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Abstract. Today job satisfaction is one of the most frequently investigated objects in
organizational research and one of the most complicated areas that face today's executives
who seek to avoid staff turnover and retain the best employees. High staff turnover as a
consequence of job dissatisfaction may have a negative impact on company finances, as the
recruitment, training, retraining of employess are not only costly but also time consuming. In
addition, satisfied employees tend to be more productive, creative and more committed to
their employers. As a result, employers are increasingly focusing on their employees, their
expectations and job satisfaction, as companies are currently experiencing a rapidly changing,
innovation-driven period that can lead to tensions and negative social consequences. Job
satisfaction is becoming an increasingly relevant topic as it threatens the loss of highly skilled
professionals and, consequently, market positions. The aim of the research — to analyze the
employee job satisfaction on the farmer's farm.

The research method — quantitative research. The quantitative research method is aimed at
gathering information expressed numerically and quantitatively. The methodology of
guantitative research was chosen to reveal the aim of the research, since the aim is to measure
the phenomenon of interest - job satisfaction, employee attitudes to individual work objects,
and also because, in accordance with the aim of the research, the researcher focuses on the
consideration of predetermined human provisions (job satisfaction), and measurement.

The chosen data collection method - written survey - helped to describe the phenomenon
under research, obtain as much information as possible in order to reveal the aim of the
research. The survey was conducted as it aimed to obtain representative information about the
researched target group — employees of the farmers' farm and their attitudes to the
investigated phenomenon - job satisfaction

Keywords: job, employee, employer, motivation, job satisfaction.

Introduction anxiety, etc.), cognitive (related to

Job satisfaction is one of the most
complex areas that face today's
executives. Job satisfaction is defined
as a feeling, an inner state, a pride in
one‘s job, it 1implies emotional
(related to the job, feelings - boredom,

beliefs about the job - for example,
the notion that the job is difficult,
complex or simple) and behavioral
(clumsiness, delay, etc.) components.
Job satisfaction can be positive and
negative, it may consist of feelings
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felt to various aspects of work, so job
satisfaction is a diverse concept that is
difficult to define. Ensuring staff
satisfaction in the organization is one
of the most important tasks of
organizational management.
Characteristics of work and work
environment, the employee himself
are attributed to job satisfaction, and
therefore job satisfaction is a variable
thing. If the employee fulfills his
professional expectations, develops, is
able to use his knowledge, skills and
competences, and in turn, the
company promotes the employee,
provides an opportunity to move
ahead in his career, safety, ensures
social guarantees, that is, the needs
and expectations of both sides - the
employee and the company - match,
in such a case the employee will be
satisfied his job.

Job satisfaction can be caused by
various factors. Some authors divide
them into external (related to working
environment) and internal (personal
achievements, recognition, degree of
responsibility, personal development
and career opportunities). It is one of
the most widely used theory of two
factors by F. Herzberg [18]. The
factors determining job satisfaction
are explained by E. A. Locke‘s [20]
Range of Affect Theory, J. S. Adams*
[1] Theory of Justice, the theory of
work characteristics, and
Affective Events Theory. Redfield
[15], relying on J. Field [15], divided
job satisfaction factors into the factors
determining job satisfaction and the
factors leading to job dissatisfaction.
Following this author, it could be
argued that motivational factors are
more related to job satisfaction, and

low factors of
dissatisfaction.
Al-Mahayreh and Abdel-Qader [1]
having analyzed the factors affecting
job satisfaction, presented by various
scholars, distinguished the following
factors: pay satisfaction, satisfaction
with the content of the job,
satisfaction  with  encouragement,
satisfaction with management,
satisfaction with working groups,
satisfaction  with  working time,
satisfaction with working conditions.
Referring to these authors, it could be
argued that various factors - both
external  (hygienic) and internal
(motivational) - affect job satisfaction.
Job satisfaction is important for
staff turnover, company productivity,
revenue,  profitability,  customer
satisfaction and loyalty, employee
loyalty, absenteeism in the workplace,
tension management/restraint at work,
climate  (atmosphere) at work,
recruitment of new employees. In
order to improve / increase employee
satisfaction, it is recommended to use,
depending on the company's
capabilities, specifications, etc., in the
following ways: ensuring a positive
work culture, appreciation, awarding
and recognition, promoting employee
cooperation, improving the skills and
potential of employees, evaluating of
employee job satisfaction, reducing
workplace stress, promoting flexible

hygiene - to

working  hours, consistent  and
meaningful incentives, and
communication among staff at

different levels.

Job satisfaction is very important
not only for the employee, but for the
organization as a whole.
Understandably why job satisfaction
Is important for the employee. Being
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satisfied with the job, the employee
feels happy, less worried, does not
suffer from stress. The employees,
satisfied with the job, affect the
company: the happier and more
satisfied are the employees with their
job, the better they feel at work, they
work  more  productively, their
performance is higher. The employees
who are satisfied with the job are
motivated to do work Dbetter,
enthusiastically perform the tasks
entrusted to them, feel obliged and
committed to their company, are loyal
and responsible, more friendly with
colleagues, seek communication and
cooperation, new knowledge and
skills, and achieve better working
results. Job satisfaction gives a sense
of security, determines the positive
atmosphere  of  the  working
environment, helps smoothly organize
activities, make more useful decisions
for the company, solve complex
situations, reduce staff turnover, and
help retain talented employees. All
this affects customer satisfaction and
loyalty to the company. So, job
satisfaction is related to the
organization's progress, profitability,
competitiveness and success.

Research methodology

The aim of the research — to
analyze the employee job satisfaction
on the farmer's farm.

The research method —
quantitative research. The gquantitative
research method is aimed at gathering
information expressed numerically
and quantitatively. The methodology
of guantitative research was chosen to
reveal the aim of the research, since
the aim is to measure the phenomenon
of interest - job satisfaction, employee

attitudes to individual work objects,
and also because, in accordance with
the aim of the research, the researcher
focuses on the consideration of
predetermined human provisions (job
satisfaction), and measurement.

The chosen data collection method
- written survey - helped to describe
the phenomenon under research,
obtain as much information as
possible in order to reveal the aim of
the research. The survey was
conducted as it aimed to obtain
representative information about the
researched target group — employees
of the farmers' farm and their attitudes
to the investigated phenomenon - job
satisfaction.

Research time: April 2018.

Research sample and respondents.
The research sample is convenient.
Convenience sampling was made by
the subjects working on the farmer's
farm. Type of research sample - non-
probabilistic, targeted. The farmer's
farm employs 25 people. All
employees were asked to answer the
questions in the questionnaire. 25
employee answers were received.

Research tool. In order to analyze
job satisfaction of the farmer's farm, it
was decided to apply a quantitative
research method and the method of
data collection was a written survey.

Written  survey method was
applied in the research. P. Spector‘s
The Job Satisfaction Survey (JSS) was
used to measure the satisfaction of the
respondents in the study aiming to
measure overall job satisfaction, as
well as nine aspects of job satisfaction
(Spector, 1985) (see Table 1). Prior to
providing questions on  job
satisfaction, the participants of the
research were asked questions on
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socio-demographic characteristics

(see Appendix 1).

Table 1. The aspects of job satisfaction and their description

Aspect Description Question number
Pay Satisfaction with wages and salary increases 1, 10, 19, 28
Promotion Satisfaction with promotion opportunities 2,11, 20, 33
Supervision Satisfaction with direct supervisor 3,12,21,30
Fringe Benefits | Satisfaction with addl'g;)rnkasl)tanglble benefits (e.g. 4,13, 22, 29
Contingent Satisfaction evaluation, recognition, respect and
5,14, 23, 32
rewards other awards for good work
Operating Satisfaction with rules, procedures, work policies
. . 6, 15, 24, 31
conditions and strategies
Coworkers Satisfaction with coworkers 7, 16, 25, 34
Nature of work Satisfaction with the type of work you do 8,17, 27,35
Communication Satisfaction with |nforn_1at|(_3n sharing within the 9,18, 26, 36
organization

The  questionnaire  of  job
satisfaction is taken from P. Spector's
website,  which  contains  the
Lithuanian version of the
questionnaire (prepared in Lithuanian
by L. Gustainien¢, 2006, revised
translation: L.  Gustainiené, .
Liesiene, R. Kern, 2009). Also, the
author's website indicates that the
questionnaire can be freely used for
non-commercial, scientific  and
research purposes, therefore, there
was no need to get an additional

author's  consent to use this
guestionnaire.

The job satisfaction survey
consists of 36 statements (four

statements for each of 9 sub-scales),
which are to be evaluated by the
respondents on a 6-point scale, where
1 - totally disagree, 2 - disagree
moderately, 3 - partially disagree, 4 -
partially agree, 5 - moderately agree,
6 - fully agree. The questionnaire can
provide 10 results: each of the 9 sub-
scales can provide the results of a
separate aspect of job satisfaction
(results are obtained by summing up

the wvariants of the statements
belonging to the sub-scale - numerical
values), as well as the overall result of
job satisfaction can be provided
(obtained by summing up all variants
of the answers to the questionnaire
statements). The total score for each
sub-scale statement can range from 4
to 24, the aggregate result is from 36
to 216. The higher total score of the
sub-scale shows a higher satisfaction
in that aspect of the job, while the
higher overall score indicates a higher
overall job satisfaction.

The sub-scale scores from 4 to 12
indicate dissatisfaction in this aspect,
from 12 to 16 - controversial opinions
(neither satisfaction nor
dissatisfaction), from 16 to 24 -
satisfaction in this aspect.

The overall result from 36 to 108
indicates general job dissatisfaction,
from 108 to 144 - controversial
opinions (neither satisfaction nor
dissatisfaction), from 144 to 216 - job
satisfaction.

As higher grades indicate higher
job satisfaction, estimation of negative
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statements must be transcribed, i.e. y
6—>1,5—>2,4—>53,3—>542—>35,
1 — 6. Negative statements (19 of
them) that need to be transcribed are
2, 4,6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 19, 21,
23, 24, 26, 29, 31, 32, 34, 36. There is

no need to overestimate all not
mentioned statements. If the
participant in the survey do not

respond to all statements, the missing
values are filled in by entering
average values.

Research organization. In
preparation for the research, the
literature was analyzed on the chosen
topic, the aim of the research was
defined, the method of data collection
and instrument were chosen. Inviting
to participate in the survey, potential
respondents were introduced to the
aims of the research and the use of
data. Before carrying out the survey,
the executives’ agreement of the
farmer's farm was received allowing
the employees to participate in the
survey. The study data were
systematized, analyzed and described.
Microsoft Excel software program
was used. The data were described in
order to reveal the respondents
opinion on the topic under researched
issue.

Research  Ethics. Respondents
were entitled to refuse to participate in
the survey, thus the principle of
volunteering was maintained. At the
beginning of the survey, the
respondents were told that the data
would be summarized and the
information they provided would not
have any effect on them personally. In
addition, the questionnaire was
anonymous, the respondents did not
need to provide their first and last
names. The privacy to the respondents

of the study was guaranteed, because
the survey was conducted without the
extraneous persons, the respondents
were given the right not to answer the
question. Confidentiality IS
guaranteed, since only generalized
empirical data is publicized and does
not make it possible to identify the
participant.

Presentation of the Farmer‘s
Farm

The farmer's farm is a combination
of the farmer's property and personal
moral rights and obligations. The
farmer's farm, founded in 2003, grows
and trades BIG-6 breed turkeys in
German (Kartzfehn). The vision of the
farm is to be the most professional
and largest turkeys farm in the Baltic
region. The mission of the farm is to
grow healthy, high-quality turkeys,
using the most advanced growing
technologies that are friendly to the
environment, ensuring quality and
control throughout the whole turkey
growing process. The farms, in which
turkeys are grown, are built and
equipped in cooperation with poultry
specialists and companies from Italy
(,,OFFICINE SPEROTTO%) and the
US (,,BETCO* bei ,,Chore Time®).
The computers specially installed in
the birdhouse perfectly manage all
vital turkey production processes. The
bird suppliers to the farmer‘s farm are

,Kartzfehn“ (Germany), ,,Gerczak*
(Poland), ,,Grelavi“ (France), feed
supplier — JSC ,Marijampolés
paSarai®.

Research findings
The research involved 25 farm
employees — 9 women, 16 men. The
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largest proportion of the participants
in the survey is 30-39 years old (48
percent) and 18-29 years old (36
percent). Thus, the people working on
the farm are rather young. Just over
half (52 percent) of the participants in
the study are married, 28 percent of
the respondents in the study are not
married, 12 percent — lives with a
partner and 8 percent are divorced A

similar number of participants in the
study has vocational (28 percent),
non-university higher education (28
percent) and higher education (24
percent). The lowest number of the
employees on the farmer‘s farm
worker is with a secondary (12
percent) and basic (8 percent)
education (see Chart 1)

8%

2400 12%

28%
28%

m basic
W secondary
vocational
® higher non-university

higher university

Figure 1. Research participants' education

As can be seen from the answers
of the research participants, most of
them do not work according to the
acquired education. This was stated
by 72 percent of research participants.
The remaining 28 percent of the
participants of the research do the
work related to the acquired

education. The majority (52 per cent)
of the employees on the farmer's farm
have work experience of 1 to 9 years,
and the minority (4 percent) have
work experience of 30-39 years (see
Figure 2). Of course, this is because
the people working on the farm are
rather young.

goy, 4%

36%

5200

m 1-9 years

m10-19y
20-29y

W30-39y

Figure 2. Work experience of the research participants

The data obtained from the survey
show that the overall satisfaction of
the employees on the farmer's farm
was on average 128.8 points. This
means that most of the employees are

neither satisfied nor dissatisfied with
their work, i.e. contradictory opinion
was obtained (see Figure 3). The
lowest total score for overall job
satisfaction was 39, the highest — 173.
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16%
32%

52%

B dissatisfaction

B neither satisfaction nor dissatisfaction

satisfaction

Figure 3. Overall job satisfaction of the research participants

According to the survey data, the
majority of farm employees (52
percent) have controversial opinions -
neither satisfied nor dissatisfied with
their job. Almost a third (32 percent)
of employees are satisfied with their
job, while 16 percent of the
employees - dissatisfied with their
job.

When analyzing individual aspects
of satisfaction, it was obtained that, in

assessing the opinions of all
participants in the survey, they are
satisfied with the coworkers (average
Is 16.36 points) and the nature of the
work, i.e. the type of work they do
(average 17.52 points). For all other
aspects of work, the opinion of the
participants in the study is
controversial — they do not feel either
satisfaction or dissatisfaction with
these aspects of work (see Figure 4).

Communication

Coworkers

Promotion

I 13 84
Nature of work :— 17,52
. 165,36
Operating conditions e ——— 13,32
Contingent rewards e — 13,4
Fringe benefits M 13 56
Supervision :— 158
I — 12,48
Pay I— 12,52

Figure 4. The assessment averages of research participants on individual
aspects of job satisfaction statements

Below, some aspects of job
satisfaction will be analyzed. The first
aspect is pay satisfaction (average
score is 12.52 points). As can be seen
from the data obtained during the
survey (see Chart 5), the farmer‘s
employees partially disagree with the
feeling that they receive a decent
salary for their work, i.e. their opinion
is controversial - they doubt the size

Also, the
research are

remuneration.
the

of their
participants in
uncertain about the employer's
assessment of the remuneration
received (i.e. they doubt whether they
feel evaluated or not evaluated) and
whether they are satisfied with their
salary increase possibilities (i.e. there
are employees who are satisfied with
their salary increase possibilities and /
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there are employees who are not
satisfied with their salary increase
possibilities). Researchers on average

agree that their salaries increase too
rarely and too little.

| do not feel evaluated by my own organization
(employers) in terms of my salary

| feel satisfied with salary increase possibilities _ 3,2

I : 22

Salaries increase too rarely and too little — 4,84
| feel that | receive a decent pay _ 3,44

Figure 5. The assessment averages of sub-scales on remuneration statements

The farm employees, therefore,
feel underestimated by seeing the
remuneration they receive for their
work. It is noteworthy, that they
would prefer not only salary increase
possibilities but also higher and faster
salary increase. The causes of this
controversial sub-scales should be
clarified. Perhaps frustration comes
from a lack of information? The farm
managers, taking consideration on
employee opinion, could explain to
them when salary increase is
expected, what it depends on, and it is
advisable to emphasize to the
employees that they are valued for
doing their job.

Promotion possibilities are
evaluated controversially by the
employees on the farmer‘s farm - they
do not feel either satisfaction or

dissatisfaction with this aspect of their
work (average score is 12.48 points).
This work aspect got the lowest rate
from all aspects of work. Research
participants partially agree that there
are not enough promotion possibilities
in their job. One might guess that this
Is because the farm is small - there are
only 25 employees in total, and there
is not much room for career
opportunities. Most probably,
therefore, the research participants
doubt the fact if those, who work well,
have a significant opportunity to be
promoted, and also partly disagree
with the fact that people in this work
reach the same level as in other
organizations, and are satisfied with
their promotion opportunities ( see
Figure 6).
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| am satisfied with my promotion
possibilities

People reach the same level here as in
other organizations

Those, who work well, have a significant
possibility to be promoted

In fact there are not enough promotion
opportunities in my job

I :.2:
N :.00
I :.52
DN 4,32

Figure 6. The assessment averages of sub-scales on promotion opportunities
statements

Based on the findings of the
research, it is advisable for the
management to  consider  how
employee satisfaction could be
increased in this aspect of work.
Perhaps it is possible to explain the
promotion opportunities to employees
when they are recruited, or to organize
annual talks (between managers and
employees), that can be used to find
out the employees ‘expectations,
wishes and suggestions, to take into
account employees' motivation and
desire to improve, to study, and to
pursue career heights. It is possible to

work out career plans to the
employees.

Management (satisfaction with
their direct supervisor) is also

assessed contradictory by the research
participants - they do not feel either
satisfaction or dissatisfaction with this
aspect of work (the average score is
15.8 points). The employees of the
farmer’s farm only partially agree that
their direct supervisor is competent
enough to carry out his work. The
farm managers should pay attention to
this aspect of the work - it is advisable
to find out the competences and

abilities of the employees‘ supervisors
to manage and perform their direct
work. The employees of the farmer’s
farm only partially agree that their
direct supervisor is just to them. This
should again draw the managers'
attention  to  managerial  and
communication competencies. The
research participants are not sure if
their direct supervisor is interested in
the feelings of his subordinates - it can
be argued that in general the research
participants partially agree that their
direct supervisor is not too interested
in the feelings of his subordinates.

The farm employees partly agree
that they like their direct supervisor
(see Figure Chart 7). Thus, generally
assessing this aspect of work, it is
noted that, although on average its
significance is close to satisfaction in
this aspect, nevertheless, it is
necessary to assess managerial and
subject (professional) competencies of
managing staff. Taking into account
the results of the assessment, it is
possible to encourage managing staff
to develop their qualification, improve
their skills and abilities.
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My direct supervisor performs his job
competently enough

My direct supervisor is not just to me

My direct supervisor is interested too little in
his subordinate's feelings

I like my direct supervisor

Figure 7. The assessment averages of sub-scales on management statements

Fringe benefits (bonuses,
convenient work schedule, leisure
time organized by the farm, etc.), i. e.
satisfaction with additional tangible
benefits is assessed controversially -
neither satisfaction nor dissatisfaction
Is felt (the assessment average score is
13.56 points). The employees of the
farmer‘s farm, who participated in the
survey, partially agree that they are
not satisfied with fringe benefits (what

the workplace provides next to the
salary received), which they receive
for their job. The research participants
partially disagree with the fact that the
benefits they receive are as good as in
other  organizations. The farm
employees also only partially agree
that the benefits they receive are fair,
and that they do not receive some
benefits they should receive (see
Figure 8).

| am not satisfied with benefits (what the farm
provides next to salary received) that | receive
for my job

Benefits (that the farm provides next to salary
received) we receive are as good as in other
organizations

Benefits we receive {(what the farm provides
next to salary received) are fair

Some benefits (that the farm provides nextto
salary received) we do not receive, though
should receive them

3,56

3,60

Figure 8. The assessment averages of sub-scales on fringe benefits
statements

Contingent rewards (recognition,
evaluation, i.e., satisfaction with
evaluation, recognition, respect and
other awards for good work) is
assessed  controversially by the
farmer's farm  employees  who

participated in the research - neither
satisfaction nor dissatisfaction is
noticed (the assessment average score
iIs 13.4 points). The research
participants only partially agree that
when they are doing well, they receive
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an appropriate contingent rewards,
that their work performed is valued,
they receive few awards (incentives),

and their efforts are not adequately
remunerated (see Figure 9).

When | perform my work well | receive an
appropriate contingent rewards
| do not feel that my work is valued
(recognized)

R
I 3,56
I o
R

Employees receive few awards (incentives)

| feel that my efforts are not adequately
remunerated

Figure 14. The assessment averages of sub-scales on contingent rewards
statements

Taking into account the opinion
expressed by the employees, it is
advisable for the management of the
farm not to avoid verbal inducements,
praises for employees who have done
their job well, possibly to find money
(or partially cover expenses) for the
most  industrious,  well-working
employees‘ trips, thus showing that
their work is valued, they are
important for the farm.

Operating conditions (satisfaction
with rules, procedures, work policies

controversial by the farmer's farm
employees - neither satisfaction nor
dissatisfaction is noticed (the average
of the assessment score is 13.32
points). The participants of the
research partially agree that alot of
rules and procedures make work
difficult, they have to do too much
work and their job involves too much
paperwork. They partly disagree that
bureaucracy rarely hinders their
efforts to perform work well (see
Figure 10).

and strategies) are considered

A lot of rules and procedures make work
difficult
Bureaucracy rarely hinders my efforts to
perform work well

I .06
L EX
I s
I 28

| have to do too much work

My job involves too much paperwork

Figure 10. The assessment averages of sub-scales on operating conditions
statements

In order to increase employee
satisfaction in terms of operating

conditions, it is advisable to review
existing rules, procedures and to
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correct them after clarifying with the
employees what specifically would
facilitate their work. If the employees
feel that they are doing too much
work, perhaps it is necessary to
review their job descriptions together
with them, and find out what tasks
must be performed by the employees.

The farm employees are satisfied
with the people they work with (the
average score is 16.36 points). This is

one aspect of the work that the farm
employees feel satisfied with. They
agree that they like the people they
work with, like their collaborators.
The employees also partly disagree
that there are too many conflicts and
disputes in their work. However, the
research participants partially agree
that due to the lack of competence of
their colleagues, they have to work
harder (see Figure 11).

| think that due to the lack of

| like people | work with

collaborates'competence, | have to work harder

| like my coworkers

1 5.00
I, 4,12
I 4,72

Figure 11. The assessment averages of sub-scales on coworker statements

Thus, conflicts and disputes
between the employees are rare on the
farmer's farm, the employees get on
with one another, and, as seen from
the research data, help each other
when they see that something is
wrong, and think that the coworkers
can not do it due to the lack of
competence. Perhaps some employees
lack qualifications and education (72
percent of the research participants
indicated that their work is not related
to education they acquired), and it is
advisable for the management of the
farm to organize training or refresher
courses in order to ensure that all
employees are skilled and able to
carry out the tasks delegated to them.

The farmer’s farm employees,
who participated in the research,
indicated that they were satisfied with
the nature of work, i.e. they feel
satisfied with the kind of work they do

(the average score is 17.52 points).
This is the most appreciated aspect of
job  satisfaction. The  research
participants partially disagree
sometimes feeling that their work is
useless, i.e., nevertheless, they
sometimes think about doing a useless
job. However, the farm employees
partially agree that they feel proud of
the work they do and agree that they
like what they do in their work, and
that their work is pleasant to them (see
Chart 12). Taking into account the
findings of the research (due to the
feeling that the job is useless), and in
order to further increase the
satisfaction of the farm employees in
this aspect of the job, it is advisable to
work with the employees to find out
what goals (vision) the farm seeks,
what objectives have been set for
achieving these goals, how they are
beneficial for the farm employees and
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the whole farm, as well as to be aware

of the mission of the farm

Sometimes | feel that my work is useless
| like what | do in my job
| feel proud of my work

My work is pleasant to me

T 3,04
Ao
T 41
T 4,e0

Figure 12. The assessment averages of sub-scales on the nature of work
statements

Relationships at work
(communication, i.e., satisfaction with
information sharing on the farm) on

the farmer's farm have been
controversially assessed by the
employees — they feel neither

satisfaction nor dissatisfaction with
this aspect of the work (the average
score is 13.84 points). As the results
of the research show, not all farm
workers have clear farm goals, which
has already begun to be clarified when
analyzing the aspect of the nature of
work. Therefore, as mentioned above,
it is necessary to analyze the goals of

the farm together with the employees,
explain to the employees what is the
purpose and benefits of achieving the
goals.

The research participants partially
agree that communicating
(transferring work-related
information) on the farm is effective,
that they often feel unaware of what is
going on inside the farm. Similarly, as
the survey data show, there are not
always enough explanations for the
employees on job assignments (see
Figure 13).

Communication {transferring work-related
information] in this organization is effective

A 5.6
AN 536
N 39

Job assignments are not enough explained _ 3,40

Goals of the organization are not clear to me

| often feel unaware of what is going on inside
the organization

Figure 13. The assessment averages of sub-scales on relationships at work
(communication) statements

farm employees in this aspect of the
work, it is advisable to improve
communication between the

Taking  into  account  the
communication assessment, and in
order to increase the satisfaction of

Satisfaction of employee with work: empirical research
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management and the employees, to
delegate job assignements clearly to
the employees.
Conclusions and
recommendations

Job satisfaction is related to the
organization's progress, profitability,
competitiveness and success. The
farmer’s farm employees are neither
satisfied nor dissatisfied with their
work, l.e.  their  opinion IS
controversial. Analyzing individual
aspects of job satisfaction, it was
obtained that the research participants
are satisfied with their coworkers and
the nature of work, i.e. the kind of
work they do. For all other aspects of
work, the opinion of the research
participants is controversial - they do
not feel either satisfaction or
dissatisfaction with these aspects of
work.

In order to increase the
employees® job satisfaction, the
following points are recommended for
the managers of the farmer's farm:

e to explain to the employees
when the pay rise is expected, what it
depends on, and it is advisable to
emphasize to the employees that they
are valued for doing their work;

e {0 explain promotion
possibilities to the employees when
they are recruited or to organize
annual talks (between managers and
employees) that could help to identify
employees' expectations, preferences
and suggestions, take into account
employees' motivation and desire to
improve, study, and to pursue career

heights. It is possible to work out
career plans for the employees;

e to find out the competencies
and abilities of the management staff
to manage and perform direct work, to
promote their qualification in the
subject field as well as in management
and communication;

e not to avoid verbal
inducements,  praises  for  the
employees who have done their job
well, to find money (or partially cover
expenses) for the most industrious,
well-working employees® trips, thus
showing that their work is valued,
they are important for the farm.

e to motivate the employees by
providing them with additional
benefits (additional benefits can be
identified through employee surveys);

e to review existing rules,
procedures, job descriptions and to
adjust them after clarifying with the
employees what specifically would
facilitate their work.

e to organize training or refresher
courses in order to enable all staff to
be qualified and able to carry out the
tasks assigned to them;

e to find out together with the
employees what goals (vision) the
farm seeks, what objectives have been
set for achieving these goals, how
they are beneficial for the farm
employees and the whole farm, as
well as to be aware of the mission of
the farm;

e to Improve communication
between the managers and the
employees, to delegate  job

assignments clearly to the employees.

© Batranak, Genadij, Giliuviené, Virginija, 2018
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3AJJOBOJIEHICTDB ITIEPCOHAJY POBOTOR: EMIIIPUYHE
JOCJIIIKEHHSA

AHoOTauisg. 3a70BJICHICTE POOOTOI0 € OJHMM 3 HAOLIBII JOCITIKYBAaHMX OO0 €KTIB B
JOCITIDKEHHSAX OpraHi3alliii 1 OJHIEI 3 caMUX CKIAAHUX cep, 3 AKOK CTHKAIOTHCSI CydacHi
KEepIBHUKHM, HAMaralouuch MOJOJATH IUIMHHICTh [EpPCOHATy Ta 30epertd Kpamux
cHiBpoOiITHHKIB. Benuka MiIMHHICTD KaJpiB y pe3yabTaTi HE3aJ0BOJICHOCTI pOOOTOI0 MOXKe
3MIACHATH HETAaTUBHUH BIUIMB Ha (DiHAHCH MIANPHEMCTBA, TaK K BepOyBaHHS IEPCOHAIY, 1X
HaBYaHHSI, MEPENiArOTOBKa He TUTBKH KOILITYIOTh JI0OPOTO, ale i 3aiiMaroTh Oararo uacy. Kpim
TOT0, 33JJOBOJICH] CHIBPOOITHUKH, SIK TIPABUIIO, OLTBII MPOTYKTHUBHI, ORI KPEATHBHI 1 OUTBII
NpUXWIbHI CBOIM poboronaBusM. PoOoTonaBii Bce wacrtime (QOKYCylOTh yBary Ha
CHiBpOOITHUKIB, iX OYIKYBaHHSX 1 3aJOBOJICHOCTI pOOOTOI. 3aJ0BOJICHICTH pPOOOTOIO
BUCTYIIA€ BCE OUTBII aKTUBHOIO TEMOIO, MOCTUILKU MPOTHUIICKHA CUTYAIIISl 3arPOXKY€E BTPATOIO
BHCOKOKBaTi()iIKOBAHUX CICIIATICTIB 1, SK MPABHJIO, PHHKOBHX IO3HIINA. TakuM YHHOM,
3aJI0BOJICHICTh POOOTOIO MOB’sI3aHa 3 MPOrPECOM, MPUOYTKOM, KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXKHICTIO Ta
ycmixoM oprasizamnii. MeTomoJiorisi 1ocailzkeHHsi. Mera TOCTIDKEHHS - TpOaHali3yBaTH
3aJIOBJICHICTH MEPCOHAITY POOOTOI0 y (hepMepChbKOMY TOCMoAapcTBi. MeToau MOCHiHKEHHS -
IIe KUIBKICHI METOJU aHali3y repcoHany. st JOCATHEHHS LT JTOCIIDKCHHS OyB 0OpaHuit
KUIBKICHUM METOJA JIOCHIJKEHHsI, TOCTUIBKM METOI0 BHMIPY JOMIHYIOYOTO SIBHILIA €
3aJ10BOJIEHICTh poOoTO0. OOpaHuil MeTo1 30MpaHHs JAHUX JTOTIOMIT OMUCATH JTOCIIKYBaHe
SBUINE, OTPUMATH sKomora Oinpmie iHpopmarii, o0 JOCATTH IIeH TOCHIKEHHS.
BucnoBku i pekomenaanii. JlocmixeHHs: BUSBUIIO, 1110 TyMKa MEPCOHATY € CYNEPEWINBOIO.
AHalni3yroud OKpeMi acleKTH 3aJJ0BOJIEHOCTI poOOTO, OYyl0 BCTAaHOBJIEHO, IO YYaCHUKU
JOCTIPKEHHSI 33JJ0BOJIEHI CBOIMM CIIBPOOITHMKAMHU Ta XapakTepoM poOOTH. 3rifHO 1HIINX
aCMeKTIiB JOCIIKEHHs JyMKa CylepewInBa - MpaliBHUKHU HE B1IUYBalOTh 33J0BOJICHOCTI, ajie
i He BiI4yBarOTh He3aJ0BoJIeHOCTi. Hamararounch MOSICHUTH Ta TMOCWINTH 3a0BOJIEHICTH
MpaliBHUKIB pOOOTOI0, MM PEKOMEHJYEMO MOKPALIUTH KOMYHIKAIIl0 MIXX KEpIBHULITBOM Ta
MpaliBHUKAMHU.

KurouoBi cioBa: poOota, mnepcoHan, poOOTOmaBEIb, MOTHBAIS, 3aJ0BOJIEHICTh
poboToto.
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YJOBJETBOPEHHOCTD IIEPCOHAJIA PABOTOM: SMIIUPUYECKOE
NCCJIEJOBAHUE

AHHOTauMA. YIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh pAa0OTOW SBISETCS OJHUM W3 Hambolee dYacTo
UCCJIEyeMbIX OOBEKTOB B HCCIICJOBAHMSIX OpPraHM3alMil M OJHOW W3 CaMbIX CIOMKHBIX
oOnacTteld, ¢ KOTOpPOHl CTaJKHMBAIOTCSl CETOAHSIIHUE PYKOBOAMTEIM, CTPEMSCh H30exarb
TEKYECTH IepCOHaja U COXPAHWUTh JYYIIUX COTPYAHHKOB. Boiblas TexkydecTb KaapoB B
pe3ysbTaTe HEYIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH PabOThI MOXKET OKa3aTh HETAaTUBHOE BIUSHHUE HA (PMHAHCHI
OpennpusaTHsi, Tak Kak BepOOBKa MepcoHania, WX oOyueHue, MEepernoAroToBka HE TOJbKO
JIOpOro CTOUT, HO U OTHUMAET MHOI'O BpeMeHu. Kpome Toro, y/10BI€TBOPEHHbIE COTPYIHUKH,
KaKk mpaBwio, Ooyiee MPOAYKTHBHBI, Oojiee KpeaTWBHbI W 0OoJiee NPUBEPKEHBI CBOUM
paboronarensM. Paboronarenu Bce yaie (GOKYyCUPYIOTCS Ha COTPYAHUKOB, Ha UX OKUJAHUAX
U yIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH paboToil. YIOBIETBOPEHHOCTh pabOTOl CTaHOBUTCA Bce Oolee
AaKTyaJIbHOM TE€MOW, TOCKOJbKY NPOTHBOIOJIOKHAS CUTyalHsl yIPOXKAeT MOTepeu
BBICOKOKBAJIM(DUIIMPOBAHHBIX CHEIMAIMCTOB U, CJIEI0BATEIbHO, PHIHOYHBIX MO3UIMH. Takum
o0pa3oM,  yIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh  pabOTOW  CBf3aHA C  MPOTPECCOM,  MPHUOBLIBIO,
KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTBIO M yCIeXOM opraHuzauuu. MertomoJiorusi ucciegopanus. Llens
UCCIICIOBAaHMSA - IPOAHATN3UPOBATH yJOBIETBOPEHHOCTh IIEpCOHaNa paboTol B hepmepckom
xo3siicTBe. MeTo HCC/Ieq0BAHMUS - 3TO KOIUYECTBEHHOE uccienoBanue. st JocTuxKeHus
LIEJIM MCCIIEZIOBaHUS Oblja BbIOpAH KOJUYECTBEHBIN METO/ UCCIIEOBAHUS, IIOCKOIbKY LEIbI0
ABIISIETCS U3MEPEHHE JIOMUHHUPYIOIIETO SIBICHUS - YIOBICTBOPEHHOCTh paboToi. BriOpaHHbIi
MeTox cOopa JMaHHBIX - MHUCBMEHHBIM OMpPOC - TOMOT ONKMCAaTh HCCIEIyeMOe SBIICHHE,
MOJIYYUTh KaK MOXHO 00JbIlle HHPOPMAIUH, YTOOBI BBISIBUTH II€JIb UCCIeI0OBaHUS. BbIBOIBI
U pexoMeHaauuu. lcinenoBaHue BBIIBUIO, YTO MHEHHE IIEpCOHANAa MPOTHBOPEUMBO.
AHanu3upysl OTJENbHBIE aCMeKThl yIOBICTBOPEHHOCTH PAa0OTOH, OBLIO yCTAaHOBJIEHHO, UTO
YYaCTHUKH HCCIICJOBAaHUS YAOBJICTBOPEHBI CBOMMH COTPYAHHMKAMH W XapaKTepOM paboTHI.
[To BceM npyruMm acmekTaM HCCIEIOBaHUS MHEHHE MPOTUBOPEUYHBO - OHM HE YYBCTBYIOT
YIIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH HO HE YYBCTBYIOT U HEYAOBIETBOPEHHOCTU.CTpPEMSCh BBIICHUTH U
YCUJIUTh yJIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh COTPYJHUKOB, PEKOMEHIYETCS YIYYIIUTh KOMYHHKAIUIO
MEX]ly PYKOBOJICTBOM U COTPYIHUKAMH.

KuroueBble cioBa: pabota, mepconaln, paboTogaTelb, MOTHBAIMS, YJOBIETBOPEHHOCTh
paboToii.
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