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Creative Problem Solving Group’s Dialogue Analysis of Discussion Process
and Its Relationship with Product Creativity: A Case Study of the Ageing Health

Promotion Product Imagination Workshop

Ying-Hsuan Lai
Abstract

The purpose of this study was to explore the relationship between the creative problem solving
groups’ discussion process and the creative products they came up with. This study was based
on mixed design. Qualitative research design was first used, then quantitative. In order to
facilitate the sampling, the study recruited college students to participate in workshops. A total
of 33 members were recruited and the subjects were divided into seven groups. This study used
video observation. The discussion portion of the workshop was divided into four stages:
demand generation, problem construction, idea generation and product planning. After the four
stages of discussion each group completed creative products. Field experts were invited to judge
creative products using the CSDS Scale. The videos of group discussion were used to categorize
dialogue as "Providing Information", "Explanation", "Integration", "Idea Generation",
"Refinement", "Expressing Comments", "Confirmation", "Task Participation" and " Not
Related". Then, according to the creativity scores given by the experts, variance analysis was
used to divide the groups into high, medium and low. Two coders were invited to assist in
coding the dialogue at each stage. The chi-squared test was then used to analyze the differences
in dialogues at each stage. Next, two-factor mixed design variation analysis was used to analyze
the product creativity and the pre-test and post-test mood questionnaires. The analysis showed
that group product creativity is correlated to with positive emotions. The results of this study

provide future direction for research related to creative problem solving group discussion.

Keywords: Creativity Problem Solving, Product Creativity, Group Discussion Processes,

Exploratory Design
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R PRE LA

1. #FIP B (Mess-finding, MF )

2. # B34 (Data-finding, DF )

3. % Bk 42 (problem-finding, PF )

4. # .8+ (idea-finding, IF )

5. # Bf2 % (solution-finding, SF)

6. & R¥7 4R anfz ¥ (acceptance-finding, AF )

Isaksen* 1987 & #F A i g * CPSPF » T 7 € R 2 RBIER & * L2 [Ff
HERAPHEe 2 2L R*HFILERADA 2328 82 X FEEA1989F >
Isaksen*7i3 372 CPS= = i = f@ B fiist ¥ > & 5 = B A & =i~ BIFE 2 CPS
RARE MM AR A G2 % A B A A T 213 (getting the problem ready ) ~
4 8.3 (generatingideas) % {7#+2+ % (planning foraction) °» = i & & (»x &
77~ BRFE . B CPSHN Y » B B B2 W LB €38 % FagltL 4o

KpFF i g2 ogF A%k n Pl FREKELY ER- BEF T
Mz i magded A5G M OEREG  F - BRI 7T F R
BREMEHL L T TR o LCPSY » & — 2 > 5 7 f# 1 42 (getting the problem
ready) (- &8 RFICPSeE%m 3 4 ) > 46 & 7 = FFf > & B &
% B¢ B (Mess-finding, MF ) ~ 3 3§ #L ( Data-finding, DF ) £ 3 7. R* 4% ( problem-
finding, PF) ; % = = i» 5 2 4 2.5 (generatingideas) » H ¥ N & 5 - BrFE:
% I2k+ (idea-finding, IF) ; % = & i» 4 (7#:* 3% (planning foraction) - H ¢
& 5 A PFE > LR Y (solutionfinding, SF) ¥ & £ 7 4t 4 % chfz ¥
(acceptance-finding, AF ) (Isaksen, 1989) o } it ;% B IZ 40T £2-3 o
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%2-3 1989+ Isaksen®1i2 372. CPS= = i» = FEE

F i * M &

m

1. 7 2% 48 (getting the problem # P (Mess-finding, MF )

ready ) # MF 4 (Data-finding, DF)

7% R 48 (problem-finding, PF )

2. A4 g+ (generating ideas ) .8+ (idea-finding, IF )

3. #5334 (planning for action) % B.f# ¥ (solution-finding, SF)

HRFHER fE ¥ (acceptance-

finding, AF )

Isaksen® 4 (1993) fi5iE— & 7|# 7 2 T » Isaksen% & Jﬁ" #1992 # #-CPS
Pdlee g > CPSIE R A= R E S = = > & B E 7 f2# 4% (understanding
the problm) ~ # # 2.+ (generatingideas) - {7# 3> 3 (planningforaction) o %
BR MR B - DU LR ARG 0 A ARSI iR @

LR P S e o

B RS HCPS Y » HY Z BARAREE TG A BREE S AW HFRT
B 2% (mess-finding) -~ # R F# (data-finding) -~ % JLA 4L (problem
finding) -~ # Mg+ (findidea) ~ # M fE % (solution-finding) % X % I

(acceptance-finding) » HFF B H ¢ IR 4077
1.7 f2F* 32 (understanding the problem) :@ % & 7 = Ff &
FEER - - IFI BB PR PRF Rp TR %ﬁiﬁ—‘ﬁlﬁ BRI FE -

BB A QAR R R SER SR T -

12



2.2 % 8.3 (generatingideas) @ ¢ 7 - [FE

3.77# 3+ 4 (planning for action) @ ¥ & 7 & FFf
PR BT -BIfEE DT AGERERE > AT L BEET IR o

Fefis @ BB NE RN 2  REF WP RIRGE - FHR

FRAT AR P EKEERE  Aw DGk - RERELRF- o

Bt CPSHEN Y o % ¢ (TR BATHEL T LR &L Y > TR L Y E Y &
FRIFEBIZ D o Ry F RO EET ) RaL T pLaEr a8
2w FackE o hHER- BhG T FHaORE A 0Bl Bk

sfi;\: o

EERT

PG RHE

TERE 7ot &

®2-5 1993#& CPSH-3|2 W

Isaksen, S. G., Puccio, G. J., & Treffinger, D. J. (1993). An ecological approach to creativity research:
Profiling for creative problem solving. The Journal of Creative Behavior, 27(3), 149-170.

Treffinger, Scott £7 Isaksen (2008) CPS*:2008+# ¢ jF % = w & 3 ~ ~MPFE
SRS PR TR AT o B AL R Py WA REE G R AW R IR 2R R

KiEFRY o

13



7 f2P¥ = » (The Understanding the Challenge component ) 42 & %k suid
TE SRS RE AfF AR B g x4 5 = B 2448 ¢ (Constructing
Opportunities ) ~ 4% ;# #c$5 ( Exploring Data ) ot = B AL ( Framing Problems ) -
& & 4 2.3 2 (> (The Generating Ideas component) 2 % ¢ 7 — B gL+ & 4 Gff
o B AR AFRREREN <« 20 (Grgis) o 5 kgt
S (RLAL) AT FF DS (RAME) 0 E LNl 3 B e
(Fxir) o

R A% 43 &f & {48 iF & 2 (The Preparing for Action component) 42 » R
%Eﬁ’ii#ﬁﬂi#i{zm HE FBNT G g o )b A ARG R A LA PR
% — 5% B AR 4ErF & (Developing Solutions) » % = % % JcF# £ (Building
Acceptance) © % B (AR RIFFEA & 420452 T & > dok - PP RN X S
B o MR RERGFFEE NI RR S {EF S F2 o FRIFIECRF frsppﬁgngA
T ERFT AR EREEE Y R SRS SR S
o BHAELRET A BREAER SR L R ESI D EERE %
B3 RBY AHREREA LRI D O FENARKET FREOESF o A
LIS S SEE L S LR RS IR o e S Rl
TRt NI 52 0 T2 SR T R HLAEF] R 0 i gink 1R

2 AHREIoE R AR YA ) RBE BT N B S & AR LoF

7

22,

e o Bt > § B3R 3% (Planning your approach) = i » 8 ¥~ B F
Elrena o BCPSHAI ¥ il ¥ w2 ke BRAfRAE (P e (73

fe e+ iT (Isaksen, Dorval, & Treffinger, 2000 )
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st # L

Al s & -

GENERATING
IDEAS

UNDERSTANDING
THE CHALLENGE

PREPARING
FOR ACTION

PLANNING
YOUR APPROACH

®2-6 2008+ CPS 6.15%x &

#L %k Treffinger, D. J., Selby, E. C., & Isaksen, S. G. (2008). Understanding individual problem-
solving style: A key to learning and applying creative problem solving. Learning and individual
Differences, 18(4), 390-401.

F R enCPS * uf 3 B FEART Ao gt H5N 01985 R A G o FRenME S
AR I BRI R U |l 2l S MR I ﬁxﬁwﬁiﬁ»fii“ v EhAe g o CPSE
BB CPSHSS ek [P e CPSH B 1%

Vﬁ‘}?f'/f'ﬂﬁm" \‘1?’, E\'f,‘] ,g)ﬁ:hi—}’r %\mﬂ £ o

7 &% BE <M Howe (1997)
1.:5:F %

A

a9 * 7 :ﬁ%%{f’ ‘L u-,'%%* 'H—:‘L“V ;P& %f?—g&‘ﬁ’g{ih 1%:}7%
(=2 R4 CRRBEH S AR B 7 BAEL Y KGRk TR D
Rt RN R BRI LT HRLY R
ﬁké\"‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬂﬁ;"'ﬁ}%fﬁ? ' ?J‘/,Ffj'g_f’_}‘.!\:‘ - %K/}v\fg‘ﬁ;’_‘;’ ),\.E"H}:%
Fo- TR LMMHGNE R SV RS T AR B

4.7 % 300 A FREE > & T O DAY o

Arid o Aig MR REFRABART 2 H_F 28 R

RS g ERL eI S L A

[ A



(= ) Mumford £] &, 7% # B f25550

O kA SR T R LI R A T A -
Bplid 1R BRI AR 2 T AR B 42 #5 - Mumford ~ Mobley ~ Reiter-
Palmon ~ Uhlman ¥ Doares (1991 ) ERR S B SV E E et e B K el
RLfRAFARY o ¥ S R B AR AT o WA R AT BRI F A
fod @ A58 PR AR A R 0 IR R AR R ﬁ;gk%~rr¢k«;r~\m7 b
S o drk R 2R ARy menisdl o g A
EATESGL IR G o 0 G It A N R e ehgk+ (Finke, Ward, & Smith,

|
‘-‘—\1—

El\!:.—fj-v}fi,_‘)g';;

1992; Mumford, Olsen, & James, 1989 ) o & {& » & Jf 4 %172 2 (7380 » ¥4
D rgrr ¥ (7 e %33 (Mumford, Schultz, &Van Dorn, 2001 )

Mumford -~ Medeiros §= Partlow (2012) 4%t T BAAEERA A D
4o @] 2-7 ¢ Aror eng i FEARECA] o MR B AR L L A R A TR
(problem definition) ( Csikszentmihalyi, 1999) - 3= & € 3/ % D W 3 4
(information gathering ) # it > » € P EER I PME L fZ DS 3 o it
TR SN ik F {24 2 & (conceptual combination) ek # o APLA & & FF
B MATandviiE (TR S > ¢ g B3 A 4 (idea generation) fr i 3T
(idea evaluation) - % § *3:*3] (implementation planning ) F# £ @ F B &L 2
PV ERORZ > T REFEHEERZ R o AR b i 0

FE o bR - FERALT LR R w I - A

16



Problem Definition

v

Information Gathering

v

Information Organization

v

Conceptual Combination

v

[dea Generation

v

Idea Evaluation

v

Implementation Planning

v

Solution Monitoring

4+ L+ L_*

W2-7 Mumford¥ % #7fg2 £] R S & il
F#L %% : Mumford, M. D., Medeiros, K. E., & Partlow, P. J. (2012). Creative thinking: Processes,
strategies, and knowledge. The Journal of Creative Behavior, 46(1), 30-47.
@ % Mumford ¥ § @ {704 — k7B 3 {8 > BT AELT Al N AR

fe v ihbe RJZE R 0 ¢ 5K ALHEZE (problem construction ) £ R ALE IR

(problem finding ) ( Getzels & Csikszentmihalyi, 1976; Okuda, Runco, & Berger,
1991; Reiter-Palmon, Mumford, & Threlfall, 1998 ) - % 4 4z & (information
gathering ) (Davidson & Sternberg, 1984; Qin & Simon, 1990) - #%£4 * &

( conceptual combination ) ( Finke, Ward, & Smith, 1992; Mobley, Doares, &
Mumford, 1992) - 2.+ & # (idea generation) ( Guilford, 1950; Plucker &
Renzulli, 1999) - 12 % 2.5 =i (idea evaluation) (Basadur, Runco, & Vega,

2000; Runco & Chand, 1994 ) -
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Scott » LonerganZ Mumford (2005) 2L 987 3 45 1 & B° AL 24 Az @
AR E  hE R AmAREY > HP - 72 LA E e 2
(feature search and mapping) > % - A BEHF & SHRCF 2l (a

case-based approach) - & g% B 3afF4¢ » 4 % & (Conceptual Combination:
Alternative Knowledge Structures, Alternative Heuristics ) & # 7 & 4 - %
( Finke, Ward, & Smith, 1992; Mumford & Gustafson, 1988, in press; Rothenberg,
1986, 1996; Ward, Smith, & Finke, 1999) » 24 % & Edpen A B EE L 7 s
REATRI R LG MA DA F kA A Ao s (Mumford et al.,
1991) » #i e & o 374 ‘%‘%frf T T oA € A2 AT o~ ATHE TR~ AT

iE

E=1)
i

(Finke, Ward, & Smith, 1992) o % % 1wt frfgdriot ~ % »

ER TR
() wi LSBTGS HE

FlAE R AR AR FERMEY O RCR mvgﬂffgﬂ[ﬁ
Ao s LB 2 TR R AR AL e AT R SRR
(2017) #7#% M e @ B & 58 1 42 8 1f? #-5% (The model of integrating
cognition, emotion, and motivation engineering imaginationtrainingcurriculum, #§ £
ICEMEI) - ¢ .58 2 % & #73% ¢ CPS f= Mumford % § S RAr = AR T el op )
fRiA-FE PR AR S AR I > OV EE S CDIO (2423w #03% ) & A 1R A2
A TREE A | > B P i s BT e BR85S & B
BB P T E o RGN T R E SR T F AL | R R 1
S TR ARTR S o RS TS, BHRERE A%
PR REBESEMORE D SR TR AR 0 BN IFERE RRT
fhkgRA Rl S Sepa: TASNEYTE ) o R RERTE R
b R IFatE S Bt THERE L FRI R AR R R

B g

MY ABREROLTEERREETE S 0w T RaEf g

RS RY  ART B

B it F 2
PR - Bae i PR g AN L L RAIEES ) RAE R ELE RS
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o BRAE BEBRET o € e # % o BT F 02 3 (Higgins,

Roney, Crowe, & Hymes, 1994) | & 23§ e » A9 58 f hilie £ g2
B TR FE ALY 4 o g4 ICEMELAZER G A B E & D
EiEgAR o AW TEA ) TR, o F AR KE R FERER

(T

B REREFARLTE A R RBE L TR ORI KL
RO K 0 R R S - A ehikor 0 BT SRR hikr o A5 2 b
RAS 4 B EMET » B 2 ks o 4o S (fAEH) -
AR R g (FFRAZ NS -+ A2 - AREIF
PEOVERGE) B AREEEAR e W (el g R

L2 adr ) & oo

W I g PR 3= 4l

-

¥
o
¥
i
Y

EET A%

o N T~

= WRko A8 M H 5
= JE 16 15 &
o 4% 5 £ XL By A

ASLHFE

o & BAT

F12-8 ICEMEIH#:-3)

TR AR D ERE L s H s (2017) o B* STEAM SN £ Y A48 1 257 ER
3 ZARS 2T MAREG L RB RS REPHE G- 128§ RERS s i
Ao PHEINBEBRIEKT A 1R TP T4 (%% 0 105SWFD0750393) -
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% & CPS ~ Mumfford = ICEMEI = f& 8 >t g1 2B 3L f2 44050 » 5 B B M

LR NEE RS R X S E LR ?M cs F 0 P i
7 TBEF A4 | chfade o SR - FRECERRT AL S PRGN T S AT
«ﬂﬁL~*’&w»¢ﬁwrﬁ%&§J’%~%% BT o 3R A%
# oi:ﬁ%%%:&{%—;ﬁ%ﬁ,iﬁ;g A B2 MMHEN O PR ;F% —Frg»};
PR 2 RACER Y o I CPS 3 AF - FEIRE T FIA AR Y B
5 ’—ﬂ%ﬁ;ﬁz B - T ARIFEEFHICE f%\rf(f’},\.‘?';"rﬁ}_ W e

e = §_: Mumfford (2013) #w|3s 44 L8 2 4 > & =g g (2017)
ICEMEI P % »~ Big B 8L ~ 4% ~ 0w 4 ~ T e, B4 -

( = ) él]l% lL’}_ F‘:a ﬁzﬁ; lj‘——t ﬁ'%

Rl 4 Ry A AT TN SEREIRS D FEBT A mrER
Nickerson (1999) w fpis2 #ic- & 4p i < )r% v F B A12F 57 3 (Amabile, 1983;
Cropley, 1997; Guilford & Tenopyr, 1968; Perkins, 1990 ) 4 7 £]:& L. % &t 4 it 5§
d A 3 8 o Scott® 4 (2004) 12 2 Ma (2006 ) #-iE2 #ct & kenk {88 4
VYA L R AR A BT e A E A Al 4 DR G B

T5FEFOpld L REREN ¥ ARG AN ok o

BAlE A DRE KRG A RL A - L EHET AR AR

A (Blde PR F P R s e s A RS R AR
FRPAEES ~BF A2 T FRME) RFPTRY FF g FENE
#

R LR Ut W k- RIE 3 BT h2 5 Blheir S F AR R
P2 FFr R FRENELEHIT E%}F‘ié‘ﬁﬁ"%ﬁ’,,—\lg\?ﬁbg’%ﬂlﬁ’l Moo
BB Ful g RS- (PR T 5260 R R 1

ERAIBRTRE S AR AT HE brk A 5 4 iy 4 il = (Osborn,
1963) 2 H L fgjed in™ 2 c G HEFHFT AP @2- - B A7 E

=

FHRAv A7 AAEy 4y o LS 1 /28 4 #5% (The model of
integrating cognition, emotion, and motivation engineering

imaginationtrainingcurriculum, f§ #ZICEMEI) # &% ehg)id L ¥ 8 HiE » #
g g M -
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THET R RREY RED B OAAE RETT F S K nhlg
PTG A i E S RS BRE S EBE 2 TR R “//Ttﬂ’ g
Fiz b AR

ZEEFY R F - 0wt T A R

s

é—_j\/gﬁxili%iﬁﬂ ’IEE’;"—/\N /}If(i?@%ﬂpj‘pm

1. %+ % F iz (brainstorming skill )

Rlig 32 R idny 7~ A9 %4 i 2 b o w ko DB LR
# g b5 5 Osborn v 1939 & #7ig 3> o4 jeif i B Alex F.
Osborn ¥ - FF R 24 = & (BBDO) 4] épﬁ » Osborn ** 1939 & pFfE iz & P 42 i1
FI-Bo S0 B FEMBELFRSE R A PG B AR FEEEL
PRERMAES TP HLE®R, -

4 Jcif i (Brain Storming )~ 5 B fa b Je i# o+ AESE L TAT S iR
BT R ot T RAR: THEEBAE ?EDFJ’%éFﬂﬁﬁ&{’
R - RAEA R o R S A B N TR L
R FEF e AR g N LR & B A ATg S (Osborn,
1953) o B A /ﬁf/f@’twuﬁ ﬂ'\}* {mé ,E; O 'Jii/z' » F| U 5&\2%4%5& B B 't'»
Eo P R R YR kAR B 0 iEa A2 AIRTOREE (Bowkett, 2007 )

ARG BEANRELE R T ABFHEL (MIFE 0 1997)
® 542 AARAARE:

(1) 2£8:=%7 (Deferment of Judgment) @ fe3% J1 82 SfF B pF > 2 B ek d
’f#—iﬁ s f?_v't% = '1;3’—{%’ .

(2) £ K& # £F (Quantity Breads Quality ) : ii:@’vﬂ’ B B AR S AR o
® gt EpizowIE R

(1) 485 #+3= (Criticismisruled out) @ % $# £ BEF iz P a3 o

(2) Ei:lﬁvﬁ d 7% 8 (Freewheeling is welcomed ) : %3:/%;? BEFZ 2 A -

LR 3Rl FPRE R EE ] 7 RRE S R U
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(3) g+ 4% 5 4%45 (Go for quantity ) * £ J kg3 4% 5 - F D43 g+ 2.
IR

(4) % & #2:x:e (Hitchhike (improve) onidea) : iﬁ:ﬁﬁv%\ B2 s53imidi
LNRin B P ERA RN A2 BT SR BB e B R R

a}:
#
g
)
e
H]
=
ey
e
=
e
ED
(1—\‘
Gy
ﬂ}
w
ke
fo]
W
=
foard
fo]

Seelig (2010) Fr#i2ik » &l Vi€~ 5o i g3k > AF AL AF

B (bldes Bpechz B R pd 46 SR Fs | RLamTh
B3 b4r) 5 m adh B L chA 3w o A AT APd - AR RS B 4B
ST (blde t 4 A e 2 VB2 ) R EFe R R BN
R AL T A AR R - BRI DR R (Do R A
FEEWBS L G ERAR?) RS RFANT 5B o R TR AR

Bo- k@A d SR £ R R FlggER g Lo

W%J%fﬁﬁﬁ’@ﬁﬂ%%w*ﬁ?¥¢@%@4»ﬂwéﬁwAﬁm
ez BN s TR T i (REEE ~ 4498 > 2005) o po 2 2 %2
AR RREE ESA MR ISBHE  HEFTOV £ 3044 - B
Herr g D enl08 87 A A M A (FRITIEL Y ) 0 DAY 2 T T
B Aenfg s TREFREE SRR TR S P OB SEE R TR PR
B b A2 B4R b (L RARSARE) - AU 3B AT L
FNFT LR RR IR (pd R

A=

T

1
|

2.5 82 (Atrribute Listing)

Crawford (1954):n5 % - T4 v i 5d ¥ - T rpisorieciga 2o 4]

BEAETA ko n DEHE- B TR R EEF AR NS T ] e

o BE- Rl ko R ERRE W R ATRA AL - BRI
i RSB e st N L fainieas &

e ¢
75 TOETent i o BB EZ 2F Fli:i%—u_tf’v ﬁlﬁﬁi‘m‘*‘zm%']@"ﬁ
22
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= % = %Rk 4L (subproblems) - & kL AJE A SR DB B AR 1
PR AR AT RS 3 R R KRB RAL . F A F AT

(1) E&-F 5> i o
(2) JIJE sl LL;}VF%HL'— %m? @A ‘3_'5'_7:,\;%"31,7\ .

(3) 7B H & i~ W?’T By o

T}IJ‘Q\T': B # l—ﬁ’)t;'%:J ﬁ\éé'j’?( ’ i}]l%ﬂ1é@§:m}%,ﬁ,_§r£)§ ‘7}}1"’9‘1& ‘E,‘E

3.% 5% (SCAMPER)

SCAMPER % # % % i2 (check—list technique ) - & » & 1% % P L dg 8-
B R RAEA TR WA KB F ARG KRR 0
R BPAT I ER T AR EER R LYY Y AT
Pt E- 2P adiB I aslgd i 5 i o RS PakPi
2 E_R 2T A4 (Osborn, 1963) -+ A £ 4 5 4 #t% 9] & SCAMPER (%
%) « SCAMPER £~ i ® 3 chid A SR eried » & - 34 %4 - 7t

RN o e L PR DATORE o L e A u] G
(1) Substitute (B~i%) @ L F Rt Hm v A N F A Fwak Tk en?

(2) Combine (& &) : LA v 7 d i & & S PRAE M - £ F a2 LR

- f°?

(3) Adapt (#3f ) *RH EFF ZE2AK 2 i bldrsc Pt AR * 26 P

[l e L WA VAN
(4) Modify (#gc) @ A RfeiEid @R~ R R A LB A%
(5) Puttoanotheruse (# # * ) @ L4 EFF Hu 2Ll g@* ch 4 ?

(6) Eliminate (3% ) @ R4 i B4R # &% 1 kS & F 4ok R 23mp

tHRELRHR-=2HF?
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(7) Reverse (F &) @ £ Bl -hi£37#A 2 S pH =8 Ha -
4.5 AL by E

AELE I RIS § AR B TR B A AT
A N p ek é_ggf%,\g{f%,fi&&r}’ﬁ S SR SN T O]
3o A LA T ABLE e R A KL & P
AT 3 iﬂ"‘ﬁéf“f‘ﬂfz‘?'ulf’—_(iﬁif’sfﬁl“ﬁ‘ti) CIER L HIVE RSN G
; T I L - R SE D RS P AP e

SRR o RS TR A mA e A (LR EE 1996)

(1) ¢ ¢ 4y A& F A odkd ~Fp - LB

(2) e Ry A7 FLIFAY R RE IR CERENKE
(3)2 ¢ 4ty mA R Lo o B8 B8R 3 i % AT
() FérnFmy: 2andd RERHPEIE > BJ 5 i 782 il o

(5) B¢ Rdi: LRFLL Y P SR HFRATRA - 127 [ e
?TS“;T“ FFB"?}E°

(6) Fé a4y 47 e LL @AY hedfodrd] -

ALY L L (1) ALY P HEE - LT H R
Tike (2) S B REDRABHELYHS 4 2 gl t 2 (3) &
2 FEBLL N A2 LRBF AR - BLARSN L o (4) @
SRR U Y R AR Y S A SR E S HES 2
)

AL - BRA AP AR A BFFART A1 AR dn B
< )]?e » & #=Parnes ~ Noller ~ Biondi ~ Isaksen ~ Treffinger & % k& FH gz
CPS ( Treffinger, Schoonover, & Selby, 2012 ) » 12 % Mumford (2012) % < #7412
BIRES RS R HBRA 2 LT e g (2017) s A AR
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3¢ (ICEMED) - jFi = - S ez #1E> &8 F R hmd 53
IRFRR 22 o 16

M7 8% (Crawford, 1954) ~ SCAMPER (Osbern, 1963) ~ = "8 L ¥ tg;2 (VT

A2 18 i
éq*°?%-—rj\‘?"&’ﬁ‘t_7l\£ﬁ’“1xrifé s BT R FI| g

%:%199%)
P& ARl

-~ A&EplP R RaTE

(=) A&l T &

FEARS AR HRAEFRY DARTEARL 3 L FRORE (Florida,

?
flig 4 » AHFFFRMAEEL T lévhﬁ'%ml]}’\ﬂfrp & 3T

2002) o % 3
( Carnevale, Gainer, & Meltzer, 1990) - » £ plg 37 £ D FLE &
R L U TN T ING NS P e ETP RS TP

#& > Cropley ¥2 Kaufman (2012) w g = 3%i» []?c WA AR TR RS

A HiEfEAER A 4 RT BE Y Lg% % (eg., Sternberg, Kaufman, & Pretz,

ﬁ;f ~ B
2013) Al A AR ET RS AN R BiE 0 LAERAER
o %—‘g{ Rhodes #& ! 7 B *t 3¢ 4 74P 7]

( Woodman, Sawyer, & Griffin, 1993 )
B4 (press) °

: 4 (person) ~ A2 (process) ~ A & (product) frik
7L & %

%7
FEapldd AN Z AR

)

e AF R A BRSEFFIT R DA
( Treffinger ~ Schoonover & Selby, 2014) - 2% 3 ¥

=R .

e T hiEARY R Rk F oo
© Rz BIEAERK AP R Eq ¢
WENA T P g
LA S BEkE7 &Y

jop

Prentky (1980) 4 &A% A &
BRREARASR G MR AL
B

B

L F)AL € BB B &R ey

-l

%A P o Hennessey 2 Amabile (1987)
o B F I Y HREARBOPEREILG s G G iEo
(=) ARplgr2 =g

AR Y FEFDERT o TR Bl EAILE (2016) 35 Al 4 R

AU FARREF A X ERET D RAME (originality) frif # 4%
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(appropriateness ) 5 R A1 dp Al MR A 1T R4 L3 & & & 4 gk
Bom g A $”T7E'm A E R AT AR RR R A SHAE AP T
BORR A G v s G e ©8 BET LA EE D

P2 AGFEROELAR -

ek e (2005) [ i Hocevar 22 Bachaler (1989 ) #7#IE enf]:d 4 =8 =

BB RA LA B SRR N
-~ plE MR AR L F AT L ¥ RIS (tests of divergent thinking )

SRl F TR G RERAEE L (attitude & interest inventories )

A &% (personality inventories )

s AT i aiEgpE BV L (biographical inventories ) ~ #:d A L

m

(eminence) ~ p M\ Aig 5do e & i*u (self report creative activities &

achievements )

T %ﬁ“ d i AR D EF - e BRE A ¢ 3R 2 (ratings by teachers, peers,

supervisors ) ~ %A &:=# (judgments of products )

HPRBA ST A B AREES RO AR ok
A - b iEEa 0 R R @ RH o Ghiselin (1963) i 48 & &
EFEF Al vk d A N2 2 R TR AR F (intrinsic quality) | &
BFEBEA T PRI o

yobo FHENFIEEATIE (2016) » £4iTE KE* R d ol Pk
GRREER Au S AR RN T FARRREAIEIEAESRIEFS < e A
MFATL PR ~ ISR - A3 4 S RRPIER ~ R i ik (consensual
assessment technique, CAT ) = 38 - 5k & £ (2011) + #3327 Hocevar £
Bachaler (1989) » 177 #icp faflid # 7@ 2328 1 £ » #P @ ah™ L 53T
g12 47 WAL T BRI T B A A R s p AR R

A A EmER s AR GRS ER A Bl S ol & (T

bo

o

ek
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He H» TARAFRTEE | R i AR Bmpldd =532 4 B4
g E D kit R~ 2 5 kg 737 (Amabile, 1996; Kaufman, Baer & Cole,
2009) o d TR @Y G o P FERKIFRAGS AR T RIES

BARATS A cpligd T E RF I F ARG B TERAA S
(Product) (fRLEE> » » h¥f Al 4 EFF T LA A RDRFF - B F
Lo BT npliE Rk BRIE LG FIA 0 Al Y DL Y RS
Frdpdans AR R E A FH LY s LR RS 0 ARG
B A AN A% FAA LG et LG W AT ETE T4

( Amabile, 1983 )

¥ Amabile (1986) fis chglig 4 A 3 7 sgd @ T 4 chd s gEp LiF
SERVEREZRDE e ) - BIERAASLTEEG Al 4 A E’uﬁjﬁ‘tkﬂ
I fregx;u}fgw PR A 4 R T s RS B R S o gt - R
Fenpd Latgln ) L iR g R L B BRI LY 6 LR
FF AR 2 N BEEAT T A LIRS IR R H AL E B Y ol
20

‘},TLT%'_ fﬁ_\gzﬁg\.%zﬁ?,@f}; N gig» NSRS O -5 ) 443
(Barbara ~ Camea, 2003) © & 58 > Ndg (T2 E L AP rE o T E ¥
L5 A BENTRY > LU BRI FERERR LY N H B AR 2
For g RS AL fo TR (bizame) | 2 i B

(Amabile, 1983) © ¥ ¢F » pb— Hopied § A K2 Fo B A AlE AT E 2k o
iR PR AR FIT&EL o bldrds B AR AE 2 LIFEF TR S p ¥

Blig 7L A mE iz gAY (FRakr > 2005) o

it i A SAlE M B AR ;gifézgiﬁuqﬂ v LT gL A R S

22— Bk TR (CATHF) 274 % -
= ~ % & #33=E (consensus assessment techniques; CAT )

1883& 3 f# # 3 & (¥ 4 #gs 4 “df &) (Inquiries into Human
Faculty) - 3ldz— "Lp| & £]:8 4 a0k 7 > & $/1950# > Guildford & % B~ 12 8
gemd o plR A RIRAB IR 3R (FH - Fleeis
2 52016)
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TRIE  RAlR Ay Y e R RS 2 - > Guildford>t1967# 3 £ A4
;—E*}]&Ifll;n*n | (Structure of Intellect ) - #3235 & d & i3 ;4 (operation) ~ L%

% (content) ~ & (product) E= B BT Z B RTRX LA F 3
P AE o T RN IS0 R s o 1Y Bl B M2 TR
"4 (divergent thinking) | ° Guildford i ¥4 #* 32 % %] % Fé.4p BE iR
oo B pliE A RIRBE AL TR o S F S RIKREY L A S
A G VI G > TR BPIE S 2L AETHES FR  EES 2P F A

( BRek e 0 2005)

EplEAFE I N BRIy B B A FAGRITEITE R
¥ & R ™ F B (consensus assessment techniques; CAT ) ( Amabile,
1996; Hennessey & Amabile, 1999) o & & 38 4355 7AW 4§ £ f:‘i‘ A
NENF R T 8s > TR RZALFE R A BB EF7FL > A REFHHE

I oot ANy H A A 2R o A CAT a2 2. T o iF R 43 L‘Kﬂ ]

BHPA S RAP0A LR 2 o Amabile (1996) 305 ff rxihx =L > &
PR AR RIS L G - AR RS G L BRI A
PP Z LA EFITE S WAKLR AZRE N BRI TR
gk @ % P RS IR R EFES A R RRTREFApE R Y
o ZHAMEEIRE FRERSFELRETEREF TR o pLIEE 2N

S Lt EAiiem o - LG BRRZ TR N o

;nm%’;r Fikz g%ck’r_ﬂﬁ;ﬁvj\u‘_ig i‘;}gﬁ;aﬁb’%égiﬁq%,}ié

e T H P ;j;,gﬁgu—rﬁg\ CGEFIER R UT AL LB AN -
2 Al R4

R ETFEE 0 FRETTLE IR p4piR 0 A8 @ * Cropley & 4 o7
Ben T A1z 52 % 8 4 | (The revised Creative Solution Diagnosis
Scale » 12 ™ f#§ i CSDS) (Cropley & Cropley, 2005; Cropley & Kaufman, 2012;
Cropley, Kaufman, & Cropley, 2011) # & RGEE pFi¢ * - CSDS i ¥ ¢ 44 % (T
FEAEMAE g%m;}ﬂ o - B4~3 30 4L > Cropley ¥7 Kaufman (2012) #-&
BB 243 LR ARG T BEERASS R A8 50 T -
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I'%*;’gd N rFFB,EETLJ N rﬁ,’g%ﬁﬂz}'{?J N r;‘ii;‘)g-lJ ’I«LLET[}?’&LT*K?;&'
— A B g i o 3EA K RAFE T R A R B ERRREF AR

A\,tbgigig\ﬁé?*yu;}i-\ “_L—a%\ > o rik‘#‘f4AJ (S/w\)i'Jr;{}_-Z

)

BE L (1A)  hfsl ®AShs - FAHDAREA ol TEH| 0 3

Seeg) i 4 4 #ic o Cropley 22 Kaufman (2012) 423203 &+ & 4 » @ % pt § £

\

KA T A BB AREFTT ) AP FRPL LS A% B s
F - 5 9E &.85~98 2 @ o @ 3% E 4 7 Cronbach’s a B A7 £

- R H95~97 (T3596) 2> LG ARy BA NI REEZ R - BT
Ktefe & 2 ik - MBRFERFF A TR > FRE D gL G A E
el P ERAALBFEAFIZELFEE A48 2F > A LG 2
ez R o B (8 Cropley & Kaufman 4 1) > 328 2 Ap Ot L 3= 2 2

(Consensual Assessment Technique, CAT) » - &7 5 24L& RGTE - fAHF &

SR
). \/]\“‘%

AFEHESAERL TR FH LT NEETH o AT TR
o4 rAa N RET e 2 AR R BiE o nAzR 425 (Woodman,

Sawyer, & Griffin, 1993) o 25 T H M A FiFE 2 £ B2 » > T3 3 %%‘c} fa
A 3§ 2. CAT #jf7 (Amabile, 1996; Hennessey & Amabile, 1999 ) i& {73 =& o
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FZ 8 BUASERERAOEMBEET R

-~ Ra (M) Al

Magyari- Beck (1993) ¥ i * 4B'L & I B 43 &4 B e v B

& 5w k=0t B4 (individual) ~ o] 2 (group) ~ i (

it (culture) - # ¢ ] 2 L]ig *m«&wﬁ@i’uf«i?@aoagﬁﬂ
WA AR Pl E AR LA A E RS AR F Y BB RTE R 0 A EAR

%ﬁ%ﬁﬁié(me@W%)

PEBBAIE A DF)FF X540 Ocker (2005) » 4713 2 [I;Jc A
B F & > FILE % 4oR 2-9 #7r 0 B A #FF (individual characteristics ) ¢4 £

oy

& N7 e hBE4FF (group characteristics ) » @ B4 € £ X P IRk
%35‘%“ (social influence) » BB FBFFPN enA %36 o> Tl FlE ¢4 B

T4 AR o

?\*ﬂ‘..ﬂﬁv.ﬂ%’@
T+

L 4

MR ) EER Al

F 3

R E

fENEHE

L J
A

iR

W2-9 RFEEEAR A R
FF kR : Ocker, R. (2005). Influences on creativity in asynchronous virtual teams: A qualita- tive
analysis of experimental teams. /EEE Transactions on Professional Communication, 48, 22-39.
WM EMAE S LY RS RS T A IR G 2
( ]4e © Paulus ¥ Nijstad, 2003 ) o & iz A 7 42T & 2 17 B P 03 § 36
R T e L R R PR E S I S eh s R SR

H % 1Ei848 feen s 1797 & I en % (Sawyer & DeZutter, 2009 )

Sawyer (2003) "‘TF¥ MM { M > # Lg T miEid > { ¥ G & (Fend)

v

Mo BERA WG

(=) F®F 2 FIFRNEE > @3 G Hriae i h o



() 23 BB, &R LT - ﬁ;&{fﬁﬁiﬁﬁvﬁ; M oA T e

(Z) B BEFdamI e d UpHE B ;g;ﬁzm_ I ET R
(w) LERETERY 5 BFEFIG P RDTRR
R RAI AR ISR AE > §F T IR Ao 7

Al g e °%$£/ﬁﬂmﬁﬁ(l R R AR R E) -
>
i

B x enf
Y¥eF) gROCNMETEREE T HIRG o

AEFEED o BAGREEY  FF IR B A RORER 0 F A

4 348 —§=’5 e1:F 42 (Robbins & Fredenall, 2001 ) » %+ E_ AT d » 7R~
AP RIS o BB IR hE B - Koo R AR

Aok E @ B e i i 47 (Barki & Hartwick, 2001) - — 4@ 3 > B & e
€ FaiT i oo R

ME AWM B33 L (e s RS RT3 0 2012)
2]

; ﬂb% j\m|9%7~l;§klﬁka éé'zr;\.ﬁﬁ&m}’g\; R 1

[

mh

rReas g g A B e 2 B AR IeniER ~ BYPA TR B
1 @ R (Rahim, 2001 ) - Pinkley (1990) R|Z_ ¥-frk » 5 3 fiw & > & 4
H_t B 227 =7+ (relationship versus task ) ~ {F g £2 72 % (emotional versus
intellectual ) ° -k} it 4 45 > Jehn (1995) £ #-rk » 5 A4 5- 5 Tz
R M HERRPTARFERE BRE PO LA - o ERE g
BEE LT o BV UIERIp ¥ Fendre S Fo i TH R,
WrR ERp 3 B e IR T Gldc@ R Fé&m%‘w&' Rt frR R

x
B afirr 1 ivayh g B~ 4 & 4

3 f 4p R (Gladstein, 1984; Wall & Nolan,
1986) » H4 g | chd AR L E T A (Amason, 1996; Jehn, 1995; Jehn,
Chadwick & Thatcher, 1997 )

=~ FRAERS

e FRhs FEERYTT a BEEBORERES > 72 &R 7R LS
RenZmis»c (e ~ A3 22 +k3 % > 2012) - Festinger ~ Schacter £2

Back (1950) 3%+ L4 M cha R R FT aBMEhmi 4 £ 74 50
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BE-FELRRAEIE IR e BB S BB RER
BA 2R R %32k oo Carron ~ Widmeyer &2 Brawley (1985) 4 ! B Ff et
FARFTALINTAFe w5 - 5 T EER 4 (task cohesion) | » H &2

1hBMERS > R e PR RAHIRIE Y SR G TR R
7 SEe S {cEH S B oofi & & ' (Cota, Longman, Evans, & Dion, 1995) ; %

5 TALR R4 (social cohesion) | » JLER 4 & A R AR RE o B2 D

LR B T A Bffan2 2 4 (Cohen & Bailey, 1997) » + it ix
FLAEA i p R JF + §22 (Gammage ~ Carron & Estabooks,
4

2001) T BAEAR G {3t gy 2 £ & B4 (Evans & Dion, 1991; Gully,
Devine, & Whitney, 1995; Mullen & Cooper, 1994 ) -

AN RSN ) L T

B p ch B R FER o RasIgARTRZ > Floep SR T I pF K
Sy oo P L Bk & ARy T o2 (Paulus, 2000) o # iF S
REFHS. "ot AL AAB L L7 £ 3 GREIHHRE ST KL D
FER KR ADE TR AL o FIPLBR B RFF Vo RdFa » 7oA 8K
o oo kS BKF 5 E K £ (Milliken & Martins, 1996)

owm(m%>4m%%£m¢@4%®£?ﬁ$’ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ’iﬂk
AR BB E o i FRBF R Rl 3 o Re bk LB i B
Qﬁ%&ﬂkﬁi’lgﬂé%%$%FE%’ﬁﬁiéaﬁﬁé’%ﬁﬂﬁ
AR T ERAEAFT O VASET R S AFHARLER > LB 44 xE

£ o § ¥ West (2002) ?ﬂéﬁ?i#ﬁ?ﬁé@%?éﬁ IR 3

|
e
T
"
¢
3
e
=

FHF EFEREFFDIR Ao AR p A TP BT AR

Mg R AD S Voo By B2 2R G 4end B> & B vz g B du

F oo m e B R A 1 o Dreu (2002) ”T;}ﬂ LD I I
(intra-groupsafety ) » & * REE R = ARG ARET ARG RE RS
PR B e FIU T B F 4 2R MR 4 HERY G L

R (Makgc 1999) > AT o EEREUEL > £F R
ARG 5 0 BRI 5 a s R Ay > F A B AL

[ *37}

4
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TR AL TR ERF 0 FUtF 5 A A ekt LA 4T s iR ¥
FEE ALY HEIS > 17 7wtk 534 (Carnevale & Probst, 1998) -

Nijstad £ De Dreu (2002) 45 /1 BIFF P 5& RFHFE M4 % 2 (intra-
group safety) » EfkF B4 LA S A RS FpIRE S ARERE IA
PFE R FEREFE T T AR S {ﬁﬁﬁ’@ﬂgéi

BoontEamR g d B0 4R AT~ foitie

Fil]

o
?‘ﬂ.‘/

I RIS UFRBARRAIEFER TR EE

LAl AT RIS MRS G ap ATy SRR 4 (Barron
& Harrington, 1981; Runco & Sakamoto, 1999) - A @it} » R 4 4205
AR CRIBELET REFF o AL T R o BT Al
&R 2 enpE A 2319 4p ¥ sk (Wallach & Kogan » 1965) - H =t » prRFR 4
RAFEF RS B ERRIEREF LR > A PARRENGTY §EEHT
{BHE  e2xd L iz (De Dreu, 2003; Ordonez & Benson, 1997 )
= O BRI VR E- A Tl A PR TR N ERET > 8 2 Ak
T F R DAIE AT Y (Runco, 1999)

feFz ox JEFHFRLLIFERFRS LT ¢ HALBLT AL [ o
B PERRA AT RIE L ch L7 g g B Al LT o
Mumford - Baughman ~ Supinski £2 Maher (1996) # % 7 7 843t fflid

FRATE G LR 0 B PR PRSI RMET R R Bt
AL X BRI R L o (R GRAIE LY c FIAERRS A EHE K
W FINUERERS VR ERL B HERMET T rE R R OR2 0 A G B

WAIE L R .

Alison & Mumford (2009) Hp &} ¥ & £ fo & g pr fF chg 230 § B2
#lig 4 5 Alison fr Mumford & =8 ¥ & i a7 JAPFR Fo
(temporal orientation ) ~ PF R/ 4 (time pressure) friz2 (framing) - 3 W
SHEAHNIERL S FOTE > RAIEHRILAL RARF > v P
BRAFDF>EAL L ADRERGE IR FRERS 5 2305 203 7 R 80

2o @ 3 - TADINAUAR o
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LR R S VAR
Stamovlasis ~ Dimos#? Tsarpalis (2006 ) #-B %8 34 % ¥t 38 &k J5 353 0 P are
S s b TEEnpl o TEEREM | S8 T BHES F T

fol A %5 6 @ & 3 dh g EE A 45 N A BRI I e 3E B SRR

TR FRREFA A RNE R SR IHEEE 2 EGE S - @B

P E A AR MR RE RSB AR AT T BT AR B3 AR E A

PERMA SRR F1F 0 ¢ 45 BAAE Y - BREFER - B
A SRR ER  CBMFAEFER > T A1 EPEFR AL L ERET G o
perb o A R EERMEHE AT 2 BR AR RRA S 2 ST R

* o
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T S R g

rr W v

AR RS EAE IR - LTRSS AR B8
.

e

;L_l

¥
|

R

AFETHEL LG E 2 LB A EA 2 A R RS R
B FPEREI TS TR LAY SE 0 £30334 0 T HEY FE 124 0
36.36% >+ BATE HEE21A 0 L 63.64% 0 H Y X - 424 5 FH6%; < - 24
Ao b g12% s A Z A 114 0 Fg33% 0 5 A 4094 5 F 9% FAFLA 64 o}

G18% s BFTA 14 5 F 3% 0 10T £3-15 RB G2 5 it st o

131 FLEREFRER

A RA X #e A (%)
A
7 12 36.36
- A 63.64
EXN
s - 2 6.06
= 4 12.12
Xz 11 33.33
S 9 27.27
FATT 6 18.18
R 1 3.03
R 33 100.00
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EPEEe > AT #ATF SR E R AR A R E R BT

S R t -
PAFEXR LB e ReWp EREFLARE P AL ep TP
- e kAR FIREEESAPFE R FR - B ApH A R R &

®
Pt o TR BRI A 5 TS $ 152 3 4Bl 8-

¥k B56 T s ¥ - oo

i

& PRz

j\lﬂi‘ir%&éﬁﬁé%féﬁ STEAM f& 4 | 1 {53 p #p37 4 107 & 7
521 pPEE s R 2@?@-‘@'%&3 R PR ANET LR ERE T

PEAP ) ek kF 0 A1 TP NS > TARREE AT 2RA 0 T

FREERER N LT - R L L e HREEVR RE T fRHF TR K
Peep FEER DG ERREFHOEY 0 AT TP TR
IUESS-OF NN LS O 3 'S %ﬁ?:%wwiwgrﬁg’%ﬁwwwiigw’Vﬁ

;Z
\r
\_.
b
—
3
-\m
e
beis
>
—
_:\
e
o
4
i3
bt
o
i
o

B3 AT B 3-1 -

( N\
X REIF T
\\ J
( N\
e
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AES EECRE LS LS Y RS SRR IERR ki ARy
- BRI - SEF B ST RERE S R F Lo

A
F
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Eo T AL TR R DR AT RS S B 2 IR S
P~ ARAL PR TR A MAEE o '%M*’ﬁﬁEW%ﬁ BF R
SR B KA T A A 2 S AT N TSRS 0 T RM RS L (2017) #rdk O 2
ICEMEI#: 3¢ mm’%f%iﬂé&{%ﬁﬂ1@3fﬁ%@ﬁ%%o%mlﬁ

HAELHES EhREERRRE B EZ

%
BEH BB AR LB EFD 0 D8RR A SN

RERTHE s ey B2 38 EE EA &2 AIAT

AR AT E
Bk REBITE 2 N FE P EAE Al AR BRRER E

St EEEA L Fe F ASHE RIS L B

K- A T rﬁ.lji,%']:*_ﬁiii—'% %
Z %78 % | (The revised Creative Solution Diagnosis Scale, CSDS) (Cropley &
Cropley, 2005; Cropley & Kaufman, 2012; Cropley, Kaufman, & Cropley, 2011 ) =

LEoPEAR LSRR C TR ML SR

[SARG fiﬁ@’;%_f\?ﬂ—’_@ﬁ

Pagihie 7370 > B s L 5% S B RGP A Bz TG ik o

A AR L AE ] LR

e
TR S R YT s BRI 22

- ATl LT RS

RloA a2 RlE LT RIR-TAEF 02 FN 2 BRAIR LT RS-

T R A B8 Al R

AR I U FCIN - s
T4 )~ Tipald ) o A BAAIE R B
i 4 g I‘ggqﬁ]“ J_g,ﬁ‘: I‘ﬁ:_@; |

3 ] ~

LoTomegd | v T
B SRS EEWIE Ry ¥ S

I
IR PAR TSI - A s SLPAN

=~ TR#ER Eitd SSTEAME 4 | &z

1 e g X kel A BB P o
BH YRR E LY

_}ﬁt;‘%%ﬁ—ﬁ;;ﬁ,'ﬁié”

= 3—:"

ﬂ EfFa R B d A FASDFAT BTN AR AR
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EPRr BIFEREFRSEEREE Sianth LEFEFFERZABLTHED
F
A

}E o BREs

3 ke o
432 1P EHAE

b1 Y i3 PR A e (A 48)
1 = IR 65
2 F &P~ ICEMEIHC ;3 p? 15
3 Ak ke 10
4 £ 4412 FHER S 15
5 why,how,what F F4 47 15
6 ot 5 B 33 BE S B L 10
7 Fe AL 15
8 SCAMPER ; zi. 15
9 22 A 15
10 A &RR] 15
11 AR (B edn ) 25
12 fs B 25

RS AR

*E T B ER 2 47607 2 > Jacobs ~ Kawanaka#? Stigler (1999) n5 > 4%
PO L mlﬁ-’%‘ﬁ%{ub R E ST 2 RS TR 3 D s R
Al 4o BI3-247F o PR R MY T R A A A B A PR
APEE R - AR TR SR ARG M A RF R A ST AL BR

"E R TR RS, T AR B R BEREE S BREEER (S
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AT 2B ATE Y S ST SR D (e8¢ B L] R e

2

D E AL SRR S REREAS NS R P EER BB
PHEF P AP TEE - FFERREFRICHRE Y APM A B R RE 22
B RRE R e B R G Rl - B R I3
KA AB s 0 R FRS SEAFL > BRI OB o F s
FERES » BARREY 2kl o By G RS | B KRR
T AG  HAB A A L AR AP AT B8 PR TE L SR
MR R A AT E R S AL RO AR 6 B BT R

W3-2 &R A 17 B R AT

AR S R ] (2010) BB A AKTE L BT KT PEFELHA
55 (4) » 1-37-

r ~A3g 1 f3-2 R % E £ (Therevised Creative Solution Diagnosis Scale, CSDS )
AFT G 3 * Cropley % 4 #rg Ben TR g 2248 4 (CSDS) |
( Cropley & Cropley, 2005; Cropley & Kaufman, 2012; Cropley, Kaufman, & Cropley,
2011) k=3 4 Spld > 4] B0 4= o CSDSE £ £ 24B 3 > &
T Ao AE G THEE R s TR ) > Taase, ~ Tigre )~ T

Ry AFE B RZ TEGe R MR oG RRRBASE LR EORAE
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RS HEYFABATBELLRT S TR2ap s, (18) 1 T2y

BE (5 ) 8 AL G B RPN M- &k H Cronbach’s afE % £.95~.97 (T

FLEge < AARE FEHE T e B2 AR HEREFA 47 & 73 F
T A33e Y F A B RIPCSDSE ~ R BERRZEREGrESF A
FE BRI AR o AR FPCSDSE AP g F B R LB ENF
SOEEL ARhEEEITL AT TEHL L RGHR B FE RGEAZ W
TERE T ATL 230 2 38 KR AP R PR & % chCSDSE
AoFH b REENE RS AR RPN EFEFLA LT 0 FHE R
HmAr WP E PN FeRATT LI TR P NER R MR LR LR

?%;V,;F BOfRAFET 233 RPEE:ZE > {2 BFFELSHIT

%33 FLAEFRFEATH

WL A H TR & AE I

DR S L R
*00 plig 4 2 8 g
?{g :u;m?‘l’g_l léﬁﬂ“i“ﬁ

Rz g i g g
R HTE h g

|+
o
o
Eo g
&
T
a8

£ st i/??m i~
<00 £lig 4 2 e i
Y455 e @ i

CEEY 14 T
OO A4 * 214 4 B8 ) PR A2

By R

CEEY SF A
00 ‘ Blig 4 2 e i
Ry oemEHE L iEEL
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//Tf F‘*‘?EH;L__—«P’&E%”Kﬁpii-ﬁmﬁﬂifﬁFﬁ?—"/—fﬁfé—!rlﬂ-
‘fgﬂﬁf £‘§n,€%ﬁ7’L4\—3‘1F’3])§11f¢ o

-~ YfB Y

BB AP LERF SR - o e § fEH S BER T 4
345 RFELE B L B

#3-4 SmiEeli

% e

3 SLEE

4 # 1 Bk
5 AL

6 22T
7 FERS

8 EF2 R W
9 2 B

= \gﬂ’—b—*ﬁrﬁg)i

AR B AL DESLA Jo AR | - X KT RRBEE
A4 EEHRELEY LRI L RAEET Pﬁ*l‘iiﬁ'—r%}’aﬁpf\—ﬁ’_a‘;&w’“@_}&
FEPRE S BERDAT 5 A RAERETRAE BB R T R AT A 350 ik
FAA e P F AR REB RS T E DA - PR &S
WS F R TR LA AERBBR Y RRBEY AL O 2B

ﬁ’%%Aﬁﬁﬁ:raﬁﬁ’upﬂﬂwﬁﬁbm+%ﬁw@ﬁ$%%m’@
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135 HBBALFATH

Hols % Bu E® ek 4

Bk % 264 T TLE R R
% - 5 % 25 % ek

Yok B = B % 27k 5T E

A SAS 2 A KR AEY FLF A (Holsti’s method) 3+ = 5% i
LR U R B Sy A P R e i A R
EREE PR EURRBELTINTS a0 BRA AT M TR

oo

-n\-

(Neuendorf, 2002; Rourke etal., 2001 ) » F]t &7 AF7 5 23 %4 FREAT AL

<7
= o

~

42



BT FAAIE A

MY S G s TR 2 TR T Aokt i SPSS 20.0 for Windows i {7

FRASLE 245 g7 R Y &AL BRZ S % HE KRR LS a= 05

*‘mﬁ

’* ’]‘bhilﬁr/{ ZhOTE 2 "-"F‘J'_;"/é’/}ii?—lir“f:
-~ EFS RS

-2 e P2 M7 ﬁnﬁ]ﬁt&%/?']%;J SEEFEFFI B HFASE LT
FERAIFTALR 7 Fpenfe ] » 30— BAamrapid 4 2R £ 8 o

S EHEERRESAT
Bl B TS 1 AN R TR L H R 3 dp ikt A ANOVA #4457 5
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7 5 3.49 0.49

61



TR BERREASREL (v | BMAIS MR AFEL HEHER 3
LRY R A Redagl R

BTG 2RI R BRBASARTEARAS ZBASEIL 2(F ]
7o) P A&AlRE (%24 5%2) ~MASLIRE ($3-6%) =22 A4
HA SRl army 82 {iaidamm 52 £ 34 o Chi-squares 7 % % 4o

%43’”**¢ﬁ%%’?%%7—@9w HENETHELS -2 (14,N
— 2092)=983,p<.001, phi=21-2¢ & A SAIR G F S AE | fo 5
Bk TP oD puitk e

SR TR I i S L S
PlRERF RS TR ANBS 2 TREFE o frfita | oird g%

2413 R ASAAERFEFHIETUL 22 4

2287 |l A ERIRTE TR X
B v i
ik 61 95 48 204
e FIR AP A0t 1040%  9.50%  9.60%  9.80%
B E 2
R o VAN 30% 47% 24%
RELARAL(2) 0.6 -0.4 -0.1
ik 55 39 41 135
N BRI ZE A 9.30%  3.90%  820%  6.50%
e Hiasg e v 41% 29% 30%
AELAA(2) 3.4 -4.6 1.8
e P 20 12 5 37
o IR 2R &t 3.40%  120%  1.00%  1.80%

62



£4-13 (¥1)
it | A S RIRT 2 B
B v (G

g ul g A 54% 32% 14%

NELERAZ(2) 3.5 -1.9 -1.5

3 109 159 107 375

IR AT A 18.50%  15.80% 21.40%  17.90%
# gk

AN A v 29% 42% 29%

BEIEA L (2) 0.4 2.4 2.3

3 118 182 85 385

IR AT A 20.00% 18.10% 17.00%  18.40%

A

g A v 31% 47% 22%

BEER L (2) 1.2 -0.3 -0.9

3 45 89 77 211

BIRF P At 7.60%  8.90% 15.40% 10.10%
+EFT

$EsE ) A v 21% 42% 36%

REL AR AL (2) 2.3 -1.8 4.5

3 62 114 57 233

BIR A p At 10.50%  11.40% 11.40% 11.10%

AT A 27% 49% 24%

AFELAL(Q) -0.6 0.3 0.2

ik 119 314 79 512
ER e W

IR A MF A 2020% 31.30% 15.80%  24.50%

63



%413  (¥2)

Rt )l A SRR TR W
B v "
Hizapu g A 23% 61% 15%
NEERAL(2) 2.8 i -5.1
ik 589 1004 499 2092
K o Hizap g A 28% 48% 24%
BIR AT A 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
T~ FRAERESAREENZ HERY AT

TR R SIS B Y M T MR AT

(-) RA5A R 2ICEMELL P2 g A 18 %

BAOEBASAILE(H]1T7) 2 L FEHEN F 1 Chi-squares 17 .5 %
ot d-14> F 2 L% BEET R ASA R EAZ BRAEY AR
BMELR o (14, N=2092)=40.35,p=.02, phi=26 - & ¢ 3
FAELBRER BRI RSP TRETR & TRT AL BRI RS
TR BT AP T RET R, THRY, C TRARET AR
sG] PEER G B e TR

44-14 3 A2 52132473 FICEMEIFFE$32383)2 21 4
22 4 1 A28 frE B
T kA4
B3 A 4 A FARF
B AL 4
3 29 7 25 61
FEFT R
IR AR A 18.70%  5.10%  840%  10.40%
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4414  (¥1)
e R RGN NN =
T RA4
23 24 A SR
Fe AT

AR A 48% 11% 41%
NEERAL(2) 4 2.3 -1.6

K 17 16 22 55

» RIZ 2 E 2w 11.00% 11.70%  7.40%  9.30%
o Hisdpw g A v 31% 29% 40%
REL AL (2) 0.8 1.1 -1.6

ik 5 3 12 20

. BIR AT o 320%  220%  4.00%  3.40%
o s A 25% 15% 60%
RELARA(2) -0.1 -0.9 0.9

ik 2l 40 48 109

b FIR AT A 13.50%  29.20% 16.20%  18.50%

B+

e T A 19% 37% 44%
RELAL(2) -1.9 3.7 -1.5

ik 30 19 69 118

e FIR 4 & 19.40%  13.90%  23.20%  20.00%
i $hEag e A 25%  16%  58%
REL A AL(2) -0.2 2.1 2
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£4-14 (¥2)
E Rl 1 A28 P B M
e
3 A4 A |
Fe AT
ik 12 5 28 45
RIR AWp A 770%  3.60%  9.40%  7.60%
2EFT
g A 27% 11% 62%
NELER L (2) 0.1 2 1.6
3 12 16 34 62
IR AT A 770%  11.70%  11.40%  10.50%
g A 19% 26% 55%
BEER L (2) -1.3 0.5 0.7
i S 29 31 59 119
IR AT A 18.70%  22.60% 19.90%  20.20%
ER PR N
g A 24% 26% 50%
REE R A (2) 0.5 0.8 0.2
ik 155 137 297 589
et $HEEE L A 26% 23% 50%
Bl 2 IE A 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%

()" ARRIRE

BELSITY A

5 R ok 4-150 I 2 AR SRS A SAR

l

2
-
r'%'}\ 4]}3

AR ) 1F

FHILE

HICEMEI % F3 £ 2

(%2~4~5%2) 2. %
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g% 4R o 2 (14,N=2092)=75.88,p=.02, phi= 28 °
FR AT RETR
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(R S )

FEI | 5

B TASRD ARG RSN T Eats ) e TREFTR ) -
2415 ¢ 32 5413 2427 FICEMEIF2 5832542 21 4
iz s 1R S
F A4
A4 A Y
i H
3 61 29 5 95
BlR 2T A0 16.40% 8.40% 1.70% 9.50%
FEF R
AN A v 64% 31% 5%
NEE R E(2) 5.7 0.8 5.3
E S 21 11 7 39
) BIRZIE A0 5.60% 3.20% 2.40% 3.90%
[ES:
B HE A~ 54% 28% 18%
BEIER L (2) 2.2 -0.8 -1.5
BIR P At 1.10% 0.60%  2.10% 1.20%
s JE
$EsE ) A v 33% 17% 50%
BDELEAR L (2) -0.3 -1.3 1.7
E 40 66 53 159
BIR AP A 10.70%  19.10%  18.50%  15.80%
# 4183
g ul g v 25% 42% 33%
AR L (2) 34 2.1 1.5
kel E 72 57 53 182
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%415 (¥)

LA 1A% kB at
T RA4
LIS SR ot it
Fe AT
BIR & A0 1930% 16.50%  18.50%  18.10%
Hisdpw g A v 40% 31% 29%
DR AL (2) 0.7 -1 0.2
P 40 30 19 89
s RIR &2 RE &0 10.70%  8.70%  6.60%  8.90%
ETE g wp o vt 45% 34% 21%
AELAA(2) 1.6 -0.1 -1.6
P 38 50 26 114
N RIRZRF &0 1020%  14.50%  9.10%  11.40%
e Hizap s g A 33% 44% 23%
AR L(2) -0.9 23 -1.4
ik 97 100 117 314
e B AT A 26.00%  29.00%  40.90%  31.30%
BRI s
o Sa ATl A v 3% 3%  37%
AELEA L (2) 2.8 -1.1 42
ik 373 345 286 1004
B3 Hisdpw g A v 37% 34% 28%
BRI At 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
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(2) ®AIA 1R 2 ICEMEI & FF B 2 #3237 A 47 %

Bofe » BMA AR E ($36%) 2 LFFEHE N E 2 Chi-square~ 7.8 %
Yrdd-160 71+ 2 A 4K BRET KA SA R e A BRERY > HEAE
HELR - (14,N=2092)=6248 . p=.02,phi=35- H ¢ M4 54| et T 2
RALBRIEERH  FRF RSO TRE | T, T8I AL | PR
FERSH TR | o AaHR S T, ~ TaEsgE ) 5 AT AR

BRI RS PTAE R ) TEags R TiEE s TRARS

44-16 & 52132473 FICEMEIFF R $H32383)2 21 4

Hiaaga 1 AR R B i
THRAZ
23 A4 A SR
Fe AT2E 1
ik 8 22 18 48
s BIRARE A 7.30% 10.40%  10.10%  9.60%
=3 2
n Hitdpw g A v 17% 46% 38%
AELARA(2) 0.9 0.5 0.3
P 13 23 5 41
N IR AR A 11.90% 10.80%  2.80%  8.20%
e Hitdpw g A~ v 32% 56% 12%
AERARZL(2) 1.6 1.8 3.3
P 3 0 2 5
- BIR AT A 2.80%  0.00%  1.10%  1.00%
o HiEdp s g A 60% 0% 40%
RELEAL(2) 2.1 -1.9 0.2
oA P 27 63 17 107
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£4-16 (¥1)
s E 1 AR R iR M
e
23 A4 A A
Fe AT

BIR F T A 24.80% 29.70%  9.60% 21.40%

g A 25% 59% 16%

NELERAZ(2) 1 3.9 4.8

ik 15 36 34 85

RIR AWp A 13.80% 17.00% 19.10%  17.00%

A

$HEsE | E A v 18% 42% 40%

BELAL(2) -1 0 0.9

ik 11 29 37 77

RIRZE A 10.10%  13.70%  20.80%  15.40%
2EFT

S sE N A v 14% 38% 48%

AFELAL(Q) -1.7 -0.9 2.5

i 20 15 22 57

IR 2 A 18.30% 7.10%  12.40%  11.40%

YR Mg A 35% 26% 39%

BEISA L (2) 2.6 2.6 0.5

i 29 31 59 119

IR AT A 11.00% 11.30% 2420%  15.80%
EX 2 S

B fg g o vt 24% 26% 50%

DA A (2) -1.6 2.4 3.8
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#4-16 (¥2)

eSSl 3 AR B Mt
ZRA 2
25 A 4 & SR
Fe AT
i 109 212 178 499
K HiEagulg o 22% 42% 36%
Bl AT A 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%

s Bz 2 SRR EH e Gl

SEHEMAIS S R MB . AP R FE RS LS s RS

FCSDSE & F2EA S5 K F A ¥ Bk A SAFARAS L3 AL D e(§

1~7%) ~ P AEAIRE(F24-5%) ~HKARLZ e ($3 6%) =22 %
WA iSRTEFCFEALPIEHR EAEG - O RETRRE CFEY ZgFs

TR L BFEY 22 'ﬁﬁlﬁﬁ”‘vﬁﬂiﬁf‘n‘%‘ I A N NESFNRY SE R

wj;;gag N ) BTX&E 4 \gg_ﬂ}g«frgi_‘@ 5

"1 FF R EKFANOVAAS 47 A1 R AR ~ RISk PSR B 2 B b2 ks o
B AIRATR 5 AT IR B S AR R AR AP AT 24
17+ 2 #1358 £ R3FANOVAL 54 440 24-18 > IR R HE B o R M F

2 ya =
dek 0 F(2,30)=42° p=0.66>1 =03 PB PR BHE F o HRHF RS F
2 ,
(1,30)=.00» p=0.95 ' n =.00 > (LI LALR *RIHPFR B, BB FoHFL § HF

2
2 3 1% (interaction) »<% * F(2,30)=3.83 > p=.03 > m,=-20-
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%4-17 £ 3% ity i 303t

5 i i
£IR 9 n
M (SD) M (SD)
()% A2 547 e 10 4.10 (1.29) 4.40 (0.97)
Q)¢ A& & 13 4.00 (1.41) 4.54 (1.39)
B A& SE] R 2 10 430 (0.95) 3.50 (0.97)

%4-18 AR %]~ RIRPFFRELEE <HF 2 ANOVA

23 %A SS df MS F p n,
Rl AR 1.82 2 0.91 0.42 0.66 0.03
FE () 65.67 30 2.19
iR S P RV 2 0.00 1 0.00 0.00 0.95 0.00
A*B 5.47 2 2.74 3.83 0.03* 0.20
FE (mp) 21.47 30 0.72
*p<.05.

30T BlAc@l4-1 0 8- HEp H B 2% (simple maineffect) #& %0 4

Rl

FArT 2419 Hw BRI RFERF AR B v BEFHE S ok o HF

A AR R R PSP R L FE S A sk RN A AR B

2
PG H a0tk 0 F(1,30)=444,p=.04 1 =.13 K& &A1 2 idir] (M=3.50,

SD=0.97) -] *H =@ (M=4.30,SD=0.95) -
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£4-19 AR EY S RKERRAEE O 2 Mk A

B2 LR SS df MS F p "i
Bl ARR
R A B 0.52 2 0.26 0.18 0.84 0.01
{5 3P R BE 6.83 2 3.42 2.35 0.10 0.07
WA 87.30 60 1.46
P B P R 2L
AR E 0.45 1 0.45 0.63 0.44 0.02
dAIR e 1.90 1 1.90 2.63 0.12 0.08
MAIR 3.20 1 3.20 444  0.04% 0.13
#i 21.47 30 0.72
*p<.05.
AH Al AR R B s T BB (VB A0 B SR
7.00
6.00
,/R 5.00
b
ﬁ 4.00
BS 1=
@ 3.00 .
=\ 2.00 &
1.00
0.00
i ol
BRI 2

W4-1 AR en ~ PRPFFELEECF 2233157 §

Y2 FR R &R ANOVAS 47 AR ARR Rl P I BREH I o L sk

HeAIRARR G H AR RIRPER LS 4D R AT o il s 4T £ 4-
ZFF R EXRFANOVAL 728 %40 £421 0 IR R HER o FalgF
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»% 1 F(2,30)=1.09, p=0.35, n =.07  PlRPFE B2 EEock o F

2 ,
(1,30)=10.53,p<.001, n =.26 TRIRARRPIHPER R A BOF  EE
%3 (e (interaction) »c% + F(2,30)=4.85,p=.02, 1 =24 -

%4-20 &3 ity it

3R # 5Bl
£IR 9 n
M (SD) M (SD)
()% A2 &4 2 2 10 4.00 (1.25) 5.00 (0.82)
(2)¢ 2 &R 2 13 3.62 (1.33) 538 (1.12)
) A &R e 10 4.10 (0.99) 3.90 (1.37)
2421 AlR BN > RIS A% c i 2 ANOVA
B LR SS df MS F p “;2)
IR AR 3.49 2 1.74 1.09 0.35 0.07
FA (=) 48.00 30 1.60
iR S PRV 2, 11.92 1.00 11.92 10.53  0.00%* 0.26
A*B 10.99 2.00 5.49 4.85 0.02%* 0.24
FE (mp) 33.95 30.00 1.13

*p<.05. **p<.001.
I BlArRl4-2 o 8- AP H B3 sedk (simple maineffect) # @0 %
4o T £4-22 W RIEFR BRI AR BRI EEFE S A ok o RS RIpF
2
Faeki > plLev) B¥E @ik F(2,60)=475p=01,n,=.14: ¢ &
SAlR ez 15 (M=538,SD=1.12) 3 & &4 3 22 158 (M=5.00,SD
=0.82) » E A3 MA AR B2 50 (M=3.90,SD=137) - %38 & 547 &
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K3k RISPER B BF AL 00k o« F(1,30) =442 p= 04, 0 =130 F A&

12 2 il (M=500,SD=082) % 2% # (M=4.00,SD=125) - %+ &

SHREA T HAFEE R §H Lk o F(1,30)=1782,p<.001, 7= 37

A AR B2 180 (M=538,SD=1.12) < >t 7 & 54| & 2 5 (M=3.62>
)

o BMAIR Y o PIRPERFEERLG H Ak o

%422 IR N~ RIHRFFEAEROFFZEHI 30k L7

2B KR ) df MS F p nf)
FlR AR
w P P gk 1.53 2 0.76 0.56 0.57 0.02
& iR P BE 12.97 2 6.48 4.75 0.01%* 0.14
ExS 81.90 60 1.37
P pE R BE
BRI E 5.00 1 5.00 4.42 0.04* 0.13
TEIR e 20.13 1 20.13 17.82  0.00%** 0.37
AR e 0.20 1 0.20 0.18 0.68 0.01
ExS 33.90 30 1.13

*p<.05. **p<.001.

AH B AR e R B s ] Rt 2 PREE OB S B3 R

7.00

6.00
oy 5.00
4.00
3.00
2.00
1.00
0.00

ot

B L
=

—_
A

Gipill eyl
SR B i B

®)4-2 ﬁfsieu BIRPFFE AR B2 23 T F
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ST RY SN A h pTen ] Btk d B0 2083 A 2 4 2 5 Nijstad$ De
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