET 5D Th>T,
FEFI OB 285 5 WHERE S & R AT 2 & TR, S5 ORI

I B EHEOEBITB T A OM AR 2 < R TE HIENA B A
R 5.




xa2lii

BRI FERMREEEIT O —BEARHEICRD HND LD E VT HESIL T
HOXET LIz, T, REET., EHER0bMRERE TOMGA L
TCTHDHEDPWHHEE L TR, Zk, ZRTHICEDLUNERD D, Tk
WOk cx AN aa=r—vark L VIEREINETRETH L2 L
EEOHEY FOL DRI TL,

i L5277

Gross DP, Battié MC, Asante AK. Evaluation of a short-form functional

capacity evaluation: less may be best. J Occup Rehabil. 2007

Sep;17(3):422-35. Epub 2007 May 30.

it SC DTS

J %

EDZA I TT

Wi 1 I iy

firz ey & L7z

MM RS SR E ST A RERAEIC OV T, ZHE T2 B> T
778 ha— AR5 2 L IZ K A%E % RCT CEEM

PUEJE & 755 4 R B 7> & DRSS I

ESITA RT74 B ERN | BEW

[/ Mt dike T F A

Criteria FERBIR A CRi od B AV HERERYRE /) & ZEHS D BLR DO i i

Assessment tools

Short-form Functional Capacity Evaluation
e B, NI T T E BB RE O R
T b > BLRFIH O FAM

Decision-making process

Clinicians (Occupational Therapists, Physical Therapists, Exercise
Therapists) | ¥t

Z D

[F11E O BB FH R,
NRCENRRNST,
VBRI 483% TR 72 o 77,

Al 2 52 1 72 S B OB R RIS, TSRO TTIEL T

A EIOFME IR 451250 . Lavs Short-form FCE OFlf#ia 5

729 A TIT> T %,

S 5-28

Floyd M, Espir ML. Assessment of medical fitness for employment: the
case for acode of practice. Lancet 1986;2:207-9.

it SC D Tl

recommendation

EoLAILTT

JEN AU

iz Ry L Lz

2L (S EIERWETIT DI TV D BN ATLRHERIF R I 1T 5[
RE )

PSEJBS

— I EE (I EEE - HEE)

ERITTA R A 18 FEW)

Code of Good Practice on the Employment of Disabled People DS
(the Health and Safty at Work Act )
(thu Trade Union Congress Guide on the Employment of Dsabled
People)

(Guidance on Ethics for Occupational Physicians)




[l /i

EEs|

Criteria

EFICESR SN D HIRRES) - KithRIE D W72 S h TV 5720
HEERLRE S LT E D D

Assessment tools

OREEICHEERFHREFTALTH S ) Hik

—BRO 2N NE THE®RD LD fEBRIED v
[EEHITEZEOATEMZKM oI 2N H Y

QREE & 1IN REREEREZFTAL T b 2 FEXE2MEH T2 Hik

=BV - [ERAY v 7 ORME

2E#<° Manpower Services Commission I3 2 5 & Z i1

Decision-making process

- PEEEDMERMBE O R 2 FEE RIS D BE. BITHA DA TKA
(ZIEBRIEEN DA SN D B3R 0ERIZ, BHEDORR OIS & BURIE & N
2B &,

Z DA - JEREDN MEEBOMEFICEIET W « Ptk Z m DR TEHROBH
71 VAo TRV % I2OWTEPNTZE#RILT LT,
c QOFELFEF TR L T2, EERER S v TR0 E S 7k
I FEFTEE LV,

i L 529 Davies W. ABC of work related disorders. Assessing fitness for work.
BMJ 1996;313:934-8.

A SCOFERE A RTA 2

EORAILTT

iz i E Lz R OwEMEZ T 5

<HER, ROONTWDIEFELE Z R85 (EFHERIIMEEE) .
DR & 22D A7 X720 >

H At~

PSS

T2 % Jr 8

ERITA R7 A4 1HER

HER (B2 EEREFRBIET O E SRR — & 2P EEE 0 wE) U
A RTA b LTS

[/ i1k

[

Criteria

A RTA LD DHWETEIRT - A2y b - I |NE, 1TE
oA, VHBIL - BERE - o4 (ALAMA), [E3## (ANHOPS)

HA KT A v OBNIRFE— E 3 DM CER S5 B RHERE & + 5y BRAE
L7z BT, MAEHEA ZRD 5

cJEWEIL, VAZETH - a2 be— L, BESCKREZATHAD=
— RIS L2 T UE7e 572\ (DDA OIERIZEHS)

- WPE DO FACHIBNIEREE OB R LW ETREOWEMTY, JEWENE
R =)

Assessment tools

Decision-making process

xaalii

A2 N RITRT




X-29 DREITDONT

S AEE O | <BRERE. REAR >

M JE iR Z2
s |2 B EE L 7=t R A A
Terss |2 B U 7= B AR RE R AT
<{EEICEELRE>
kA (), BFET AN 1)
FikE (A M X NY— iASIT A )
AT (=7 mng s BEERET A R)
LA~ L EENE &Y - T ra—7 A b, EBEAMLEX)
HFENEEL KT U @FRESE (gRE, RRE, Lo hry)
<EREEH-FE>
HHE - —fFE, OB JERI LN 0T RS 2 - Y
=%
L E o —HEE, W98, Vv —F D OIFHINEE

EBNEDELE <BEThOEEH>
fEHECER SN DN EZW O NCT D N, E#), FFAT))
HEEBIHETHLELEIND I ENLEZNRD
N OFLIR Z MRS, &l
Yial—varT AL, 74—/ RE
AUEH%, BONENPLDT 41— KXy
<BEEFTZRIETEBZBLNT—FORE>
HEFEOBERERE N EDOLONAY— R (IHZEH | DIgRREIE, EME
A b L REE, MR~V =T)
BREN OO — RN (e, B, ZNk)
R E DAY — K (TANAIC L DHME, Fi)
G — R (I ], SVEHLE)
AP — RO E - HHEE - Wi, ~Y— N2
<YRUDEEZRE~HAZEITERIZEOIILEKSIT~>
TEERITHEME=RD
FEtO~x D A v MlREE, FHEREE, BREREELAF
i A
BEEEE, =3 I A MIEMT — 2 2 ERkT 5
B2y —J b, W%E XFEELE2—T5

B RBICT AR | <IBE>

& Wik, Filfi. Bt Y o7, BBIIRRE, (EERE, Rk
<YNEVYHFE>
SERS AT OFE EEREAT
SEHS A ART O — BT
Ho L%
<EHTREGERE >
VSR, B IR  EE
Ve ORI D 12 8 O B 5 REE R
fRigE w1t
<YRH[E@-avbA—L>
Uy T iR
NP — ROPERR - #Eft
TERkfeft, fEE, F
it FE R A

i L2 5-30 Stevens N, Sykes K. Aerobic fitness testing: an update. Occup Health

(Lond) 1996;48:436—8

it SC D Tl

J %




EDZA I TT

JEANETIRD b S (EH7ZR L)

fzArgE L7z

KO LRITHRMHFENRTE L L,

P JES —f (Bkx 72 264E)

ESITA R4 IHER | HER

[E] /35 ]

Criteria HEIBERE AT L. £7o. T ORERED HEIIERE O UCE OB T OB E
WZIEHT 2,

Assessment tools

Astrand cycle test (ACT), Chester step test (CST), Bleep test (20m P [H %
o THEERTEE T 2 H1E)

Decision-making process

oA L

Z Dfth,

I KIEF R EOFHLIZ >V T, ACT, CST, Bleep test D& 4274 L
WELTWDiL, AHETOMEANEITIALENEN 104 THY | 5%
RRBELEPCLTCHELE ML, KOMBROZYMZ R LW ER~TWH
Do FHMORERZTEA L, EHEWERE & U8 S 2 BT 1T 08 E ~01E A
IZOWTHRF LTV,

i S 531 Poole CJ. Can sickness absence be predicted at the pre-placement health
assessment? Occup Med (Lond) 1999;49:337-9.

A SC O FEAR L a—

EOEA I 7T [N ER]

=B E LT

FEROEIR KB D U 2 7 G

PIE b T B E

ESIHA RT74 AT | HER

[E] /5 [

Criteria EIRRED Y A7 % 3 BFEIZ53HE  (high,/medium/ low risk)

S<ENPLEDNTNS Mfit) , THIRAE fit) |, Tunfit) 7207 TR< |
[fit ZRAREBHRE T2V AT BbD) #MALILERFLTND>

Assessment tools

IR ERBR T ET U ARDH D HOIFDR, ZET A% LIZ TR
UR7HEREMERD D,
i)
* BMI-->35: high/>30 : medium/20~25
-« 9 OPF - BEFIR OTEHR & 52 T NIRIE 5 DS 3 [RILL E ¢ high
WIRME 9 SR 2 [B] or ST AZHFRICZ LW 5 D% - medium
IR 5 D9RIE O [8] or A AZIIRAS WG 5 4 -
R IER 3 mILLE (9B 1ENE, 1 4 A L EDOXE) or FHMZEDIGHE =
272 or BEOHERIR D FIHEAT) : high
MR DOIRR 252 72 0 Gtk Z - 721898 2 18] © medium
BPAE OIRHE 2 3%F 72 0 AGRIRIR 2 1 - 7218 0 [A]
orl DOHMEMIM D FAf 23 % : low

: low

low

- BEZE © medium




L, ML, R - BB DGR K ENE - i DR

Decision-making process

HITS 5 AR, 7B LC, EEBEBIRICH B £ O s T DIk
FHI/R L BEH OSIHICST > TREERIEOFG 21T 5.

(R OHIWr IR ITIT 7B OF R ITIT R b2 N2 E b B D)

Z DA EIRRE DY 27 BRITEZEIHEFANRICE RN b H D,
EZIT, REFIIERFEEBITH N THL O OHEMPRH LD T, VAT %5
i %2 &t ﬁ927®k%#%¢5 Llide Hapn EIRRTn S,
"ikhtmjxﬁiliikﬁf HWEHIZEL XA R RDHDT,

EEEIEMST L2 L iiﬁlﬂ“(&)% 9 EIRTND (?)

i T 532 Rayson MP. Fitness for work: the need for conducting a job analysis.
Occup Med (Lond) 2000;50:434—6.

i S DFEFR LEa—

EDOZAI T JEWAIURE, EH

iz L Lo BIE DR ERR

PUEJE T8

BESITA R A4 IBEN | HEW

[E] /i Sk K

Criteria RHARRYIZEAL & S IRBERE DA B 2 I~ 5

Assessment tools 60 kLA LD 7 )v—71Z1% complete functional assessment #4179 XX Th
o
physical capacity

(Deyesight: visual capacity

@Posture control : balance capacity

(@musculoskeletal system : strength and coordination capacity

@cardio respiratory system : aerobic capacity( Ex VO2 max)

(®Posture control : balance capacity

mental capacity

(Dthe ability to understand and perform work

@the ability to follow instruction

(@the ability to communicate and interact

FRE3ONEENSH|E LT Abbreviated Mental Test <° MINI-mental
State Test 238 %,

social capacity

medical history (Z physical capacity & mental state 72 K& MMz 72 EH S
WRLIEF =y 7 VA MEBZRWVHEIET S,

Decision-making process

T2 2 BN U 7= R RT3 i (BB B 21T 9
TIEACE B L CIxOim R REE A h LA @QEEMEE., @enforced high
work rates IZ DWW TIIMLEEDE LILRVY,

a2l

1L yes,no TH Y, BHEITHE L TRANDFHEILLL T,
Requirement of the job

fitness to work H|7E




1.work demands

2.work environment and safety
3.ergonomic aspects

4.travel requirements

List risk factor :

Specify if any :

i S 5-33 Glozier N. Mental ill health and fitness for work. Occup Environ Med
2002;59:714-20.

i S OFEER LE2—

EDZA I TT

JEVNAFUAT, BLiE R

firz ey & L7z

I8 OVEEBTER B DTS & Fila DT

PIE B

1 >DOffiZE (British Airways )
NA vy b, RERBEE, a2 mO@EEE | FER L

ERITA R7 A4 13 ER

WL DOMDEFTRHA R4 (Table 1.) 12X » THAKEOIE B Xk 6
NTW5, LL, SLICEWERELZH EICRO TIToTW5D, (NEIX
Ml L > TR D)

ESAziining ek
Criteria TRZHR
Assessment tools 7L
Decision-meking process | F#&RZSMH

Z D

ARERERITZRL L, FRZRITLRCERT2HBORT I,
FNEIZAMEA LZ 2B 2R TR 50,

AL A2 TR OMERREIE S 2 T AT 22\, GECITEFEE THME. Sl
B CHAEMEREF LB ADREL)

FRITE#Z TEFHY) AR FPRTELLELTH, FEENLEOBRED Y A
7 ETHRTHVBIETH D, BELOEOEERR, fabRis AR
—YELTOLHEHEZFEL T D,

A C-33 IR SIVENE K ERE B OR RIS

1| EREEICLVZEORRZRIER DY 275 LR S IREE
FIENG R REUE., A AU AKFE DM, TADA

2 | BARHC FT 2B SR E A L2 972 255 - #iiF 2 - #9 - 5I<eENITE
- 1oy AW RN S
e, BRI AR

3 | AE—7 7 — FEMRHTEE 2 JFIRE
PH T R iE

4 | BAKOaI a=F—va VICHER S HIREE
BEA B R TR D R LI~ 7e U KRR

5 | BBl LI RIED & L KK
(RGP B D fEBRIE

6 | HEF LU gl A 2 ik ee




3
Elb

T B

N
g

N
3

ol

gy
10

J

BIHIL =D T 4 7 2 ) XA LOZAERA B R BEIRC R 5 & 0 R B 500

AR R

BEEE A RV ARTEE DM, EMEEBREL £ O ERR

B AR AR St

8 | YD Y 27 EIREE
RGO H VD | kA 7o IR RE

GREVR-CMDOAEDY 7 F o), ~T7 VT 0T

9 | FeRZRIRPL T CRIEDEIC LV EHEITREN 2 FT 556
THROEFE, HEOKEEEAN2ICBIE S EAE, AIEvERImIER

P T R E

10 | RIFHETIESHBERLHKEN DB D Z L12 X0 B LT LK
MR FFIE D FEFRFR

5o, BERMERE, T a— UK, BWIKSE, RATRYUGE,

11 | ERFETRA TOoMES CERESAE DN A2V IR TA iy 2 3k e
Wi, (BESCa > b —/v BAFFI X RTEE R L)

12 | (EEEIC L 0 BT AR EE
FIERA M OBEE, ~F 7 a e RS

i T -84 McGregor A. Fitness standards in airline staff. Occup Med
2003;53:5-9.
A S OFESE i

EoRAILTT

JEWV AU, B

fifZ By & LT=

kZ v 7 (@R T O E A
(ChevronTexaco Truck Driver (2K SIL5EETT)

PUEJE T8

ESITA RT74IBEN | BEWN

]/ H 3k P NES|

Criteria MLy RIVTHRSS ERIOIE A, BUE. RO, Bk, B A, it

TR K, DGEIIME2 10 T35, MJED 2501120 Zi# % 5
FCE %582 C& ZaWJEUER] (BAARTMIE 150/100, Z2EFFEIRFG 100, FRAR
DA 250/120 B 25, BAKF discomfort X° weakness 73 HiHi

Assessment tools

1. physical Examinations(histry and phycical, vision test, hearing test or
audiogram, urinalysis, Resting EKG, department of transportationurine
drug screen)

2. physical fitness(sub maximal treadmill test, material handing test(lift
test)

1.2. #1zx < FCE(109 5 H), FCE=functional capacity evaluations

Decision-making process

FOMIZFEHE S 7= 1. 13 therapist 23VHIBFCX 523, 2.3, ([ZBIL CldME
[ROfF 5 X3 CuW% occupational physician 73E 3 5

xa2lii

HEIX TR TRIND

1. Able to work without restrictions-88%

2. able to work with caution-8%

3. medical intervention and/or release recommender

S L0 ARZSRIER I3 ERN S 5, fEHRMIE E B ) 4 .5
REJINROBND,

LI EYEZ EIFD T2 DHRNMB DT 0 7T A0 5,




L35

Braithwaite M. Armed Forces occupational health--a review.
Occup Med (Lond). 2009 Dec;59(8):528-38.

i SCOFESH

L =2—

EDZA I TT

recruit, train, operational deployment, post deployment, discharge

post-discharge

iz Ry E L7z

FxDO NBOD fighting  ability 2 X2 5729

P JES HA

ESITA RT74 AT | BER

]/ Ha 35k EEs|

Criteria LA b U CHRIRRORE) Z ER (B : AKX 40m (X2 ETEH 2 L)

Assessment tools

PULHHEEMS system

Pioverall physical capacity
U:Upper limbs

L:Locomotion

HH:Hearing acuity(right then left)
EE:visual acuity(right then left)
M:Mental capacity
S:stability(emotional)

Decision-making process

The decision making process must, however, be dynamic as the

S =

operational situation changes frequently.(OH 7317 9 . K, HATEE 4~
L—2a YOI LV RETE /20D T)

Z DA, positive pressure breathing 7% 40mmhg HAUiE 40 DRI T & O ffiRE
N 2 B 5,
T 7 AT barotrauma 23 HAVZIE KR I ITRE TX 720,
vitD & MMP9 OHIENEAK LITITINETH 5,
B EDOBRTIKITIZ=y TV EENDDT= T DOWTHEE DT
Th s,
KEMFRIIREFERTH D,

i LT 536 Sallis A, Birkin R, Munir F. Working towards a 'fit note an
experimental vignette survey of GPs. Br J Gen Pract. 2010
Apr;60(573):245-50.

A SC O FEEE AT

EDOZAI T WA I D FRES Oy

B E L7 WA Im ORI, & 2 WIS EIR 2GRN RORZ L LTV D,

P JES (CTE

ESITA RTA4 18 ER | 5

[E] /o kg AXY R

Criteria Medical Statement T % Med3 # HW\T, EH#E # G ER S ETLW

ME D O
WS & Im OFIRTTIE IR DO B LI H 72> T D,




Assessment tools

Med3

(i) BEICEIED 0 B OER : fit to work, not fit to work, fit for
some work

(i) [EMICX DB T K31 A ; Med3 TILEREICT = v 7 T 58K,
trial Med3 ClXERIO = 2 > MEIZ /2> TV 5,

(i) HFEAE BT OBRE - R - (EENRE - B~ O#)R)

(v) MOERIOZEENLETH D0ED

trial Med3 |2/ FF2 4 D2, BLFD 1IHEDINR b7,

(v) #ETEH

Decision-making process

GPs 23EFH DIRDLZ 2T « IFREIERIZ ISV T Med3 (ZREHIL. 2O
Med3 (ZReHk S 72T EME B 2 22 2 E T ICR kT 2,

Z DAty Med3 O RIE L OMENMET, IL<fHEim S TEY . 2O Med3 &
Z DOWETHR Med3 % Hoik L 72 J0 2 W L T 5.

i 537 Cesana GC, Costa G. Occupational stress: risk assessment and
fitness for work. Med Lav. 2006 Sep-Oct;97(5):694-8.

Fm L DFEFE LEa—

EDZAITT VA O R A O S VTR

iz AL Lo RLEZ L

PIE-JES T & 7RI AR

ESITA RT74BEN | BEWN

[E] /35 AZ2VT

Criteria RLEZR L

Assessment tools

MMPI <> ERI(the Effort Reward Imbalance), JCQ(the Job Content
questionnaires) %D F = v 7 U A M Z AW ADORFHORED T =
7,

8N OMEHE « 47H) « coping strategies « FRCAES ) 2,

HEFOERE - 7B A7 - BE3ERERH] - I L 2 Afef - BT - participation -
ANHEBR - F EH D WHMEFLSNTOHENT L,

Decision-making process

1) EERB XOM#ENRA FLAZHLMNTT S

2) REBEIZ-& D LEETD

3) AMLREEBOBROZAIEEZSMNCT S

AL~ EET TRl BEHICHLTHL Y A7 TEA AL FRA ML AFE
Mi247T > LERH 5,

ODEER) BIRRY, R0, TRELER), R, MR, IR 7R
A RA L CTHET L, B rEi i 2172 D2 T uUXn T 2nied . &5
B OHMZERL, BEICLDMESICHONTOMIBLER-D, FEFP
FHE LWL, RS L TN,

xa2lii

38
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