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The Application of GDSS at Group Decision Stages for Various Task Types

Dal Ho Son

{Abstract)

This paper introduced a procedure for improving the quality of group decision making in various
task types. Emphasis is placed on the construction of the optimal GDSS(Group Decision Support
System) design with identifying the group decision characteristics of decision stages on the various
task types. Especially, the identification of outliers and the establishment of confidence limits in
group decision making were stressed. Participants in group decision making whose -opinions fall
outside the group’s tolerance level are further studied to annex the source of this variation. The
result showed that a preparation stage in the generating idea-type task and a illumination stage in
the negotiating-type task were critical. Furthermore, the degree of the disagreement was severe in
the verification and the preparation stages on group decision making. This paper developed a general
procedure for improving the quality of group decision making. The procedure presented helps in
identifying those stakeholders whose opinions may significantly deviate from that of the group.
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1. Generating ideas and actions

1.1 Planning tasks: $2HA Q) A8E AF AYE S} 3= H+-

o) Aol YAAY & Z2AHE AYE FHIE FE
1.2 Creativity tasks : 24 H& 7| L% olojtiol§ Yaz 3 AF

o) Aol 7| Le olojtiolE WE olof e A+

2. Choosing alternatives

2.1 Intellective tasks : F ¥ H-L) e Mg a2 3k A+
d) Ao F&d 71 ABHANILE $4) ¢ A o) s HE

2.2 Preference tasks : J&3HF-L) Tigto] EAFA ¢ o2 UES JUHoE vimste] dYsfol 3= B¢
o) AT E Bt At o YAF AU E {UY YAE Mot = AL

3. Negotiating solutions

3.1 Cognitive conflict tasks: N2 A&EH& @3 & 2HAA} & ANFAZ 2¥L A9
d) AGE 53l FY FHYE B 47 & BHE z2YAAL He BE
3.2 Mixed-motive tasks: 425 E 571 &L ol BAE 23} He ANAAY 2= =¥
o) AW E F3le YIULeTH L EAE A} Hodes A

o3 UUsES Ao vwdtE AHE YT
o}, AEHE $4 & 23} A]7] =(Negotiating solutions)
XA ZAYe)Z Cognitive conflict tasks(HZ 4%
= BHL 2 AL HE A AAH BHAL)
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£ ZAAt HE A AAH 27 2D 671A
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3. AHPH 4 ¢332 E

Belton[3]-& t71& A2 A 2dE(Multicirteria de-
cision making models)S HlZATFEHon AHP ¥ &
<044 71X $H<4-S(Simple multi-attribute value func-
tions)o] SJAAA ] 7t AAHolttn FA3h
olg} ¥, MAATES, 2212 AHPE HUAI =W
o A7 R AAA Qlof FHA H AR Bk
U3 AF3 #EP o FE o] &3Ach A
Aol P viAE A MY 28U B2 VIEES E
BHog uFEy] YHAE, dAEAY FE}E |
e FoRel YgAAR o T T FdA
E¢& A zeisior §ri13, 23). webA, oAEA
of FoAY Pz g JAAA Y /YL F
At W2F JAEAY FE HHE & AoH23)

Thok AGE YAEA N FAE ofd Tzt 8
il o3 .9 iE Hristd WA ol A
AHPZIY & F017 8RB0 3, #PainTH 2 ¥
w37 QB vimg A P AWYPH
(Square matrix)& ©|& Zoltl ek A 19 T
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o3l olu) AHP7IH-& olzhel AAF 3H43taA
(Synthesization process)o|gte ALAFE AXA =
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£9lio] WA aijee] FFRE ABAAY )
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2. WAk B AdA e ol Y Be 7
ok ghef SiE 2ol Fofl oid e vehd
o 39, ofdig o] YErd + Utk

n

Sj= _=Zla,-j 6}

3. 38 AdlA &4 8AFES F9 HE)LE U

o e ViiE 29 #2 ALEARE YRt
3 &, obdlsh ol YErd & ok

a;:
Vij = < )
S;

olg} 2 A oA HEE Avsd %
v] 3 ) @(Normalized pairwise comparison matrix) |2}

B

4, 28 A% ¥ Priority index3t-& T3+7] {3k
o 7} PE2 A3le v FgNormalized weight)
9] HyF& T TreF PiE 82li9 Priority
indexgtolgtz ATt ofefe} o] UeRd
& Qlth

s |

P =

i ©)

o

o714 igke 1AHUeH, PigkES EF ¢
A 10] FHojof g}

FojA FodEe| vl i B E 2
7] Y8iME otgigt 2& WHE 088 & AT F
A E ZAE7] YF Consistency ratio®] A4AHA
2 ofejiet Zr}

5. 38 A9l ZAzte] e uisf, 1del G
Priority Indexgt-& #% ¥, 25 03ty NE2&
$dB;n x NE T} 7|4 FA" AR i
jol7] W] AHB= AYPHolth webA A
A A" BEB)E ot} Zol Ve F
Atk

b |pa + pae + oo +pay, |
B= lbzl = |p|az| + plyn + + D,y ]
|- -

byl [Py + pay + + Pollyn| @)

$1¢] A58 7}, Consistency index(CDHE o}ef
o} o] ALY 5 AUtk

np,
Cl =R, -nfn-1, 9714 &, = ZEI (3)

n}x)2t o 2 Consistency Ratio(CR)¥= CR=CIYRIS] Al
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Aol oldte] ¥ 4 9lonl, &7ix4 RIE= Random
Indexgtolth. RIS vlmdof © 8%1ES M4 of
& FEA, FIEIR1 AAEH o d&
o}, n=3¢]¥ RI=0.58°]™ n=5¢]H RI=1.120]t}. A4t
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Tl E YY) Hee 9uid

AAZEZGA oA Outlier( AL o] A& Bo] 7}HA]
I UAY F2 AEA o] £5F FAHEE Bt
87] 98l A& Priority indexoll thg A8 77H-& 73
of gt} Priority indexol] th¥ A1) 73He T3k W
He ol YehAh

6. 41(3)oI M Pki izt ke] 81 o thi Priority
index® UEMATIT 319, 29 io) the el
F| Priority indexgte} 4&3 W& oo 2
o] Erd £ 9ok

5P
Py

Py="ei = 1,2,0n ©

A71H me ABARRY) HAY FoAR 48
JepdTh Astdoz A7y Alde] WRY ®
2 9 3K(Standard error)i= ob2)sh o] YERE 4 Utk

o _ P
SE[,. = \/Pui mk M

Gt 4127 oldsh 2ol YErd 4 Ut

Pi & to Sy ®)

Aq71A e Folzold, m-1& AfrEell, mo] #
Gl A, 1,2 ATFEE OV 2 &
JVE ¥ Priority Indexgho] 22|74 HHAE W
ojuhe A& Outliers}ll & o, Outiers F7 &4
of tha} AR A 4E Bol 7FA L UAAY, F& A4
o] E&&A 7IA 1 Je FAAES Jteith

$oll AAE A4+zgL Expert Choice X2 17[9]
£ o83l Fo] AEFHoE AN £ Yt £ 4
Tl X $oll AAY Priority index, Consistency ratio
gl Confidence interval®] 7W'd-& o}&3}l Z}zte] 2

AR GA A FAgRESY AERY §HE AT
3ttt HA Consistency ratioghe o] 83t Heto]
d@dol fle AREL E4AM AYE £ A& A
ojty. YmzA] Azl tha] PHe Z 4o ojd o
RAzke] BEE Aete I Priority index3tS
AlArgc), A4kl Priority indexgle] 2W E48, 1
8%lo] HAFEANA FREV} Atke A& 9y
o} miA e g Ztzhe) FozA-go] I AR E
o th§ Priority index%t-& A4tsted, AAHE Priority
indexgt &l et A FLe 77t o]sh FA 73
Z A FE o] &3t AEFHE Hold Outliers
o] drht e AF AMEIHTH

4. GD 4@44)

£ AT 3099 AAPAE tisf PEAAEA
#¥ 49 E YA olE ALPAEL
A GHEEA gAEAEF R FIHREL
o] A5 HAT 475 o]} AT JYEE YA}
2 R ZAGHEZokl tia 249 A4e 7 &
AEZ TASATH RA 18AA 2344 A€ 9
AAA ] 6717 EAYHE (X Dol ANE WL
A 3 ol HEF A olg A 9
AT #EE 4DA 9] dAEAGA dEHME
(E Do AAE W2 7IN L HHE 3k HE
olg} 2 4dA Y] oAAY YL TojAA 7L ojH
& 7ML YA ol E 771 A vAEHE(1S,
25, 26]2] A A<} Al FEI AuH FdojAbE A
HH& F39 olFrt HEF FUTh ol A B
AT oj&E AHPHY O disjA e #d FHE(12,
13]& o| &3t o83 uiRE & dB3Hh

ojgt B, & Aol o] &H 9GA Hxol i 4
B3 @A FojW F o] 8150 Ui AFHow
HIE 4 A=E d¢ 3 FAE oked WA
& W I9A HEF 1HEE 2899 HFe] F
¥ IElx 9AEE gl f<le] thE aET
FHHoE 8% o2 AHYaAHoH, 13 9ALlg
A gL FIEHNI vebd uie ol o
t}. of& E%, Planning Tasks& A HH o2 FtoA}



276 EXTH: & FIH 199%6. 11

ZAQ871 A3 AR DY a9 SAF qAEA
gAle] FuidAd U FLAEE WrkEld B2
Planning Task: JAMERGA7} EHidA ¢ vlad
o ‘Fdxoz 2asit’ 1 Y4Ed IHEE B
g & At

3049 ALFAEE 104 BE FHYZ UH 3
I§2E ThERley, 1085 182 JATYAZEA Y
P2 AK(Facilitator Y Leaden) 2 AP ony, Bt
T ACEYE FHFH olg8 HEARE T3}
dgE ATk 14 2§ 6718 EAREHE 7F
A 1Ry AT F 315l A AR BAY
ejo} vz FAE ol Y2 HAABA 6U3t
AX 35 & Ao EAYH s IDAEA

FYP3P B dFodAe 2AYHY #HoE
A ABE9 EHVE S /M5 18istd
FHEoR FA YHeE 7FAHIA ¥Uth T T
Ao A=AqA A Zzke] EAYE ] P
TAHA A& 3= A=A EAYHE FH3
WL AL FAYHY A2 4 I A=A
E FAoE AY A22 Ade EA @A A3}
=8 fR3A

Fol Al sl AR A o] BUH FoA
€& 47te] 8T el AT AedA ¢n
=9Ho2 AxE FEA FAH=E st 30
B SEHARZ 18717 AR 71EE THHL,
Uolx 12709 AEe 433 ZYEA ¥AY T
Az o Rojo] dif @Al FF3F o, vy
olgl e AFEL AREHNAN A3Hh

B AFdAE Foin gl gt A9 Prority
index3H(A(3))& 2219 FAE B7to] o] &3 o)
o 87 Fo17 8Rlell i F2E ] Priority index
#HE9 WEA S (Coefficient of variation)gk& FolA
a3lel oig FgaHE Alole] "o BYXY A=
(Degree of disagreement)” & £ 3}=H| o] &3}y o,
ojg} e BYX 9 FEE dAEAY A& HrisEt
T 71222 o] 8313 TH20,21). A71A WAFA ko]
FoW EFE 7Y YA A=V} FrE A
€ ujdith. & WEATEE AdsA AdgaR
M ool BYXE AFEE 890L setae

o] F8 oty ojs} & L ATfAEN
A o2 Ao dig F2 80] A& W BE 89
of th3) 8<le) IFHLE Hetsty] JE 9 s f
&30, ojg} 2 Apole WEATEE Aty
HMEATEe] 2 ATe FHHoE A € A
ojtt.

5. Az 24

3o A =2l nle} o] YAAAY FAT 74
4E9 80 thgt Priority indexZH(A(3)L
ABABRANA 821 FAEE UYERITIL =¢H
Aok B A7 AAEH o]gd 1879 HAPA
Eol izt 6712 EAHEN XY JABAH B 4T
9] 295 F Ve Prority index® (& 3)9] AR
<o VeI T} Planing tasks$} Creativity taskse 2
ANAR T 49AF AYFRSATL M Faside
AlAS BojZ 9o Intellective tasks, Preference
tasks, Cognitive conflict tasks X Mixed-motive tasksE
AAARBE 4DAF JAARAGAT} M Fast
+ A S dehi T o o]9} 22 Z 7= Planning
tasks®} Creativity tasks7} | 2-& A¥ 3 ofolr]og)
A&¢ YR E 3 EAYHST A4 o AFS
F2AY F24E YeEhie L ol AR dF 7}
T Aty AZEh ol¢) 3 UwA 4709 &
AYels Gdd 2 A =30 A EAY
dele e 24 o JARERZRYE 49 dAF
AARGAL T2 379 GAET F83TE A
£ AART R S

3N =2l F uie} o] JAAA Y| FAF 74
UE| Ay Priority indexgte] WEALE FoiA &
ool hE FHAEIY A9 "EYXNY A:
(Degree of disagreement)’ & JYERATHZ SH5ch & A
T E o8 2 A& o|§3ld HFATE 9
ANEA Y FE Briste 3l 84Z o] &3k
& WEASTFC] F55F Foi7 2o gt oy
EUAe Hxrl Foug AAAe] FE Hojxy
F oo B & gtk £ A7 B4 o]&d 18
el v APAEo] HF Priority index gHES HEA
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FEE (E 39 npAY Qo YehA 6719 £
AP 2o s FFDANAM A9 EUX Y
A=7F 7P AldH, bgoz2e FulgAdgA oA

Creativity tasks, Intellective tasks H Cognitive conflict
taskso| A 71 B2 Outlier(Ztzt 4¥)7} HAY3HH )
oj¢} e AT vl JAAARH /)¢ GAF

(2 3) Z2te] 2HYeNOl cHBt JAIRZTHAOIM| Priority indexzt

Priority Standard Arithmetic Standard CV(%)
Index Error Mean Deviation

Z y| 0.239 0.015 0.244 0.0655 26.84

Planning AY+d 0.256 0.0143 0.257 0.0625 24.28

Tasks BREEY 0.248 0.0133 0.247 0.0577 23.35

A% 0.257 0.0159 0.251 0.0693 21.62

Z vl 0.261 0.0201 0.266 0.0877 33.02

Creativity A8+ 0.265 0.0133 0.268 0.058 21.66

Tasks 2JAbA A 0.262 0.0092 0.259 0.0403 15.56

3% 0212 0.0154 0.207 0.0669 32.34

Z ) 0.222 0.0159 0.212 0.0696 32.90

Intellective AY+Y 0.238 0.011 0.236 0.048 20.39

Tasks LIPAY- ! 0.274 0.0135 0.281 0.0589 20.95

32 0.266 0.0134 027 0.0585 21.60

Ll 0.237 0.0142 0.229 0.0618 26.99

Preference AY Y 0.262 0.0111 0.26 0.0484 18.65

Tasks oAEA 0.271 0.0101 0272 0.0442 16.26

A2 0.23 0.0164 0.24 0.0713 29.78

Z ¥ 0.211 0.0167 0.207 0.0729 35.32

Cognitive Ag%Y 0.243 0.0137 0.243 0.0598 24.68
Conflict

Tasks JAdA 0.275 0.0125 0.275 0.0546 19.83

33 0271 0.0166 0.275 0.0722 26.21

& o 0.216 0.0163 0.215 0.0711 33.05

Mixed- A8%Y 0.235 0.0104 0.235 0.0453 1931
Motive

Tasks 2JApE A 0.287 0.0143 0.289 0.0623 21.59

= 0.262 0.121 0.261 0.0527 20.18

o BYA Y A=7t %S B 4 Qv o9 e A
I7F 7HAE el GAEA Y g A7 9
diME AFEA 9 SHIgAdd o a3 it
ARA Yol HagE orj@ty & F itk
3%l o uieh o] Ztzke] AAA YA o
A OutlierEo] dulthg EAdthes A& B R 9
3} FAYES Fo17 8¢l HE Priority indexgt R
Priority indexZE2] 90%418) 73ke] A4 (4(8) %
SA(HB)E (E 4, <E 5) F (& 6ol Yeh
A AAEZBE 4DA A B Outier+(*EA)E
AHEE F618A R HFDAANA 7HE B2 Outlier
OR)7F EAsH e, 671el A dsiMe

FHlgA o AFEANA Fo2Ego A e
Auel WAL A, 64 EAYHFAME
Creativity tasks, Intellective tasks 3 Cognitive conflict
tasksol| A} Fejzhgo] 7HA I AE FRe HAL 4
& ondrt

Outliere F013 8909 tha) oJAtEA Fo=7} A
d&E 7ML s A& grigtt. & Outliers F
oi g2ld w3 o FAREL M F e A
ALY B2 Q22 A4 E 7MA L ohs 2 9n|
FAY, 22 Foid A s ARE x4 ze
FESA X AYe /Hloe 2 ong. el
A HE JAEA Y i RS el ERElE,



278

ERT®: £9% B3R 19%. 11

(& 4) Planning Tasks®} Creativity TasksOljA{ Priority index®} Outliers

A gA Planning Tasks Creativity Tasks
# & A+ A A - Z o AY 5+ JAE A A&
1 023 0.286 0.251 0.233 0.23 0.283 0.246 0.241
2 0.351 0.192 0.143 0.314 0.122 * 0.391 0.334 0.153
3 0.368 0381 . 0.139 0.112 0.302 0.251 0.268 0.179
4 0.236 0.266 0.201 0.297 0.17 034 0.306 0.184
5 0212 0.317 0.218 0.253 0.292 0.171 0.212 0325 *
6 0.323 0.307 0.231 0.139 0.23 0.346 0.296 0.128
7 0.263 0.206 0.303 0.228 0.271 0.221 0.294 0214
8 0.286 0.235 0.174 0.305 0.339 0.233 0.241 0.187
9 0.124 0.172 0.337 0.371 0.263 0.243 0.242 0252
10 0.185 0.247 0.345 0.223 0.303 0.330 0.258 0.109
11 0.237 0.308 0.254 0.201 0.239 0.333 0.286 0.142
12 0.121 0.25 0.29 0.339 0.225 0222 027 0.283
13 0.222 0335 0.23 0213 0.342 0.258 0.225 0.175
14 0.255 0.196 0.258 0.291 0.192 0238 0.245 0325 *
15 0.308 0.183 0271 0.238 0.148 0.314 0.286 0.252
16 0.224 0.293 0.219 0.264 0.258 0.206 0.292 0.244
17 0.262 0.324 0.267 0.147 0.299 0.256 0.242 0.203
18 0215 0.162 0.31 0.313 0.526 * 022 0.162 0.097

A 0.365 0.381 0.369 0.374 0.392 0.394 0.383 0318

Al 0.123 0.133 0.126 0.129 0.14 0.142 0.135 0.096

* ¥ Outlier& e
(& 5) Intellective Tasks2tPreference TasksOlA{ Priority index 2 Ouliers

A= Intellective Tasks Preference Tasks
# Z | A5 oA AA 3% Z 4 A845Y oA EA Az
1 0.224 0222 0.274 0.28 0.281 0.228 0.205 0.286
2 0.146 0.25 0.238 0.366 0.297 0.26 0.325 0.118 *
3 0.224 0.267 0.27 0.239 0.236 0.206 0.29 0.268
4 0.264 0.255 0.258 0.223 0.185 0273 0.316 0.226
5 0.161 0.263 0.351 0.225 0.239 0.288 0.228 0.245
6 0.161 0.273 0.243 0323 0.193 0.33 0.225 0.252
7 0.167 0.198 0.336 0.299 0.249 0.329 03 0.122
8 0.281 0.285 0.174 0.26 0.257 0.302 0.232 0.209
9 0.284 0177 0.281 0.258 0.28 0233 0.289 0.198
10 0.098 0.121 0.392 0.389 0.216 0307 0242 0.235
11 0.252 0.293 0.235 022 0.23 0.306 0.246 0.218
12 0.199 0.253 027 0.278 0.168 0.245 0.232 0.355
13 0.268 0.22 0.288 0.224 0.206 0.254 0.25 0.29
14 0.267 0.209 0.249 0.275 0.137 0.23 0.339 0.294
15 0.197 0.205 0.301 0.297 0.153 0.268 0.301 0.278
16 0.239 0.236 0.28 0.245 0.285 0.237 0279 0.199
17 0.082 0.165 0418 0.335 0.102 0.151 0.366 0.381 *
18 0.356 0.295 0.216 0.133 0334 0.3 0.246 0.12

A 0.325 0.355 0.41 0.398 0.346 0.384 0.399 0.36

ALl 0.099 0.177 0.152 0.144 0.112 0.136 0.145 0.12

*¥E= Outlier& Vel




8 A8FRY A UE ABJNAYGANA Y GDSSEE 2719
(& 6) Cognitive Conflict Tasks2} Mixed-motive TasksoOi|A{ Priority Index2} Outlier

HAga}t Cognitive Conflict Tasks Mixed-motive Tasks
# & ¥l AYFH oJAAA A% & o A+ 9 AAA A3
1 0.226 0.234 0.252 0.288 0322 0.175 0.269 0.234
2 0.185 0.24 0.369 0.206 0.159 0.206 0.34 0.295
3 0.315 0.214 0.25 0.221 0219 0.282 0.249 0.25
4 0.329 0.243 0.231 0.197 0.202 0.321 0.216 0.261
5 0.199 0.364 0.182 0.255 0.235 0.285 0274 0.206
6 0217 0.356 0.257 0.17 0.196 0215 0.37 0.219
7 0.154 0.16 0.369 0.317 0.215 0.176 0.374 0.235
8 0.271 0.271 0.227 0.231 0.282 0.256 0.225 0.237
9 0.131 0.233 0.326 0.31 0.328 0.21 0.145 0.317
10 0.166 0.234 0.285 0.315 0.197 0232 0.282 0.289
11 0.241 0.251 0273 0.235 0.119 0.251 0.335 0.295
12 0.117 0.15 0.3 0.433 * 0.157 0.299 0.229 0315
13 0.295 0.221 0.2 0.284 0.267 0.225 0.274 0.234
14 0.142 0.254 0.255 0.349 0.294 0.199 0.314 0.193
15 0.118 0.293 0.282 0.307 0.154 0.28 0.288 0.278
16 0.271 0.246 0.252 0.231 0.211 0.238 0.304 0.247
17 0.076 0.139 0.372 0.413 * 0.054 0.15 0.408 0.388 *
18 0.267 0.305 0.241 0.187 0.293 0.243 0.301 0.163

il 0.318 0.364 0.403 0.403 0.328 0.354 0.419 0.386

3 0.096 0.122 0.147 0.147 0.102 0.117 0.159 0.136

*E= OutlierE UERd

Outlier®] ¥<UL HA3 EA=ojo} g} & oAtz
e AE ¥0|7] A E Outiere] EAjo)f7t A
HEolop B, RE FoxtEo] e AN A
23& W =5 f=sior "o

AAZOZ OutlierE HJAFOEZH Fo{A EAo)
e HEEE B3t Outlierst Urix] TAHYE A}
olg] AR UAE Y + Ut AEEL & v,
Devil’s advocate, Dialectical approach, Nominal group
technique 5 Y'Y & o] &3+, OutlierEol| 3] A&
g ojFE e =€ TS & Ut F AEZY
HH & 3t 1) Outlierd] 43lE Foago] Fo]
A 8 F AT LS FAY & e, 2)
A2 Ao A e A YT OHE Outlier] ¥
AEA g 1o dolelg AFeE 5+ Utk F
Y Hfole, Oudier®] M Z& Priority indexgt-&
A9 Priority indexgtoll H23HA 2 Holn, 2)¥ <
A%l A9 Priority indexgtol Outlier®] Priority
indexo] H3A @ AHolth

£ d7dME gAEA AE Hrlshe $EY
SHEZ AEA o i Y B4 (Consistency) €& HE
2 o] &35t 7Hed § & A A= YBA
o] Uojok BARE, 1Y AFAe] Atkm A
A YArEA ] Fo| FohE AL YuEAE g
o A A AFH R Prlshe AL oY
< Aoy, mebA Wiz AR didt de o
7hte AL W JAERE A9 daxe 4
dAog FAF & ok a3y B Q7oA AA
H e AR LT Fe 7HE o §FoEH
qAEAY A& Y F Utk 3 o)9} e w2
< GAEAo] FAd Fqart S A %
€ AFdE 11 U0 T F Ae 73 E AF
ke HollA AHo] Utk &, A AA Y FARE
Atole] R NS T, JAAA i B
Ao FAHEE € ¢ AAY F & Aotk
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6. 4 &

B Jd72%E 293 Planing taskse} Creativity
askse SAARBA 4WAZ AYSARAS A
Z 8319 o™, Intellective tasks, Preference tasks, Cog-
nitive conflict tasks % Mixed-motive taskst= 2JAIEAA
B 49AF JARAGAY} 7HE FaH o
Ze Ayl 7iAE e AZE AY 9 ofelto
o] 3¢ WRE I FAY HAfdde AYSHET
A7t 835, gAY R B4 2371 BRT £
A9 ASolE JAARGAs Fasithe S A
33 Utk o9 A dAEARY 4DAF FFC
AL FugAA e BYXY A= /M A
3o, mEbd AEAR e S PFAIY) HEAAE
AF0A R FogA) g ARHY JAAFA Y
o] WaFHe |t £ AR AY 4PAFT &
vgA % AEFHACNA FAAEo] AT Ae B
Bl Pyt Ao, 6709 ZAFEF A= Creativ-
ity tasks, Intellective tasks 3! Cognitive conflict tasks
oA FAREol AT Y R WAsE Mk

2 d7dME Hstd A4S /A e Ug
AP L NAPARZ AA3A7] A Ik 3
SoAdA e Aesks o sHeAel Ak FF
GDSS¢] Zgo] gutzig of HriA B 8dE
o] FAlol B E AA FFelAe A7Vt FHeE o
B A3AnE 0 gy 5 9le Aot

o9} 3 ATAA AR FHG A=A EAF
7 e FAge] £ato g1 Ao wet £ @
FAFe zol7} & HsAe] AUtk = E AT
oA oAAA hF YBAHE YAEAS] AE
grlete AEZ o)gsych 2 AEAe 2
o ¥ i Hrls WA AR S 4YE
Fo] HAY & Yot wek A EA ] dBEE 9
AR AL Hrishe AU 2 o] &e
# 9 g¢ 1) gasity 2o

B AodE AHPE GDSSE AHEE <+ & 7t
54¢ BAFQth. AHPE GDSSE o] £ o024 of
ot e ALY JAEFE ¥ & glg Aotk

1 934 AE gAEEE ¥ + Ao & A
A7} dAAA dE dB8E MR 5 U=
g =9 & Utk

2. JAAA 9 2Rl 4A olf A F Utk F
A ol E /HAA ¥e FTHY JAEA
€ ¥ F 3tk & OutlierE EAo hg A
ANGEE AgIEA Jate] =& Tl &
3 GAERE ¥ F At

3. 8A S g WA ;T 1o 2 (Anonym-
ityyo] #x8 ¢ it ojgk & AL A 9
oz yolu Fr] xp7] At oz
ngg F Ao

4. Cognitive mapping, Dialectical approach, Brain-
storming, Devil’s advocate, Nominal group tech-
niqueT I 2 RE7IHE o] &Y F ik o
9t 2& BzrIyAe 2%E F39 4r] &
9AE 7N T U FHLEY AYH BE4e
etk &0l 8 Aot

A AdR el Aae zhzhe] FA4UEl AAE
ATA o] gupurE iatA Fodstpel @2 Urh
A ¥d, EE, Ad oiAAA e ¥ AL
o] T2 E3ld oA AR AYHoE F
A & Utk =3 Zzhe] Al A doid 5 3l
E ZAHES Botsle] HAFo 2N JAEAES F
o geFez & F# & Zolth 12y Group
Decision Processol] thdt 82123 1§29 ofHo] ¥t
g dhiol dF A HEV} o] R0 A 9 F
g dA e ARE 6 FHAE F A& Aot

UYutA o 2 A AR A EIEL THIGAY AgSF
Yool 2848 Fxde A vus 2o £
FAFGE e AFHE FEo| Ak 21U £
Ao sl EE A9 FYQETE GDSSe #¥
B AZAATFY Fyolete SHANM B A7 9
98 3} 4 vty Bk F B A7 e 9
nl= Ao GDSSE AAIs=d Aad At AHP
2= GDSS7} o RA aHA o2 o] 88 F UeTHE
BaF=d ojekshot ooyt Qoka Bejzi
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