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‘An Exploratory Study on the Characteristics

of Group Decision Making in Korea

In spite of the importance of group decision making in corporations and ‘recent active
r_esearch efforts /'h group.dec/sbn suppoft systemns in the U.S., few studies have been doné n
the area of group dec/sbn making in Korea. 'The_re is an urgent need to understand the behavior
‘and becu//ar characteristics of group decision making in Koreé before we initiate any research in
de\)e/op/hg computer systems to help group decision making. This study proposes a mode! for
group decision making based on-the literature survey and empirical studles .have been conducted
using the model A/thoUgh this study is exploratory in nature, tentative hypotheses are given for
future research in group decision making |
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249 @7l FUstL 2HUNo] 27}
ol we z2He BE Azg s)5Eol
A ArEAe) A&, 3R 2 FAHLe
44 B3 pstd Az zewH
aTg ZFs=d B IFPR Y
[Gallupe et al., 1988 ; Zigurs et al., 1988].

atEAe BE AFE ZA AL YA
233 A9 gAAAez FEETh A
AAZPe AL pHu st Ayt
olola Qzte) AmAY BY o WP
ATE FHoz oRojA o v, Y
A FHE 2HE Bk A ARUA A
% 994, A9ds S g3 477 =
A o] = o8t} Nunamaker et al., 1989].

AL JAbEAL AH el 4 (bounded
rationality), HZE ¢ Ue FrY 9
FelAel FAY, 28l olg AAFHez
T84T + e AT A A%y 59
e AUn Yk wEtd yw 4AE A
e A ANERe] BAE sjistE o
024 Z3% 4FHA7 Hn Aok AA)
2 23dr)8e Fdsts Ay 2387
& gaFA gofd Ao o BE o

NEARGE Be AUEY TIR Aus

AZAY L Besd P == WY
N EA wEHe dEsd BT QuzEo

2 AYRAEEL TRAUS 25%-50%2

398 BF oAaSd ToiFvin YA

A tH Mintzberg, 1976]. whebA A grejaLd
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Ae 2 M AtLFAM S FaT
Rrony zgd, add AvdaEye
29 ZAAFdz T vAA Hrt.
ol 2 YA A K48 &
¥ mo] o]FojAn oAl ZPHH,
2& olojtort #2HE ¥ TRH &
7t AE wEd, o7t FAL A&H
HlEgFoAY, d¥YHE LI A
g8 g7t FEHAY e T ol
A G715 % vEehdt. weba] JThejabd
Bl e ADTAAZARY 438 Fole F
Alel H715g Hassr] 48 247 2
a3tn old] WF A7y} REHo= 43
Hol gtk &, Jey 74, AdAEE HA,
Ade] 47 o #F AT 2303,
HITd e HFH A2EHE 84T A4
AA 2 YA 28 (Group. Decision

b

P

Suppoj‘t

System ; GDSS)ell H& A77} ¥=& 3

Hez FusD Ao

deoaagd 28 279 I7E F=2
AFEe Qe = FuT AL B
2t dud ERE ATse AYH @7

S ESE YR
[Beauclair, 1987 ; Turoff & Hiltz, 1982 ;

Lewis, 1982 ; Steeb & 'Johnson, 1981], H&
o] AFFTYFL JEYANZEY AH Y aHE
AFEE WFoR Yoprtn Ut d & E
9, Zigurs et al.[1988]& @@QA}@?@X]%
N2"g olgste "ol FAALTLY 'H

8 Fed uiAE 4¥e dFHed,
Connolly et al.[1990]& GDSS A &A] Zg

(experimental research)<l]
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FHATe WA 4Py ARUA el
Aol A3y e AFsn 93, Sambamur-
thy[19891% 984 oFAmest EA7%
2he 7}A Level I GDSSS} ojo] ojAt@ A
ARy EE $87 78 2748 Level
I GDSS& ©| &% 7 IJoe H#E vz
A7 Yok

CaHY AsdE QFdE EISD

GDSSe} &ste] dajME dge] ArHz
A3 AFEHRE Jd#yel AoHo Y&
%,‘;19_1' oleHSrinivassan et al, 1991 ;
Gallupe et al., 1988], o]2i@ AFE= B3
N R FE JGEAA PAAD Ys

gArEH fAstolA FolF ZAo)7] HE

o, Fuel AHEA BAINE dBE B
}8 9& 4 ALAEL otk
$RAUFANE A2E ZAUWAA E
£ 232 90age E-mail, 4234
9 59 AuEAE FEAE A7 37
ST Uk olo) wek Y GAEH 4
ANE YEE YD AE FEAY o
o fdoz FREANL YL A2 E
Pyol 374 Aoz B Y $3
detl At oba Fesddge gy @
gol 2% 77} o] RFIAA @ ol F
v ge] B TBHo|L A&HY A

F477 4 99 Fost Aok ool

E AFNE o2 B4 951 Uk
GDSS @79 WeA=zA e S5
@ esaglde PedaYe 543
A ARd B2E 975 e 4FFHe

2 stepstann @k F, LS T4 7
2, 3<9 &34, A9 7%, Aot
AR A T 2T dFE T3 =
et e Yoz A4eR T BEE
RS ok B¢ 4 Jdo] JAaF
oz FREFNE GEed qE 4
274 438 vagezx JLgAEA
97158 dastn IUzd FDelara
B¢ Adsty] 9 FrIies AL
28 2uz $ot.

I. 23 48 13
1. lAzEe] de| ¥ ER

ANZAe AEH BeolgdNE A4
Ho) gA, a0 BARo= =957
NAE AL Barnardd] X ¥EHol o|F
dje) 23 2 @weo]BN gAEAL
FAH Y4NE A HUt AR
e Basse AP 2Re 4402 o
AEAY 2de oldsiA gnME Bel)
& 98707t olale Rol Adelnt. ¢
Usd 238 Ade AR, 2 olg 7]
HE Fohhe Beixdel ¥ AVHY
G ol flev deje] dFe 23 BR
4L 98 ojd Rde drht oFA o
g8 E7t st AR AT Y BHA
#7hd 4 27 Hgolch

gAEAol@ o] §rtsH UYAE FA



#a)d de¥e st Ao|n[Barnard,
1938 ; Luthans, 1977], shue] Bal7)s3
e #Y715e %428 F= FHo
. FAld #HYA T 2F g9 oAt
23e S¥Hoz PHNE ol ohw,
27 A4 2" &M 45 BAH
SECEESE TS

ZF MY AR B Hert o
ARt AJAF/ =2 A gArEA, 7E8/4%
4 g%, BA/HARE JAA, 2
93 g44/BRURY INEY Foz

$RaT.
2. ojAlEE A

A A AL AL Fo] opzt gdd 9
B850 AN o FAAe BP0z T4
Ho gtk FHAHQ A EE Ao g
Q4 2=3 NHA AYd g A4 @
A¥e MF T =79 gaEA 2 Ay
of MEEAHS A3 e BAH A}
AR e tF o7t B

‘Dewey[1933]& A2 % HAAHL 394
2 Yol ddsin ok A dAE 9
A9 25 2 A3 dANz, A dAE

dejstAe FFEA @ Fe wAoln,

AR GAE E4scl ¢ FHo2AY
R ICEE IR ERE S L L
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Bl n 340 Simon[1961]% A} 2JA}
2% #74¢ 3942 Ura dEd, 194
g4 8% i (intelligence) o] 31, 2& 7
AA DA (design), 28 3gAE A
@7 (choice) 2 2+ F+#3t3 QUth
Mintzberg et al.[1976]& A ZZ oA
dojtE A EA AL 4FHeE AT
stad (g )3 o] 3gAZ JAIZEA
B3g =43 FA
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1. Beel Fel

R

-
HI

ZEETE FYsted AolME Jarn
o e P& WPeEHn B FEFHO
2 EF) E2¥ & UA: AL 87 9
o, 2@ A4 A (group)el 9
& #st gadAth o] AL Ao 7}
Ae 2£4e FA? DL ‘FEY B
Hg ZAY) g8 Mz JEFee =
29 o4 Fx)EH 2 oletn He
%I_E}[Szilagyi & Wallace, 1983].

Al AdME Ay g FHoz 5
FHE 44929 AdeAFgo) TAng 3
8.3 Hicks, 1072). 282 Fe]4] 24
t 239 FH

] = (common attitudes),

(shared sentiments), &% 3
75 =%
(common goals)7} X85 ojo} zﬂ-l:]»[Deese
1964].

due 343 Y 470 B3} 2Fe
A Berie 4Ad e BFse
Acl GeAolsh 3434 Ja) £34 9
g 2Rt AE/MFAY Yol o
o, 224N A BE Yl 2

—

-

Y @%(apathertic‘group), E'jl.:j_{\_é].% F

T (erratic group), A&EFZFH Fd(strategic

group), B4d 3 El' (conservative group)

Fol gloh

2, 3944, 987 T

- €%, 8% (learning) A2 4
z ng

2. EEAlEE ] oY o 53

Aol JNAAE = ANY WBE
FEG —.::Xﬂ?fﬂé-% Asted ¥ x¥(team
effort) & 58 WYSAZFL Pt o
A% 4ol Ui =9 A gAEd
ol A NBREYG S 7HA
qzen Yok GRE 2FJNE gFE
Z2AEYJ Q§ AYelt 2L ¥ 0 ¥
AU 8 gd o HPe olestn AU

FeAdAe A%4, vust 2A
AAA A A
% aQd we BANAN &r5oz
371 8y, 971%e & ot
[Nemeth, 1986 ; Maler,_ 19807.

2.1 FToALEHES &5

AggadAe ¢rl5ez: WA AY
2| (synergy) £3& & # ok ASFA
48]l A2 & FrY 7led 2/FT

 BE¢ozA BY I A= JuE

18 ¢ genz o v gNFFE 7}
FetA B gaA Age) A@Fel 2
F& WE 71540l Hov, Shaw[1932]4)

CosE =g B EAAM Yve BA

#73 S| A 56} "k B,
PR e
S48 FHde sy ey
c2d Fue 438 AL + Aok
AR, GFE AzZe Foto AdHEH
o ARHA Pt shssed 4z



43 2 BEEE Y F£ A%t o BS
A A EAZE BAEHY | 21 &axrt
ol ZA Jded F Atk dA, F71F o9
qgg AT 5 7ol Ay ddozA
FYSHE AL o] Bt Ue QRS 5
PHEE AAoA 718 2EY FE I
&g I} Gallupe et al,. 1991 ; Manners,
1975 ; Robbins, 1989].

22 FerelAlzEel 47ls
ARANABA €75 B
A BAZL A 4 did el
HEHQ] U EoltH Gallupe et al.
1991 ; Manners, 1975 ; Robbins, 19897].

Bkl ool FFaA7 o
oJyoirt mezA wE 7
= ok AA, QARYA Ao LEY
Jel AR H2& Ang A R
A 24 £ A A, e B
Ad BHged e FHLAA AN

g HIRE A9 wART B, £47

(53] Ao ;) st LFFEL

o] HIEAHS HEZ IH4E FEiE= 7
= 24T & Aok AR, Fue o
agerlmrkE 238 oo g

&£7e =78 ste A¥E BoAY T
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z¢gd AFHoz geatA Ao 4F
A, SAEAAY $7b dfelnz A
247t BAHT Aol AR AT
Qg 2A Fg B ol Hdg A
7% oJYh EF oot 2 olfHE
Aol QAR 28 o A¥FBel 2
AANAAE A B 7tsAol =tH[Stoner,
19611

3. ZEte|Ald"e] F2 I

234 ARdrEde A5 oY
9 A == YLAER gel AL
o AT Ak FHL 457 EJE
FEA 2R WA Fe e
49 JEHY & $7 AF W& 9
= 998gn @ ¢ Ao f48E 0
oHE ABANER JPeEN o5
= de 24931 A& ol FAFY

A EA VigEezAY fd3E BEFEE

Yol TFE + Atk TG AFAHLY

FEHEAG 7PEel AL UeE dHE

goln AvERe FHe 23 o9

2&44 Eo7l AT digE MLHA
o ol F WEAY Aol EHI2EH
71, 3E3e /1Y g gl 7 Tol
o} o]E& UFAHY EAROE FHA

QA AARE Ssted ALHUT] B Fe
3 oA F sgoletnE ek
ol NMEL 474 FHE 21 UV

o o s¥e HEsiErste BA=
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JAEA Aol Bz sFo wary
FRP2Hoz gad Aoy 48 =9
BFeAE7Ee ALY £Y4E Holey
Agsts, BAJ2EY JYe A5y ¢
¥e Ha3 s AgsH, Ano) 7y
& A 25 Has s=d FFsch
Iy Fud AFS sbg F4Y sge

ARANERATe] AN AR Ao
7 skl AgstE 7120 SAUH Mur.

nighan, 1981 ; Robbins,1989]. (& 1)& 2z
71859 EAL 2%F Aol

27 U YA B AFE H=
e 7hx BolA olfolA o AA
YRR 9N ARA ge A
Eo] FEHoR JEhi: P9F NYge
27 WeE Rolm, EAE AL A
24 HAo 4TL UNE 2UEL B
WElE Rejoh

AR BYANM NEQ AFSANE

JARIAZA ) AL B hFE 2

So] AU SHAY BN AR
AFEe dAZAY A BAE 8

=
Qo HE dF2A (Y 2)o UEg A
3 2ol A4dY 4%e 54, JNBHE

—_—

a7de 249 54 SA423Ad 54
o) §gg WATHE Ado]l ¥ ATHReitz,
1981].

(B 1) FcteAZy oyt 52

9%

g [Asandgaygey

- W 3}o)
54 N_|#7g|2ED @AY
steltioje ¢ 4 | 3 | = | 1
stelgog 3| A | 3 | = | =
AFF Y |z | A | 3 | A
EAIES 2 lA | A=
HRAL Al 2|z | =
AR 2% | = | A | F | A
AHE I-Ar 2 A z
AN 3E 2 |23 3 | A
Aee g9y = | = | 3 | A

(29 2)9) =¥ A% 7129 o
7& FES BY¥ JAZYR Y SHozE
(1) A2z 2 H&A[Ryckman et al,
19?2_']; (2) %%’*é(dogmatism) [Schultz &
Divesta, "1972],' (3) Yol [Brinleyv & Jovick,
19741, :13]57_ v(4) *j[Schwarts et al,
1972] Sol 9tk S
A E Y FFE vAE A EA BA
9 B4 A2&(novelty), 2HAA(un-
certainty), 2JAFZ2A e EI A (complexity
of décision making) 58 F48 glorw &
% elcH[Reitz, 1981].

Ao ¥Fe vE F A ¥F8
ozt Az etz agol A% T
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(decision

making JAE AR
environment) (decision maker)

Ja2g #4

(decision g2y A
making (decision)
process) |

Ja2g 2A
(problem)

(08 2) Ao dEge olxs 22l

AN HRHE EHZ 2 AFY BB T
T F At a2y olf 24 F 2 A7
AA =93tnz e e I
E dEAHA ado2E At ¢
% A Wright, 1974].

=
G
d

o mo
w4

B2 Ag8c 5 Pod Fojas A

574, BAY S4olv gAEAY &30 a2

2 HEHY o7 gAZFFAHAN J

AR AQYABA A ol
Qe Wolth T APAEAZL =8 o

g FTHNE v AT 238 47 o4y -

7] PR B ATNNE ABYABRE

AL 9 E45e v0 EZHoz 1
8 B3z s},

AR ge BE 2o BE A7
Ae ABINERA 4%e UAE 2o

;)\1 Ao 2FHA[Murnighan, 1981 ;
Nunamaker, 1989]3 HAR{YA A {3
[Nunamaker et al., 1991 ; Nunamaker et al.,
1989]¢ &3 Yok =3 A FERE 9
AR R g TG E FATE AAHD
A} Desanctis & Gallupe, 1987 ; Cum-
mings et al, 1974 ; Hare, 1976 ; Manners,
1975 ; Shaw, 1971].

2.1 Zghe| SEAN

se3% e
ol dAHo]n[Shaw, 1971], JAAE
o] wobxui[Lott et al, 1961], Jergt o]
=28 54
1950], AR UEEE FolAd. gy A
Bo R4S FHYEY §7FETHE 7
A4 BAY AAD, dve) Ao o
22 BAS 23 UA 2 A 2HA

£ Z A (cohesiveness) o]

A3 [Festinger et al.,
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tdgo] 2 AdoAE IwnFoz F4
HQ FxYFo] Ztz FHYEY £33
EFx A9, ojAc] wEA ze EF

2443 ¥ JdEdne € F o

o $P4e &0 due gus 239
EFo] gA3}1A god o353 ANAYo]
Astdo. a23e2 Jdo EFHo] 29
B3 9" o Yy A8 e 43
ste] Aol FRIHA VAL 4Yeris
49 AHdE 28% 4 A Nunamaker,
1989 ; Murnighan, 1981 ; Kast et al.,»1970].

22 Fge| 72
JAIZA e FEE JAIZAA A4
o AL

AFE 0% AANAT ARe B A

d% Fotdch FE & I
1e B 34H
& Avste Waol doju =gk U

I3
A FHQe Eod] ALHoz FdstrE

AA 932 A9 SAAY 20E A
s gage
012]D%[Thomas & Fink, 1963] 4L

X,

| 2. dd #E} ARdS
REt FFee EZ‘W} ﬁ_"}ﬂni[Hare,
1976 ; Shaw, 1981], ﬂé(cliques).q- =)
~(coah’ucms)'b W] 41 g 2 2%

FAH AHEG. fAA daEdgd n o
o ge Aol A Hxn 98 gelr

AeAAA Bk €38 FE 2 Y2

u] A t}[Desanctis &
Gallupe, 1987 ; Cummings et al., 1974; -

Manners,1975]. T4 ge] Holg4E oAb Azte] HFBE

of ¥

A 25 THL) B

Hee olde WAL vHEE
sk

@@ Folx Sue 2 £YT 4 2
Gd Z@ Fu7} AAE delE olBE 2
o ogAZ FEs 2 gue 38 EA
B¢ 2o 2o Ang A4g 3L 8
o B9 otoltoly Yeg 22T 4 3
T[Huber, 1980], AAE soltiols] o]

JHA 1

$3HE FH ¢ 712 Cummings et al,
- 1974]). o]t Zo] & TRt ALTF 2
o ote Fede 4z 2$eA HEz 9o

AHER P AEE TRE dA%e 4
& F8% FA oo

2.3 HFUHAOM

AgUsAode 3 wesds Ads
n@ss BT B
At} A8 oleltjold ATsT Al
AAg oHAIE dBe 7] o
BUsAolde ARENA BV &
H‘umc}.ﬂ%q_ﬂl o4 Hge] UsosH

=2
2AE Beslse £9% 4+ AT Yol
3

=

7} A ,
€ B34 RE YIS TY/AFe
Aotk HY AjuUAcldel gickd #

wloa?&oﬂ AZdo] ¢xlo] =32 EF

S wye Adz B gdolg. ug Bevs
o a7 wa oidt 43 AEFR, B

& 9 9873 5= ARUAIH s

azs A
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(2% 3) HFUH oM oy =Y

olg|¢ QAAAE AAF] EAH RY
AFUAolde] AXNZEA, =H FXF, &
71, A2 9, o4, 23 £997), =3A
E T3 olF WHE FH UL ¢ F
QlE]-[Gibso.n et al., 19737.

HZd 713 e wotsdAI A= A
FuAeld #H%e 2WE  Shannons}
Weaver[19487¢] 43+ 9 Schramm[1953]
o A7 V128 F1 Ae 2EEAN (2

H 33 2.

2.4 2|={ %] (leadership)

2Hy 298 aFAAE T4 Id

4, 53 FY2E 243} 2L A4
Z84¢ nRolgd. ¥4 I 2
AL Aol WY 4T P 2
T Q& Aol & 4 ATHBales, 1950
AZe) AFo) dstw oHT MIFHH 2
H4ol % 803 TN AugAay
o AT 3% WAL Urk: Ade] ¥
ax'l_-g_ oltrl,

29 A2 AS AAge a9

3 =ox §us ojFoiHT YEHA A
©2 Maier[1980]& ‘oA B8¥ 7]
3¢ ge Zo] AT Yok
D 2FHE FEE T 43 R
@ F4del F¥F ulE Hrisx g2
agz 9dsE R
® AAZFL A FRE %8s AY
FAL FAH PF& AFE A
@ 54 FA9el 71D BAHLE gE F
Agol AT & AEE FE &7
N7E R |
® #A3 ALE AFFE R Solth
wehd goe AT FALY 92X
E27Ad FIFHoz AYsn B o
gee uxnz = A2 FIE F
t}. Maiers E2¢ s Uile Jd9
71&d wE Be FRYAEF FAH
2QEo] ATAdAd ZHHY 20
2 ZA4¥% & v FFE Aok & o
FAME Maier7t AAE Ade] 715
dganz gk
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V. 472y 4%
1. FeielAde) 2y o

E BAE gelA 98 Qa2
Aste] AFEY o4 ATRYL 43

stk A ER F¥E vHE 8UdE

2E oA A%, ANFF EA, 94E
A7, AdA #34 Fol AAHAG 29
g & 479 gyo yeeidzonzs
AR EAS AR EAE FA 23

s Aol onlg Adnh TE Fusle

gl A Ae4NER EAR Q7
71E9 48 dFGME FddA T
A2 o 8[Nunamaker et al., 1991 ; Syvarida,
1979], AFUA A %'%[Nunamaker et
al,, 1991 ; Nunamaker et al., 19897, 254

88 [Bales, 1950 ; Luthans, 1977], H@e]

:H'E[Cﬁmmings et al.,, 1974 ; Mantei, 1989]
TE ITHSFE MY F9E Bl Y
F Ut

g A7dNE oJ8E FYsd v

23 BA, 9433 873, 39 34,

Fesl 7=, ARUAIA, A 715 5
& PedAEdd 9% TAE 34 2

ez JRFFAT. EV AFUANA

Hogk 759 ARFENE % A
Baoz sgen, s JAEFRA
Fge Fr g4 9A4ZR AT 4Pe
nxE Aoz U AFIAT. od o
A gqlEo) AR AY 9P & 5

= glon AEATRAHNAN 75 o] WA
g $5 Aoy 4).

g423 24 |~[a] [alq

angd 82 |~ el |

A2y Ao S|

. o 2| |y |2
g2 FAde FE||-] |~
ARYAH = (|- |
- a}
ghe A% |~ |2 |?

Agvdeld gy |- 2| |=®

L g2 97)% J

(33 4) FcioAZEe 2|22

2. AR Mme| &H

AR e FHE FRA W
(JAR A 8% A, ALY Yty &
SEREFERERIGREE FER L
aFgEReY P, VEE )50 A
£931 gou FugAdRNE a4
3} 4 (process) & 2] A2 % A 7} (outcome)

2 gdes FAHALEY FHEHY BHEFEE



98 4o 4zHn Yok
Jarvenpaa[1988]7} A}&-3%F %gﬂ%% =3
&3 2ol FAF Uk

O 27 g HFx - 3o A o

3t o= Az PEEI)?

@ BEolg CHE-Fgo] 4%Y =

g2 o= A= =2

@ dAYA Az~ 3o FHRAE Ao

oAl ej7oe] o= A= IHPYET?

@ TQ A - FHgol N LAF JeE?

® oo FHAH - FHojol FHF A

T ML TAATL?

Gallupe et al.[1988]9] Z$-dl% o]et &
Ag 5RREE o4l e 2ol 9
AARY BEES 2FRT Aok
@ EAY HF AAA J=BE BE

sheh?

@ ZAY FZF AL o= Fx A

1) SA27 A
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8l =71?
@ #AstnA e A9 HFL o=
AT o#H&71?
@ FAa HLEd og8A 25E =1 A
T==?
B dFdMe d=Ae] ABE oY &
RYEL olgsic] AR YHE 94
23 FAAES VEZE FHOR 3}
a1z gt

3. HcfAlgd YHeEel =zts

AFE PuelAdag urE
01%94_ Fausd Auumé@ SR
olw] AElgie.
Ao} Qe 7 WEEd o

=237 8
¥ thew 2o

z 3 a %

o0 & # = A

gAERe M2 E
gAard Ao WEE A¥H EFAY I

PR LR

Reitz(1981)

Highbee & Lafferty(1972)
Jones & Johnson(1973)
Reitz(1981)

' 2) AAAA BA

x 3 WA %

oo & 3 2 A

SRR Aztel gu BE

Wright(1974)
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3) AAARARS 74

F 3 ¥ = o). & 3 2 A
2 49 4329 $A(45%8) B | Swanda(1979) |
AP SRR 9Y A Shaw(1971)
A% 7Y deig A= Lott et al.(1961)
%3 297 | |
AL A2 He] i@ A9 34

4) JAZZADY FR

& A3 4 oo & A Z A

_/}\_
AALE Ao Fodts ALY & Cummings, Huber & Arendt(1974)

5) ARUAY Ax

<>

EE o0 & A4 2 A

AFUAld BrY Redfield (1953)
484 - Gibson et al.(1973)
=R -
2y
By
384/59%

’ k‘ﬂ"ﬂ’z}g | SR Gibson, Ivancevich
REFIY ¥A & Donnelly, Jr.(1973)
AW 492 A9 13 Siman(1950)

g 442 AYHA 27
BETe P2 E
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o]
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vl

i

Anac 3 FYL) Y4H 4% A3

574 7449 2AE BT
4EE Jue AF

AholA &7

Robbins(1989)

Maier(1980)

Bales(1950)

ENEREE L

A

3w

P
T

ol

z%

i

gaag ARe BEH
EREEIEE DIL-E2
EREPEPEREEY

SAtE Ao ol Bol

2R FH ) BEA
AN FHE 2

A
T

AN

8) AwuYAeld W

R

E
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9) SlAAA Aol WY WIE ~

5 3 w 2 0 & 3 = A
qAtd R Fstd] G BEx Jarvenpaa(1988)
Gé.llupe et al.(1988)
dgd 438 SR B4 A= Jarvenpaa(1988)
AW HAE Aol AU F= |
JNERY FRR(IE 49 AN
SRS Y FAAE FRAH)
A4S AF ool Y NIE Gallupe et al.(1988)
#2%nA e gAY dole
AW F4YEC A8 =7 259 3=
10) 4239 97)%
2 3 v % 0 & ® = A

BULE AT 2R

B4 97 334 A9 oteltiel ¥
973 4YA Aol TEE Al IF
| ge 4R A W |
Ao g% 39 Fx |
F29Ye) 9% dg

397 94

Gallupe et al.(1991)
Manners(1975)
Robins(1989)

Swanda(lg'?Q) -




VI. d+23 &4
1. Ecto|AlEE ey

£ d7E 98t 20078 71l 40039
1ZME THatdon 4538 &y
SHE ¥ 11%). FBVIAY 4FS F
re 87H(18.2%), Az 2 A 1571(34.1
o), AEAE ¢ FHEAHA 1070(22.7%),
e R A¥ad 5A(114%), FIFN®
I A72 674(15.7%) el ¢S A
FAvIdez ERFE & Atk B4e
FELE Yol et 71gEY A
INZY g e Meroz gostes 7]
g XA (descriptive analysis) ¢}, o]& 8¢l
}oAEAd B3 2 dAER gsste) 4
33874 £ A (correlation analysis) g 3t}

iy

1.1 MEE 4

Aol g4 £ dFNA A8 SAx
7o AH=E AEdV] {8ty zEHla
%3} (chronbach alpha) A& o]&3tgd).
Vunnally(1967)= 4387 < F(develop-
nental research)o| Al = 8ula & ugko)

4% 06 ofo] Hojol 3iny, §FH &

?-(confirmatory research) S} A= 0.7 o]A
o] Hojof otz AT B AFE ©HY
3 < F(explanatory research)2] 3 A& o
T ez mguta gugke] 0.6 o)L
Soelo} ot AN Luge VE2ee

AU

el & FDdES dftFoR £57]7 o)
(]
T

89

2277 gdZ7) 94 4% W5EE AA
sAsd 4 53 ¥5E9 z&v=z ¢
e oew 2o

NZE AE wAdA A8 2 24
gE=Ee e 2o

cgPH-THY A2 HAE FAY o

e AE |

o ARUA M - JAL AT e Bt

s ARUA N> A2 H 4

o AT BEE-ABH EA Y GOl

(E 3)e WSEY 37, F2UA, A3
=, a83 3 WSE0e wayBRAe
Hejz: gtk

1.2 7|5X E4{(descriptive analysis)

121 Ao 78

2 479 gae 43 Jee Yo
2 dge v A7d 7igdA 84 &
IHI Y ABE BN AE (F 4)
s} Zoh JAeFe] YA duriA 3o
ASE BF 127409 HyATFAHLL 189
ollth iy dwtEA 3 ojolele] AW
o HF FAY F& 109 "oz A}

ok Y BF B&71%e JBRA
feje 1 B4F AsHe2 29HE B

18 mwtel @A Hed zFPowm 2
o we FAD HA7 vy 9%
5

Aoz dojyn e R Helth
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(F 2) §J=F9 das

Wy A= a4 A A3 A &
1) ¢34 0.5862 ©0.6910
Deleted Correlation ‘ '
Variable ~ with Total Alpha
CoH1 " osigsrg 0.544009
COH2 0.353383 0.527860
* COH3 0.008389 0.691026
COH4 0.521372 0.437808
COH5 0.591231 0.380699
2) dAAE Fx 0.5114 ~ 0.6467
Deleted Correlation . :
Variable with Total Alpha
COMM1 0592530 . 0.359175
COMM2 0.160243 - 0.501483
COMMS3 0.077574 0525616
* COMM4 - -118242 - 0.579134
COMM5 0.354850 1 0.440867
COMM6 0.376722 0.433709
COMM?7 0.413925 - 0.421370
COMMS . 0.444106 ‘0411206
* COMM9 - -.116542 0.578690
COMM10 0.090861 " 0.521800
3) gg4 . 0.7902
4) ALZA A 0.8646 .
5) oJAIAA A3} 0.5700 0.7207
Deleted Correlation '
Variable with Total Alpha
RST1 0562806 0.448099
RST2 , 0.299195 . 0.530536
RST3 0.553355 10.451256
RST4 - 0.315749 0 0.525648
RST5 0.358963 0512710
*RST6 474332 . 0720724
'RST7 0.195245  0.560385
RST8 0.339013 0.518715

RST9 0.423246 0 0.492984

* A4 B
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(B 3) 7|z A

d| 8 | ga=zen
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
AR W
1 {3.59|0.76|N/A
2 |3.30/0.76|\N/A .29 =
3 13.43[0.87|N/A .03 12
4 12.61[0.89|N/A .04 -.07 -.29 «
5 [3.53]0.691.6910 28w | 12 .07 17
6 [3.2610.47|.6467 38 .13 -.13 M3 | Sdres
7 13.55]0.62].7902 32 = 22 .13 14 D3exx| Gdresx
8 19.37|6.61IN/A .09 -.18 -10 17 -.04 -.03 .06
9 i3.54/0.67,.8646 34x .06 -.03 ASexs | B2¢wn| 6% ex!B2ees [02
10(3.3910.49(.7207 D3 | 06 -.08 33 s b6esx| 64xvx |65« |00 Bdnn s

N=44, = : p<.10, «» : p<.05, *+» ; p<.01

L)
LooAz2g BA-M2g 2 AR BA-RHE4 3 SaEy BA-24 4 €AAEF BAMD)
5. 894 6. ARUAIH 7. el S5 8 WS FE 0. AAEY AA 10 AR 4

AYLe Qe FF 4142 A
30 Fwez Jeged o

a3
Agols dvHoz QUFEe] Fols

ﬁd
oo
o

odf td B NER, 244 2 oAt
AR EBRZAY Toz APF[Reits
1981], AR S B3] dT 42 Al

98
9l

k3

e JeEe 4% 49 Aoy gE 9 ¢hyte] M & 8oz A¥EHI ¢
d Rez Helth 71gdlA %ﬂﬂoﬂ i@ o[ Wright, 1974].
Frle 28 &4 9eg ¢ £ A2 Wy ol¢t e 8UEY B & A7 B3}
o= & 2ol & Rolx g1 ﬂt} E (¥ 5)% Z2d FddAM e 94t
24 EAY 540 d4Ed WerRE
1.2.2 FctolAld™ 2d o 34 Bz gD, BYAAel yon By
SAZAL EAY dHeziE ARy &< Aoz BAEY EF IddAM o
71 e BA AAe 4T gAY Fe EAY FEERE HIF zon YA
BZEAC BAY dido] Hx Aok FA AAE AT ATLFH du(EE FXNIFE
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Bo] ¥

A

rir

Aol ¥F)g Aoz 4y

Ehuto,

123 ARFAT A ¥ 7R
& 47 Qo Aw $INE AL

v A3 §59 3= ¥ Y53
$o adez A¥Hwm
1979]. & A7l AE & FE ol
@ 7499 4+ £ ey g44=
o 23& BHol BHAT (E 6)&

=47
2 }[Swanda,

&

=
(=)

:,g'

79, 952 REHY <FHely 9, A g AN FEE RAgFn U= F
(E 4) Fotel E8
2 ®F \ 5 4| vy |w27H95 [wzEenn| BEdd | FaEs
YRHFA 3] o 12 74 18 ©. A&7 36 A 2-3
) A3 ¥ A€ (TFT) 3 7 8 ° 8 A4 35 A 2-3
zzAEY 5 7 10 9§ 11 A¥ 34 A 2—3
919 3 4 7} 8 o N 41 A 2-3
*xZ20EE 58 5 |
(E 5) A EZENA
o A 3 A E A N ks Ezuz
AAEREA Y H2g 44 3.59 0.76
ANAFEA o B 44 3.30 0.77
AAIBAEA 9 BT 44 3.43 0.87
AIEA A EA Y HFY= 44 3.64 0.78
AIA RS AT A7ty twt 44 2.61 0.90
(& 6) Fctel 874
5 3 % N HT EEH8A
AZHENL 44 3.80 0.88
UL 44 2.82 1.08
359 F= 43 3.77 0.87
H2 A4 43 3.44 0.96




29 4L Hay e Aoz B
AET LT 45 HENES) 433
on AR ARAN FFY FEE ¥R
AFHo R Fdstzm Ye Rez BAL
A -2HEHe ¥ FdHeR BY) g
of F2d $d4e Ansed 18 F8
ax] g& gcloz Beld

BEFAALY S 53U Hdol A%
Bon HEL 9-108dH ¥xE= Ha 3
Fell A A 329742 Jdeid Axst 4
gttt Jdsle] 2488 (B )7 2o 9
—100%] ®lgo] 713 BE Aoz A
Hol 2482 vy gt

Hir

124 B oM HE

ARUACIHE Fusl WEe Foid =
£ #E75e 5% 2 ddste %ol
12 BErse 92 2w oy AF
s} g4, B8, 282 4R87 5= A
BUslol e ola d@H Utk olgzp
o ARYFoldd U =AEFNE (F
8)7 2t}

ALTHATY JALF Yoo F2A,
ATy 2 FeH0) A =4 Ugren,
APFA) GHNE 0% FED VY
FHo wet Feojg @ A 2Py
B3P B ot e Ao

FERE =71 de Aoz ndoh

24

fl

125 2|68l 7|

F2AtZ A& olEo Urte BdE 2

93

Rats AL Ao YLFHLFE 49
Az s dee ¢ 5 AHE 9).
23 R M 2HLF &—5’-7}7} SIS
s APtz Jed, AFAS FAG @
g Bt AEFHolT %ﬂaaez A 7
43 2lgel 4% Pasidd Puy A
LT ARBR 459 AT M 2
58 Axsol ¥ Aoz nth
Robbins(1989) #d& Rwe] BX =
Hg JAnd ¢ b T ANy 9
o tide AQdF L olsatd 24
dge don FPYt B Al ost

[o

| Aoz HY 7lEd \'—}15}04 =3

Hoz Hrietn UEE ¢ F AeW(H
10), o] & AR 9 B AFFPHoe] A
DA EA A FErt MR & FYste V)
oz vehtm o

1.2.6 Zlche|Ald X 24 & (process)

A2y a3y FfAE Aoz
T g Heln gt &, BAH A
Hol £&H, RH|R FHsH ol&r}
5o UEAYHA YolEAAL UL ¢
F Aot = gAadAe] AAHIL )&
fAHes E4sts AoE UERTHE

1), ARAAAR7 G G EIAE
AR 434S ADNH (AT 35)% 2
HAAET NU(RF 3.00E M Bl A}
53 glon, WEAWs YD Aste] ]
We wzd 74 Asdn eS¢ 4
gth & AFdAE /1B 7 APl A
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ANSE BAHZ gL Bt 43FEYLDIEH HAA2EY
G/ HE 3 JNRAIIGE AeSHE TR ApsE A9 AT B
9 fleldel ARY T ¢ 4 fow, = FPAKE 12).

(B 7) Hct7dy EM8

F 4 & u]&(%) e
100-91% 40.5 17
- 90-81% 26.2 n
80—71% 28.5 12
70—61% 2.4 1
61—50% 2.4 | 1
50% o]&} - 0 _ 0
¥ A 100 42

(£ 8) HRUAo|de I

ARUA A N BFE* o
& gy 44 3.71 0.85
g 484 44 3.41 0.82
A&ty 44 3.05 | 1.24
a4 44 3.25 | 0.58
584 44 ' 3.52 0.73
£ol9 AEA 44 3.64 0.92
=24 44 3.09 ’ 1.01
AFZF . 44 2.46 0.95

*53 NEE V&P FHASGIARUA M AF THHA ¥e)



(Z9) T4

T 2o MEYY

85

L I S NE(%) A
TALF AFEY F9AR 84.2 37
APHo =2 6.8 3
AAE 534 4.5 2
71} 4.5 2

3t Al 100 44
(E 10) 2i9] 7|5

gy 7% N B T EZH3
AR goksd 44 3.75 0.72
Aol g B4 44 3.43 0.87
9 37 =9 44 3.43 0.82
BEAZ 5 44 3.57 0.76

(E 11) Zetejard ™oty

1} A (Process) N q . EEHA}
- 42 3.45 0.89
=4 40 3.68 0.76
=84 40 3.48 0.82
ol 3 44 40 3.73 0.91
HEx 40 3.35 0.86
gAY F E4 44 3.32 1.03

(Z 12) FetAEHI|Y

d 4 N 3 7 gz9
AEAEAENY 44 3.50 0.98
BEADE 43 2.28 1.05
R ES P 44 3.43 1.13
dato] 71} 40 - 2.48 0.88
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127 oJAl€=e| piEE

FeAERd g BIEE (F 13)
A4 e e} ol Yoz mFoly
9 +2¢ Mole Fxoly werzy
sl g VHEs} P wA YERT
ABAEA 3o Q@ VEE, BET

4o A%, T4 AL A5, 74

A LESF 2 A FHAY BT BE
FF ooz HQth

1.2.8 s

AL A2 A 7tg & 9L o8 o
AE s gg deoen, A
T8 AR 8 JAAHo] FRHE
A7t g Aoz UyE(E 14).

$dv)slel 2L & oF &l fuE

AL DEEZR A TERS L LEA
e B

93 Bdsd gAg 3, 35
) AZE Aoz st 39

]
2
d
)‘U

FHdE 2gg =A% 9 APF )
QoA BIHE ARe AFY Aoz n
o .

ot
g g7e ERYe o T A
o}7el Pt} A2e Aol ofolTol
g AAeA ReE ASE BE FFom
BP5T YT BE AN EANEE
ngAE Agd, 280 GIsx Raln
gwgost APIE AT FAHA 2

g FEYE Rolx U

13 MetofAZEE olE9| Al
2 M (correlation analysis)

2 Aedz (2 49 2do] oA
o YuAEY 2dF NEH B, 9
A%, 2d3 wEEste 4BBA 2HE
58 FLYAZA 2d% A3 I
#AE sets) Hud Bk (2Y HoIA
= A9 Ed 295l AER Anst
g7lse] d%L PNE A2E Az
Mg Fed ose adts n@ og
7 g |

(1) dvgardqd 2d-9AEd 33

~gAEY BEE(XE 2H)

(2) AUAEY 292 VEE

(AQ &)

(3) ABAAER ad-dAER FAH

~AdA 97152 &)

(4) ABAER ad-oAEd 975

CERE-E))

131 MSIAIRE 2907 oJAAE 2

(B 15) AeIAzqd agdsd o4
274 73 B 4dste JBAAE BAF
2 ek ARl gutol He4E, 18w

34, 942F A=, Yo 5do) B

5% 427 Hgel 3PNY I o
AL YL T & ATh T GNEH B

| ZME Hggol o8 Rez U
wow, SR BA A BPel
2Ru4e gAER 4e wAA
Aoz Bt A FEE 94

Lo o

&
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E13) HAZEF e aiEx

B EF = N 3 EEHA
2o HER 44 3.30 0.73
SR E4E 44 3.39 0.69
qAYANAE 44 3.41 0.79
TEo Fulx 44 3.23 0.94
23 NIz 44 3.64 0.61
4L =94 44 2.75 0.75
2% A= 44 2.66 0.83
MFAGTH 7Y 7t 44 3.41 0.69

(E 14) MctojAldN™ e H9o|s

9 7 % N q EEHA
8% A3 &y 43 - 2.61 0.88
ofoltjo] o =x ¥ 44 3.09 0.77
A4 oA A% 43 3.09 0.78
AAETHY ¢ 44 3.77 0.74
BRI o Hn 44 3.02 0.98
ElQlof] o] %] 44 3.18 0.84
E bl 44 3.07 0.97
EE 4 44 2.93 0.82
294z 49 44 3.66 0.83

(Z 15) HciojAtdE 0l oAIZHN 21H/ZAniztel ARTHA|
R Ao | SR 912}&% gy [JeT=

AzE | EFEY | B3R - ' -
o} A 10.3353** | 0.0605 | -0.0284 |0.4494***|0.5928***|0.6922*** |0.6247***| 0.0183
4 =} |0.5933***| 0.1206 | -0.1036 [0.3557** |0.6757***|0.6864***|0.6795***| 0.0477

* 1 P<0.10, »+ : P<0.05, =+ : P<0.01
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Yo Foi¥ BAY) e Aoz
Ehsth

132 WetARE 2007 AR Y 4z
(£ 15)] 8@ JARAAH) IR
& PAE 2UEE 9NEHY HY 9%
& PAE 29 $UHA JNEE &
AY A2E, A2 G, 34, AL,

283 o4 Fo2 duygns. o (2

¥ 49 2o 43% AveNEY 8
o) BEEd JP 9L vAE o
24, 99 2RE B3 UL 2L A

& ¥ & gk

|

(At 1) ALY 25 QAEA
Nl APHoz Gge mx

~w, oF 29 FAA BAY A

28, A ¥, $34, JA4x

£ Ad4 59 ado] He 3

4% Aoz Hrihch

AT AR 9 37 BN PR T

QA9 F& vEES FBBAL} 92 o

B Fogtto] RE=S % FRBAE

ZE Aoz UERT(E 16). A9 FE
£ Iudnzgge 1RgoR 7] As
AW FRololol 3v], 3-590] HAH<
Ag FraEte 2Fo] 9ou, Cummings
et al[1974]¢) A7) ejatd Fvy FB
o AL BEEE A A9 feod,
e BSHE 2 fode e woim g
&i:ﬂ_,‘ Nunamaker, et al.[1989,}% AR7le
£ B8 W ABANARNN HH
Aey =27E 4FaA(INEFEA, 3
54, 3us)% ) g5 F3En2
S4. B A FHL £ BEE
o FPge FAREDT FRHY AL
W & Uk

133 FtelARdB e A5
AHRAS A7l =Y oY BF
g Yyoz Pusiay adsdy 4

BAE BN Ax (X 17) 97% 2 7}
% Be %20 93¢ TAE ade gy

4, A2 3E, Ao $PPoE ve
gh metd FgeAEFgN dehte
97158 Has Y e dgo] o
¢ zasn, 3T HUne AR o4

(Z 16) Fet7Ae = 9 EMET AAZY el A

F 0B % A SR L - -
g 744 0.0183 00310
2 4 B 0.1749 0.2698"

« 1 P<0.10



A% $Y40) 23d Wast Yee o
S N#ED o So) GEY BEAY M2
B} BRAE 975 e fEAYE 8oz
et gich,

ARG EHA 71 Bol UEtE oY)
Sole 2A EFHE (1) gdolA ZA
e v2E A, (2) 939 AuT4d
oA o8 FEIE AF(aFd 9T FHo
A8, & wgoz so) JW, 4B

g% 39 Fx), agzn (3) A s

2387 olgve o2 EMHAT-
o9 =g FIHAM B B2 AY

& ¥+ Qo

(Mt 2) FBgAEdd 28 gANEA
o A7l APHez I¥E
PIAH, olFoA o4, Jata

T AE, A 53] Fas

ZEE Folk WYos Fyusse T

ol Z+d Zart Ak Steiner[1972]9}

Nunamaker, et al,.[1989]5 & o]g]3 ¢ 7]
TE M2 AT WHez FRIVEE
0|48 GDSSe| £Ug ool 942
3¢ Adstder ¥on FPRY. &
GDSSE =3te = W™ (parallel
processing) 7} 7M5#l A EEaT Az, A}

524, 257 59 9rve IR

99

¥ 5 3 ofeltiole] A& B &
Acke  Aelwh. EF FE 7] %(group
memory) 9] A L& F3td PR IR,
Are] ES4HT AE, 7195 ¥HTAFTY

975 TRE + ASE ANHD Yt

1.3.4 oAl E 2H(process)d} SIET
AA AR A wet JAEH uFH
=9 9750l ¥%e weg B d7EH

ol gaR 94ERRRL Yy BEE9}

B ABRAAE 23 e ez yehd
THE 18). 25 SJAtEA #3o] THHo
H JAtZA 2] dE UFEx AXe
Aoz HHE & U

ddd JAtZA FA Gr)5te] BA
MM FFIF(BIdAA EANZE 9 E,

AAEA 9% B FE)ol AAA

B fo% 4BBAE 2= ez v
BRETH(E 19). @A Az 9r%
AL 9
¢ 4 Ao
. BeArg
oAA ek

=/971%39
zad o

& Zolm YEEE Foly
24 %A AL Eodok 3
ol B FAH e
A3 Anylee B8 B
A2 FAFH w
RFBEND (E 15)9 A=
o3 e Ae T 5 Yok

—

usk
fijo

4

[S)

Ae i

re
I

o
o

(A 3) ADYAEY 2ASE GAAR
A4¢ AX DPPez YAz

4 el Gere AT,
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(E17) HeelAZy 2000 JAEY ofrlszie 4na

o371 AR EA Az s14 |gaa%| Aud |Auwe
Nze |2aa4| 2n4 "

1 0180 2217 -.1889 -.0818 . |-.2646* |{-.1388 -.3706** | .0588
2 |-0542 |-1257 |[-1975 |-1162 | .0258 |-1241 |-1902 |-1700
3 -.1343 -1239 -.0580 0192 -.0282 -.0820 .0091 -.1316
4 0376 1209 2623 -.2401 -.1945 -.2410 -.1406 0114
5 -.0815 -.0714 -.1481 -.0695 -.1246 -.0642 -.1452 ‘ -.1854
6 ".3181*‘* -.0852 ~.0143 |~.0588 -.2653% |-.3599%* |-2710* ; 0137
7 -.2136 -.0900 .0466  {-.2358 = 277T* [-.5625%** |- 4463*%*-1579
8 -.1587 1072 -.2507* .0584 -.1235 —.3309** -.2448* .0630
9 -1155 -.0936 -1125 ~-.2430 -.0634 - 2774% |-3727**

+ . P<0.10, *+ : P<0.05, s++ : P<0.01

(geh

L gEsY 2HAL 48
4 3R o7 5% ofele
2o g Y9 =

el

25}
5 €9
8 @

Ty

A8 u@ ool
g% 8o 3y

EA] 2418 ofelrie] R

3. =& ofejde] ¥-A

6. RANAE selo] o7
9. ¥ ARY He F=

(E 18) acr—wa@ BHD BEEZIS ABB

%}

3

B E

S E

0.6209%**

(% 19) JAHEH ni¥n A9ols

2be| Atp

A71% 1|971% 2{971% 3|971% 4(971% 5|97]%F 6/97]% 7|97%F 8|97]%F 9

3 A | -.2156 | -.0067 | .1429 | -.2458 | -.1310 |-.3334**| -1.754 | -.1710 |[.3355***
++ 1 P<0.05 s+ : P<0.01 ' '

(At 4) AagArd 3 _&@E—: PRE-F: NN5e EANZEL I%E}—E— 2]

S4¢ §9 VEHoz Iaz wiz}on BLE PIELTR

Ael 475l Qe AT §

H2 vepdth



2. Fche|AlEEz HEE 2
FUSE FRENLY B2 otd
MY, A 2 ZHNA FREAVES
&3 v1gde] Boj7tn gud B AT
NEe 2 299 55 2 BAEE Heosn
A sgoh A JNEFE dstolE &
ARFE o142 %A 23] 27 (Decision Sup-
port Systems : DSS) o] T—H?} AT 7}k o]
gAS} BFANA o)A e: o,
Hools FHste A% EgHoE YA
&7 9% e fez FHslee B
gala Ao 4el VEEE Rol7] 9
& Y2dAR YA QA 28(GDSS)o B
A7 Ed A B2E AYHD Yok

- & B} Jarvenpaa, et al[1988]& H]

7239 B4 H2¢ 9% I3 oA
AFYY Adse) H98 AgshE B
Annas Yo Qe N Aze 3
oA ET aFHoln FIHEFAAAN F
2% Holg RAT: FAsgch
%}%Q 18 ¢ ol (groupware ; networked
workstation, electroﬁic blackboard %)& A}
&3t o] 71&Y 39 (low-tech confer-
ence) T WA EHFHolGE ATE 59
- B2t Richman, 1987]. 28y ¥378 4
BT =& =9, Watson et al.[1988]&

AFEH A dsts Auss AEH 7

gonn e oY EEHeu, F
33 44 (equality) HHo|A Bzt Hr}s}
@13, Turoff & Hilts[1987], Siegel, et al.

A &7

10m

[1986] 59 A7+ FFEHE LT JD
HolE FF 3 JAnFo] H7|HE
g =&zhs FE0 ¥1 2t 2™
A7kl Autzn FFsATH B dAFA
B osEve VIdEY RRBAVIe £4
g Fofgozy, goz JHFA
ZHEd LY EE AFII 2FFHA
GDSS |79 Fd9 71xx8q g43x
2 ot

21 HEJ|2 80 s Jex E
AN
ARzl ALEA FREA7IE o
& WHL Tolny] A8 UGN BAT A
3 T4 HdEARE 72z AT 245,
AR 7)ee] ARG 237A 2 A ¢F 50
%g 43se FEoAT. Y FuBA
Nee AEHA g= A dad Bn
EN7148 EQSA 2L ofE ZAW
A (E 2009 Zo] AEH F 724 B
wel ojujel ARENTIES Wage =7
ozt Yool M 2 o189
THZ 670AD). EH 2dde] ARZLe A
& wANA SR, BA EE TR o
& JALERTD BHATD ¢rlE AVE
Asl @A Hx g}, oy YR W
o AuENILe 5 2 EFE AN
32 Qs Aoz Hoo, YA o
NAEH AREN|Ee B F F
23 sldEE o= AR o FHTT B
RE2L=8
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FEEAN/|EE 0|88 HeE RU(H
21y ARl ALt A9 (E-mail)
£ 7t3 8ol 048 SWA= EDIE B
o] AH&#T Utk I3 FAT YAtz
3g Hstdd B89 Fo JEE o4y
CR L )

AR5 E A G2y g v
£¢ ZAG A3 3%, A%, 2A L AR
$H ol Hx® vg2 ALHD A
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