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fAbstract

The major objective of this paper is to analyze the relationships between
End-User Computing(EUC) attributes and its implementation.

Reviewing the related literatures, we categorized EUC attributes into
threefactors - relative advantage, compatibility, complexity. With such
attributes this paper proposed a hypothetical model which explains the effect of
the EUC attributes on its implementation., Under the assumption that EUC
attributes affect its implementation differently according to the several
contingent factors, the model included such factors as organizational size,
organizatioenal support level on the EUC activities and individual
characteristics - computer experience, education level, age.

Data were collected from 177 end-users of 48 Korean business firns.
Hypotheses were tested using Pearson Correlation, t-test, ANGVA and the results
are dicussed helow,
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