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COMFORT AND PERFORMANCE: IMPLICATIONS OF STABLE MEMBERSHIP IN
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DISCOMFORT AND PERFORMANCE: IMPLICATIONS OFCHANGING
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Promoting Creativity
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® Taskl

‘How to decrease traffic congestion in the San Francisco Bay area’
‘How to increase tourism in the San Francisco Bay area.’
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Ideas Generated
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Creativity

< Taskl : 3.01 (SD = 0.05)
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® Within-Category Fluency

>

Task2 CTHERENIZEZEIN—T DT AT T eI N—TDHT T) —HTHD Z
ETC, BTV =TT AT THROEY R E (Nijstad et al.).
SUMICHEZERL

<% (Mchanged = 5.92; Msame = 5.60; F(1,40) = 0.35, p < 0.56)

® DPerceptions

>
>

Task2 O THHZ, Task 1 & Task2 FOHMFIZHONWTDOT 7 — &7 9

N =y 7 Az MA L7 v — NMEEORT- 547

N =y 7 Z[Alis - RFARTAORE XS T 5

> R—v
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‘perceived stimulation’ (a= 0.84 in Task 1 & a=0.88 in Task 2)
‘perceived friendliness’ (a= 0.76 in Task 1 & a=0.86 in Task 2)
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® Subjective Creativity
» ‘creativity/freedom’
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< perceived creativity score
Task1 : 6.79(SD = 1.78)
Task2 : 6.78 (SD = 1.66)
> EAN L ToHT
< ‘perceived creativity’ (Task2)
‘Same (M =6.96) > ‘Changed M =6.56)", (F(1,121) =6.73, p <0.01)
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® Subjective Stimulation
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» sample had a mean stimulation score
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<~ perceived creativity ?D/3% — 2 L FAL
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(Mchanged = 5.88; Msame = 5.99; F(1,40) = 0.66 , p < 0.43)

® Subjective Friendliness

» Perceived friendliness
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> 10HEDY v — R RE
» sample had a mean friendliness score
< Task1:7.80 (SD = 1.48)
¢ Task 2 : 7.77 (SD = 1.50)
> EAN LT
< less friendly (Task2)
‘changed (M = 7.66)’ > ‘Same (M = 7.88)", (F(1,122) = 4.80, p < 0.03)
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< perceived higher levels of friendliness (Task2)
‘Same (M = 7.88)’ > ‘changed (M = 7.66), (F(1,40) =4.99, p <0.03)

® Perceived Comfort and Morale
> 2 O0HHTHA
» perceived comfort and perceived morale
< perceived comfort
sample had a mean comfort score
Task 1 : 7.46 (SD = 2.00)
Task 2 : 7.85 (SD = 1.68)
> EA LT
less comfortable in Task?2
‘changed (M = 7.65)’ > ‘Same (M = 8.01)’ ,( F(1,122) = 5.63, p < 0.019)
> TN—T LT
reported higher levels of comfort in Task 2
‘Same (M = 8.01)’ > ‘changed (M = 7.67)" ,( F(1,40) = 3.99, p < 0.05)
< perceived morale
EANL~LVTHEZERL
(Mchanged = 6.69; Msame = 6.17; F(1,122) = 0.22, p < 0.64)
TN—T L)V THEAER L
(Mchanged = 6.73; Msame = 6.14; F(1,40) = 0.07, p < 0.80)

DISCUSSION
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Table 1. Quantity and rated creativity of ideas generated
Same composition Changed composition
Mean S0 Mean S0
Ideas generated in Task 1
Quantity 2443, 7.32 24.92, 7.05
Creativity 302, 0.07 3.00, 0.01
Ideas generated in Task 2
Quantity 23.04, 8.53 28.44, 6.46
Creativity 299, 0.05 3.04,, 0.13
Means are at the group level; N =41 groups. Task was counterbalanced.
Subscripts in common are not significant at the (.08 level.
Table 2. Perceptions of the group process during Task 2
Same composition Changed composition
Mean S0 Mizan S0
Perceived creativity 6.96, 092 6.56, 1.13
Perceived stimulation 599, 0.99 5.88, 0.70
Perceived friendliness 7.88, 077 7.664 1.04
Perceived comfort 8.01, 0.66 167, 1.02
Perceived morale 6.14, 1.54 6.73, 143

Means are at the group level, N=41 groups. Task (tourism, traffic) was counterbalanced.
Subscripts in commaon are not significant at the 0.05 level.



