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ABSTRACT

Electronic brainstorming (EB) is a new technique that uses group decision support
systems to support conventional brainstorming. Due to the existence of controversy among
research conducted in USA, the effects of culture gap on system performance and user satis-
faction, and the absence of similar experiments in Taiwan, a laboratory experiment was
conducted to evaluate the performance of EB in Taiwan. The results indicate that the
amount of unique ideas generated from EB meetings is significantly larger than that gener-
ated from conventiona meetings, the amount of unpresented ideas of EB meetings is signifi-
canfly smaller than that of conventional meetings, and the level of user satisfaction of EB
meetings is significantly higher than that of conventional meetings. The findings show that,
being with the cultural difference, electronic brainstorming is a useful tool in Taiwan.

Keywords:Electronic Brainstorming, Group Decision Support Systems, Electronic Meeting
Systems, Information System Evaluation



BRESTRIOMEMRABRLEENEREREHR  BREHRTCER 21

£ 4 %

4778 % (brainstorming) & —IEAEH#
W RE AT G 3 P AR SIR I AR A Al o
K> EERERR EEBREgHRE
BEIOHRBEKBHFIFORE - EERABR
BUARIEF RS ~ LUK 38 5 RER (L iR AY
PHIEES A HRRMWZE - MESHE
K52 B FR & (Gallupe et al., 1994) o 2B
HREf : SEIETTEE R > IR EEH
BMEEHS  HWEBERNBEBARTEE
51 PINEE IRE S Z I 5
oh o TERSDBEEEF - EMAIBERE
RZRINERY - FItE R EEERHE
A S BRI S B ER TeE A H B
HHHET ©

AN{ATEE AR A EARH L & P 2R 1 B Se Ak
IELLERES - DRSS G BB ? B RE
B R E BRI RE o TR
BRI RE - JER TREBBR
% % % # 4 (group decision support
systems, GDSS) 2k B0 & 11 im @& ETT
) TE-FHE D BE 1 (electronic brain-
storming) A HE —~EE BT
fif o GDSS B2—E#E & MR ~ B ~
BIRER AR TR AR » HEMTE
R TIEEE R (process) B T {E (task)
RUSTIRIDRE » ZRE B B R BB R R
TR - LUR SRR SRAYEERN - T8 T 04
N ZE ST GDSS RETTH I
% - FTLLE B A EMIE B ATk Z AT E
% (anonymity) ~ % A @ KF# A (parallel
processing) ~ EAE¥ESECIE (group memory)
SRFIE o BERR b o BRI DU SRS
5o A 5 498 BRSO 5 0 P AR R B A TR B

(Nunamaker et al., 1991) o 40 : & @BEE
2B TR EEGHBERHEEE
BEHAIRTLRE ~ LUK HEEENIE BRI
73 S5t REFEARTHEE » RIET LIS
bR &% S I P A 3R A FELE SUPE ©

7 GDSS Ry B MR FE R AR » £¢ 1980
FARILIKR - B AT L RINEE >
#H¥% GDSS IR G BIVERCET T B
7 BEMRERMEEAREEZR  HE
1R B AR ST (meta-analysis) # A B B4
RHKE» GDSSHFRAERAGHEEE
N~ B EFESHE - DRRERES
TH EABEENRR (Hung et al.,
1997) o '

B PN $H7Y GDSS fyfE R ELE 2% - B2
ey 1990 {R4THA > BGRETT R LER R
AT S (Liang et al., 1994) o i Watson
&N B 3% 30 B 5 h0 Mk RS Hb B B 3R & 3R
(Watson et al., 1994) » HIARIHIZERIZR SC
fC EMR T - BEE B R B> GDSS
BI(F FAER - EEMARIAE RS TE
NE T GDSS FEFBRE BT R o LE
K> ERERBN GDSS 7B N IE A&
WHIE G RIEA TR o AN - LLEBES
TEEE IRV SERCSR » BRI B RIHI TR
R RN IERERAEREDARARN
% > BN ERMEE GDSS ERANWE
BRERERMNBRER - @ik BAEE
B4 FHEZ  DURFERANBRNRR -
SR A5 B E AP S 38 75 TE O R AR o

AHRBEROEREEE - 5XE
B EE T BN gREEIN
ERER - SEERFEET GDSS X 1BiE18
EE CBEMRAESEAE "3m. W TR
R SHETERRED HNErEs
EN(CBENAREEESHEBENHET

L 4% Hackman(1968) BT S - BEBSREE TIER LIS SH8EE 4 (production) ~ 515 (discussion)

HRGREMRER (problem-solving) = o



22 EFBESR BCE F—H
&1 BTG B R RARGNG ) B E ML

BYREIEE (SN DAk 8
E R A s HEA
FE HE {8 AU A A0 A S HIBETF) TR (GERS)
ETREATFITEA HISE] A E
BN EREHELRER e AE]
A A8 BRI 2R B i i SZR BEHF—ERIFHE
BIEELERITHNRE EEPITERRE AT
u] FA 2R H A AR A S R GEEBEET GRS L

MERESELERH MBS BBEE
BIPIRARZE M FR IR AT AU AR 4 » 3E 5 TR R
BB ER I GDSS fERI A FE A A&
THTEST IR AR - HORR M LE B sUBIA
SMERIREERR - L BRLEE TS
GDSS 7EBI PR # A 1% » 5575 T # SR A
BB EFIR AR GDSS 7EBI A FE R AR Ay
5 o

ASCHIZRIBINT o 7558 & - kff
RMEERHRE R © =R
HEALBE  BEBERCEAREROHE S
% B LERPEN R EBRATEARER |
BN B LEBAHT 7T BB N S A 5T LA
R mik o QIIRHAWEERER > DR
BRIy — LR e -

A CHRAFR

— BIHHE

F$71 8% (brainstorming) &1 T —f&
EEHANER A I FHREEENS
o (ERIE, 199) - EE—KREH
oo HE R ARIEERE £ ES A
7 o G FARBRIERE B EARE - &
FRERBEH-LFEIBHNSIER - EGHE
7rh - ESBEE R B st R E F ER

EEAFMEE  LHE RN EERERE
HEFSZRIINDAREET - B Z R R 2 AR
REFHITEIE - BB S M - BB
G B SR HSHUE - ZERE
T ERERIE S - 2K 17 B R RE A AR IR
(Osborn, 1954) -«

AT B BBREEIRNER L 17
FEFF L BB MIRR B T ERVE R (Gallupe
et al., 1994) - a0 @ WG K B EIHR L
HO B AR S AT B 32 B S B L ~ TR
NBMBUARTFRMERE S ~ DUK B SRR A%
(I F R RAIBRE] - Fr U R Ao
R A AN TEHH (Gallupe et al., 1994) © £3
TRIRE LR - FF SR E R B ERR
BB R BE IR R (group decision support
systems, GDSS) 2R {7 Bh 1T S I BB AIE
FB5 ) B#& (electronic brainstorming) >
H] LUE R AR S LR RE o

BB > GDSS BUATIRB IR IRER
BFREFENEIARR -ER—EHSE
B~ AR - AR gRBREMNT
ERERAIRR AR - HERTEEH
Ml DRI, - B ISEEER
BEL - BERFEA ~ DI B IEE TR
" LATERR bk B9 P RE o 2R IRER  E R
GDSS {2 BtHVE S IhRE » AT DAHEL G HIE
BER  WOEBEENES » DIREM

2 Dennis & A (1991) FRFZE4EH » GDSS HEBWRIIE B H TS 4 B GDSS g% 4 E 1
(effectiveness) ~ EFHEMER (efficiency) ~ AR E R (member satisfaction) &2 % -



ERBTHOABURAFBRTENRRERBIHE | BRNEREER 23

NI ~ Bt SR ERSRERR M
f3 5 ;7538 GDSS Ay IR A THEE » Al
TR G BT - —k ReE—{E
NS EEES A\ FFRSHRE B
FHCET DL B B B B PO AE B B R RS
5 - ETEIEBIEAIIAL  FTLIEREE
B R AR AR5 AR S
WERERANS S - % | BB
SR S B R LR o

— ~ GOSS{ERiEMeNRFeME

/3 GDSS B & BRI B LUK 7]
MR ERSE > LEFEER DRI IERITT
7% o DeSanctis and Gallupe(1987) B %c 1%

FEGDSSEHABERMW=E#E > &
& (1) BERBIRE (group size) > BEEHY
HEEABBIUVNER . 2 oBERE
(member proximity) > FTEHERERZHE
HEfEE  BERSBSHERE . O T
fERURE (task type) > BEGEH TIEE
REBNAE - IE - L8 - RIF - T
iz ~ REEE - B - BUEHEINEAR
B T1E o E={EHEE A A EAmERRY
g GEETEA GDSS B

ifi Dennis % A (1988) BI 2 & & &
GDSS fF BN IBE EEENE 0 (D
PEEBEREAUERE - (2) TIEMIRRME - (B)
BB - UK (OHGDSS HEE - b
AEEREE R T E SR E GDSS (FRERK
fh 0 EMEYEENEBERMEEZERS
B oo B4k > Watson Z A (1994) 18 1F
DeSanctis and Gallupe (1987) #1224 - 3%
BT I ATIRA = (E S E /M E R I L
SEIU{ERETE — BIZR AL (national culture) °
(K] 555 AR 95 1t 79 38 32 B X S AN 4R R b 1T
GDSS I ARSI T 23R - Ry E
FXAEARE » E& R GDSS AR A
Al o

FETE % GDSS # FHEwA
K% FEUEEHEBYE - TERE

BRI - GDSS #iE ~ REFOULEI4
FAERR -

= ~ GDSSIERIBEMBVERIAR

BrTEER BRI ST 2N BISMRE
1T T EF% GDSS BTGB B -
Bl40 : Easton %A (1992) L 5E 4 {8E =
BB 4 m—EE R RNEEBER
BT GE -  FHLETT 6 RKIRE\
GDSS K 6 & F GDSS XIZMIEE: » #5R
FHIE GDSS IR GHREBEEELS
TS HEE - BEEMERE - DR
RemE LT H GDSS XBENEES
£ o (BEGHIFRA - » GDSS IR g
R o

Gallupe % A (1988) FIFH 3 [E2 £
—EERN  REETHFEEETH
(higher difficulty vs. lower difficulty) Z25d
@53 (GDSS vs. non-GDSS) B & #i&
WA E - KB U REE (FEREEE
176 %) MRS RFI > F GDSS XIRME
BERRAE - BEESR - §8TNE
RIERE - GRRNBERE R EEEB R
H GDSS X g #kEE » MEERE
R LR o

George % A (1990) ZHE6 (B2 LB
—{EE B R - RREFG TN (GDSS vs.
non-GDSS) ~ & % 8 & (anonymous vs.
not anonymous) ~ fE &G H £ (leader
vs. no leader) % iR B 1N & B AV B2
2o fERIFIIE GDSS TIBEE - £F
MRLMEE  FHBEER FEEWE
PEH GDSS STIBHIE R - Bk &t
fEEnRMEEELERER -

& 2 PG {E B 1 GDSS #ERGET
R AERER > HPELENERER
GDSS B%% ( 405%H Easton et al.(1992) By
BroE ) 5 A Leks RER GDSS I fE s
FRK SR (4NZE R Bul et al.(1987) #lI George
et al.(1990) AURFSE ) o



24

BHERSR HTE £

#2 1 {8 £ BGDSSH M 67T 22 09 4 Kb

EEEER  (GDSSHinon-GDSSHY ELER)

IR

BREERE

FHEREE

Steeb and Johnston(1981)

Bui et al.(1987)

Gallupe et al.(1988)

George et al.(1990)

Easton et al.(1992)
Chidambaram and Jones(1993)
Dennis (1996)

GDSS > non-GDSS
not significant
GDSS > non-GDSS
not significant
GDSS > non-GDSS
GDSS > non-GDSS
GDSS > non-GDSS

GDSS > non-GDSS
not significant
GDSS < non-GDSS
not significant
GDSS > non-GDSS
not available
not significant

BHHTERHESN -BERRNWE
K FERTeERM « H—2HRefRE
FARAREIThRE R ETE A R AER » Bl
40 Easton % A (1992) 2% A SIAS >
Gallupe % A (1988) 2 f{# A DECAID - ffi
George & A (1990) RIZEAIEESFZI K
B FT B8 8% 1Y GroupSystems o H _—2H®
EWEAFBIERRERET > #40 © Easton
F N (1992) HO#R s R GDSS Ay FI 6
%+ Gallupe 8 A (1988) YR IE @ B2
GDSS fI(E BT ~ IR TR EHE
i George % A (1990) By # = B B 2
GDSS I FREA T ~ ER T ~ DAINGEE
BNEE -

BZEFRRZANSERSHENE
i~ BEAP - AEERBRETRKEES
FIANE o B & B T] ge B HN & BEBATIRTT
) TAEAE » flan : Easton & A (1992)
EENTREBERNZEZ ST
Gallupe A (1988) FriR1THI LIER A H]
RIRER B IR » £ George E A (1990) Fr
EEN TRAIR A R RN ARR - BINiE
TUERE - "TREERE FIFTE R R Z /A
A —B - (BE » RBREMESITHRER
(Hung et al., 1997) BE/R » GDSS 7EXE
FERER  BRTMEHNGREENHN
RATHBENYE -

BEREB LI GDSS BRE # )
R B Watson % A (1994) #9508 88

B, o H% P [ ARF 7 S B ERLH T S R A T
BRER - 933N GDSS 7ZER Ry fiE
BB R » KL E B RS L= R A
GDSS HI{E A E BE & - Rkt
HIFSMREE D RRTRFOULESR
F 8 GDSS A5 AR A AR SR R 73 (]
(Robichaux and Cooper, 1998; Tan et al.,
1995)

FFY Watson  AHIEIR > AT
SR 5 AR A 5 P 2R BR R GDSS B
HOE A - MBI B BIE AR IE X RAIRY
BHFAR (R$EBE , 1997, HEEEH
BREEHT , 1998) » EEFEIRET GDSS X i%
AR E R E TR BN G
EMBRRE » Bt - AWM
¥R 8 F GDSS ZRSTIRAE I #0E - #HY
GEEENNZEBT - BFERMAERR
WE AR R 7 B ERBI S MR E
— &L ZRRET GDSS FEBIN AV E A
1 o

% R MmN

A H B0 PR AT 40 GDSS F % ~ T
L~ RERIE - BIREE - EREZRUL
EZRERNRGREINGHIVER - TEARH
e B B EEEREBNE
FHDBEHNRREEN IR ERERN
TE - RBRMEREgES A TIEEE



ERESTHNABURARBLEENRBEREHE | BRNEREER 25

=
EE Ve

BT 7
A B

LfEEE

2EAREEE
25BN EE

-RBRAETEER

-2 BFF (G EE
-2 (@B FE

B EEN
-BREEH

BLE KB WE

B1:#RE

SREBE - I B E M BONLIEE -
R EMERBHNGREENNEG
B REZERY o HEEnE 1 fr
'/j_\‘ ]

ARV g
BTITEITE -HE @FFAIRE
GDSS X #EMEBEFM N B%E - BIRE
GDSS IR B E - X
GDSS ¥ MEAERAE 8 > 3640 © GmEE
(facilitator) RIFSFEHI S - WELBEFRE
BoR i B B b E0 B € LA R B9 — AL 85 Bh &
I - I BIEERENAE . REaRY
HEMER R TERRAMERE B4t F
GDSS iR & > MR EAEEHERL)
RERY[E—F GDSS °

HR o BSMEREAEHTERER
g i (Aiken et al., 1996 pp. 94; Alavi,
1993 pp. 177; Jessup et al., 1990 pp. 316) >
BE IS BB TIEEURE (task type) &
B 7 McGrath(1984) 4 E R 1 8 &
(creativity)® B Hackman(1968) % %8 1 9

@I E 4 (production) o 7EIETE MEMEE
£ RITEURT  ZMARTEESIELT
EFERTEHEE FITERNIRER
HM2Z R ERARE RN T
F&E o I BEE AR R H PR LA
REJTIBIREY o H1% - BMIREH/\ERE
MBS D EE TR - REESHERIEEE
S BIMETTIUTE R W EREAVE B - DUBEARER
A o ET—BHREHEF > RAEY
REBFRA T EEEEEFHANE -
BREME TR AR RS 5 &
REBHWEEFMEEER 20 7% &5
PEHIBEY o
HttTaer 2 BRAR — RS IEAR
BRI S R EER I A - B B
BR AR (group size) K/NEER 5 A 7 &
RERBALAERE - S EFTERRBEREEE
ER R AL AY - R R EHEERFRRE R
(group history) o AT BERETHIERE -
RIZERAMERANERERREER - &
% BRUCRMESMEMEETE > Bl

3 4R4% McGrath(1984) 95248 » BEE8 TRELEE T L5 SR8 (planning) ~ BIEE (creativity) ~ /O

% (intellective) ~ R #F (preference)

~ ¥R %018 2§ (cognitive conflict) ~ 1B & B (mixed

motive) ~ B (competitive) ~ HL¥5ME) /1 (psychomotor) & /\ A [FIZUREHY TAE o



26

RAE RN BB EEN - WIEESEILL
B RICER U EEAERRHBE—
flE 42 I S 8y o

RIRHELBROE — HELE
NHEGHERE - H o BNEHELE
FINE & > BF% GDSS BB RS &
HRLEENNGE  BETHMEGED
FHREENF ARCIEEREREEER
Bk o BT ERERAMEGEY
RErl L ENHRZIEE (e.g. Dennis et
al., 1990) ; 28 ZH 5 ERIZFH— L&
LB F R EERELET) > BLE
M — B (IR e | TRERELR
2 (number of unique ideas) -~ FFEERIFEEL
(number of comments) ~ FFRGEEE
(e.g. personal notepad thoughts in Jarven-
paa et al.(1988); stock of ideas in Hiltz
(1988)) ~ LAK R SR i E (decision quality)

% o NN BB RE GREP T TETH

AT AR AR SR DARF (S A RF I - P LATRAPS
R TS ELNR BT REREEE
B BSFREEFEEENNENE
8 o

Rig bR R4 > WA DAst S
GDSS £ fE ~ TRERE ~ IR E
fER - HNERBEENNEGHEREN
T BT U R &R

— ~ GDSS1$ A

BRI Sa AR SR EE
HRIEIT EL RS AT LIAR#EEFS
Mo ATLL > EGHEPEMHEA GDSS » H#R
BREERBEWERS (Easton et al,,
1992; Gellupe et al., 1988) ; T H B & AL
EHNGRNEE LG HERE (Gallupe
et al, 1994) ; B4 RGN EEEE
%’ BEBERERNEE LR
K o AL » AR T LUF Hia~Hie =48
fBReE% - DUBREE M R B A AR AR
BEES - MEgREmENZEEER

Hia : BF B G R LR BB
BEE - GELARIMER-

Hib : BB/ BORE R LB 3
Ba#  HRENETEEagRd

Hic : BF 18R &3 LLE BB
BgE 0 Hit BMEERE g

==
=N

—~T{ExE

OB EmEEH TERRE (task
type) » =B H McGrath(1984) 7 %8 14
Bl = (creativity) B¢ Hackman(1968) 7 %8
Fr ISR E 4 (production) ° LN -
AR TETER  HRHEGHEMS -
BEREMNTEEMER (task complexity)
B4t & BUBE (social sensitivity) o @3
HLBEEWRERER » TR LIEER
Eap g R (Gallupe et al., 1988;
Dennis et al., 1991) © FRS » B& R4
GERENTRA L EIENGEMREEE
OB T REERNFT G ERER -
B e LR (Pinsonneault et al., 1999;
Pinsonneault and Heppel, 1998; 5RE5 RS ,
1997) o ALl » MBI T Hea~Hoe =1
R REREE A A AV RS 3 A B EE 4
AR - BB - Mg ERENE
BEITEE -

Hoa : AR TIEE BN S E - EiEE
ELERBEEAR -

Hob : HRAR LETEN SR HEg
ENEEBEGERE -

Ho : AR TIEFENEE » EiE
HEREREEELEELRA -

= REEE

HRFLETEEET L E & A
FREG R TGS IR 0 FIA0 ¢ LU



ERBFMOABURANBTENRRERBIHR | BNERECER 27

FRE > TREBCEG T IR E A TIEERY
&% 5555 (Pinsonneault et al., 1999;
Pinsonneault and Heppel, 1998; iR#2 %% ,
1997) o FRLASRME L T Haa-Hie =B &
3% R AR PE LSt Ry R 2 MBS A
SR » 2EHNBEELEE - BEE
B RSN EREEEHEENEE -

Hia : EARRMTEEEZT » FHEARN
HIBEEEBNEETRAR -

Ha : ZEARINITEEEZT » §EHN
BB SBERENEEEA
ENGIK

Hie : EAEMIEEEZT » G#5RN
BREEN SRR R EIEENE
BRI o

£ PR 3%

— | =ESEns
> EmieX5

RAFRHRHE _EAFEEE R (two
factorial experiment with three replica-
tions) o B> H—ERF-GHELTRN
BIEEE B MR E
BN EAEEKYE o 5 _HRF - TIEE
& MSEARN/EEE > Ffie/\ &
ANEHI BB KHE o fIpb AR 16 (8 EH ER
¥ HERIE 2 Frs - BREEER
1% > FEVEREURRAY 3 (EFAEARETT - 48
HIETT 48 RV -

—-TZRE

BRI (group size) BB 1B
BN EREE  RBEENWRERIS
H o REMBEHEMRES 35 5 A (Dennis
et al., 1990) » EPLELFIERA 5 N E AR
WRAERRE - KERNZHESELL
FILASEAEERK = RRRATELI
R4 JEEF 60N> £oF 124 - B
REBZHEHZKLEABRZFAL > B
EERMELI - -RTRBETSUREEER
(unexplained variance) K I HNAEA S » DL

BERFHHEREFEIBORIRK
R AERAABRESAREERE > £
ET AN EHR I ERRNE TS
BB KRR ERRBS g -

EERY > SHEBHREE 3 mEEP
HE—TE L DREEMNERERN
THEEE - -gRmAN -~ BIEF - E£F 3
o HFIEE FI SR BUEES &
SEITHIREBAEE > DUBKRERIERF TR
FTEAMATREEERE - B4t REEE
REFOTIEEEAR > W BEAEZHEESHE
HIRRTZNT - BREE T RS BB B RS 0K
BABEITHIREME > DHERTaEm 28
R o _

JFETAE TS0 8 R H RS -
A E R —E — I EHIBE - SRR
BARREEMEARESE - N> KFKE
—HEPTETTRY IR & s R BERR > HUERK
BAS URGHEWER - ZHEURE

TiEERE

FRE 1 FRE2 FE3 FRE4 FES FE6 FE T FE S

BT EBI EB?

EB3 | EB4 | EB5 | EB6 | EB7 | EB8
EB3 | EB4 | EB5 | EB6 | EB7 | EBS
EB3 | EB4 | EB5 | EB6 | EB7 | EB8

3 | EBl | EB?
T BBE | gl | ER2
3 4k CBl | CB2

. 1 cBl | CB2
BBE | cp1 | cm2

CB3 | CB4 | CB5 | CB6 | CB7 | CB8
CB3 | CB4 | CB5 | CB6 | CB7 | CBS8
CB3 | CB4 | CB | CB6 | CB7 | CB8

B2 : AFR TR



28 EFSESE 508 58
fmAE BRBEREH | BoRERLHE | BEREBREH | SIUAERLHE
1 EB1 CB3 EBS CB7
2 CBL EB3 CB5 EBS
3 EB1 CB3 EB6 CB7
4 CBL EB4 CBé6 EBS
o EB1 CB4 EBS CB7
6 CB1 EB4 CBb5 EB8
7 EB2 CB3 EB6 CB7
8 CB2 EB3 CBé6 EB8
9 EB2 CB3 EB5 CB7
10 CB2 EB4 CBb5 EB8
11 EB2 CbB4 EB6 CB7
12 CB2 EB4 CB6 EB8
B3 : ABTR 09 E RIB A B
BAY 55 ALK B » EE R 5 i a0 B I Ay KB o
7R © B4 22 14 36
= | =ES a oot 18 1 19

Osborn(1954) #2 Hi % (B #2255 7 g

EEEREAVEER () EEEXEM R
FEEEE P > A TEZBIEZ - anik
AHREEREHHE-ER  KitE
BREMES © (2) EEEZR AR
% MERE > TLIREERGRE - B

%3 RERAERONE LA

Bl4: RAEOH TG
BISMYE R E A B E RS R Ia H (Alken
et al., 1996 pp. 94; Alavi, 1993 pp. 177;
Jessup et al., 1990 pp. 316) - @& BS 178
BH T {ERURE (task type) BBF McGrath

HE| A8 TIEEE 2EKE
g [T ST LA Gallpe et 2l 19 1009
s
. U — : Gallupe et al., 1994
B | R LURACET I ? Binsonneauit. ot al, 1999
BE | WAHERETE? pakacich et 2y oo
J5iE Jessupe et al.l, 1990
C|fEE | ITERR PRI 2 Qopnolly et algy i %
Pinsonneaulf et al, 1999
s BBS |4 5BBSHHMTRE - ST pennis ot a9 000
GAME |245BMMCAMERHEETR « gufofg > |pos et ol 190 oo
Kigpe | FEPAREALE > 2R EHIS-EA > WEF LAKA | Gallupe et al., 1994
[ | RS T —% ) AHEHTER - EENEE? Pinsonneault et al, 1999
T ha| (FEBRBE  HERES RS T —+ » BHEIFE |Gallupe et al., 1994
~ BRI ? Pinsonneault et al, 1999




ERBTHOABURAFBLEE DRUERTHE | BRNERECER 29

(1984) 53 #AHFEVAIRE (creativity) B¢ Hack-
man(1968) 7 HEHRAYIEAREELE (production) ©
$HEGETE TERESL L WIERRE > &M
SERAWRRE ERARERN TEEE
(Jessupe et al., 1990; Connolly et al., 1990;
Dennis et al., 1990; Gallupe et al., 1994
Valacich et al., 1994; Aiken et al, 1994;
Dennis et al., 1999; Pinsonneault et al,
1999) - Jf 35 L ERE 2 57 & P 0 B
HRESIFERAY o FFEET T & 3 FrFIAIN
EARNEREEREEER DRGSR
AILEFERTEEEEFINIBIRIRK
Ko ‘

BT HEREE-SHON > FKFET
DERRMETEEE » BEBUT
TNAEREE © (1) BTt (bt g
BRI ) () HEEAEY (REHEER
ME) ; QESHZEFGE BBSH
GAME R3RE ) ; AR () BIERBME (K
MR E M5 | JIMIRE ) o BEEEREH
ZHRENEF ST —EEE > RENEE
RESRAEITHS 0808 - HPAIRELIE IS
TR T - BINRER LUERREE S
BT T o

- ERIRRETR

KEBEREFILAEEAEEMATAT
FIEERSER BRI R E P ETT > WWEBREFM
BZE AR\ EEANESATHEREETE g%
= o FTE BT AR EREK » L
EHETHEH - BB P LE—EHH
LU K 28 B 35 BR 88 i 95 BE P B 8% 19 GDSS
(HFFHEREY , R84 MRXEE, R
83; Liang et al., 1994)

EBEGDSSRRETEFK18E B

Rt ~ ZBMETG - BRFEETE &
BERE X B RES9TEME R B0 [F) AU L 2L R)
FE - BFIE R LRI B LIE
RHG > EREALEEE > LA
SLANFER R EEE B CREM AR LA
FTETEIE - BN » E—HABEREBETK
—HERERNET - FREAAR > BA2H
EFRIRNE IR - K E CRIREE (B0

BMW B¢ VOLVO) #| B A - E@H
B -EEERENEIRERS > SEA
HATUERBCHEMARNFIAERE -

GDSS R BRHEHI T2 E M A -

I~ REBNEE

AW ZE = E R B 8 5 40
TeEh THEELERE, BHEEE
BEFZHMBERZSgRT > JREEN
Bk EINEEEE Y - Hk

"YEEEE ) REEGRBHNZ TG
BASHERESE T R RZE - 8K
BLBRORESL - (BAITEEIRT K §#
K BERRHBNRBRECHEENE
& > WA Hiltz(1988) FZHEY T BEFHE
81 (stock of ideas) Ei Jarvenpaa et al.
(1988) W 25 H B T FA T K L AU AR
(personal notepad thoughts) o FEAHF 3%
BMAR—EZERS R ERME > B
HEREEGRIER  LHEHGHRAE
GHRRETCHBERBRIEE -

mtk o TEGHRERE . WEFAE
RETHER HEGRETGRIESR
REBEAERE - HERBERHEL
REEHE HNEENZHE - FENE
W FERFARENRS - RIELERY
WEE/\EEE - Lt E TEgRER

‘EEERRNAR  EOEBYERBEKRENS SIS ETEE - LEE L EER
RUREAE o 140 @ SHYRIRE TEEWS ST DARRSRMHE ? o ERMBIELHE TERA, - TH

g, > THEE. -
7H o BUHEAR o

TEITR  FHE

L EEREBEREAERS - SUREI A TER
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BFBESR BCE F—H

%4 KERBITHRAE

S ER 53 FoReF R
L8RS 5 min.
2. iR EB T EMMEH | 10 min. 10 min.
3. & 15 min.
4. ETURE T BEER VIEEME (20 x 4 =) 80 min.
f\%g_l_ 110 min.
Kk TEEEE ) ERMESENMEE BUFRET = B R & 8 FIRVBR R -
i RIS EERB o B Fﬁ%ﬂﬁ’\lﬁtla‘ﬂﬁ% — o
FIEEEBE SRR » HPBET— — - BEEENEDHT
FREE AR o ARERBPHRAUEE THERERE o
7 ~ BERIRRE K TEEEE, WS BRMAFEHR
A Cronbach ( fER#EEEEE » WEHNAR
NI ARy Fe e Ll R o ERSFIEE 5B R R FEE

THEREFUELUTHESER : 5L
HEERTE - RACTHNZAERXE R
H B BT - I B ORE BT AR AR
BN ERRHARETERNEMA
2 DN R E I Begn T
X MEERENERE - HRE
IMEERTEMER - 389 GDSS (R
&ﬁ%ﬂ“‘b?@ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬂ MHERHLET L K TEE
BENEE ) FERRA - 83 RAF
F— B AR B B AR TR - SRR B
HEEGH - (2R THEE ‘“73@5(%
FABHBE S BB RIARE - G E—TES
TET-EERER - DSBS ETH
—{E EREMMRE - ARTFRIMETRE
% UNBARGRICHILFTEREZE
8 W HEREBUZHEERT D HGR
BREBERENEGERNS - BEERNE
[ ZHEANR 4 BT o

{5~ 8BRS

BMAEERR\ERTAERBENE
B HTHER © RRET IR A E BREAS
% BE (ARSI TRREERE
{ERIER B INE EARS  EERR - X
BER S REF = ERE RS | &

BEERE (Kerlinger, 1986) o
EEESTE > R ONVEREHRRT
~ B~ RS S BTE - SER - B -

B Ek#egE/ \EEERENARY

Cronbach ( B 3E 0.881 » Fxis/\EIE

BEME THEERERE ) IL—RRE

LI B M —BERE - AEIEEREN

{ufEF ERESHT L BRAREEEE

ELE Ry B a%ﬂﬁ*?*ﬁ*ﬁliﬁm%fﬁﬁg

= AHEEBRENERE L #5FH

HRVERZR 47 (exploratory factor analy-

sis) ZRFFfh - FHFE 6 WERR DTG RBIR

F-ERXTHENERE . BETH

BEL - N 57 - SHE - B -

BhHk#e%/ \BEE (F5HE =4.45 ;

fRE@ AR =049  BE_ERE "BE

HE, et —(EEE  BEERE

(A =1.06 ; RIFFEERE =0.612) °

B4% 0 BFE S R RS FIEE 8

Z FH R (correlation with total) Y #& & 2%

BAKEB S BITHRAGREGER AE 0.6 DL | » FoR

WE THEgRAaRE ) WAEEBEREMR

=R EERE -

- ERIGROW
FRE— 2 N E SRR R &
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;anﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&mA@%ﬁwammmaﬁ

Cronbach Coefficient Alpha }
For RAW variables: 0.879429
For STANDARDIZED variables: 0.881006
. Correlation with

Variable Total Alpha

FWEFELD 0.636642 0.867163

§/LMF1.2) 0.649505 0.865845

R & (F1.3) 0.507993 0.880047

H7EFLL 0.647472 0.866054

S HLRR(FL.5) 0.703888 0.860213

iR (FL.6) 0.671146 0.863616

BES3(FL1.7) 0.663042 (.864453

e (F1.8) 0.687042 0.861968

BRI - G AE R A/ NEE AR -
FTABMFREE 4 (ERAREIRA - B

BB AN TR BB T THRT o

[ LR M AE R 3 i E B - BREX SAS A58
A A F #58% &t (unbalanced design) &9
 GLM(general linear model) 752 2 i 25 18
BT (SAS Institute, 1990) ©

B F 1 E & A

N[ 5 R B 0 BB P A OB AR
B BOMBRZHERART > HRFPIE
B BMTUEL 4 REg8 Q2 REF

B 8E 22 RIEMBE I EER ) B9
R B I BB ORI E A B

AR RS B (35.59 > 25.86) » T AL

ANOVA # E 5 RN IR R IEHEE (p
< 0.001) o ATHIHE FISH &R H
4 K% N\ R A SR » (H15M AL
B 6 A T ELE S BN bR A AR » T
D E & S ATE A& SRR B S NMERAS
BEeE -

ENETER F AT H R FHIER & RIRK
RAEE » \EIEREERSE - AR E
HMEE NSRRI EY

&6 : MATAMEMANAZIITER

Factor Pattern

HEREMHE FD

R (F2)

wmEFELLD 0.72162 0.25758
&/0(FL.2) 0.74318 -0.06038
PR &E(F1.3) 0.60142 0.19501
BHEFLY 0.76227 -0.30143
2 EL(F1.5) 0.78165 0.19063
(I'1.6) 0.75891 0.15254
B S (F1.7) 0.75547 -0.03450°
g FL8) 0.77944 -0.01670
BEBRELD -0.28710 0.89592
FFEE 4.45 1.06
ZEEREERE 0.4943 0.6123

KPP FLARE—ERER : T FLLAKRE-ERFFIE—ERE  RILEKE -
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EFERESR ZCE F—H

A7 BBELBEAHGIITER

AR E MBI R
RIEEEE AR
N Mean Rank S.D.
BFIII8E 22 35.59 1 9.35
ARSI B 22 25.86 | 2 7.20
KIE T fF LR S
N Mean Rank S.D.
ket 5 31.60 3 2.50
R 5 25.40 8 9.91
RBR 6 34.16 2 14.21
(23 5 27.40 7 11.58
BBS 6 35.00 1 13.50
GAME 5 30.20 5 8.34
KNig#e 6 30.00 6 7.42
HOE(H 6 30.66 4 5.46
BEEEEBNBERSTR
Source DF | Sum of Square Mean Square F Value Pr>F
FHE N 1 1017.27 1017.27 14.99 0.0006**
TEEE 7 369.97 52.85 0.78 0.6103
GEAHAFTIEEE] 7 603.51 86.21 1.27 0.3004
AR MY F-statistic = 2.03; Pr>F = 0.0511; R-square = 0.52

**: p < 0.001

MR - T EIRE R EREUREL

HmTrEgRERAEETRE A NMELRK

LB B o BN EIRE £ MBS

5 BFFERET

fEam L BT B g ST E A r R
BUa BRI 8RE & (support
Hla) o

fEam 2. A A R BN E S R
HEER

w3 gy N E R EEN AR -
HNBRELBIRERE

OMABEHEE

ERAFEHRTNETHOIBEL
%’ BHEBRLHBEIEBEEEEE -
ROWMBERRES > ARPALUEH
RG22 RETFHNEE 22 X8
MBS S8R ) F - BT BRI

TEBRER EHIS 8% (3.59 < 4.24) -
il B ANOVA 4 e 5 REUNE R IEH 87
& (p < 0.001)  FTHIIESEE T BE
B - ENEFIENSRRHNEL LS A
FIFFE AR > (EREERELEER A
EREREEEGHEPERL - FIUEEE
BRER SR8 -

s e £ A B ER & RIR
TEE - ERIERE AR - WEER
AR T RIS SN R EE (B
SHEERE®S ) KT EMA R EE (SEAR
R HPHERE  AMERIIREE
BRE/KYE o T B AR R AR IR BN
i TR EREEGR M E
Bl B TETEEA o

Kt - BINTEEEERRER - M
LDIg#Ean T -

4. B MO BOE G BB TERIRER
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k8 : BAMBOGRITINER

BT &
RER SR 5K '
N Mean Rank S.D.
BFIEIBE 110 3.59 1 1.34
s Bee 110 4.24 © 2 1.02
R IR TAEERESR
N Mean Rank S.D.
st 25 3.44 1 1.50
s 25 3.68 3 1.18
By 30 4.13 5 1.22
{0 25 3.92 4 1.11
BBS ~ 30 3.66 2 1.09
GAME 25 4.12 7 1.45
KIFE 30 4.13 5 0.97
#0057 30 4.16 8 1.26
EEBENE RN
Source DF | Sum of Square Mean Square F Value Pr>F
FHH N 1 20.07 20.07 13.94{ 0.0002%*
TiEFXE 7 12.27 1.75 1.22 | 0.2943
GEAHACTIEERE] 7 6.16 0.88 0.61| 0.7464
AR MR FRY F-statistic = 1.95; Pr>F = 0.0204; R-square = (.13

**: p < 0.001

EHIS MBS (support Hlb) °
e 5. N FIRTR FREABEBIE M - &'
BEE-
fEam 6 FE AN HA R T EN AR
I WREBEERRERE -

GMARERKE W RR

St B 5 @ 5 B 5% A B 0 W0 1 ) R
8 SHRREERY  mENRMTUE
Hi 44 R BB (22 RETHIEE S 22 K
BN BOR ) (R BTISHE0RN
S 9 B I T R A A R 0
¥% (5.97 > 5.06) > i H ANOVA t ERHER
ST EMBIEEEE (p < 0.001) o T
R E TR D BB IR A B RIS > (518
BB B E TN OB S H R
HEBAES > FELED T BE s E
B LRI AN T E0E 7RI 2 BB o

5ot & NRIRBARRRIE > FSEEMNR
B RS B Al IS AR s - 380 T
ARG S LR o LIS g A B A%
BENERIENEESSE -

ERPH R EENRRRIEEBE
(p < 0.00D) » BREHENFH/IELRL
SR EREGREMEE o K 9 FIKEET
RFTR > e B FEENREE
(FHEERR ) AEBRY  SEEMES
BERE (ML 5 HE KIS ) BB
7= BRI R e ERE R R
B - RINTTRERHNS HE HRE
WHAEEARMEESNREEZ

Rtk » SCEAERTEMEEE (p < 0.001)
ZEELEF AR TEBRN T RE
il SFHEGRENBEETEENEE -
Bign - FffI8 IR DHMEHEAS iR 5 AR T
MIGHERRE HE FER - HERE
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BHEESR ECE 8

X9 BEREERNGFIITER

g U L

KBS HE T KD

N Mean Rank S.D.
BFIShEE 109a 5.97 1 0.53
S g 110 5.06 2 0.90

WREE TEERER 5

N Mean Rank S.D.
SE R 25 5.34 7 1.10
s 25 6.03 1 0.27
BE 30 5.48 4 0.80
(= 25 5.71 2 0.53
BBS 30 5.62 3 0.72
GAME 24 5.35 6 1.04
Kigts 30 5.22 8 0.97
HoL5 I 30 5.40 5 0.98

a: EFHENBENEEREEL9, ZERAREF—HRERME -

HERERENERESITR
Source DF | Sum of Square Mean Square I Value Pr>F
EE VB 1 43.81 43.81 99.37 0.0001**
TIEEE 7 14.12 2.01 4.58 0.0001**
AN TEEE| 7 19.43 2.77 6.30 0.0001**
LEig I AE A F-statistic = 11.44; Pr>F = 0.0001; R-square = 0.46
**: p < 0.001

M RRBET o DUBT KB R 5 :NRET
umLﬁﬁlfTEﬁiEEfﬂi‘%%ﬁliE RBIRFBIT © &
REHNREBN LT E E*\E%ﬁaﬁﬁﬁi

%ﬁ: FTUTERE RIS T » g

AT LB EBR M ERFAKE o B

a8 RBNWHEMLR - 7 AR

—F'-

faam 7. BT BEgEHHE B R R
BN ERIE S ME G E (support
Hle) ©

ftam 8. AEETmEEN G NRERE 2
FERREN =2 (support H2c) o

fhEm 9. GBS NEN R EENTAER
H o HREGHRAERBERE
(support H3c) °

() = 18 B % B R o R

WRELENY - HERERE - RVE
EEEE = EREE R REL -
FERPBRATLUE S » BER=EWERE
EXNRE - BRAEREEZNRGR
() BEELARBNEGREREZMAE
FEZMIE AR (v = 0.2746) © (2) B
B REMEBERBE MEEENaRE
B (7 = - 0.2277) o EREREE £ B
BN IR AR E R AR BB
- HRERTMEESgEPNEEEL
HEHS - HEgREBE gBREmEN
BAE S TSR IgBNRELE
BT MEEW ENEBEEE-RD » £R
HIZHEBASE RS » ﬁﬂ@ﬁ%#
FERNWERLEEEL > FIL BRIt E
() B AT o
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10 : BBELEH - REABRE - RBABA

#9correlation coefficients (and p-value)

RRELAE | RerEpE | BLRR
BEE
1.000

- 0000
REHE 0.2746

R (0.0001%%) 1.0000

B7E - 0.0609 - 0.2277 10000

e (0.3689) (0.0007*%) )

**: p < 0.001

— ~ EAEAEIARBR L8

BTG ARFEE RAEBE N BRI
KRS GDSS BHER (EHMRSE
, 1998; P LM BIAREE A , 1999) {EELER >
FERARILFTR o B 5REER S (1997)
et GDSS g @B A/ ~ (EBRE -
EARE 2 S » WINRKESHTERNKE
WENREE MR GDSS XiE
T B 44 B & 38 i B 2 B8R 1% GDSS
TERNEHEEERES c ENFEAER
ERER A (1999) Al 2 #EET GDSS H1EFfE A/
LZHR > ERIFUEET » BREEX
B REFESE - DIAKARBEENE
%o HTEMREHERE | 7 GDSS ik
HI & %R A GDSS I S EATE R
M=ELNFEE T EHE GDSS XN T H
FIRK B S ELERE thi%H GDSS XIRME &

BRIy EE - JRMTUEBEHBRD
BANMERBERRERARALS  HE
GDSS EHEHREEN - HBEFES
B PR EREE L  SMZEEENZ
B o T B EFEBABEEES KT/
B TIEOEET - RIERR -
BELSEZS RSB TIE - BN GDSS 7]

DRREGHRLEES - REMBENTES
B -THREGEXAEWEE  Flt
GDSS EC R MM ES o

— - EREIMATTISR 2 LR

7E Watson et al.(1994) RyR 3245 R b
i BRULIA R EE R GDSS [#/
BRER - EREFRMEAERER
HRIMAR R ZEAARR » I ERBEER
XALEEMABETA - RFFTHER -

WHBER12ZBER » HITLL
RAESEEEEMM » BT EEN
FEF » #RETABEEHIRE A GBAES - K
i HREGR ERENNE > GBS
XMt EBRELT - EARF I ERER
BEMEARD  (ERINERBEIRCLE
BRIVAERE  HKFIMTAEBHEES
HIERE o

BR L= R g g GDSS i At
(Tan et al., 1998; Robichaux and Cooper,
1998; Tan et al., 1995; Watson et al., 1994) o
Hofstede(1980) | FH IV &I 1Z 5K 1 B B R
XACHIZEME > EfaRE © (D HERE
(power distance) ZfEtt G ¥ N1 HE
TEGFEEETEE ;. Q) BRTHEE
% (uncertainty avoidance) 2 8 3 38 [E & .
HIERIFIEHEEST 5 (3) A EZE M (indi-
vidualism) & & B 1 8 57 B 09 1t & 8 i B
%5 (4 BRI (masculity) 25+t &FTE



36 BASESR £t8 £
11 B R i#&%*kﬁ@ﬁ/@ﬁ]z?:&-ﬁ% REH
Wi EREt WRER

. GDSS Iﬁf BRS | g84E sty | AER S
RERR | ree | me | & n | FEEE | emie
HGDSSX
I I St itk
Trm . (B BB\ | BEE | e | s | mmEn
FHERES
- HGDSS% | AGDSSH
3N iy BERAS | BUROT
FEE - (N | BB et | WBE | e | HODSSY |EZEmE
B 22 H (1999) [ 9 A Level D) < qoma t| BB A VIBEEBIRE | HBAGDS
Ckaei) ask) BEWEER | STEa %
TEE | KBTS

HGDSSH

BB

TEAREEL

e
HGDSSE HGDSS¥F
| s_g ffﬁ?“é% S BEEK | }ﬁ%ggﬁé
1 Bz i 7% ; BiWEES
AR A (Level 1) |(Product-| &k ﬁGD?Si AR ZHEEG
ion task) BEREN DSS¥ iR &
i BT

MR

HGDSSH

BEEK

B

a: 1R1% DeSanctis and Gallupe(1987) ¥ GDSS IhBERI 7 4B 5\ » B —#k Ay GDSS ZEE N ER

RHERPERR AR IR R BIE P U@ R BT o 58 A GDSS BR T RSB —MMThee 2 oh o 2
RIS R R REHITRIT o B A9 GDSS RIFEH sTRMAIThREZ S » BN L3

BEEENEE -

b: & iR Hackman(1968) # i/t =T R TIER BRI E BREDHE -

BRE - FEVELERE - BEAROMAR
B - REEFEE [BM A FE 40 BB RK
116,000 {7 & TATEIEH SRR - fibEE
B H 53 (BB R A9 Bl 5 SCAL B AR (E - Horh
EB - 5 - EETIIRA UER R X LE
TREANRI3ATR ©

R 13RS & M BT I AT B 3R
XALEBRE A S - EEAEE - BE
BB - MERBER R BERE
R mEATE - EERRNEE -

Robichaux and Cooper(1998) i1 3% 18 Hi
GDSS fTEm iR E ~ (RMEAFES - LA
IR ERYBI R AL TR AE A - FERE
HU\_F*%E D (D R ARIIhEE - BT LA
PSR bR E R A %fﬁ“laaﬁﬁﬁ
MrBG » EMEELMKRENS R
(2) BERAFREIIEE > o IR ESER li
AL EE R B WG IFR B - A
H I EE A B ] 5E [ R AT FF i BLB0A BR
71 EMRERMASRIZE ; 3) AR
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&12 : 6B R ERRALLERZILE

o =g
ﬁﬂl‘ﬁ;ﬁg@ﬁgi ETE | EERE
B2 ETHO MR | ) -

U grpmmmeg| DEOE | TEE

a: RIRAWE Z HEBER

b: 48 Hung et al.(1997) Z BB HTHE SR

AR IIEE - TR EE R ER (JRENME
EAER ) LRI s R A B S R
Bih > EMEEFRMENSZHE, DE
L FFMIHEE » TTLARREERERZXLH
FreT BE 38 4 A PR SRR B 15 BAE 2o e ot -
EMEEGRNEWSE ;) () FRFEA
BIThBE - ] DARR(K S Mt ST LR ATRT BE
BN REEG  EMEEGHENE
FIZE ; (6) BEAFRATIEE » v LIREE
BRI M AL PR AT R RE S £ BT ZERE R
EMEEG RN BHISH -

B4 > 78 Tan et al.(1995) KB 5% &
53 » i GDSS HE 48R -
I ETESERMEBERRER - oJ IR
TR ENSZHEETLE  REERER -7
ELL EREEET » #5H Tan et al.(1998) £
Watson et al.(1994) bt 8 3€ B 2237 hi 3% /9
HoEFY GDSS JER AR » AT LGS
HREFI BB RRt TERRRA
[EIRFE A BITHEE - FTUAERERER >

DEEHRSgREES > LHAKSRNE
GRBL BRI - Kt BFRES
BEESTEREBEAREERE -

B8 @B

RERNARERBRETFIKEE
O BAEHEIEE AR L B M L A
WREHAES - RSB GRY
VBB IR ML R S
BRB/L > FNRBATEFEIBERLL
BEREN - B BTHABEERT
{5 1 R S L A 0
BT o

BRI 51 > AR E R B S BT
MBI RS R - It BB R TL
B0 EARILLRT - AHROERE E
BT OB AE B P FE A R I
B SEEFE IR EE G R RN
FEFE > LR B A4 A S SR B B A

#13: 28~ 6% - ik = B2 B R b4 (Hofstede, 1980)

COUNTRY PDI UAI IDV MAS
United States 40(w) 46(V¥) I(A) 62(A)
Singapore T4(A) 8(V¥) 20(w) 48(v)
Taiwan 58(A) 69(A) 17(A) 45(w)
Mean score (all 53 countries) 57 65 43 49
Highest score (all 53 countries) 104 112 91 95
Lowest score (all 53 countries) 11 8 6 5

it ARTFHESHENTIINY ¥ ERHAS RSN T 58 o
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BHBHESR T8 F—H

WEE -

A T A SR T ARG HH AT 24
B R EREERERE SR IE
BEFSE
(DELIEYE » §EBHREGRELBIRE

R ENBEBRARIEE Y] » Fr AR Ay
EARE GG - BRI LUED - T
HNGRNBEGRT -

@)% A\FRIFR AR - TTRIREENE
LA IR HAEAR > FrDUR AR B
@hn o EEREEET LI T e
BB GRIT -

OMEMT R B RERENRE » &
MBRA LN EEGFHEGR AR
BUAF o T RARUE R R RE R o

(ORI F Rt B IR FE L E A FRES R S
{5 R E B B Ay 7 N2k ET 8 - Blan
Fg MR ERE o

GRZE/TIENZEHEHEL R
% BHEEgNRAEEGRNBEETE
Lo BIBEEGREH IR GRVBEER
4F o

B AR MEEE —LRA
BEHREWIRHZER - BX > BRAER
FHZHE LS EFERRATNESE » £
HEMNWEZEREI T TR AEE L - 18
BRAEFEABPANE  TTREFEERE LW
=i o A - B4EEHRALEANERR
%~ BUBREIHEE ~ NEFIE R BRI
HFHEAER (Er and Ng, 1995) » 7]
REEETFHKNIEETELER LK
R BRE—SREUEFAEESHES
SHIAEZE (field study) 2—{8 R Ky
WzE I o HoR » —REFKR GDSS %
REHEMIIEE > AL GDSS 7B =#&
(Liang, 1988; DeSanctis and Gallupe, 1987) >
B AFERUEETEAIIHEE » B
AN BT RAHE S R FI G EHITIRE © B
EHRAERATESERERFEINNT
% o KRWFFEFTH M GDSS 2 B8 —ikiy

GDSS » FrEAB = /@ k GDSS #yBA % -
ARBEMES ) DRHEREN &
B2 GDSS E b » i e BRI EERZE
ERFEFTK o &k > GDSS K958 2
T RTESREXCENREZI - fE3E
FHEUFE-LEENTENEER -
Grudin(1994) #2 Hi iy F 4k & B RE [/ AT A7 i
H/UEHBERAREE -

§58 Xk

L#sgE - REW > B84 » "THEAERH
KB, > BRAEEBK > =
g% 0 37-39H o

2.8 - EHEREE - RS BEE
K8 » "EFgEINHERERZL
BHE . BLERBEREERS
@I CEE > 856-867 H © .

3. ERIE 19% > BIEWE > At 1 R
Al e ‘

4. FEE - pRES - 1999 0 TEEEAN
HBERXNEHBXERN THRELT
REBZIEE, » BHEHESR > &
hE o BT 11-32H »

5. BRRSE ~ WBIE -~ #EE - BT -
EBRMAEA - REW - BREHE > R 83

THEXERAMZIEEEE,  BH
BB EFE AT g E - 54-62
H o

6. eGSR ~ EFE ~ jEiFom > 1997

TEFEREAMRCEREWR-B
BN EBETEHEELZEE,
FIEET R 0 B A% 0 BIUfg - 751-
T8 H o

7. Aiken, M., Krosp, J., Shirani, A., and
Martin, J., "Electronic Brainstorming in
Small and Large Groups,” Information
& Management, Vol. 27, 1994, pp. 141-
149,

8. Alavi, M., "An Assessment of Elec-
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tronic Meeting Systems in a Corporate
Setting," Information & Management,
Vol. 25, 1993, pp. 175-182.

9. Anson, R., Bostrom, R., and Wynne,
B., "An Experiment Assessing Group
Support System and Facilitator Effects
on Meeting Outcomes," Management
Science, Vol. 41, No. 2, February 1995,
pp. 189-208.

10. Bui, T., Sivasankaran, T.R., Fijol, Y.,
and Woodbury, M.A., "Identifying
Organizational Opportunities for GDSS
Use: Some Experimental Evidence,"
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