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me
o
e
il

e =4 AEH I B8 M
93 9% Z sl 2 3535 W (Shalley et al.,

2004; World E
A T TR 2okl 1 TR0l Az
1 ATHGeorge & Zhou, 2001; Grant & Berry,
2011). Ze)de Exbstar Shakz]l AEety
TN d © Z(Sternberg, 1985) ThFsHAl A2
HAG, dubE o QI 59 oW A
AE MEnovel) A SHappropriate) oFo]T] o]
£ AAs= Z(Amabile, 1997) 0.2 A o] €.
z2 ] #HAME M2FEAE 24 F
SSH(useful) o}o]t] o], 2FE(products) == A
ZHprocedures) S WEO] W= AL 9wt
(Anderson et al., 2014; Yuan & Woodman, 2019).

Ao)Ade] =oAL A FFIof &
SE At dA dFME oA
ol ofotiolE & F83HA] o= Fe
A & A(creativity paradox; Staw, 1995; Sternberg,
2005) @7gol vebdTE oAl ArgrEoiA
TEoE Uthe A3 (rsk cakers), HIEZ
A(nonconformists), A3 AL D FH A8
Z)=(Feist, 1998; Runco, 2004; Staw, 1995)3} 7+
& Exo dutAel AAFEF F3hE7] o
I(Staw, 1995), FHFAv]F OoF2AFo|H(outsider)
2 715%7] €tKKaufman et al., 2006).

Mueller 5(2012)2 2@ o2 FoJ4 S
HepARE R o' FofZQl ofe]rolE A
Fahe oleldt AEE Aol wele A
(bias against creativity)’©]2}1L SPAA, FH U<
o] B84 Y (uncertainty)2] A|Z}olg}al SR

conomy Forum, 2020), AF%3, n-§,

ofH ofe]t]oj7} = (origina) P55 A 7ol
o3k B34 A 7HedMadjar et al,
2002)0] E=A AZEHHEA ool g 74
A HE7F SEEE Aot Ao jAgt
S A BH9) FA|Hleadership potential)

o] © YA H7}Em(Mueller et al, 2011), 3]

o] JAAAAELS F4lS AxSAAE A
o tigh A} HdS FetuA JjHo R
A@isko] G kAT AZE dstHA &
oAl ofolHolE iAoz A s
745k o] YeERdTHMueller et al., 2018).

9, e AW FolH ATASE A

[¢] 7—<]-07j-]] A‘]ﬂE/H ]14. Bgioﬂ [‘Hgﬂ HZ—]X—]

=g ol olfol thsl, AFEe] B4

g 9= AL FHYS A KTorrance, 1995),
B9 AR} MR BEE wA AA
ol 84z 7] gRoln Hyt

(Sternberg & Grigorenko, 1997). ©|H% 7] 9

W PFAAE FoAe] FasH e
Mle] Adat Agaglel Feojdol tigk 7t
Z(ambivalent) EJ=7} £3] Ve F QlTHLee

et al., 2017; Mueller et al., 2012).

B Aa7E 4 9 24 THYE0] Aol
203 71X U= Aods Fojd A7
HE ehe B4 8 BR TARS

A Hrlsles ZoAde disk 94

Selsh, op old @ Hun B
4wl B AsigomM, o

F AEA o] Eimplicit theory)—o— g Al
4 S

& 2+9] A(Anderson

et al, 2014 22 g AY EokilA oS o
&g BRI A ?i:rLﬂ weote A
S SOl THGeorge, 2007). 27| ol AT

£ 22 AR FoHe FHOE 1 MY

&

o:
d
4

o 4 18 o

o\ ox i
2= i ool ml
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MBI - TS / Hol o: HolM0| F25ICT USAE Elolo] FolN SM2 T BRIAE BIlsteTh

a5t Ao Wl s AFEHALH, of AN WA, 5YH, Wz A5G
of el Holls Zold 34, FolH 24, Al BASAE. AL wAREo] Lk e
%%%a’

HS Y7} A THHarrison et al., 2022). 717
U Belel Fasel oliel ZEHoE A

=3 [e)
~ -
Ha gclemAe Feld 5 ATe 2dE 2 wEAs gt drle 54
5
4

A BN FHUS

Eo] ZoAel iz JH  AEol AASA = EAE

A1 AHE IO Fod AFAQA £ AL AU HrpA X sbsAol Atk
&, 53 Yo =& 59 3 I dstu olo] ¥ AT ol oA 9 IS
AE FEE W wEEIS e oy =] dtm AddA wHEASZSIL, Urom
(Epitropaki et al, 2018), A& Ax3h= 2 719 AULE AFE st AAEHE
S FEE FEol 2F F Uk ool B A oA g gA dAAL olsstn u?‘*
T F9RY B8 TS AR HAERS FASE A4 g 4EFH
A AAeE @A Ao 9 A o] Eimplicit theory)l] th3l 1 Fsta A} AT
< zWstaAt sHh g AFAAE vEe R Fojdo] ts 7

Kettler 5(2018)2 WAMES] Zojd HAE  ZHve 347 870 F4=e 22 £97]
AE 71 St B i mAE dds A 249 WIS = o};’it}

At A, o] & o|H A7H(Westby & Dawson, HA AT
1995)9F HlwatHth. F AT 2F 20dolgke EA A Al zr&l,:_ X]”(—’Fﬂ—l) L
AN Bt A «l oL Eﬂ" 7B7:Q°i AxK7AE, n

7

m =
AEHS k0 AR o ey Bt
EU 0 AR 2] FoH 9N ARS
Siehel ke uvogi FolH Qge  AHARILA SHA BA, Kerdler 5019
go o
%

—|—‘

‘{]7‘]%@,, HAAEAR 9 A¥H Y5 TolA FLstAl ZolF HAAEAR H7lel
2 e ZoA st 54 A E A (Creative Fe vAE AR FRld MAAF ®AA
Student Characteristics Questionnaire) 4232 A 27 o)A R Zbol %2 FAYEE 9 A
NS 7 Bl oA e ot Apel oA AASHY BE Ay Bt
HARFEAIE HASHA stk B4A, Wl o 9 HAEA AuEa, AA, o] & 3t
N %7 QBHoR sy AT ABE A o WA F)2 ThlE M creative mindsess,
WA, B4, OE BHOE B B¢ 94 Kavowki, 20409] 24 Efh epieA
8 #d = dsiMe =4 BAs FQlstaAt stk
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SEARIBIER: Mo U T

Aol2 vlelsle Aol uF A
2, ool tsl AN 59, B,
4

O]

213 el *ézﬂm*éoﬂ o §7} gk
: A Belstel, @golA del 1
A, Begel o Bl

Az ga) mRsA

-

a lEHShalley et al,
A v o4, Feld

olg AAsol grie
T ‘?}é‘% wEo] A, ol ool

3l
e ag maw BES A8 Y
] A & A E thRunco,

JOE NS A BAY, AARE B
o ofoltjolg ARBHE Aol Wk T
P ZAlo] YEFITHMueller et al., 2012). ©]
213k HFE FoAR ofelh o7t 7= Al
2879 2e0] A8 JPsaA, AL £
& AsH Qe e & 9

flonz AFGEA
Aol Bk ol ¥
4 9 ARSIA A F(social

o2 suenA s

[e)
-
A, =
1=]
=

Ao A ZoAol Uzt FAZA ¢lxo=F
o]o]& 4 ATHLee et al., 2017; Mueller et al.,
2014; Staw, 1995). Fe]o] T28A Foha
she A4S ZoliEy] o @A, Y o
BES ZYH AE)s dAHA FASkE
24E5 9 27 o8& 495 o] WEelt
(Sternberg, 2005).

Miron-Spektor@}  Erez(2017)= 2| Aoll+=

rie

fHo% ool meHol P B, T
3l B A AoA FH AL AAFFUTH
5 RE oA Aglo] Aol m
gdd m= oJY E7}FsA(incompatibility)©] &
e, Ao oyt gy HilsHS B
AalA o1, 238 ol s A
AstHA Uo= Aolgtn RYth 9E Eo,
ool =0T W AEES G2 AL
ZZ2AA EE A HHE APsA o

) A4,
wHl, o #82 A A A(generative) Aol H
7F(evaluative)©] 3, FrAEFA| Th(flexible) 7] 2
-9 (persistent), & 2] A (passionate) 5 A o]l
A A D (disciplined) EA o] Jebdtin stk
o]a}%]— e Ho|go ATE ZHNZL

F89, 493 SAA8A 4 43

lo

m
o

(o)

N8 = %+o 2 o4 SHETS &8
ANA FF eEhdThal skgth
3+, Bonetto $(2021)2 213513

Fojdel dHE AASteH, Fr1E UHet

of EAARTE AAE Woldte AH L

Ao Aag g5 [F7IAY AE 7

& B9FAY, 1893 Ay B35S &

AAY A FHOZRE olgdd oJu|dt

FE dva stk ek AdelAlE 4T

@ 99 WEShD Qo] A AR AE

|
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MBI - RS / Bol o: ol FR3ICIT X

o

of #2134 flrks WA Guzclgn B

ATk

(Kaufman et al., 2006). T3 YukA o
E9 g4 fAGtatus quo)E Az d=

Aeko 2 Ql&|(Eidelman & Crandall, 2012),
ZZQ ofo|rold4F AHItEE Aol
O M(Licuanan et al., 2007), AFEEL AMS]ZA
o7 QIAWS F Qe Bt} Aty QHHg
ofoltjol & AIstAl "tk mebA, oA,
2ol ofoltol, A HAEAL 9 P
Gupt vz stA AzbskEAldl ok Aol
AFEE TR FAY o s 7
T UTHLee et al,, 2017; Mueller et al., 2012).

Mueller®} T8 9Ho A4y AF4E &
3, o)Al digks AA = AL sl
A A H(leadership potential)2 WA H7}
St (Mueller et al., 2011), &2 W F8 2JAHA
AAE0] oA ofoltoE i oE A%
7}l (Mueller et al., 2018), F2] TFAYUE0]
oAl Yudrs @ dWsitta Brlste
ZAMueller et al., 2018)S HAFTE o]#3H
A A A@HEhE Wl A
2 Q12 &} =(Sternberg, 1985, 2005) o]0 Bk
she HWEks =tk

AAAR F25 7R giFEY 71y 23

A T FAR) B F AEE

o ¥° i ro

=2

Holde] Ao} Baol 2o g
240 BE4L ANSHAY EANE 2
£ 9de welse asw AzeA
A =

golgel Us) AuHos R

2w o

5
=

i

dA AF FAONA olHT oAl AEl
e A BA717F IRHY, 222 R
oA FEolv dAEHe =l Ae
AET B ol v 7] oAl
s =3 vhEAskA] oAl woled o=
ol gtk

B A7 ol Fede] ErAd 54

Eak: B A4 5

2)
Bl=& X 3l (Feist, 1998;
Kettler et al, 2018; Runco, 2004), A3 A
(Kettler et al, 2018)2] WS wel Aoy F

T A4 AAEREYA - o) Brt

=

d

£ FHoz 1 WAE AU olH@
Ad A ool 2147 5 JFe
AzHE elE Brsn A Al
Fegol = aTHA g BYS WP
Y & Yk wekd Boe PEs
77 7ot 4T Aolo] By 10| B
2% Zoju, olo] U# =oF Fa 4rA
olg =EsaA stk
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SHEARIEEA] M Y AR

45 nx AAFH7AFAAPAR; Institute of
Personality Assessment and Research)®] F+Q &3F
3 S 9994 deso *37—1%*3% s}
A e Aow, oe Ae B
b T UB@STL WL Ao
A}, Fo g AT A4 A

AS5A ek HEREA & 3 Feis(1998)= 3
Aol HBEA, o<7kel Hle&Tte] Wl
o gojxel fataiel FojHolx] ke s}
A= Bl FojF Jesd 1¥8A &
< ARSI FEEHE 49" 548

HU
HEZ
T
5.:
I
>L

(Runco, 2004).

B, £ O 9o Pl 44 Ars
L AogMate= 7 g]7F WH(contraindicative) A4
SA(o)5} WY AR o Al o
AT dFE oS o] FAthDomino, 1970;
Kettler et al., 2018; Proctor & Burnett, 2004).
MacKinnon(1963)¢] ATl o] 2olx] ere
A27lEe AU 4AsT, AHoln, F7

shaL, We 4 glow, FeHolx, Hgaol

1) Al FHstxie} oﬂgﬂow FAA Y
< T71AAHAA), 3)
JAAZH MFE FE3} xﬂf\lo}"it} A &71E «1
T, AEE AFA e iEhE, (%
oA o, ‘EYA, Ao, WEd, ‘7‘4
i s o, HEApe] A9, Au
2, ARGy, AU, AT e, AEH,
L B AAAAE) HFAA o
<7k} H3AF BF, FolQl7be] FFH(driveny,
copfo] 9lErol UL, SFE, Bkgk, A
MAog oUigke dertilAMT Yeltth
A HFol A NS F Jd BFolA
YERRAL, “dEe] e odlert JdedA,
< SHflexibley -2 32} F T Al LERITEH

SO

2} FH83Y T, Runco(2010% Fe] A 3P F3
52 #eo] e SAES YA 44E
Aog B AAA(rgidity), 5 ZA(conformity)
L=}
o=

Mo gt lo El
o 4
2
)
[
2
=2

9Jr Dawson(1995)2- /\].——o]];q] 1:]-_[__,] NZAE

12 AN 7 B0l Aokt A
B7VstA stA=El, wAFEC]
7Y B2 A E-S(least favorable) O
W SHES BRE Bold A
prototype)’ ] BFEE HAFAUTE o] WA
So] Aele ByHe AZHe AT
Sepa Heltt

Kettler 5(2018) A 2 A& Atar}
214)17] 5o BFEQ AR U ARFE A
of Bael, i ATe| A3} ARLEA
g EuA 0}93\‘:} 7‘, WAPE ASEEZA

(desirability) &

= (creative

A3 Aol Exg—g—

Hux &gty 2ga
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AEE e @ 2
t WAEET Fold 4ASHE o W
S BrksAE wgkth o mARE A

A8) A (Kettler et al., 2018)01A]
IHo 4] o 9d e
Heo] U & AW 9 =
5 Yehd=A gRlstka,

0 o
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lex]

=
2§ EAol} A=A, EAHY o] B
3 A4, 71e, 9 9 718 A E(KSAO)
o] 3L 9 u s tHCampion et al, 2011).
Bartram(2005)2 A Ao A A7) B 7}(self
appraisal) % AFAL 3 7Ksupervisor appraisal) A5
of ik aEAH A =S T3l sth
& ZKGreat Fight; Bartram et al, 2002; Kurz &
Bartram, 20020 =Z¢ v} ¢low, 2971¢] Eb
g3} Aol i mEREAe AAIske] s
Aol FARA 7S dFsAT wet
A B dTedA e 719 23M dxEe 9
AogeFo g 8t HaKthe Great Fight; Bartram,
2005 FH=EskAL, st AFole ZolAd o

o] T

FelH AT 2 BEe s 24 749
ot Foly dBe Fashl BRUSE
ol 4ASHS 7K FHYS B W
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sHEAlR[EEIA: Al o TX

43l WAE Aoz AZ¥ 4 Qo a9
U, Aojd Mol HEks HSl M3 A
9] AN, Kettler et al, 2018)Z =3 uf,
2ol HA ey Fe Faspl 47
e Afo® Aod HAELES © vE3
sttal FrRskAE ¢S Zold, 23]
o7 4ARAE o s Bk o
Aol Ueld ACE 44T 4 Ut oA
53 2ol 7Hd& AR

7Hd 2a Ao o W} Fa= A7
3 T8 7EY F)H BAEAA U B
7t ZbellE folg WAV dehdA 2e
o S, Fo4 d7Fe FasH A=
ez HA54 &l

Kettler 5(2018)¢] A7ollA WAL SIS
o) Holn HAEA| wHALL WY ),
$8kA G A= AU WAe Al

7 AZEREAE ofulshs 4]

Ao AAeE YBsth & wAF 222
Holghm AATSS FAES] 39
HASHS B RO BIsE Ao
2 et ol fA4 w2 o] Eimilaricy
attraction theory, Byrne, 197D A E, A3}

FAE HE, 2g TS A E ARSI
wrh A He Ao B F ok =3
222 AelFoldn dE B¢ Arres
Ao FAEA U A4H HEY A
o] d Yeh}= RAoZ o) £ S 7o)
th 27 WM s A2 Fo|Holgta A
Zrahe 7o) BEFE oA 9Ho) |

cE wheba 2

oY HozE oy = ok
o}

AN
2 Fe|Holgty AR5

= e TAdE
o Zod JAEA tis o niEAEA
M RAer dFste, g e JHdE
SE3ATH

ic}—g];ﬁl AAEA gk H]—E‘:’]’Z{J‘/\é 7} 7o
€93k IA 7} JeEbS Aotk & AAlo]
oJFoletn AAYEE FolH HASHE

7R FAYE O wirAe 971 el

o rr

gk ool IdFES A= A2
ol thgk Aldo] ejdol that ejel F3F
< A Aeg ¥ F vk Karwowski
014)= AH3]RIA B wg4le] HofolA 2

W oA vhle
(Mindsets; Dweck & Leggett, 1988) /@2 o
4 ATE st FA vl EAl(creative
mindsets)& A AT e Ao rlol=
AL QFA A(stable) THH] 7} A(malleable) &
Aol g Aldolat, BN Az B4
o2 Aok, M A PR Agrowh
mindset) ¥} F2]A 1A vl = Al(fixed mindset)
2 FRAAT, AWe] ofd vRIZAE 7
Syl g2 Al A3 WY, B B

So] G mAE Ao] Y2 HA L,

AC)
re
-
(i
=
ro,
fo
>
&

12

S~
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MEE - Az / &ely 3M: Folgo| st

EFRAS, 2019; Dweck & Leggett, 1988)5 ETj
2, Ao)d vleleal oA, AjRle] el 3
oA 9 TV, AHEAEAN S& dHFHo=
AR Aoz WA, Aol HE} Ths
@ 48 708 U 299 sl v

A
Zod 1A U}JE@I% A A O]E(entity
o

]1:]. o]‘— zl_/]Ho] E]—

_,] Z AA mele

e o
|o
(R
=

Ir

v

v‘i— o] E(incremental theory)
< 7HH1— ol uq§],/\]%] 2
RHnog QA% webA AHoA A
BEETE

W, oz geld 14 v}
FEo oA P& Y=
A Fa} S ThKarwowski,

% vRIEAS Fol7

30 o >z fo K

d
-

N

1
2
o

(M mu e ofr
Iy
>
o
XN
2
>
o
1
rlo

N
-

> o
o ™ rr
>
>

N
fr o>z

(o3
o
ok

Sy

2014). T3k Ao A
A7) &5 7K creative self-efficacy), A}7] #2)A 3
oA 27 AAA

(creative personal identity) & #2] & EF(creative

F
;
o3t

A (self-reported  creativity),

activitie) T A2 o) L}EML 2105 M =)
2 1A welEMe o5 BA A#RS v}

e RO &E YERGTHPretz & Nelson, 2017,
Karwowski, 2019).

wpebs TH]le] oS
A o) thek HE3 o] E(implicit theory)
Ho|H vllEAlo] Wk A7) FolA Azt
Bol2 HASAe) e vhgAY Bt
WA} GeEiAl= F7FE A
st stk #o)A AR meleygs sk
e zL_4H<> WA 2 WAL s
B3 gold Aok @ Held] @5}
B o] Ueht Mal A7 AoE e
o=, A7) FYH AZA B2 THAE

Azkshe o2

°l

E-Vir

A 1 9ge

i

>

o

LS5 ERI| YolX Sgg O iAok E7tst=1?

.
ot

o7 dAEA dig w3
ol BAE AN AR dFsan.
H, oA 1A rRIEAE 7R AR o]
A obrd FFE WAA &S AL
Z3te], o o] 7S EE3SISiTh

M da Ol AR PRRIEAS P4
Ao A7) Feld Azt Bz P
o2 AAEA E uhgraA 7
g 24T Zolth TAHoR, Fod 4%
nlelEsle] B24E A7 Fel4 A
o2 AAEA] U@ whgrad W7} 2 3o

AA S 7A3AZ Ao|th
7]'}2 4b. 7_(]‘9];{“ "7Z4 \:{].0]1:/(4]_04 —?—/HO_]
Mol 7] FAA N3 S ;_/q o] %

HABA o vgay Bt
gol BAol o}TY 3G HAA e
Zelt.
Ht H
AT 1
HTChA 2 HA}

7H At e SEAE
+ IBP(nvitation Based Panel)E
ZAUAE Fa ) 2535 L5 DA
= 12T Yoz AR ZAE Adey
 ABY FAT ARIE B wel e

Aaz s
BAS 2okl

ﬂ%
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sHEAlR[EEIA: Al o TX

oo Wk 1A ZAPE AN sk, 9
HH 3K common method bias)S =
Podsakoff 5(2012)¢] A|Qtell whe}, dFHe] 7H
Aog 12} 2A} 23} A A Eeldt
AT dSHRle dete wsERY F&
T &9 2 A AR AAE 1z, F5
el aiete Aojd AAEA B e
2 AAEA g vigAA HIEE 23t
SAskAth

A, 1234 ZA ] F 2007 0] R EoH,
1219} 2zte] BF SET 17279 RS 2
Mol ARgstAth F7bAke] QIFEASHE &
Aoz IA 89W(51.74%), Al 837(48.26%)
o], H AHE 46.46MSD = 9.89), 20TH
9, 5.23%), 3001339, 19.19%), 400H(631,
36.63%) 2 soth ©)67H, 38.95%) 2%, 40t)
ojFe] 7558%% 7H¢ & HlTS AR
AYI7|7e HT 1842dSD = 9.85)C. 2 54
o]3K20™, 11.63%), 6-1013(19™, 11.05%), 11-15
Y359, 20.35%), 16-20(339, 19.19%), 21
W o] XH65H, 37.79%)°1 AT ZT L AKS9Y,
34.30%), oo AN4TH, 27.33%) H ILSAAL
(66™, 3837%Z TAEHJoH, wdf =9
79 H3H(179, 9.88%), =0J(18%, 10.47%), At
3)3™, 13.37%), K229, 12.79%), (14
W, 8.14%), AH119, 6.40%) T =25 A A=
(339, 19.19%)% 2, ¢+, B T 7]Ek34
™, 19.77%)7F L= At

=
D)
ol
L
)
O
%

=
:i
o
o
lo
Y
1>

g 2 55 2 e s
of Wt wlAA Atal 3) wakge] 8ol
ek oA AL 4) wabgel Wil it
g, 5wl wed
2 sHoz A

=

A
o
ro
(o3
>

p
go2 Atae] ddiA &

A7] ZFA AL

Kettler 5(2018)0] ©]7 ¢34 (Dacey & Lennon,
1998; Sawyer, 2012914 Fo)4d #H 3o
712 AN oAY MY BA 23S A

At FYBAE 1R 1%

%
>
>
~I
X
2
o
[
o
&
o
i
-
oX,
i,
~I
B X

GAE Axel WAES Yy, DALY
Hrel Bae Aol AT, A7) o)
A A7 ARG AZE Al9(Cronbach’s a)
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MBI - BTk / Foly oM: Foldo| FRsitn Y

= 77013tk

23 -
37}

Kettler 5(2018)2] AToA 283 EldE
7} #ld AAEA FE&ERunco, 201002 A
% }%loﬂﬂl 2 34 %‘éfﬁl et v A

wHgeld A A w4

F Z47ke] Ao Bs vEr*dOH /‘}%OP%O
o, 8 FAEAD 10289 AIE AT
(Cronbach’s a)+= .71, HHE2]Z MAEA 108
o A Ao 88E LER

g

T Spearman’s p) D BEAHEA S T3 T

At

5 Elele| FolX Sd2 O HigisH E7kekert?

o|\

- WA YAER Y wEAA
SHel AAEA ik wiE2d Hrte
EA A8S % 19 A3k
U WAFEANAIME A AT (Ketter et al,
2018)°l1 4 8} 22 %LPMS‘OJI gt

of Yehte=A, & Zod AA5EHES 7R
=S HVe}«lxﬂ. BAERES 717 SHHER
o o nigetA HrlskeAl E]lstaat &
Aok =W wAbEo] HAZE ol AHASA
W wlgo) A AAEA

o1

=3 Ve

248 A7

A B 3.146D = 47)T €]

A JAEA H 3.906D = 559 Ht Aol
= Y3tk = 14.50, 4f = 171, p < .001,
d . HHo il—g]x% NAEA E3=s
_4 Eg-.:!- ;H_/,:7]. H]—zl—_/]x'l H?ﬂE .}}t‘g-g
Bt v @& AR HAHY, = wA
oA HA] A8 Aot FARE A7t
= A& RIS

o
kD
£ > g

Hglo] 3 £4
Bohol AR vIAEA Glay) 98] B
AL ANSYT 1 A R, 169) = 048,

169) = 061, p = 54, n° = 012 §93 =}
ol YEhA] ekt

- 413 -



SIRAIR|EHE|X| A

E 1. WAL Fol/gkato] MASMo| gt Hi2tElY ot
RS A - WA Kettler 5 (2018)
Mean SD Mean SD
AP A= A 4.32 0.75 473 051
of&S A7 A 4.30 0.82 4.65 051
A5k AAlo] Y= sHAY 4.28 0.73 4.67 0.62
1e 5 Qe 4.27 0.82 461 0.65
AA} Eol FA3Ue T4 3.82 0.89 3.46 0.70
2822l 4y 3.80 0.77 4.07 0.70
=929 sy’ 3.72 0.84 449 0.57
Ha HEI A 3.66 0.80 4.36 0.60
dog How PFate A 3.59 0.8 292 0.73
3l A Bgste A 3.55 0.71 421 0.66
A&Ho| T Yste= AL Folahs A 3.55 0.77 3.11 0.81
Bl =dsks S 3.53 0.95 3.96 0.84
22 sy 3.50 0.75 3.37 0.82
g S dsske A 3.41 0.75 3.63 0.75
A7)ere] F2o] e A 3.30 0.83 236 0.87
2L Folshs A 3.29 0.83 427 0.64
MAFeH el Ay 3.03 1.01 4.24 0.70
=&HolA k& A 2.64 0.96 3.30 0.84
2538 MEshe sy 2.52 0.88 2.78 0.79
F5HQ sy 233 111 249 0.73
F.1 = A9 ugHskA gk ~ 5 = 433 v, T A" HAEA
WAES] wg o] wE E4HEA A3 089, p = 51, 030F ERGT, JHEO
AA] A A} nRAE YebgTh e A A S fﬂf& Zkol= F6, 165) = 045,
2 JAEHNO AL F7, 164 = 1.00, p = p = 84 1’ = 022 YeER} 593 o7} U}
43, nf = 04, WA HAEA AL R, ERLIA o_l-ol-];]_ Az oz HAEA
164) = 073, p = 65, n° = BOZ F3 % wbgez HYAEA i Hrte ole

Aol7h et ekt

WAFES] AEed) B A Ehdo)e] o
zFo] AA] GolskA] Lot AEE WAE)
oA HAEA tdt xfol= F6, 165) =

247 FG3, 168) = 1.84, p = 14, n° = 03 4
F(3, 168) = 039, p = .76, n° = 01& 93
zpol 7 YepA] gkokth mAke] fIAF gl

M YASY Wk A5 WE FEUAE
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MEE - Bz / Zold 94 Fold0| SQattt
ol AABIATHR-= 1, 2, 3] F=2).

WAL A7) ol A7k FIF¥
WAL 222 o)A olgtal 2|7 shE
of wt stEEY JAEA N gt nlEEA
Bt YFE vA=A Glskdth 7H A
T8 3% wAe 1}71 2ol Azte] Ht
A4 436 D o2 FHiA 213, H
6.002] HelolA At etk =
= 40, AT = -07). ABEA A3, WAL
Aol o

A7) ol A ztah go] o)A
23, p <

.
TEEZE

g ukAA WL AlelellE H(172) =
018 Fo3 AR Avo] Yepsth v, o
Akel 7] oA A4 S| whelA A4
Ao et H7} Apelolls n172) = -.07, p

397 52 fEo] Yoy, SAHCE &
o)k ¥ttt A AG(Kettler et al, 2018)
o] AL WAL A7) oA Ao A9
2] MAEA Hrlots= AHAo R M9
A HAER Briske FRHoE BT {oT

Aho] UERTRE el Rjolzt Qo) @

= sy
. ko]
—5]-7]] | 7]_0]}‘ w}ak

WAL o) FRE A7t JF¥
ZA FeAo] FoTL Be 4
A BAEARE O uFsA Bt
Slstdct. oAl 7 7}
7% ot sk wsE ]
= o, s nAEY W
Aurd, wsAge] yea #
A SEM = 400, SD = 1.29), a+a+7éﬂ Ui
ol e A JAALFTM = 311, SD
1.28), wAAA ] W&ol gk Foja Apar
M = 287, SD = 1.25), d3}A 9 2|27} 7]
&9 &2 2 HFEWM = 276, SD = 147) &
WAL WGl tig HFA A
226, SD = 1.19)9] =2 = YEIHT
wHAA o] gl et Fejd AlLE
Aoz A BAT wAEe] gAY Zo

THEF

=)

oy 1o

=

=
HE 52

hE

SEX

1)

=]
)

do &8

i

_XE
of

1_. RS Zﬂ

N

A}

E 2. wrle| uSEE 529 Fo|/dide MAEM| AREAM(Spearman’s p)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
L A2 7=
2. H]F AkaL -.08
3. oA Abar 34" -13
4. AAE 227" -49™ 31"
5. EAEAE 47" -14 19" 01
6. Aolx AA -.00 .07 15 -.08 -04
7. REge1A A4 09 -16 -05 07 04 14
e 276 2.26 2.87 3.11 4.00 3.14 3.90
FFAA 1.47 1.19 1.25 1.28 1.28 0.47 0.55
EN=172, p<.05 " < .01
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sHEAlR[EEIA: Al o TX

BASHe Be P Wl
| 2~3ojgt £=9] ¥ Spearman’s
Ak 20 Al

) QB4 g R4 B 2 A
2 EROot(p = .15, p = .054), ©]
= IAF O E 7255 THmarginally significant).
W, wAes JASA) the Biske] @
Aol frelshA @skthp = 05, p =

oy
i
S
i

55). ol WEEFIEA FoAHo] FasttaL
UE WAMESY] 749 A Fod H4AEA
< Ao E o nigEeA Hrlske As
ojulaie, o 2 WA JAEA g
B B o B el yehd A3
A (Kettler et al, 2018)2H= Z}o]Z Hole= 2
ISt

o)A At 7V Fo3t T de wA
Sol & uSE¥VF § Fost Ue o
AEERT Zo)A FAEAS o nigz s
BrysheA glstaat, 7 wsE®E Igo
2 Uil wAbEe] 7P 8% ZloE BA
S WSEE 5 gEste EARRAS A
Attt wSEE OFE JAEA g
Bl ol o]k vehA] gttt e

167) = 099, p = 41, n’ = 02%th WEERE
I8 AAEAH Hrtd gt 7lesA AR
= [F5 4]0 AA AT w3 AA o] o

g Mg F850) BAT LA 25 Fo
HASA e W) W BT AV ok

ol o
i)
K
frtl
o
zo{:‘l‘
i)
4
%0
32
=

Sofstd, 9= WS e R Ay <
THKettler et al.,, 2018)9] ATHHE we} E4
@ A%, 9% WAE WA @
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fru

N

o

N
o
o2
k=l

IBP(Invitation Based Pane)E H-7-3F 2}
AADAAT 1% FES T G
Ag AAHE Tl = 24 7199
2 AARIEN = B ddez AE
ANshET ARe FAE A
S B A ARkl gk A A
= Ak, AT 1ol4sh 2ol 2A A
ek 24 gelsd, 1 A 94
Fas A7) B A7 % BeH v
Ae ZARAL, UFY F 24 A
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MBI - RS / Bol o8: ola0| SQAICIT LS4 Elole] FolA S

39.48AISD = 935 30TH(106™, 32.02%)%
40TH(100, 30.21%)7} 7} 29k, 20TH65,
19.64%)} 504 ©]3H60™, 18.13%)0] Z =2
o} Y7 HF 13.1696D = 858) 0.2 5
W o)ak78™, 23.56%), 6-10)3(69™, 20.85%),
11-15W(63%, 19.03%), 16-2013(59™8, 17.82%),
21 o)629, 18.73%)01 Ut Aw2 tEw
(100, 30.21%), AFAS(87H, 26.28%)2] S
2 7P gdn 1 9 EF65H, 16.62%),
AF34, 10.27%), FAFE1H, 12.39%) 1
g JLF14m, 4.23%)°0] ETFEHJT 5H
S FUFIFE FASAA HF 15549
$D = 17922 st Aa6d)7t 2599
(78.25%) 0.2 7p @tow . mwE12d
old}; 339, 9.97%) tEtA17d ol 394,
11.78%) 0.2 FAHAT HTE AFFZA ] 215
B(64.96%) 2.2 71 Be HEe AAEY L,
a9 HE7|ER60Y, 18.13%), ATFNL3R
61, 7.85%), BABMA13H, 3.93%), Y4t
71%2 2 71ek17, 5.13%F et A
THEE A% - 38K, 20.85%), AR 2~(38
o, 11.48%), 1% - 59 - %389, 11.48%),
o8 - A - BA(371, 11.18%), ASU(34H,
1027%), 335713 2L #3299, 8.76%), IT -
2269, 7.85%), 1421, 6.34%) < 23,
njtjo], 7|ek399, 11.78%) 2 F7HA7}F B3]
DEA BES o], Tl oY AHTE

e

2

FAAE o]u X hEdE HoE &

g9F F8=
Bartram(2005)8] 8t A AZFS T3ty
2 AFdAE g 7]

o
ni
[
o
)l
ol
=
Okl
N
3i
rir
N
=

ke AAGHFES HHYgstaal, tisdEs)
A7) 2008 dFE W= 100t 7|40l

Ay BRI HBITHI L, 2018
AN BIAER W AES, F

SR DI FER TR REDERENES 3
A

Mo Mr mo rj‘g fo
ol
FIF

4
Al 7HA E&@el 'et=E sdist, 1) e
A7 FR%, 2) Y AF Ao A ARES
Y= AL, 3) Y gFel A FHedA
293 NEE 53 0F - 47) A== 345
Aok dFE FoE, ARE 9 R A E
ko] AFE AlS(Cronbach’s o)y FEA =

69), F93@ = 80, YAAE@ = 81), &
271880 = 82, ZoH8@ = 8), ==Y
HiHa = .88), ZAAHA (@ = .85), YAAaF
= 8ho|th BE HFolA WA dX =7

A sl Al R EaE ARE 2ol
Z

FE ML W =

3 BEE BT A= B 2o
=9 A Spearman’s p)S ot ool 3|
o 285 A7 AoA . utyold AMAE
Aol thgk vigral A 7keke] A (Pearson’s 1)
2 bz BT

A7) g A7
AT 1904 AMEE B FYSA At
o FA AL 585, S 2 ATy v

3
Sol guael B4 s Frhecky 47
@ ), 2 540 o) 280] drht B
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BZAIR|EHE|A| AR 2 KX

AR a8A grholA] sH@E|$ 1
TF48 s34 YAE HEo
I, VA2 oY 28
Aol ARg3ITE 2] FYA Az
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e)7 vjel=A

Karwowski(2014)7} A|¢oFstr Bl E=EE ¢
Sk 4o nlRIZAN(CMS; Creative Mind Set) 2
T2 oA AAWTA rRRIEANS =AY
th 7 o Bdgow AW, s fAE

L ofN

HE2( = A% 294 gk 5 = WS 13
th S AL 7 oAl B H4E
Hie o

N
-
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myoHr x N &2 1

) s
2
o
[
rlr
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o
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tlo
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X
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=
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i

IN]

s
30
o

Ly

lo
ox,
rlo
Y
i
i
4
%0,
N
=
-
o
rlo
™
_a
ozi

WAY E % Shtoly S
% Al4X(Cronbach’s @)+ .79°] 31T}

m. lo

FolF - gl A AAd g v
37}

A 104 AFEEE Zo@AmMEAe A A
A b 10eds M Al Alber
ato] ARgSElT: gelF] - ibeA AAE
1088S 2902 AAst, A"
2 8RS WY u, 7 Exo

—% 7]'1__ o=

flof Arhh vhgrAE R A7
=
ok
1w

oX,
fr o2 Y ox ol Jm

s 53 ZFE H=1 = 79 "y
o) 5 = 33| wk

Asrhe B7}

S Stk Aeld HARA 10293
o9& HAEA 1083 Z+zte] A4
Agssion, 2o 445 10
5019] AlF % Al9%Cronbach’s @)= .69, WHE2]

(LU
o

M o

‘E‘_l]

SPSS 22.0& AFEStd F8 WHAE
ARA, 4BEA 2 s B4E HAs
3, Fe)d 547 weld
o] 2

=
9%, A7 2 DKSFES FAT T HelA
ojaol tig FaEsh Bold - waelz] 4
4ol B A W BAE Ss
S, olol Hal, 4 AT 2 AT 1914 A
AEY ol s JBL WA AAR
Wl A7) ey Azst 4ASH oher
WAy ] BAe] @ o WA e
Fo)4 wiel=dle] 28 E3E Felshent
Sz}

o3 - vy YAEA dF 749

2 . Ao AHAEA
T3 W Hoe A 4454 £
of B ARt BF WA vyeigth F A
F b Aele] fejde sty fell, e
TE ; AZS AN Az o)A HAEA
Hd 275D = 393 wbFe|xn AHA HF
4.068D = 349 BT zol= fFrefstsite =
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N3IE - MRS / Foly A Fo|Mo| Bsittn USSE Ef0le| MoX EMS O iEish Bletert?
3. ZFele| oM JASHT drRto|ld MASHo|| ChEh HIZHElM "ot
A2 - AR AT - WA
HAEA
Mean SD Mean SD
A7 e AR 4.70 0.49 4.32 0.75
k&S A= A 4.63 0.54 4.30 0.82
1s F AdE A 4.59 0.53 4.27 0.82
AL Arg 421 0.61 3.80 0.77
A2E 3L ARl Ye AR 4.21 0.70 4.28 0.73
E BE A 3.94 0.65 3.66 0.80
AA e Eo] A= AR 3.79 0.81 3.82 0.89
&8 9 elshe A 3.75 0.72 3.55 0.71
Adyd v o g dsk= AL 3.50 0.81 3.59 0.85
A IS Asske A 3.28 0.67 3.41 0.75
A71gke] o) e A 3.19 0.69 3.30 0.83
87 A 3.18 0.69 3.72 0.84
Brlso £dsks A 3.15 0.85 3.53 0.95
AgAola Ea At AL Folsle AR 3.06 0.70 3.55 0.77
T3S Folshs ARE 2.99 0.68 3.29 0.83
A A 2.93 0.71 3.50 0.75
&SA o)A e Al 261 0.67 2.64 0.96
AAF A A 235 0.88 3.03 1.01
F5H A 2.03 0.79 233 111
B3-S HNFste A 1.98 0.71 252 0.88
F. 1 =AY v FASA gt ~ 5 = AF3] A, T Aol 4AEA
46.13, df = 330, p < 001, 4 = 2.54). WEtA  wAFEC] AR A HUPY IF F
24 FHAYEL B HAELAES /I T 9F BAHAEAR TFECHFHAQL, ‘RIS =
5 TAYES WYY HAEARE 7 T olske, TNFYAERD) 0] AT 2004 BF
AUERT 9 uigEsiAl BWrkE Aoletal wbEge|d HAEA TIERT UHA HAHIU
A7ge 7HE 10] AAHA th ole %2 FAAEY FYAd wehe=
b, 22 Aol AAEA digh Wy A o] wAEY ASET o S9HsA =Y
© FuoAEY § & zolF Hole AR U Z0ER E ¢ vk EI FoH A4
UEFTE Kettler 5(2018) A7 B AT 1014 BA T 7P A= HAEE A7|ke] 3
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SIZAIR[EHE|K|: ARl 21 KA

o]

e Ao A%, AT 19 T WS
EREE BOH HAEY F 30 AR &

A2 HAEHT, A8 AF(Kettler et al,, 2018)
M= A AAM PO E 7 (Sternberg
& Grigorenko, 1997) 7} @ ul&-agk Hr1E
we BYOIUT ol Are wh A

M 207k AAHYT Hely o Faw
B A5 u@ AR 57t 7

12, p < 05) 7}*4 pi

A 2

LY

o) zol7h ¢

A 4 sl aAEe ol 7

71 Z(Steiger,

719 & AHAAY F8 3 AololA 7] 1980 AAF A, o7 Aol YERA
dE AR F5T F flon, =3t vlm QUTHZ = -05, p = 6.
ko] &3} 7t Apo|E % ol o Qi F7IE, du N dFY dd Fax
BAAEAA gk vtEAAg HrF 3 #AE
AF F8E A3 4454 B7} 29 FuE7] S8, dFe] ToES A W 9
A F £HE HIKEEC] O A TES
FAYe Ao dF 8% AhZQLE,  FHF £YZ WHIHsleg Adgojnt &9 AH
A% B NE Wiy Fo] 9 wAoA  (Spearman’s pye FAsATE 1 A HoAd
AAEA g vigz g grkeke] HEAds qFH FoH JAEA i AR #
geletr] 98l dHEAs AAst 1 Ad b 3F fFoRE Ado] YEhuA attalp =
E F 4o AAEAT. B8 dF T 10, p = .07), W E AAEAl i vie
o)A HAEA] ugAA Wb 1 folst A Hrieks FAolARE fog o] o
A B A gl ek = 08, p = .15,  BRFA @}THp = -06, p = 29). FoH o
T 4. szt MAS Yol Chst oi2tElN Holo| AEA
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 FEAYF 38" 397 49”7 457 307 517 07 21"
2. B9 -08 68" 447 360 34 407 -120 22"
3. A AES 04 05 43" 277 207 33" .05 27"
4, BA7)189% % M T S [ 6 517 56" 02 22"
5. ol e 226" 25t 207 01 59" 72" 08 12"
6. FRHAL 2377 a1t " -03 -1 70 14" a1
7. SRR -10 -18" 147 22" o8 -03 10 13
8. Ay AH7} -04 =207 -02 01 .10 .09 10 -02
9. v 4ARIL 07 -01 03 10 -06 -.04 01 0
Bt 234 2.80 3.16 243 1.95 1.72 1.92 275 406
EEHA 0.68 0.82 0.75 0.85 0.94 1.02 091 038  0.34

= N =331, "p < .05 " p< .01, lower triangle = Spearman’s p(tho), upper triangle = Pearson’s r
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Aol wel Faol Foi4
Mgy Wb gedss @
A%e 5o ANSE: 5
3% 22 THU9 A7) B4

fu

1.50, ) 4.759] WA

5 Elele| FolX Sd2 O HigisH E7kekert?

AhA= = -01, = = 01). AHEA A7}
2719 2] ZoAd A4 w5 T
Aol BAEA thd vk g Hrt Aol
ol o BF o] e = 18, p <
001), 7Hd 30] AAHJT v 22 F4Y
o] A7) Aol A7 5 wHe|d 44
EAo that H7F Atoldle ##do]l vEeR
A FUTHr = .00, p = 99).

o g

o

Zej3 vRl=Ae a3}

FHEAE B3 A A AL Ze
2 9ol FAER g uiEAA ot
kel BAE BRI Zol tisted, A 3
AR S B3 2HAAE FAstaA sATh
%, JA7EAA B4, 9%, A9 2 1§
FHE TAL, A7) FeJg Az A5
Aol gk vk Bt 7he] BA| el A
nplEAe] 2HEHE F91stuA YTk 1
SAlolA] BAMRIS FSlta, 2uAle 3
Al 27t Zuclyt 2Hwl, Jga 4%

4 5 6 7 8

.39
-18" 37"
18™ a1 05
.00 177 -0l -.02

3.00 3.47 2.94 2.75 4.06
0.53 0.54 0.70 0.38 0.34
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st=AlR[stEIR]: Al

6. AAH 2HEY:

o
=]

&ols| Myojel=Hel zRET

Xl HE
Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 Step 4
B B ¢ B B ' B B r B B t
e 2.75 13.007 279 13477 2.80 13.50™  2.80 13.64°
4’ -0.03 004 -0.77 001 001 0.14 001 001 017 0.03 003 059
de° 000 -008 -139 000 -0.10 -L76 000 -0.11 -191 000 -012 -2.10"
2 001 004 072 001 003 058 001 003 062 001 004 074
A7) A 7k 014 019 3427 o012 017 2797 o011 016 2617
A% 004 006 106 004 006 1.04
vl =EA(GMS)
2713424 x GMS 016 014 -255
Fp) 1.043 (37) 3.7307(.006) 3.2107(.008) 3.8087°(.001)
R 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.07
AR 0.04 0.00 0.02
F N =331, FE50G Fold AABA o v WL b < 05, p < 01, " < 001,
Yol (24 = 0, 94 = 1), o], FRAF @x HE 169)
E 7. 9% 7124 golx DHojleMe xEa
Step 1 Step 2 Step 3 Step 4
B B t B B t B B t B B t
A4 275 13.00°  2.79 13477 2.77 13417 2.74 13.16™
b 003 004 -0.77 001 001 0.14 0.00  0.00 0.06 0.00 0.0 0.06
ag° 0.00 -0.08 -1.39 0.00 -0.10 -1.76 000 -0.10 -1.75 0.00 -0.09 -1.68
g 001 004 072 001 003 058 00l 004 068 00l 005 084
A7) 32 A A 2¢ 014 019 3427 015 021 3637 014 019 3257
ARSIk 0.05 009 162 0.05 009 162
TFQI EANEMS)
A7) %24 x EMS 006 007 127
Fo) 1.043 (.37) 3.730" (.006) 3.523" (.004) 3.2127(.004)
I’¢ 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.06
AR 0.04 0.01 0.01
TN =331, F585 o)F HASA e wigAd B7h p < 05, p <0, T < o0l

o], ‘FuSdAF (ex. HE 169)



MBI - AKHE / BolY ©18: FolH0| BRAICIT LSAE elolel FoIX EYS Cf BN BTN

AN BEASEE FUshe 9AH AU B3 W4T ElY Fojd 4A5HS o
4 4AE msch 2Eael 4% od  we) Wik 2oz odg 4 Ytk
874 RlEA 74 ARIEAS BET B oeka A1 4l A2E.

4SETHE 6, E 7). s, A7) F4H A7kl BelH A
24 An, A7) B4 Aol Foja 4 o ois mFAA Bolel mAE Fu @
4

fo
1)
2
I

Aol e uhgrAd Wel WAL §F sl Feln 14 wlede] AR
I FAste, oA A U}‘”‘E*i«l 2dg o3HA ¥RUTHB = 06, 1 = 1.27, p = .20).
e folal UERITE = 16, ¢ = 255, wekA FAL A Foly A2 B8 T
p < 05 TG B)H A uwzcﬂol ¥ 490 393 AASH Wk e AA BA
255 A7) BYH BoH HASHA o o] 34 14 PRIEAL ofFd JFL o
W gAY Wk A WA PRAY A e golgka AT M b7k A4
Aoleke dyst gel, A 4F vlsA o
o] W& AFolw A dAE A= 24 AT 29 AFHE Qofsid, HY o
AL R 1. ol BelMe] = st Foyo] UF FLE A%t 3
of weh uhE S Qoka WE A A vk & HASA) e gAY Wt Aole]
A=Ae] e A9 Aol Foldolghn A AR HARE W, A7 19 Ash Y
Zshe offof Adaglol Bl ZoA A4 Ao oA @4l Ustus e 89T
SA4e duA o wgsH Wrkshs Wb, Sddnh ERL IR Aefd Al A
ool ‘ﬂﬁkﬂﬂ oty R A% vl o= niEsAl Wrbd ws Aws 2y A
EMo] W2 AtEe] A 2a2 FoHe] A wEeMe RolF AdASAC] WA

5

—— U ETOE S Low)
B T BT LT0L2IE H(High)
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The creativity paradox: The more you believe creativity is
important, the more desirable you rate

the creative characteristics of others?

Hui Young Suh Jae Yoon Chang

Sogang University

This study aims to shed light on Creativity Paradox which is a phenomenon that creative people are not
appreciated where creativity is emphasized, and to explore individual differences that affect the
phenomenon. As per the previous research (Kettler et al., 2018) that even teachers who say they value
creativity as educational goals actually find creative characteristics undesirable through the replication from
school (Study 1) and expansion to organization (Study 2). In Study 1, 172 schoolteachers in Korea
completed 2 waves of survey for the importance of educational goals including creativity and personal
creativity with the desirability on characteristics for both creative indicative and contraindicative. In study
2, 331 fulltime employees completed 2 waves of survey including creative mindsets. Result indicated that
both teachers and employees in this study rated characteristics associated with creativity as less desirable
than those characteristics that are considered contraindicative, which confirms the Creativity Paradox. No
effects were found based on the individual differences, but the level of personal creativity related to how
desirable they rate others’ characteristics associated with creativity. As a result of hierarchical regression
analysis, the moderating effect of creative growth mindset was partially presented in the relationship
between the personal creativity and the members’ perception of creative characteristics, while no effect of
fixed-creative mindset was presented. This study was intended to highlight the need of examining the
implicit theory of, attitude toward, and changes of norms and climate related to creativity in the

organizational context The implications, limits and future research suggestions were discussed.

Key words : Creativity, Creativity Paradox, Creative characteristics, Creative mindsets, Self-creativity
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