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(The Effect of Environmental Maturity, Cognitive Diversity and
Affective Acceptance on the Performance in the R&D Team)
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Summary : The purpose of this study is to present the model of performance in
new product R&D project team, from the perspective of the problem solving. The
quality and commitment of the problem solutions in R&D project team depend on the
team'’s cognitive diversity and affective acceptance. The higher cognitive diversity is,
the higher quality of solutions is. And more affective acceptance is, more commitment
to the problem solving is. The environmental maturity of team, and quality and
commitment of problem solutions in R&D project teams are supposed to relate to the

performance of research and development.

Keywords : Environmental Maturity, Cognitive Diversity, Affective Acceptance, R&D

Performance
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1. 479 HaA

w2 A Hstste AAA A AR A AFNEL 7199 AEF Ao Al FHA o)t
71948 AFNel| 2fte] MElE= S A& A "ok

AF Nl BAE o] EEFL AT it W el met ALE = g AFAIW) o2
A5k 2] A4 Al#(rational plan), 9AH:% "WH(communication web), 1% A2 (dis-
ciplined problem solving)®] 37}219) £ sjzlt}ele] &80] 9Jth(Brown and Eisenhardt,
1995).

B} £3A el 29 g Thamhain and Wilemon (1982)2 7704 €19 A3 23 o
Alz~®l(system) 7NE& T33te] WA o2 Fx15} Aol 21-& A A spdch Sl
T Fub] - o)A 9-(1999)= A YAl A 24 9 3 HeE 9L FHRIS A3
o).

Ty HellA AFE o8 FHE 33% AAE A el dig B} FEH A2 A}
S HoJFE 7o) ope} 7|&Y A HrES ST A

5 RYE A E B xHo] gloistARt ol AR HEHE S R dAHE
232 gotny] P&t

2 AT ole gt FAIIA oA EA| A (problem solving) A oA AAE A7 ©
o] A 2¥E A4 gk

At zeAdE gl B og FAde] A2 AYx itk Y, 1995; Souder
and Ziegler, 1977; Carlsson, Keane and Martin, 1976, <%, 1993; 8<%, 2002). A3l
A A olet A9 s (solution)S A= (adoption) 3t FFo2 oudt 2 Ee] £}

2 QA Ae] AAE ol 1 2 Ee v S s vriA A 2R 9
¢ g g s vrle A o]tk (Hoffman, 1979). A7l €] AlFNE 24L& A«
d o]AA ql Al E A E(concept)d] $A-E FAAHA EAA 0T T3] Y3l A&
Aoz g 7leA A ¥ o]|F FH3 7= TANAE AAolch webx 7|eH &

!

]

N

2

|5 s 2sl] Jslxe AeA olelt]o & 5o} s, wdt FAUES] AF AL
3] E4lo] H st Hoffman, 1979; Amason, 1996).

B Qe FANAY AHAA AAF A7 "o Aol dF¢FE viAe A7 =
S A} A7t Ak 34 A AEs, A s Z kel A(quality) 22l A2
oll9] Z9l(commitment)el] J5}e] k& wherhy 7P g A 7] AL ©e 2l

N

o
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A ohekd(cognitive diversity)ell &J8ted, EAsAS Z4d> ALY AAH &
(affective acceptance)l] &]3}e] J&-& vhe= HoZ 7PA%ch

AFEdS ASH T AZsr] 9fste] AF e A 10998 22 5E] ABE
F318lo] LISRELS £3F FHek7-2 2 8(covariance structure modeling) ¥4 A A8}

ek

2. AN 273 Aol AeH FAHA IA

i

A7t gol| A e] A7 ML A3 (performance)2 7NEHEE Al A 0] 7153 A 5ellA 7]

v 2% A7 455 Wi &, 7|eA A ol oleg At A
= g3 B9 Q0L 349 A< (environmental maturity)2t ® W39 Aabg-
A oA o)A FA A (creative problem solving) A o] &Jsfo] o3 3kg wr=c} I
W g AR Aseel A7 © W] AeA EAlEZ Fgo] oAFA A7 A
sho} Heislea] Alw o)

2.1 42 M=ol gl Mo}

A So] drht 2AEG e AEE At
< 93} 3 7§ 9] /‘j 4‘1—5?/} 6]-9&11}. Z A37het 3173 9] A4 % (environmental maturity)& <
TN Z2AE o) ff - oA FPo] gt B drhvt SejA-lrte] AR E dalk)
(Brown and Eisenhardt, 1995). d7/1'¢ €3 f#3% A7 33 Asse) 34 gle
Z7e] g A= 2FE wol ol FolA sivk wA], A7 dellA Foi3 W] A=t
-k 37 Aswel o] Qi) 29 W¥HWomack, Jones, and Roos, 1990)¢]

542 #3732 AU (Imai et al, 1985; Gupta, Raj, and Wilemon, 1986; Brown

ok ‘L‘
_>1:
e
2
-
=
1:[‘.
,d
0
o
o{l
o
Al
o2
)
PN
Al
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and Eisenhardt, 199%)0] &%, 22| WY M| AN F&75 AWE d<
& 30 o vk & 5 ok AN Hell B2 Agke] Fofwo] 9l& A felle

A - EBA 219 Fo] folslt). aElm AN A, A, FAE AEA R sty
AFNLE 13 chopgt 73R Ao dE fd’t hge] hsdich wmd AdtE
g o) A ARG Az gHel| R8s AHegi

At "ello] aAdede Aoz i kel A" ti(Damanpour, 1991;
Cohen and Levinthal, 1990). S<td <l #p1e) Aghe A0 5o &gt Aefssle]
2w, A% 2819 Ry Qe Astel] Aol

AN "o dAxKlongevity) = A7 Astet o] 9lek(Katz and Allen, 1982;
Sweeney and Allen, 1984; King and Anderson, 1990). A& A% A7/ &2 A7)
S 9 243 YxelM F F oA god, TRt FANES 93 W 7 el
A o] ¥-33}7] dlEol sl & AAF B - A0 o} FA] T3} ubde|
i A AYPE AL AN 92 A" EA 1ol e dHE AT F-o]
so] Qla 2§ k397t slelAM Bt A EAE A AZsA "ok

71919 AFE we Au)ay FA AEE AAEF 0L Z2A B RS F31A 70t
(Cooper, 1984; Myer and Marquis, 1969).

AN A9} g B0k §713 FAR AT A F3FE vIAA Doh(Burns
and Stalker, 1961). 7714 &5 7199] A= A1, 54 A4 77149 34 E 4
2 3JcHBrown and Eisenhardt, 1995; €7, 2002). & 4218 £714 #AV} £&55
AE AR ES] 7]1%(description)e] W& a)A] 3, 74 |8 (customer orientation)l|A] €
FAo] EA Hrh o]3d AL Z2AE A9 eldAdel AFgS Foh

w3 Qe Ahe e Z2AESL 7]9)e] A} ol F R Aol

Adeks) oA o] B&4E A e A sl =r)
I 5¢ A AN AR Jle 2 AXF dide] & AdeE dhes 3
g EAHAS 93 713]9] Zo] YA Fo%]7] wtoltHAdams et al,, 1998). 1=y} AlE
TFoke] 229 ekt 2|9 Aol Ao AA-NE 2= AT I
< ) 3oA < 24 #7 e AL 0}1/]“4'

(Brown and Eisenhardt, 1995). 771 &5 7 247} £84do] 2, Tdig A5
g3 QA9 35 28 A7 A B 23] FALEAA 32 JAle ZA 7
o}, o]t AN 73 AF LS g AN ATl FAA R AgsA Ho.

71dell A A ge] Wil vlwA 33, 8
onf g A9} fr|Hog P2} A, A7/

2l

2o

°
rr

!

o,

&}



# AN 71go] 229] 4Gkt Fale] g o AFNEE % B A
2 & ok oMY AEE 8% ] AsEe ds 9 o
d Zolet A5 5 gk wehA oljd ATAHEE F3e

ANt z2AE o2 AP AE A4 Econcept) & o] 83t s} T 7 o]Ake] A
AAE 7]%A (description)el] A= F8 SAo] A FA 55
3L, Ax A7 271E 2580 253 AEY 38 (prototype) & ANt 5E Aol
olzigt U -7l A& 7|%(technology)® EA|o 24 FA 5w EX FAE
71&2] A4S 243t dAste Ao (ZYF, 1995). &, AF ANES Tz A
HAA Whe A& EdA g EAleE HHolrt. 53] 7|&H o2 7|3 & dstd AE
WS s AN /S 71eA SAAY AR uel AL A9rt 29 "o |
A Aol el A FAHENA FAo et 2yE Abvio

22.1. Fod EMoid =28

A3 (problem solving)ol& &A1) Aefe} nistzlgt Abe) 7k A(gap)E Fole 3
Aole}, & FoiAl A Ael(given state)olA] st FE Ael(goal state) 2 7H= 7o)
2t & 5 kel B 5, 1993, 241). FASN Aoz AFFE] FAE HLoz QAo zA
A2 ArdstA Aok 2 vhg FA19] AA o] s x FA{R) 2o FAlo gk siA A
o] thekES Ao} vpAleh 28 A zohdl diohs FAld A 4sted, A A ﬂliﬁﬂﬁ
A tS 2ot Hgahe AR = FolstAl ok FAlo vk sj A o] A A-L5g)

o, w2 Azje] Abeje} nlhAd Aeizke] Aol AlRIAIA Hr)

TALES] FANZEE A3 AL A e FANE Aol dodske mE TAHYLE)
A AT A4S g A ks 48l & olasta glon w3 e wE B
3 (commitment)el] lofe} ghet. ofefat EAa)A A& FAlol gt 14, FAQ] Ao 2
APRA, Aol 2 AR HAA aela $4 ¥ F45249 314E m2H(Coffey, Cook, and
Hunsaker, 1994).

Archer (1980)& AFHES A7} T4 BatstAl 227 wdol FAo gk A os)
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olale] Fasirta sfict s Agte] A RA M= 7“(quality o] a3}, o]o AHDA
M AR g ALY FE3 Bl FeAS dFsiich dH g 43 32
& Adslolx AW E AAE 1A F3hd L3k EJ”EH"H =3 ¢ gl Zelth of
e FA AL SAES 1} A oz Aghnky & = glot. dAte] HrHE 9
=] T thA] EAG 9H o2 oA #AE A e AR s £ W “H
o]t} Dewey (1933)+& &4 ] H o] Ao|Ael AspE BA 7] HdMe A =
uhEo] A <l91A A7 4 glojo} 3o, 7bsd RE JME B2 AHES Zﬂ
| & & sle AdE = 3H ]E grha shodet
Hoffman (1979)2 Dewey (1933)¢] 2d-& B} wAAA ofg3} o] 4714 AAl 24&
AAsATE HA, Aolgh ey A wlad & gle A mE Afage] EAlste{of &
o17)o)4 Q1R (cognition)ZF2 S A A (affection) e WHEA] FEFolo} 3= siido]
Z 9] $Foll Y] EALA T BARA M AMA 24Tl TSR A E
A, 2k 5 o) oo A= o Qlx] F2 A Bl v AR AFHE HAok
gt} olx gule] A wE dgo] AN £ gl 9w S E=Dslof T
AR EARAL e ZA A GARFEe] Ak ke o) °1‘41°1 Fﬁ‘_"/}. A2
AL wupAY & 7ME o Frhs 23tk A, Z5AHE
A= erES 93ty e 2a5S wiAsH, AAH
of gt} EAI A Fdslz Qle AFREE ol d Ao 2EHAE Fistee=
2 238 s "ol olel g FA oA 2 FA o] W Rt WHA Ao vw
o T3 FAe] o7 Folrha] FA AAE AT T AS olFA A7 = A7} ut
Z o)A FAAcletn ATt ol AxA EASAE g2 AHeli b oA
MR o] 75 2R AF A 7 Solla] wAR Aol HA T

Amason (1996)-& A ZrE(affective conflict)e] A=l Abejoll e AAH 25
(cognitive conflict)o] A3k} A( quahty of alternatives) 2 ¥ Zolzhw 3}
AAA 22 ‘4"}“]' A o] gl WFHE 2 g A2 FA WAL F
ey al 458 Fukshe Ago] Qloh o714 AAA 252 A
g 74 4 & (acceptance)»} E-9)(commitment)& FFA Fef Ao §
ksiARIh AAA ASo] gle AedlAe axF ZTe] aAA A& A
(Schweiger, Sandberg, and Ragan, 1986).

o FAFANA 2o FHE agHeg d43vhe AL Ate] EAH 7 Ak
A4 - 7% 2E A HEES Fohfo] | ule) FALE 7] AeA-EIA A AiErke
A4 ¢uglth(Schweiger and Sandberg, 1989). &M A2 335 F52hg 7S

LA O 2

>

=)
o}

]

kv
ol
r°"
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E2AA7)] Z25-& WE3IL Q= dHEE $3ke S Ald wE
Hog 958 4544 27] B4 WHRTH A2 343 FANALE £E4

. Devil’s Advocacy (DA) =+ Dialectical Inquiry (DD B4 o]z &3l AF3=t
< &A3%HCosier, 1978; Schwenk, 1990). DI (Mason, 1969)+} DA (Cosier, 1978)¢} 2
AzAs e ol4% W& 194 e Png o P oNAde =Zasd
(Schweiger, Sandberg, and Rangan, 1986; Schwenk, 1989; Priem, Harrison and Muir,
1995). AA|E A7 z2AE g 7B o7 EAAL $4407 A dogx A
AT N AAA, 223 A A A3Ag A2 o] AT Al dE vIAA
2 7ot}

£ gk

rlo o

222, AL Eof FolH

ATNLE FANEY AN Hoks o, dE A Add"e g A
(quality)¥} FALEY TAAZNY B (commitment)ol] 3] 33 P=rHAmason,
1996). &, E3AAXL Zojvbrte A7 33 (Glick, Jenkins and Gupta, 1986)-2- |2 <t
9] Ao] f3lal FAUA o] FANAY AL x| w¥x B/ FAE dAskee AAA
& (Hoffman, 1979) 98 2 A7} AA =) Q771 "o AAE AL A A4 59

X]ﬂ] e ofg] wAllA At AE Folx FAAEe] A HAd 2/ EE v
£ AL A 7 E o] Fe] v ¥ WY A3Ag o] F2% 93-S vIF i Amason,
1996).

okx] Dewey (1933), Hoffman (1979) 18] 32 Amason (1996)¢] 43|72 =42 7]_1;:_;4
o2 thakgt 979] 2 (conflic) A4S AAZ sz glom, ¥ 25S 2R
Holl oJste] Ao ofo|rjejrt WHARIty ¥ gick 28w w shv Fog AL ;ﬁ/ﬂ
(affection)2} <1A](cognition) & T3t Ut AA ZS(cognitive conflict)2 #e] A
ololt]e] o] AMAlo]x|ut XA A (affective conflict)-S TAY 7+ #24 4L w3}
= FAA 847 A4

AAA 745 | W AuAHE Aol AAA oA (cognitive diversity)ell 2] 4]
Eedrh AAA tepolRt 71E T ofolt]olr} drhd thofdt B A AAIE L et
5 w3t (Amason, 1996). A thfAd-S Ho] Baldl oAAAS & o L AdE
A3 == AeR) b 22 38 e (Hoffman, 1959; Hoffman, Harburg and Maier,
1962; Hoffman and Maier, 1961, Wanous and Youtz, 1986). <1778 B3t} 1 n]d4}
Al Ao o] FojA 9l7] wiFell thFdt I ellM o] A thekil ololr]eie] H]JJ— 2L
N} g2 FAE 2 5 e s A2 ofolrfolE kst & 9ok &,

Moz 2

HO

“ N

— 147 —



e T vl e o] FAd A e kgt oleltfolrt EHEHES 31o] ofo|r]o]d
gk =] SollA Bk HPHE A2 ofo|t]oE A & & ik sl Ak g ofolriel ]
A3} ool A Al g A AL E FEte] AR TN TAE s AVE ot
A +x ok oM AAA thekdo] =5 o EAALS] AL FolA|A HArHAmason,
1996). TA9] s|A4-2 chfat 71, AA, T 22 B3 e 553 ZAjtelr] el A
Acte] AL aF Welre FAA7e AuArg A of3tel] Eeslck(Steiner, 1972;
Amason, 1996).

AN Ao © ALY TAEE S0 #3o] olok FAAE £ (commitment
to problem solving)ol3t t}ofat 7164 sz skel tgh Axe] gz} mgk ofolr]ojo] F4|
of tigh A&7 Asf A A2 ofe|r]o]e] ALz el A3} 7t FA Wt AHzE A A
9)9} 7+e & ek whgtth(Korsgaard, Schweiger and Sapienza, 1995; Amason, 1996).
olgg FA s Aol & FAHUY AMA +87 Fo] ok Hoffman, 1979; Amason,
1996; o]Ad &), 1999). AA1A 4§ (affective acceptance)o]dt © FA o] & =2 #}A|, 2y,
T8, 94, TAEA WA 2 Aol digt FAA AAA ko)t £ 4 9vh(Korsgaard,
Schweiger, and Sapienza, 1995). +A8|2 A A9 Aol 5 Ak 4], &
&, AA) ol2 e A &AL HAoly| wlte] H TAYES B AR 2 5 ole
AR FAE A GolFoleol gih 2liollA ®= "3 | 7Y A2 diste] A3 A
P48 /AT e FAAEE BN Aol B4z Fefeln) B¢ Aole). 259
] ode} AubAql ¥AA e At v FANEL 23 AAH A 2l £
A <3S Frth ' FAYE ] EAAL =5 AA A A 4-E A 2
2 iAol gk HMA 82 FAe] AR gt 7] N2 attachment) 2 A
o] &xel ® Ao ek v A EhDeutsch, 1957, Schweiger, Sandberg and
Ragan, 1986; Korsgaard, Schweiger, and Sapienza, 1995, ©]A33], 1999).

ANt Z2AE oA A Aote Fado] sle AL A(quality) #A
Aol e] E-<)(commitment)oll 8-S v+ AAA bk (cognitive diversity) 3 414
& (affective acceptance)s 233} 3P <& 1>3 Zr}h

A g W FAYE Y A3AE HA A AAA el 3 A3 AMALR
8¢ o FASAS] A Al AN B2 Frh dHE AAA chekde] Y AA
A oA s FE o FASALY A FAS AN &L Golxlet
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- <E 1> AN Eo| QXY st FAMH 2

2 . °Ix| S chary

B (Y=Y =5

=g Z 58
o FHsHZete] E (A) ZHsZeke] E (1)
AT a8 == =HslZofel =el(1) =ZH s 2ol 2| 22(3)

S =TS o = =] = |

o FHsiZcte] H (H) =HsjZetel A (1)
== =H s Zofl2| =el(H) ZH sl Zol2| =2l(H)

A7 GelAel A chepdst el sl LUTE AF AAES Qe Wey
g o) AT thpat AEAE AUT A G o - ] AfIAe] S

2A FANAE A% vy gEgstE Q789K Cooper, 1979). =2 alloF & nlgk=gh Ale)
£ & Abele} vlaee] SEEoo} & S A% 4 9ly, 183 AL FE3] st &
TFEe AR} 7S B & 4 i) o]zl tiekdt ofolt]olE BRAslm =313,

} | A dted B} A" etelt]o] & i sh=t]l ZA 714 gt wehA
AF AN ES} B EE-E thokgl ofolt]o]e] BT} =07} 2 & A 5o 1utE FA8
ZAgke] Aeo] Fobd & glrh

AN do] hekdt AF7tE FAE o A A ke 2HE HE Fr ALl
Al FAeta v A FAES AT o thekst rles B3-S P AR FALE
o]FojAl Artolzlm vl FApHel sfAgre =53 Zlo|tk(Bantel and Jackson, 1989;
Murray, 1989).

g W o ARuAle|lde ZAst s FAlSALe] Aol 43S vlAth(Allen, 1971
Katz and Tushman, 1981). &1 7704 EAjof gt A £ A2 = 7L A o Y
T 9okl ARUA el &gl Ze{glt Alo] E7] 9 (gatekeeper) ¢} viEEE] A5
J(boundary spanning)< HfruAle|Ade EA3E FAF AolvHKatz and Tushman,
1981, 1983). & Wi - o]F-2fe) AfFyA el A= FANER g St ARE A
A sto] =2l E v S A3t A7 ol= AT N digh e Ak A& A FA
EoH (534, 1996).

thekgl ofolt]o 7t A Zhol] AFA 02 == oA uf of§ Fox el FAsAte]
2 g Qleh A otelt]olr} A B FE3le] 2R olo|tiolE A ST A= o)A
ofolr]ol7t A= o] 2L e ololtjelr} 57| HellMe A4 7] AfESHME

Wi

En
2
P
Lo
Lo
P
nN

¢ mlo
N

N

— 149 —



=97t st o) 5 $ldiMe 99 Wl A3 97| AL +HA /A,
ZA8k= 3H9] 2A1A =917} B 23 AoltiKim and Lee, 1995). ©2] w3} 2|3}
v gt AeA i dAdE wlAlst ohekgt 7S NAlste] FxAl ofo]
o8] Z3s fr=shAl "ek(e]Ads, 1999).

wetA AE ANES} PEdsE oot ARULR A J2FE, Wl - o YA AE
o] 343} Fo] Q& kil ololrjor} FAY el AFA R =9 FF A
glo] x4 tiekE ko B 4 gloh a2l olel’t AAA thepe] FE&E fFd
FA 42l AR A Z25(cognitive conflict) S 7AA Hv, TALEL o|=3 Z2EL d23)
= 23 SoA tekgl =& E5 TAAETe] Aquality)S o] A ek weba o]y
ATAREE Y3 e 22 7HE S AARI

o

A

=

&

[7Hd 2] @ A58 o] QAA pdAe] 585 Tt A2 sopd Helrh

(2) MME =8(affective acceptance)r} EXsiZdlel Z¢l

HAY AFEL YAEA Y] A(quality) F 2AHE Fo $27(Cosier, 1980; Sch-
weiger et al., 1986), @ 7Y AA A 6vke-S —tr""] 5= 73 8ko] gllth(Eisengardt, 1989;
Guth and MacMillan, 1986). Z2{v} sl Aslof & EAlS] H4Ae] 33T <5317 o3¢
AgtollA A oid A F& slAcke] 252 vt Blo] FEHok sk o BAHo]
AstA EA s Aol Z-gxlofof gt o|df © FADEC] FAEA HA ol H3lo] BrH R
Fest F o A5 weEA A2 2AS o]F= F2A PHE xelA IrKDeutsch,
1957, Tjosvold and Field, 1983).

HAA pgo] & TR | 1 A, B, 55, B, TANE WA 2 A3l @
ZAAQ HA)A ukg-olal(Korsgaard, Schweiger, and Sapienza, 1995)1 2 o, 4|32
Ao gk FALY A 42 ] AfE AT FALY F2F o]F] de
ol = 93 AsizAo|r}

ZA A FAUEe] BAA A A (procedural justice)& A4 | AR]H W H(social
exchange)#A|7F dejuba, ol FAd8le] 2ol Hal FAA BAE 2A & at ohyz
zA o] 3k Z4](commitment)S F7HAIZITHAH T 5, 1997). 2AHEA "ol glojA = 9
AR L] A FAA G g A7 AbAA A el ojgt FALe] FAA el (positive
attitudes)9} 21 Z71AA F2A 02 524 WA (cooperative relations)E ZA 2HET}
(Korsgaard, Schweiger, and Sapienza, 1995). ©]2]3 &2 5ol H2E 318}
Q19 Al Aol gt 179} ZrHDeutsch, 1962; Tjosvold, 1984). HAA Hkg-2

o{l

o rlr

O

— 150 —



zA 99} foldl el7A #AAES 23 ¢leHKim and Mauborgne, 1993). Bt FAHUE
7k PAZ adsbd FAYE 7k AR FH7F WelE Al "chBourgeois and
Eisenhardt, 1988, 1984; Eisenhardt, 1989). weta] gxe} o] 7oix 2 FALES 74l
A o]oel A &3}A chGuth and MacMillan, 1936).

o)X FAUE] Ao HelM B FAAE 27T, AE AEY wARAE 2o
lom, 22 tate] FAA AAE AL b W ALY A 82 2 Adeolth

A7t "elx e FASAAAA AT FAADEC] EAEA HAFH AHF ofolr]o]
k1, TAY Zhell AlEA 2gaA 7} dolub, FAlsA A A tate] FAA A b
S 2 ) FAAL AxAH 8% (affective acceptance) ETHIL £ & ok FALE
FANE AN S A Fgo] & o TALES FAIA N Ed3A Dok A
A l)2] Z9)(commitment to problem solving)o]st FAUES EAs|Ate) 43 1
oke- AlFA7)7] Y3t FzxsHE o2 AYHHDeutsch, 1957; Korsgaard, Sch-
weiger and Sapienza, 1995). welA olaldt ATAFAEL £33l of3 22 7P & A
Alghe},

2
»

i
2 oo

o

[74d 3] : A7l dellA] AL AAA F8o] 5275 TANZ A 412 =0}

AN Holl M) A/ At ANt ARz ARl rled A3E wid3
A4, 1995, Thamhain and Wilemon, 1987; Brown and Eisenhardt, 1995). 75 || &
o] 7158 Aol ZldEe 228 F53 ATALE AFY e olFejvky & 4
sith. & AF ZAAE 71%A (description)ell 719 T2 Aol & FA 3= 9].o0, A4
ol AMEZZ A FHSHAl L 7]Fe] 3=, R Az FIAERZA Aate] rlgsivid
AP Rte] Aabs Eoba B 4 9rk(7 Y4, 1995).

S FAXHCE Asud 7Aoo drh ol o AlFE
A7) gl A S, 1995), AEe] skgE AE 7]
7+ Well 24 glo]l 3= %=7Hon-time performance)(Thamhain and Wilemon, 1982),
] 8ol glejA] FoiAl o4k W9l WellA] 8= 9l =7Hon-budget performance)(Thamhain
and Wilemon, 1982), #|E7/itell A8-5 7]&-E 7199 714 A= doht 7]k
=7HBrown and Eisenhardt, 1995), 2|3 /gl AAFL Akl 3lS 98k A48 Q3¢
AR EAZkeA7) Ut o7 Aol IHALE &E 55 AAEF AL AFde =
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tha & ¢ glet o]t 27& FEA 7w A7 AAE Folr] el e EAEA LY
Aol Lalof slv FALL TAIN AN EYEr) Eofok FrHDewey, 1933; Hoffman,
1979; Amason, 1996).

A At BgpRe], AN Sl At AA 5 A ATt AAA Q) daks vl
A "ohe]4 5, 1993, 241; Schweiger, Sandberg, and Rangan, 1986; Schwenk, 1989;
o4, 1999). webA ol&t AFAAES T8I eI 2L 7S AA

[7Hd 4] A0 "ellA] AN AL Ao] £85 Al Ashes ol Zlolt

AL "ol FAol g SAME et At dlodle TALES] AHe] 2
st 28]y 2EE TAAS Adske de® st g FALEY dEE °]Jé1°1
okt Amason, 1996). B2 AFARE| o FALE 719 ¥ (consensus)E FAA
7= EANA FAHL FlE FAAN7IA B A2 AR HY AAE oS =ik
B 73}3 ¢)tH(Dess, 1987; Dess and Origer, 1987, Guth and MacMillan, 1986; Amason,
1996). A1 A ke Fojul= M (processes) AH7F FAY S % & drht FAllsi Aol
Eolslw dzalely sh=rte] &S wA)A = E=u)(Schweiger, Sandberg and Ragan,
1986; Korsgaard, Schweiger and Sapienza, 1995), 74%<] E4lo] A& A% dF+ Ao
2 el 54 &7 AAsA HAstA] ZstA @ Aotk (Guth and MacMillan,
1986; Eisenhardt, 1989).

AL "ol QoAM= AL AE Fo]7] HaiA FALES ASA d2oF 28
sio}. &, ALY EAlE A B9 AN Aol sk vx]A FHrl(Mason and
Mitroff, 1981; Wooldridge and Floyd, 1989, 1990). o}&{gt &3} 5& Al Z kel gt
Wado|w ¥4 Bl F0]3(Guth and MacMillan, 1986), FA|si Aol dig chakt
FS FAE e ALk, AEE ke AAshet AgkE A7) dEelth mEkA FAYE
o FAs AN E9lo] T8 AN A3e Foka £ 4 3ivk(Korsgaard, Schweiger
and Sapienza, 1995; Amason, 1996). weks o]eidt AFAINEE E3ste] oS3 22 7}
g A g

=

—_

o

[7H15] : A0 Solx] FRUe) EA Aol Belo] BT ATAPE Hhe =
ob Zole.
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3.1 AFAHA

B ATE 18 A= 20049 697E 20051 2%l A AAplo2A HAst7] el
ABFEL Sl 120%2] SHANA SE - ke WA LR o] FolFth o]F A7 s|A7}
FAR 170 A8 Alelsha 10999 AH87F BAEA A AMEE o)

RS ARSAG AN AFeAE A7 22|z WA 2F8he 71% Q)
Aoz HT 4Ry AT Z2AE sl Ao st F2 A EAl W
7154l FARh 7189 vl w3kt

& AT 7HEASE fsted AR 24 e Aeigich 71 Aelx g A
A B Aol g s s AR A SBAV)E thE BuE ope) Alekel] wel mg
o Alstel A7-F $1% Aol A4 frk I3 ALY F89} b2 AT s 74
A5 o= Aol 9l o] 9} 2E AoEe] B4 o3te] A el 4E
83 A A AT Aoke] SAL A2 AN L2AE o Hojalild
TAALY AR A 7ol o7t 24 WAl o MEZA} HPHS Algsleith

& A7} 242 SPSS 9%g AR-st] Z)x FAEA T AR S sasigh Hre
B4 EAke B4R 891843} LISRELS®E ©]-4-3 2ld 284S

AsE A% 29752 LISREL8HS o]g43le] Fwekrxu 3 (covariance structure

A 8742 A4 (environmental maturity)3 ‘A7 Z2AE gle) o - o)A
740 AFNT 5ol vt 3ojHelrb el A5 DElc(Brown and Elsenhardt, 1995).
ATNE #AY AsEe e A, A 21419 g1 22 dAoenle] AdAA €
Aa}, AT A, Z2AE A ehdAdS S s BF 13709 £3oz FHo

e HAE(Likert)H 53 H=(1=48 237 ol 5=vl$¢- 2Fh2 Uk =S sleict
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glo] A3 A= Womack, Jones, and Roos (1990), Imai et al. (1985) 2|3 Gupta,
Raj, and Wilemon (1986)8] Qo &A38to] 3709 F3+-& aHEe] AMg-sidch A7 2
219] 21 Damanpour (1991)¢} Cohen and Levinthal (1990)9] 1ol A3t 274
Ba)s uhSo] ALgstdch dgte] 24 dAgekate] dAAL Adams et al. (1998)2)
Aol 278ke] 1EFE BB ARtk A7 9] HA= Sweeney and Allen
(1984)3} King and Anderson (1990)2] 7o Z7sted 2%a-& hEe] ARg-sfsich 770
ko] A AL Cooper (1984)9F Myer and Marquis (1969)¢] Q1o &7ste] 3E3-& &
o] ARg-slein) TR A E A9 elA-L Brown and Eisenhardt (1995)2} A3 €17 (2002)4]
Aol ZA3}] 28-S THEo] ARE-3lsiTh

322 QXX Cled

9124 chokAlol2H cognitive diversity)olgh 7] i ololrje]r} duh} cheFdl B o
A AAE 3 glerbE B3t Amason, 1996). Q1A1A thelAl S AlE AAES] HEs) Ax,
g AU AEA thorst Ax, g o - o ARAo|de] &S Ax, a2y A
g 7ol duh} A2A =] HErlE 2Asginh AA 13719 #3202 o] FoiA glem 2
AE(Likert)] 58 A=(1=43 232 @t} 5=v1$¢ 2Pch2 e =S spodch(E 2 3

o

F).

AZE AN ES] &8st A= Cooper (1979)9] o] Zell A3t 32 F3-& 5] A
stodn), AN 8 A9 AEAQ hekst A5 Bantel and Jackson (1989)9] o ol
%745]"’4 1888 5o ALgailt. A "o o - 9% AfrAelxle] #4438 A=
= Z34(1996)0] AHEEH A Fol|A] 3702 F3ke ARkl ARt FAY el drt
1} 2EA =907} 5=ss Jehn (1994), Kim and Lee (1995) 8] ©]/3#(1999)7}F AH¢-
g A Fd|A 6719 FaE At AHEssith

323 HMH =8

A 4-&(affective acceptance)ol3t ‘B FAHe] § 1 AHA, 2ld, F&, 9, EA
A upal 2 " sbel] ik 2AA AAA 48002} & o)gbeh(Korsgaard, Schweiger, and
Sapienza, 1995). A77Nd e AMA Fgoll HE AL 7 %1-4 ol gk 3AA AA
o) Ax, A8 A ZHBA AR, FANE Aol W 7§ A%, AL ofelriofol B
£ Aeg 2Assich A4 6719 FFoR o] R glen E]?’J‘E(Likert)"—l 54 H=(1=
As 28x Yk, 5=v% IFTHE WEEEs Stk E 2 #E).

glo)| that FAA A= Korsgaard, Schweiger, and Sapienza (1995)¢} Amason

— 154 —



(1996)2] A-oll T3t 288-& 7+ AREskaleh FA 219 Abs] A mddA A e
T F(1997)0] AR A ZellA] 23388 AA st AMgslgich EAlEA Aol g 4
£ Azt A ofolr]o] iy 8 A =r 014 8(1999)7}F AHgaE A Eoll A 22t 1884
ARzt AH8-shsict
324 sffZetel A

s 2kel A (quality of alternatives)e]at ‘A7 #4 F FeX|A == FAlo ozt
Gkt B ololtjoizt AEH o A A 71 slod=rF 2 A el Amason, 1996). &
A& Amason (1996)¢} Priem, Harrison and Muir (1995)¢] HEZ A5t} A&slgict.
AA e Lo o] FoiH glow eAE(Likert)H 53 HE(1=43 134 g}, 5=7)
T IHTHE SIS StHE 2 FE).

325 ZHsiZoel =

A 3 A 19 &3} (commitment to problem solving)o]3t ‘Tiokgt 7|44 sjAte) gk A
29 Galzh e, ofolelele] Ao et 2834 A A AL ololelole] A5A 443
37t FA gk A2 A Ao} 22 P Ak oz AFrHKorsgaard, Schweiger,
and Sapienza, 1995; Amason, 1996). %+ Hoffman (1979), Korsgaard, Schweiger, and
Sapienza (1995) 22|31 Amason (1996)9] o] 2ol A 3s}0] 6F3+S utEo] AL43slor). &
@2 YAE(Likert)H 53 HE(1=A3 28A] ¢}, 5=v]-¢ 2P hHE w332 3)gir}

(% 2 #x).

326 ATY Hot

A77H A#Hperformance)dt ‘A7 Aghg ozl 7led AR E L2k 4
1995; Thamhain and Wilemon, 1987; Brown and Eisenhardt, 1995). -7/ A 3}9)
A& 71914>(1995), Thamhain and Wilemon (1987)¢} Brown and Eisenhardt (1995)2)
Eoll 27381 WEe] AMgslh AA 6709 IR o] Fox 9len A E(Likert)A]
54 A=(1=A3% 2¥A v} 5=v]¢ 2¥chZ ukSeles slociE 2 =)

_11}11 j{)‘

LA

3.3

2

Tof AMz|gnt BEd

£ AdFollA ARSEE A xe] Al #3) 7+ WA d3A (internal consistency)S 2=

A6l 9)ste] Al A<(Cronbach’s alpha)E &3 3}ich



<E 2> HTeol Qolf

Ag| 2 28 = 5 YRR 20l5] 290
"ol g aitie ®ere Ak 78| 17 06 | -.06
Elo| st |-EDAERI NIl Ao UYL’ - |- S
—dTle g2 7@ oA Aol ECk -1 - - | -
. “oTlgE eiE MEs AbZ0l A=t - - - -
g | TR ooolae els st Alzlo] BEECH _ - .
%‘l SAolet | +da ZRHES J|gel BAN ANl ECt 74| 14 12| a1
ol
—d7le 2o oM ZAEo| EEaick )
o |2 oiar|-aToie 5 RelAs Sxsol ofE szerg oM & 21 o %) o
b4 % ol=x| 52 & Ac 69 . 191
£ [ g | 718 NEREOIN 2 Z2HEE F28 fix0 sick 76 | 01 -03| 06
o | 7lgel ol Nm Hme Msn, 73| 12 -01|-01
= | 7w medeo e MAR BAS & 71| 04 07| 17
oH ME |-ANE 4BE gt 722 o|2H &0yt ¥ 77| 13 —09| 02
etora | ojol ok Z|ejolut 2ololM A% Zolch 70| 07 o7 |-02
HE | -owleolA Coslol o 0| Hatsic) 27 | 14 23 | 04
AMES | -7|29] #Ae} Toior & SEAEZIel ol yEsICL S . )
oiats | -2iHe 27 ANl w2 MEHeZ HfH 30 | 09 29 | 04
of | MM |-aiTNy g2 Zos clekst M2vlz A UMUCH 26 | 14 23| 04
A |- o5 |-od7Hg gel - 9% JALEe St - | - - -
1 |ARUol| - ToliLe E Led e IR £50| # 24 1 15 20 |05
M |-z U - oise] Mevtel oiLfd 2AE ZSEIUCH 24 | 10 3 | -08
o 012l aletEl ofolclolS0] REIAIE Sck 95 | 7 09 |02
S | ama |-M2 ol=Hel ofolcioisol MEH 2 stsick “o8| 12 Z47|-02
g1 7ol |-ololciojEe Mz SIEE 2o HMEIAC) —11]-01 08| -01
HEM | -MeMD SMEACR 2 = HUch 01 |-of -03| 08
=o| |-go PMES A Aol 200 | -01 -02| 19
-glo] o7 wis} x/EA oL}, 08 | 05 2| 2
- 2583 —oiofet =z=MEQS MZo Cfst U0l AU 24 (-1 66 | .12
§ | vz |-wPdw sol 24 ol die PNl 3l 121 ;3 74| 2
X |APEl DE | -A7AT § 7AW o= dziet ofag % 18| 25 72 |-03
2HA -PMee 2HE AlzlslT UAUCE -07| .06 76 | -02
* | A48 |-2H6Z ™ol Wslol 2= FHASO F - | - -1 -
=
€ Muaeg |-d=g sAZoll st 2& ZHAUS0| & - - - -
HZ | yarore | -EHE0I et ofolCioje] @m - 35 FEE -1 - [
ool | =T | _yMEl sjzot2 2Hof HEH Moz +F0 07| .08 10| 86
= 2| cierst ofoltiolgol £ = &S SUch 47 113 00 | 84
_TMele J|&d siZotel STt dok) o 24 | 20 42 | 07
ox _pHeS ofolciolZ 2o Mgstm, AmAl | M2 Z08 |11 Zo6| 24
HZ | gz | OMOICIOIS HBaH0] 2R} 3128 bl =2fsigich
ool | THNE | _Hoo matd SHE & Heolstol ofolriofE Hestch, -08] .16 07 | -05
=8 | _Fyese gol #EHolch 19 | 21 05 | .00
29 _INaSe] SHHZS 9IF BYS EUCh 22 | 29 24 |01
_pHae sohjola 2Eel R0l 23D 15 | 26 00 | 14
Dlamoz mzME MM 7|2H S4S & 31| 74 24 | 15
o7 lgel gh2E ARE (2 ol 2RECh o7 | 7 o1 [-.10
Jher| ot moger | 6|20 2lojAl Fo{F ofst Wl Lol M S| Zo6| 67 06 | 10
MTH| AT |-oiTolg Zoiee Y saleles sl Jlofsts olch 06| 75 Zos| 11
5 o= MEvls mede Al soNo2 B 06 | |89 13115
_eiswel Aobe A8 AR So|ZCt, 18 | 75 04 | 06
DFX| 50 |36 21120
Mo 2 AH%) 15.1110.8 75| 6.1
T MAEEA%) 3651473 64.11702
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74 AEEe 2AMNA I} F& 453 Al9gE 972 A2 A4 (alpha)+ 900 it

ol QA AN} G 28-S Al9F 115822 A3 A< (alpha)E 9601
2A-ANA A G 28 A3 47322 A3 A (alpha) = .7601%]
LA 7L G 1288 A9g 283402 41245 (alpha) e 7250,
< 65322 Al A (alpha) = 349tk A A 65802 AlF
A4 (alpha)e 8%t} & AollA ARERE HEo Al Aee AR AH3] -4
g AL %i%i‘:}(:‘frf%}% 2

£ Qe 23 A5 g S A5 ste] 284 8% (exploratory factor
analysis)® &lA QelBA (confirmatory factor analysis)& AHE-sIth &4 9Q1 54
< F=2.9] ¥4 (principal components)iﬂr varimax 27t 3AH-S ARR-stoic) g4 g9l
A Ads <E 2>9F Zth o]F 29l AAEke] APAle] &7 el 6 o]ate]a, AAle]
E3bA] & NdellA LA A o] 5olEll R st 3] gdAle] sle AL
2 3ot meba 87 AaRedA 483, AAA ook elA 288, AAA 8l 283
s te] Aoflx 15gke] A=t A TS Wz A% 3 A7 6 2919 R
A& 2080k Egkon F3 AAlE= 6702 gl s 70.2%7) A=) welx] EAEA
o AMSEE S FASE HE off B el AHEE AEEs YA T M Aol A3
g Aoz A=

Ao a3 Wl elde] digh S RAE A8 AR #elAd elE
LESREL8%-2 o]4-3 ML# (maximum likelihood method)2- AH&-slsic}. #4148 23]
& B E o] 2L A4 (exogenous variable) 2 Z1sle] Aba7bel] Abste] EAfskeE A
o2 pgsant 2el3 2 oS Ale] Mg 1002 24 A2y 2w
HEE A oA o] A sFAckoleH, 1990, 132). |1 o] 24} S| §
YAE 7] 3t HAFE(1-0)& A A0 "o A3l THelF, 1990, 127).
galA g9l EMAF 6719 SAHS] 2]l F3lERE 89e0|A] 98eINo, AR (3=
1176114 1428 FAA SR o} £-93 A2 vieht 7k 23w 4r] gul2s “7‘45]91 2
< HoAFgict. 223 7 | wpite] Al 027014 0489 £EE HAF m] z
A2 (t3h7 L5 271 do] 2 WgE Zlolls f-o% Aol gl Aoz L}E‘r‘ﬁ"’} i
Zhe] A2 1.0(204 3 A3 #-2]3 Apolzt slolA 2 Wie] AN Zhell= *&‘%E}"*
Aol sle AR eyt

-

v

(<3

M
2 re
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4.1 7| =&H &4

WS 7% flste] SAREA ] 45 A5E 109700]e} ¥ Froiate dAdo] 102
Moz AA 9%6%E AR g A#-E 2044E 514744 chekatA EEH gloH At
33.340]c}. FA] 2g-E AFNEEA 35%, At E Alx A 6%, s A 5
B} #4 252 o Agith ZRAES] £37]7kel it AtellMe 6709 mlvte] 17%, 67
Aol 1 wlRbe] 419, 11del|A] 21 wlwke] 30%, 2:dell A 3id wlgke] 79 XA|sla ek

B 2A B 7|7ke] A7 Z2AE Foslgdct ZRAE o] QYdsE 39 o]} 13%,
494 69 44%, THlA 99 21%, 1094 1274e] 10%, 139 o]4te] 11%F AHA13sdrh.
vl A ghefqlgde] A& "*71%‘! 3 AFLe] BA¢ ke

FWVaZIFS Slste] AME wige] AEA e AT 84 AR 31, AAA B 28,
ARA 4= 217, ﬂﬂsﬂ?é‘w AY 329, A F40] 29, AFNE A3} 29724
AAH e 58 Az Fokgt 3l wla| Hito] Atk

7t S J4 ABAGE B <E 3> Zoh AT e 34 A5EC=32), ¥

As|Ake] A(r=33), 28z FANAN ] £ (r=45)7 £ AFL RoErh TAs 2
o ol FAA 83 F AR(r=34)F BFoh EAaAte AL AAA chiA
(r=29)% E& A#AAE BFa Ak

<E 3> Z} g 249

o
i
=
T

W o oIx|T Cietd | MMA 48 | dZotel B | 2xsiz 2 | ANy A7
E 4=k 27 12 25" 29" 32"
QXY chety 25" 29" 33" 28"
HME 8 a7 34" 23"

2HsZetel A 25" 33"
2HslZollel = 457

) *x p<0.01
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4.2 782 HS

B Ao myox S A U= oA S(exogenous variable)s 7 ASE
(environmental maturity)$} <A|A thFA(cognitive diversity) Ze|x AHAA 4
(affective acceptance)o|t}. 9| M2 R of 3-8 dh= YA 4(endogenous variable)=
FA A2 A(quality of alternatives), A3 Z 2] & (commitment to problem
solving) 181 04—?7}1‘:” A3 performance)o|t}. 7+ o] EH 4 shte] 2AWLR o] Fo]
A gle} shte] SAMSE 23 Qe FREA o|Hles} AU FUAE o) A3
of B]AE E(1-a)8 &R 2ate] weko 2 143819 th(Joreskog and Sorbom, 1989, 153; ©|
S5, 1990, 127). 7Rl 9] 7Pdste o] 2wl 7] A= <f 1>3 ek $A42
ULSH (unweighted least square method)& ARl £ A2 A3 s FA3

A3} x2=11.1(d.1f. =6, p=.08), GFI=.98, AGF1=92, RMR=.07, NFI=.92, NNFI=902.% A% &
S Aubdog mdo] AA xgelM & FgEche AL BojFrt

W AEE A% FEREAA d AR <G 4>9 2t

M 112 d#1Ee 33 455t 5555 AT Adke ol Aelzke 7Hdol
o} 2 7P g A ()] BAR et AR EATH(T5=28, t71=2.53). 01419 o] AT
ol e} 7ol B4 Asre A7 Al w4 J¥E vk DM 21+ °El:r7‘7ﬂ‘:'L
B9 Qx| thekgo] FE5E FAsALS] Aol FolA Zlolehs Mol B M E
A7 A+ FAZ Jeht A=A HT19=.36, t34=4.18). AAA thekdo] 255 —rlﬂffH
ko] Aol &9k} [Hd 31 AN o ALY AAMA o] BEFE FA A
Eqlo] FolAl Folgke 7Pdolnt £ /ML o3 A(HE FAR et A= KT
=46, t34=4.76). 94 2] AAA o] F24F LA AN Eslol wsketk DM 4l
A7 "ol FAls|H ko] Aol FE5E AT Ay} ol Flolghes Mol £
TV fog A(+)9] AR et A== Ak (Ba=.26, t74=2.37). EANAE LS AL AT
Mk Ao Eelvhe o)A A9 Fdsich [PFd 5l A7l "HellA 7419 "r‘xﬂsﬂ
Ao Eglo] #&45 A7E A} oA Zlolghs 7pdelth & /M-S 7o’ A+
o] BA 2 Jeht A ohBy=.39, t34=3.97). ZAls1 A2 Eqlo] ¥&F At "é
e F AR Yelglth

ol & E3le] ANy €] Al A de] A A5k, wAlsEqke] A, a3
TAS AN el g wherhe o] AFEHA 2l TA s AL AL e A
2 thofAdol, A A B2 AU HMA FEeof Ate] dF§FE Werthe AR A
FH A
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T31=.28(t=2.53)

T12=36(t=4.18)

A=A T23=.46(t=4.76) > B32=.39(t=3.97)

8
<12 1> eiTRYn SiT
<E 4> g7agel M5 Z2Aset f g

HdEE FE FHE HEAS tEk
B2 S5 - Ay A 028 253
oIX|E cletd — EMsZorel A 036 418"
HMH 28 - SrsZolel 2¢ 0.46 476"
=Hsigete 2 — A7l Mo} 0.26 2.37
srisiZolel B9 — ATy Szt 039 397"

MUY @@ S35 x%=11.1(df=6, p=.08), GFI=.98, AGFI=.92, RMR=.07, NFI=.92, NNFI=.90

) * p<05, ** p<Ol

5. =9 9 &5 AFFA

.l

2 A7e ANE WAL AN Aol dFE viAe 3 Asze) A Wy
AEAE AL A Egkr) AN 39 AsEe AT Aol ol AA dds
oAk 283 e AsAg Ao | WY QXA tofdE dopEs 9 EAEA
ko] A £35S FoiFglon, B Ol FAYY A 82 A7 tedlx e EA )2 el
S FIFc w3t FAS At A A A B9l 27 At At §9)
A ke vA L gle eE AFHA

VI AL B3 AR A2 Y2 219 9 A 3] sl °4%’-7H‘“°ﬂ
ol

“ v
= Zo] AE Je) Aol 34 om e 7/1014. 131‘4 0131?'5& 94T %7314 2L
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Fax oA FR2L HA 3l At Aoke 34 os it g Ui

Hell 23] #H-4-=7] wfFolrt.

AN "o At 85 7] AN A A4 EXAE R o) Farte
A7 = (problem solving team)o|2} & 4= gich A7 & ‘wH53K(satisfying) =
o] ehjel AaE F83) VEAIE FUF S Fohbhs AF FAHE o)
oh 2oh a3l A EAHES fside At g9 AF thefAd (cognitive
diversity)o] sgotok et AEA o] thefdl elolt]ofr} Abs wis ] A=Al o 39
Al A Avtel g 28 4 gleh 223 FA-e FAVE A =HHM 2 g
zlo} v}olzl= Wi o]t} o]+ Alo]E(Simon)e| ‘2A¥|7| & 23 (garbage can model) ¢4 ]
H EAY A2} s G4yt viA =R Feka A2 HE5aE 4ed9)e A ol F4F
stet. AN "ellMe] AAA cefAel oJsir] aideke] A 3 d3ke ubA Hrl
=3 o FALE0] "Holvt FASA FA el diste] A2 F450] 2L w) FAYY
A A2 B9l(commitment)-L Eolzlc) xA PE-L /| BP0 T FQ 7 sl FAs)
Aol g | FAYS AMA 82 99 A4S EA TE Aotk A og FAA
-5 Hole TAYS “‘rj‘xﬂ?'sﬂé Aol tigh EI=r} EolxiA 29 St 2o} L
AL AL HE3A G AEHOE k¥ Y5 RAFA H7) wEelrh ol o
TN %Lc"ﬂ*%/] 4] %‘ﬁ*ég o] u] g},

25 AN 52 V1Y AAYE BAATE 254 $HoE Y AxEHa

Itk & %5%% 2 ek Wol A7FHoR AT A mYES vy A6 el
AN AE Fole w-E Fobugich AT FA A IR 25 A 3
o2 AL VA AXMA 252 FAA R JE A Hol we} oJgA A7
52 Fe3le sdee] AL =99 FA °“:rL7HHL°ﬂ F4E 7 UEE & 5 9lS Ad
7kl gk o] 23 - A AAAG AR

g £ At w2 7] A AU ek 3, A7 g2 A
F AFE AABA] Fakdoh °“:rL7HH = Ll AZho] A8E 3 H]te] FAEY] wle
Aol Bt Adejol o] AR A whil S AHSslsich EAE, AT e} "owiA
= ol &3 3 Q1Y A %XS]%}?&EHE olch AA R, A= F #H A5z AXH
ekl & AR T oig Fo] AL AEZF Dotk Ay BgAe wolr] 7
T3] #Ao] dag AR ¥l

2 A7E B8l goere AF FAE =& oy 2ok 3K, Amason (1996)-& A
A ZHgo] wiAlE Aefol o] 1A ZFo] FA| sjEske] A& woled], Al A

A Z-5(cognitive conflict)-2 A A2 Z-S(affective conflict)& Suksl= Adko] glclw 3}

O

X ¥
i

o2
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Ak zEv B dedla Y oA oo (cognitive diversity)# 1A &(affective
acceptance) 7te] A#A ¢ 2534 FA3 H(+)9] AE BoyFo) Eajd o tlokst
o739 FEol AL A AMA 2ol s Ao A A A2 HE S Aus
Aol &gk BA{ol A= 29} HhljE = A S BolFQl) ol FAY Zholl Aoz 4
2 o 23]7 thoFd o] U o glvke $HE BojFrh ool digk | Wi °4:r"7P
stolol & 7l o2 fdkdln) 4, & A7 2oy 7Psk A x|t A5 A el 9] £
o] At Aol frofgh AL WXL el W A77E glolok & Aotk FAY
59 FAHAAY B APE Aol oGS v A et w3} ik} s doke st
Agshe S T 317] af ol A SAREe] Ao ke wA Aolzt A &
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