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- The Effects of Meeting Mode and Task Type on Group
Decision Process and Outcomes In a GSS Environment -

BE7I&x ARUAE YES I WAL /Y AFE (personal computing)old 18 7
F¥ (group computing) 2.9 HMPE FAFL Qth ol T HAABANAN AREE ujAjA=
¢ ARUAC| A B A7 Fay AL Ha gtk o] A7 FAHL2 AFEE
N2 3 chdyt HogAzt ALRBY Aoyt 2F Aol ojd FUL niAn, 2§ 4
Zzhg e Myt OF Aol nixe 4B¥E RAHed Atk AZIA] AZ o oy
A2t AI7EA] g REol MY AdYdeos AL HGERI oo J23 AT Bdlo] F
HEgen, A7 2 FHY FAES 98] Y dF(longitudinal study)7} sjAct 2
T3 o]E2 FEIIE, A 3R, 2I AL FIHLRY BAE Hus) o, o] &
TE AT olEF e AFsL k. IF ARuAClE FAY FHY NS 3
SYMLOGE ol&3l 2§ F4de ARUAolAE IAYs ZAlytl. Ay BHe I3 ¥E
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I. 244 A7

230 AHE JEHNIY] dA W ¥F8o] HiE FGgBAo] /A AdBAAN 2§ 3}
B8P er  Hyge] uwel, AFEHE wAMHME ¥ HARUHAAH(computer-nediated
communication)o] XA FR HAFUAIHA Fxto' Hasla vy iyt HFUH oA,
3o, Zela APFL {olsiA e FaY 21FAY A% (Group Support Systems:
GSS)e FE&¥E 23U ¥ §4& HHATI gch. 53], A2 ARUAAE Ad
Fouiye] AYgos dAAR clofyt 3outA(dlE Eol, 4t e(distributed meetings))&
2 YAt A, ¥eoo B4 I ARUAM AHo FuiX HMHE oustz 9l
t}.

el FguFo]l FHs Brl B e wel, FFAMEol AY, =3 ax S
A% aFH ol 4ujsHe AT nlgo] HX F7Istal lch(Huber, 1984: Hymowitz, 1988).
BBAES] -2 A& o] AMgsta ARt Feojo] g2t 3] FAYA|= B}
th uwhepa] olE Rt vidyt oAle] 82 ¥ e B IFE AR A Yehd
t 83 ZAE LA, HY FMAEY ARUACY AR HMAA gAEF 4=
& ¥3AE + A& Zolth ol TiURt Mozt BT AEuA oA YAsh= o8
ARE S 3] FU(Fit)A71E A EB L AL Y4 ke FHojrl

2F A E el BY AFolN IFS 432G A (interaction process)I 4
(performance)oll 7} & 2¥E& n|¥ He4e AYK-Y(task type)oltH(Hackman and Morris,
1975. Hackman and Kaplan, 1974; McGrath, 1984). &Aool iyt APH3e KM=
HackmanZ} Kaplan(1974)2] &=gof 3 @95 o} gt}

“‘gofstd, o] A= 1F FETAEIEY AEAY ¥ 2F4=e fa el

VUL o[l AR 2F At iyt @3-S 2FAYL] Fdell 3 HsiA

ZF"cla A sta gl ”
wrebA oyt d-FPol AFH YA ARUAE AHE HHA I HIo] 4B
o] ot}

EY GSSTEUL ATFUS AEE 279 d3E F2 AFHY ALSYs 2F Y
S UA] = 2FY 5 9k AEE Aol IFEAh HZ A5 GSS A}
€ ABE oS} she YRR volrta glth ol R AL FR GSSE AHEIH= 1F
3 ARE1A] ol 2FAleld A BMol WEHAY A det pE™el. &, GSS=pA7)
ohd, Zlo] ofFA AMEEH LI} FR3Ichs Zolth ol F¢ - H¥ANY - A& (Input -
Process - Output)ollA]l 15¢t ¢¥Atak(black box)Z HFsIe HERALE FH3I= Ho|
t}l.

AP AF dT7ZAAEY EdAe FEALRE Ve MUt AAE H4E) fn &
A A o|EA mue] HFol 7jel¥tti(DeSanctis and Poole, 1988: Poole, et al, 1986). GSS

A ¥ 2FVF, IF TEUEAA ¥9E Y. Zela 2§7ed A8 &% g

%ol
S



AolME Adolsitt. Ao R ol AFTANEL Gssot FIH WAL HEIUA 4Es)
ol Asistalct. 6sse] AAFol oyt ELX| T FAEANE S AYstax #AYEe
ol&& ALY dFJt A=EHo] UrHDaft et al, 1987: Poole and DeSanctis, 1988, 1990,
DaSanctis and Poole, 1994: Rao and Jarvenpaa, 1991). A& c}2 ’SE“%"‘S % BY3 dFd
o] &2 Giddens®] FZ3} o]E(Structuration Theory)® PooleZ} DeSanctis(1989, 1990)7} H
a7l A7 =23} o]l&(Adaptive Structuration Theory: AST)e]tl. o] H2w.e csSAT-F
A U5 & o83 ES AT Fol, o] A% o|EF OB A ASTE AMEYTh

o] A7 B3I 15U AFHA] YW GSSHAFA L TR oAl gAAFY 4
o] 71 S VL vAE Hed AYREY 2ol IF AAEA Ao njie e
ZAste] ety - ARy AY Ed(Meeting mode - Task type Fit Model )& AA|3H= ol
st ER AFUFleld HPol 2FAAER Ao nAE= B ASTE ol 83l EMY
024 JF¢ F8EHA BYUE £, 4L, AR BAE dsiax ol

O. o234 7|z dF 29

1. 3§FZ¥ o|&(Adaptive Structuration Theory: AST)

o] dAFe] 2L Healz} 2¢jo] 1§ A group outcomes)o] b]Xj= o &ojr}. x| 27}
=)o) oji-Ee 658 dt= FIE ZlEed aZlol F&she AM(context)?] EIte] A
dela A3z 7Pt 28y o] A7 V1€ tiE A4 2F J3g 3
(group interaction process)ol 23] ZAFxo] ZHzpH4 o] 4P WAL FPF YL}
(McGrath, 1984).

o] A& 7Nt o]0 FEFZ3} o|E(Adaptive Structuration Theory: AST)& -8
ChL ASTE JERE FRI|&& AMSHO2A LAY 4 A= 23 WE 473 A% 783
E(framework) 84, FZ¥(structuration)®} o]L-(appropriation)& &£ J/jgog ALLslal
slck, |

ASTE dP31H A, PooleZ} DeSanctis(1989, 1990)= I8 Az 7l Y T2 W49
Iz AFPAQA A7t okdel, 2Fol 7I€ I AMS uiR Y TRE ol 8she WAl
g et 2 F3ta glrl. ol-&(appropriation)ol® FZE7t pz3et Bl HBE Tl
IF A1 AHEeE JFe] g3l AHgHE UAE uisiy, T2 I2FY 4T AL HAo|
WAl utel Ao PaEla = opA] 2P

ASTE IE7EUEC] 2158 FYBHoA JARH FRI|G0 <53 IRE A}H L
2 83 7hs A3& 4EYE 4+ dE dd §F AFYcL AsTo] A 1Fe BHAE
o] Gsse} A2 AP 7lgel oJgA A3 ol g3k AL 2 FH] Fo flold, A&
el ALY Fze] “o]lFd(duality)”o] SRl FZ o|FAolT AREAFL AH3F



227t 288 #EA8e A7 ATE FIE ARETE A& UL ASTE LY Fu)
S(E ATl 65), AHA P2, 293 A BBALAole] FEAEE BABE =Y
& A3Y 4 9o

2. 47+ B4

3F HE3E8L 53U A (dynamic process)o|BE, IFAAIEF LA AP AT
(28 1)8] AFEEAY £ - 42 A3 - 23 A2 YR vEid 4+ 9
th o] Bulel ojshd e ¥ T24 BAY AYRY(FY) ITF F4EY B B
2 oy BAE AR PA(REFE HF)d F¥E ofE Zojrh. ol &R
(appropriation process)Z HAHFU A o] A (communication process)d] Wil I FjAIAA
Zz(F3hHE ARY Zolth

2 d3o] 218" A9y 2dE Hackmanz} Moris(1975)2] A& Hawalg =Q% 1 - P
-0 22} DeSanctis®} Poole(1994)8] BW& ¥xdle 4% Ao gH (2§ 1)z} Pl
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AIHBA H)
(2¢1) 4724

1) ¥<I(inputs)
of A& MZHA 2o gAe =3 FPL ZARITHBurke, et al, 1995):
- thd (face-to-face) 319,
- £7] H4Hdispersed synchronous) ¥ 2],
- °]% 7] E4Hdispersed asynchronous) 3]¢].
i3] ol YA/ US4 (sane time/same place) VA2 713 AJFz2rgHolrl. F7 &
Atz oj = -2 A|Zt/thE A A (same time/different place) R LT ARG AWY 4 A& A}

33 F(social cues)7t B2 - FHolx Z7jolt - ¥ o] ul3] YT 2rgo] @ Y3}



th u]E7] B4t el chEAI/CrER A (different time/different place) 4 EZL O T o]
2 ARl el A Adog AN BF F A3 2go] shy AHrh

E TE 79 24E FAAYelrt. FUEEEA AYS HAPUE AVIA 2L 290
9lth(Gopal, et al, 1992-93). 3, GssAFEaHEo] 1EY ATolM 71&3 LA Tkt 24y
< A RAIRE gl ©@ AL (McGrath, 1984: DeSanctis and Gallupe, 1987)R%to] @7z zle] &
dx 2] =Y olf2A AYY zolE Musiach B, ZAY 25 WS HAY AP
THEZ vIgRt AGBH MY GSSAME el BY A7 Wosith Axl, M2 e Fej
Gss= d7le] WHLR MR e AP ALY 4 ke Zolth AST BAHA, 71 ol&
o] Y UHE AP F¥el we} ok 5 Ui Aeksia gl

2 F71A] tiedt A W33 AT 2§ EYolA A ¢HE dAcH(Hackman, 1976: Shaw, 1973:
McGrath, 1984). McGrath(1984):= oj3 FWEE TS 2FAY 89 83 =d
(circumplex model)”& Atstglch. o #Hol &3td AP 2Fo] 3o AR Fo] 433}
= Bl s e 4 ok AEA #A MY Fo O2F F¥E o2 gk

(1)olelt]oie} Mol A& (GENERATING) - AY gz} =4 4,

(2)chqte] M (CHOOSING) - A3 gz M3 E 2},

(3)31 A<t} YAHNEGOTIATING) - 1#] 2% gz £ 59 344.
o] &= McGrath(1984)9] 2] EFAAE Aste] 7123 1Y +PWFo) 7123 A7}
A AGE A-stact - 24 A, dE=E AY, 22l Y A 4.

2) 2% 2-& 2} (processes)

o] dF= A7t o B|AH AYGRYol Y IF LJX2AE AP Holg RARIL 1
F 2L AFL 2F JAEE A Aulsiy o83} AfFUACN ARJes FEY
+ Uch TR} o] EL GSSE 7|HloE ¥ 3o HAo] 2EAI] YA AL nAE=
7k ol &3l 23 ="tz dEsta ook =y Ay} dgEs] fsidE 1574
Yol 24 Fx2] 0]-8-2 B Holojo} RITH(Poole and DeSanctis, 1990). H A o] o[t A
A8 Fxo] AR o|8(faithful appropriation), A&l tjdt FBA elx, el Alx
B Fze o]fe Tyt IF Y Alolol ¥ £F9 Yo(consensus)F  u|gict
(Sambamurthy, 1989). 3§ FHuUAold 2L GSSol-82] 4ol wlel cldsiAl Wy Hol
t}.

3) A} (outputs)
T AdEzg 2ol aF4e] 4% uHl 2EFFAE= AAAE Aol AL
3 A2 EF3tdch. atdAd Zdals= AEVLe] WcH(Beauclair, 1987: Chidambaram,

1989: Wheeler, 1993)2} 1§ 43 ¢(Watson, 1987; DeSanctis, et al, 1989)o] 23] BAS L
_.74...



A2 Al(decision quality), el F4Le Aol U WHE(Beauclair, 1987:
Gallupe, et al, 1988)& =3ict. A3 A A4E 2L Ho cfyt W& 5 (Nunamaker, et
al, 1987: Gallup, et al, 1988: Wheeler, 1993)c]T}. o|g3l BRE &F W& GsSe] ¥ o
Folld AHSE A Zolch o] AFolAe] A3} FFL Fof izt HA3NI — 0) Extohse}
Aol o HEAE A1 — P)2} 3G el oy d2HP — 0)= EFSE glch
o= 65SY ThE A7AAEH vz & U= 7HE AFH Fo APAF FAES =Y

g 4EE £ ot o129 /e AZH & 5 rh

4) A|Z(time)

AR o]BLL ke 1 >0, I > P - 0 & AHS3IA] 93, st Ao #PW
IF 2228 &H, I » PL— P, = Pa — 0 (A 2o] Ao wel 2FIF o] H3lshe)S

Bt gk 2y oiige d77t @A & AlFol ghEold Fiel A Ut wiet
A, R Ezte] AP P AL Y A7 dA(longitudinal study designs)7t B
3}t

m. a7 7kd
(2% 1)8] @7 2R 7Neg 3o ohedt 22 AFEAZ ==Y

AFEA 1: g HPKBol 1FY AT S A 2FEE A9} Sy
#Po] slerP?

AFEA 2: oAzt 2 FY Holo| wiet TF B Aol MARA o]}
IR

T4 3: Heojgazt Ay KB Aolo] wret 1FL] AT 3E AFo AAAA
ol 7} glevhe

AFEA 4: 2Fe] BTG el Alolo) utet IFUY Aol AR 2ol 7

717

[

5
rr

Gsse] o] thyt HMFHA oS Gsset AFAI Alololl ©heyt ZHEY BAE Y
o, A 3723 o] ARHSe 6sS, Tl TFZAI Aol IFAFY T2
ZBANE sl vk &z o]E2 JAE S WA WHLS ded AFE
A A& AEsta Y 2F AP0 XU BAE M= vlas] BE Zoclh o] A7 B

t S5l oy a3y Sl 3] Y VUL FITIAE Aol 3 2FHE=

X



F7HA B4-& EF AFe] Bz g

71, A4 8 AR A} FRIo|E sty tellA FhE(group dynamics)
S EBEMY o gdof ¥ F2% f<lolci(Poole and DeSanctis, 1990: Yates and
Orlikowski, 1992). o} Aol of A7}z 2¢l0] & E§WH4LE AMGHCL

A7 U7kA] dF-EAe] uwhet ok W7k MR F-Estdch 1) g3 3y
fEel aFdel tiyt AP He] B JM: 2) HYPA} AYFEY IF BT L]
ot Ezjell BRI JHA: 3) 2§ AR D FA g iy Eaje] HRE P 4) AN R
- 23R AP - Abgo] AR JHE.

1. ¥ - =K1 — 0)
« AEEY A
HL: 3]ejedalz} 2Rl 2lojof whel, AtEPL] A2 MAHQ 2o]7t A& Rolth
Hla: 8¢} #d¥Fol of Biald4S, ciadeole] oaldge] o] F4t3e]
olAe] ARct o & Zojrt
Hib: 3]&jefaizt 2Ry el Aolof] ulel, IF Fd4e] Xzste AR A2
xpol7h AZAIRE, Aol Aol wie} I 2ol EolF Aolth

cRIEE
Hic: Z7lol, 3oj@Ale] Xjolof wret 2F 74U Zol oy BFET} 2lo}7}
AL Rojrl.
Hld: X|3to] X|doll wial, 3]ejokaje] xjolof ute 2§ F4Ue Ao Oyt HtEEe
2ol 7h 4& Hojth
Hle: Z7)olls, 3ojaje] xtolo] wiet 2§ 74U el tiyt BH=ET} 2l 7}
A& Aolch
OHIf: AJZre] Aol whel, ¥ 2jokAle] Ajolo] whE 1F U Pl Ui MEE:
ato] 7} ¢l & Zolrt.

2. 7 - B2FE A1 - P)

M2 e ARUACIA g9 Hjo] tiyt £OF olE3 AN d3E uvd e B4t
ool IFNTAE ol th=rke & Ul YThHiltz et. al, 1986). EF HZ7=
3} o]&(Poole and DeSanctis, 1994)2 A& FR7|&o] tht Mgt 3§zl ti=ch=
A& BojFEa gitt. M3 QAFE(Bui, et al, 1987: Chidambaram and Jones, 1993; Hiltz, et
al, 1986)2 tiw3eolM B} B oolN ARUeldolut “Al¥H wH"o] U] HA B

Ho, &4 o]l faHE BofErh Elo|yE Wik AR ¢ =EE FUM AT



el a8ss ARUsAeld 42 a1 Fe] o

Eoll vl3) vy Hg ok =y Fab

_—_LE
IFolAN AGXYA ARUACIAl A1¥-AEH ARUsoldrrt o FstA Uehd Zojc).
ol miAle] whE AFUAld FB e ol & s Rojct

H2: ¥ A2 zlojo] whel, ME clE o] &3 ARFUACIY o] Uehd

H2a:
H2b:
H2c:
H2d:

Rolt}.

By olof wal, o]-g2] FAUI elxo] Aol7t Qlg Rolrh

A|gto] xdtol e}, 3 ojofAlst AGfPoll oyt o] 89 FAFLS WY Rojrt
AjZto] el miz}, #Ho|dA st Hd-RPoll tit el e W3t ot
A zlolof whel, FHFUAlA Hgo] thEg Zolth. tid1Fol uls,
AES ARUACId] o AYAFAHY Zolrt

H3: 24t3FolA Z¥E = ARUAlA ol tidgol vzl of 3 Zojc).

3. X2 A3 - 3P — 0)

o]-§-2] &A% (faithfulness of appropriation)& && 4&¢ T, VA, Iz =X
E RAE 4 e bl o] & EFAYL W £ Ay, A, Ja =L ¢
rH(Sambamurthy, 1989). AF EWo] 2J3hd o]&e] FAHUL 2FAlol iFt 65 J]&e)
H34E miAishe dUS Rk chA] wtE, ofd el ol rlolE FAUL el 1
B2 343 gt IFMc Bt 2 2FAAE vehd Rojcl. 2 FAMe oyt 28§74
e Az AlARo] Oyt 252 elxe] o3 7Y F%E U Aol wety ZHAA
=& Uil 282 3§ ¥ Aol o £33 =g Uehie IFRC U 4y
g =3 Zojch

H4a:

Héb:

H4c:

oAt ARl BAGlol, o189 FAUL Uehle 2§ JAEAY
o] FAstA] o2 TFETI o F& Aotk

2 g3t AR BAYel, IFHA l=F Uehls 189 gA1d3
Aol iyt BrF=7 R el vehle 2FRT o 2y Relct
g3 ARl BAGl, FBAHY 2§ UdehlEs 189 AtAA
2ol ot HHEIF FH A el=F Uehis 2F8c o 2 Rl



V. a7 3y

o] dFojAE AFAY WHosE HEAM HA¥Hg Fxt dF(longitudinal study)E *-8%

t}.

He
ol W4 g a4 B B4 w4
- e opy - o182 FuY - AR A - Gss¢] Pzt
.o .Hay ARV st =&
.57 4t .34 AETEEY ik | - 8ol
ST 4t =3 - 287z
- 3973 - HE - Ajo] oyt RIEE | - o]-&of tiyt
gxA A k= AR 3ol &
kA |ol3t - FFe] U Ex
EREA Xz}t -84
AY HdA
2 o
Az kA ZgEU
cid
go]obxl
571 &4
v &7 &4t

ol3 x}o]:

£ A% A2t YHEHE BU T4E /183 4Y BY, HEA 293 YazsEez

¢l 2] 2] (random)

+(retrospective protocol analysis)S& W3 AHo|c}.
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A a2 F.4: SYMLOG(A System of the Multiple-Level Observation of Groups)

a8 ARUACH 3e melsty] i3t AT a8E M (interaction analysis)®] Z-8740|
GSS oM HxIHoE F715t3 9ltH(DeSanctis, Sambamurthy and Watson, 1987: Zigurs,
1989: DeSanctis and Poole, 1994). ©] AFolAx ARFUACIE AF E£4& ¥ Y AA
(coding scheme) @A SYMLOG(Bales and Cohen, 1979)8& A}&-%t}. SYMLOG: SYstem for the
Multiple Level Observation of Groups®] ¢fojojm, QJZE¥ I EA A3 =12 e Alzy
(reliability)& 7IX|3L gith. SYMLOGE ctid¥ele] M7kx] @FatdE J3F¥ch Up - Down
(U - D), Forward - Backward (F - B), 2|3 Positive - Negative (P - N). U - D X}gd& %]
vf - 53 ®9¢|(dominant - submissive behaviors), P - NXI{l& £33 - u]e3 3 g
(friendly - unfriendly behaviors), 2|3 F - B XU 2} - /A3 3¢ (task

versus socio-emotional behaviors)®t A HCHBales and Cohen, 1979).

AP os M 6852] MA: Lotus NotesF o] &3t GSS 7%

Lotus Notest= Zelo|dE - MW #BAHY JFde &F4 7Y =3¢ 9 9 Ao}
Notese 1§ EE &9 ARUAoA, 23, 21 YEAAL ALY 4 = oS o]
A A BRE AFYrh. A 2 27K 7S FREC gl ubdo, ¥oxy e
ETRE 7152 23 27 wA T 4 dch o] dFolME olg¥ /%5 ZE= Notes
& ol g3t ciEe], §7] 4139, T ulEr] E4r¥ele] Mrix] 6ss B Tty
tl. Notes AW 2= 586 PC, Felo|UE YA AHo|HoZ = 486 PCH AMESIASL, LAN & E
o]+ Netware 4.1 AE3iC)

V. @3S = 483 gog A7 4y

of @72 FAL thlt Mo A A f¥ Xo|st 2F Aol oW FYL mAn,
g BEAE IPe] Ay 3§ Zel nixe 9¥E Zalshed Yl M7k HE )
€ 3 A3} AR Y f¥ol AEA AYes S¥™ct HETRY ol XY A
T Efo] FYPHUeH, dF R FHUY AFE 93 FL¢ATs Bk 1§ ARY
Aol Fe BHY E4& 93] SMLOGE ol 83 1§ F4Y9 AFUSAoHNE AP}
AT

AYEE FEL 47 BdoA AAE ciiRe] d7stdel AW Rog AW} I
2ES HEAE ol IF FAdol BY E¥E njA Aoz Judch gore] 47 Wy
< o] @7 B FAHet Aol obd HA Qo] TYsto] o] A7 Hzbe] UutstE A
A7l Zlolth. AFREY thE FAY W4 A Uiy A7 =3 Wasic}
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ol A7& cssYeT VAW MECIE 28o] AeslAl AlARE ABE 4 ok

23, Gss Aol 65 A7 o2 slitg ABUE < AUtk HITFZI o] &L ol
¢ dPEde 7& B 15 YFAHblack-box) 2 FASAY 1FHIE FPshnA
she W goTel AF WS ANY Holth ER o] A7 Iy AR VHIA
olFolF MY AP I ALHAY AlAwo] ohd g 2ZLEgjol(o] ATIHE
Lotus Notes)& o83l F4% A2sg Agsldrts FE BF TEAUANLY ATl 3
dshe ulzh 2o sz, |

4, GSSE =St st ol 2FYAE AWl AT A2 A o A=
£ ololtlol AAMNE 4 AUtk YA} 2ol AFH UENZY 4X L Ygo] W] WY
S Qemg of Ad7E Al ALY NotesE ol8Y GSSE oT 2ol AL AV
3ol g AWohs $8Y AadeT A8 4 g Zolth

A, GSSEQ N Pol Y BB AAHNE 4 Atk 557t 2N 4FHe= £
7] AAE St=slolsh £ZEqloe] MW ofizh 0SS AFBALe] Wl Fwo| mals ol
o %te},

PR, GSSE ZUSHs AuAlol: oS A Badel tiyt AW ATHE 4 Aok
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