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The Design Strategy of Accounting Information Systems for the increase of
Personal Office Productivity*
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ABSTRACT

This paper represents an exploratory effort to test empirically the contingent relationships
between the contextual variables, such as user task characteristics and personality, and the
information characteristics of Accounting Information Systems (AIS), and to prove the effects
of influence factors on the increase of personal office productivity. In this study, it was
suggested that personal office productivity is influenced by the fit between the contextual
variables and the information dimensions of AIS. It was also proved that influence factors have

a positive effect on the increase of personal office productivity.
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JFIUT 0.6928 (4) 0.7003 (3)
fuj s Ao thE FEA 0.6017 (16) 0.6449 (12)
AIS o} &l g AFRAA Fh 0.8065 (4) -

Qe e A, B3 FFo] AAHAT A
A AZL YA Cronbach’'s Alpha Test7}
FsQon, 1 A7t (B 9ol vehdt gt

(B DY A BAAAE B, §5& AA
a2 @AY AASZA Alpha AFgkol 0.680 L
o2 etk Alpha AF7E 0601401 44
R AZA & At gy BBRE[59],
FHFEY AL A8 olE e %‘%eq]
g3 249 HeyFAe FEA}A o]&E F
Aok AFHSFE i3 MEH BFEE A58
71 98} 29184 (Factor analysis)©l AAI= AT,
QAEANE LT FoT ZHY AFHEF
E(H2A9E AY, ARARGRA A4AT) o
MAFFe] o2 FAHE AFHFES ol
AANstgen], 1 A7t (FE 100, (X 1D Al
AlEo] At

(E 1003 <E 1DE B8 o RsAde] ot
FeAE ALY UnlA AFHFEY As, 7z
o Mg FAste ATEEE] AgshA. 47

o

S
el factor® FAE ROB veht AdH

Bgrrt 43 Aeg AFHUh oLz
of it 7&%*&‘9] ASE 7 8AE(RY 2,
291 4, 29 )2 Wrolded, 37K QAELS
Budner[1217} A A8t 3714 ojul 23y ALE
% YAk Budner[12]7F AAISHE 37FA] i v)
B34 AYEL B EA (Insolubility) &l oHef &
34, EZA(Complexity) ] HNriRIAFA N2
%‘(Novelty)vi e E3delt), o7jx 2% 2&
A Aol g i A S FEAFolm dAFHA A
o] thg M5 Sl A% ’é-ﬁr“c}%ei T4 5
NES duRsAgE vehlin, 89 4= 53
s EEEI o g Ms'e ‘Ao 45
AYH Aol tig My 5o g dEFES
A B dAe oluRsAS, 89 62 ‘£E
Rol g ME'et BEEI BE 3 oALZE
ol Wiy 5o HAEIEEE FAHAERA Y
ojmjZaAde] i FEAE 27 Jebdoh wet
A HEAZAME RS Y FEAEE
998N Axte] wi} 371A AFLOR vy B
A&zt gt

(E 100 Z&$ZF w4E0| 8 Factor Analysis(Varimax Rotation)

g2 | JAas A B A 2 Eigen % of

Factor A Y1 2 3 4 5 AF=E 1 2 3 4 5 Value variance
291 704 563 916 805 745 3.84 384%
292 707 740 804 683 625 1.89 19.0%
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HEEA

6.1 atH=ot AIS HES | #ALS
THE T3 7HE 3o W@ FFoEA ey

F9% AIS AREAE
st} Pearson 4#E4E ANsRod, 1 23
7HCE 12D et QT (E 1264 A

ujgiEA ARE PAT & HI ARY By

=

=
Nel £AAZE 27

o

I_.

A doe AL ¢+ 4
o QFNEEL JEAH, x%ig] 23, AR
A= Fol AB/AZ dE Ao Ygn

mebA ilel M2 YFE FAsA =W w|
PEA AR, o JBEF oy BMSL ¥
3= 99E ARAZTS Q734 "otk

371A] MRS A g FLA WML

x-l

PFEA W15 AR Pl s AR/MATL ¢ HEAQEZY] #AE AvRd 289 ofujx
o AAJAE Ho, dF7} o8y ASFE FA AL AFR/MARE, ARAHE, AHe] 28F% §
AHAIAH O ZRE 8iAfF ARE Q7384 = A 29 AABAE YT} o)A HS
U Aot ARGULEE FI/MFH AF/H Aol £ MALFE AF L FARE, 2EF
AE, AEYA, BEAY, ARAE ot 59 o] ERFole HHE MF3y, FEA) g
2 ke AHAAE vehlo], FHgle]l thepst F5 HAF 9 ngFA3e o8 BAES
AFES 7Y A9 vsF AR, g 2 Tate ARE AagtdsE RS ou)si
CH 11> JHelsF 500 CHSF Factor Analysis(Varimax Rotation)
9 = Factor) o ¢ 1 292 293 294 9 Qs 296
AIS ©o]-&9) 98
*P%*ﬂ*&*é, Z
705
2 856
3 772
4 804
ofj o) . 5.4 o)
WY
1 711
2 682
3 676
4 680
5 596
6 693
7 411 443
8 561
9 466
10 428
11 747
12 763
PF ol
1 734
2 670
3 668
peRd= A
1 753
2 788
3 782
Eigen Value 3.07 258 1.95 170 157 1.09
% of variance 14.0% 11.7% 8.8% 77% 71% 5.0%

+ Factor loading 04 °lsl= 71&8A %He
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CE 12) Atgiael MEEAME7I0| ALERA|(Pearson Correlation, N = 212)

AREA | wg/mFE [ AF/MAT | 3 B | 4 2 [A8 42\ L 25| F 29 | FH 9

e R - g B3N F) 8 g v = |2 3 | FFE

PRl .06 16** =01 -.05 -08 -02 -.06 -.09

FAFUIE A7 21 16%* 10* 19** -03 04 01

dFAZE 06 .06 .05 10* .08 04 18** 12*

259 -03 -19** 01 -11* .04 -.06 =17 02

ofjuf & A]

2aAA - 25*** -.06 -.07 -11* 07 07 -.02 20%*

oo} .34

2349 -.10* 001 01 -.01 -.003 -18** -11* -.05

oful 2574

*:p <01 * :p <005 *** :p <001

AN uRIANE FF/MTFE FHA g gEFIARAS Eidtth Schoonhoven
AHE &9 ABAAE, FRY JF=gdE ¥ (7019 AZE&EL wel AIS A5 A g
A#BAE vellol, @ AFHA G A Ausss FHEAEY F5AE MRE A
e FeAol B MAYFE HFF 2 v HE7) Y8, ARAFES AIS FREHEY
ZA HE, ERPR EAHEAY I3E PRE AL 8 (Interaction terms)& THE3AEA
278 BoE Zojth B qurIAdE A EPESE EmN A9t
F/m|eE ARAENE, JRY G 79 B A 8714 HFHREANES AYsAs,
29l &¢ A##As de AR dEyth w oS IUE EYPUFER 18T AT uF3F
gha 238 FAlsdol o FEAdol ¥ ARAA B AYEe dgHseEHe] HeF
o AlE wFE B o Fops BPAT HH £ 3H(Interaction term)o} AUXA ottt w
g AlZstojol sln, FEAF WEE Folof & ZhA 87k AIS AREAES E7H9 AMER
ot a8y #FeAde] EoldS4E £ 4 5AY HEAYER R, & AUAAES FHotR7]
oko] MEslE AH7 LFHY, HAHAFT HIEE 95t AREAES dFoR 22154 (Common
oAt AL ¢ & A AF7AY BB/E factor analysis)& AAEAT LAY AIe
A AFEE B o, VM 'S M 3 FEH (13> Jep Jon, F3/ms8 A8, A
o2 Add 5 AT Z/EAE, FRYH] 3 HEOE FojHon,

x%i)\]ﬂ 2451_/\]. ey, AH AL ZH w7} O 2 FER

6.2 Mool AFEME HE HE= HE oz Ay A FHO JPEsL E UE 8

olo 2 zbzt BoA, 3709 factors7t B AT

AZUFEF AIS HHRESHETS BRI AIS Chenhall & Morris[17]¢] d-¢olA BHE, FF
o] go &% AR Fud e FEE /el AR/AHAE, FRAH, FRAH] T
AZzs7] st AIS REERAAE STHUTE gele® Eodx factory olFE AEWESA
5, ASHSE, AIS AEHEANES SHHTER (Information Scope)&} 3tHL, FBRAEIH, &



212 Ll Fahg
(E 13) AIS tH#%Sd S0l thst Factor Analysis (Varimax Rotation)
g <
3 = Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3
TH/TE JE a97 -.067 132
AF/B AT Z R 197 -.025 037
4 B 494 A 561 236 -.045
q B Al A 341 A77 018
AR & ¥y 074 208 257
AE e YN -117 195 -.107
JHEHg 23 119 034 817
A H g FARE -.030 058 840
Eigen Value 1.96 1.24 1.37
FAEE % 24.5% 15.5% 17.1%

SN 5ol UE & EERE P43ty HHe 4
A4 (Information Timeliness) o1&} o) EA ATk 1
A HRY 2, AR JP: SE ¥ o
¢ 2%°e®  factord OEE HHAL:
(Information Aggregation)2} slit}h weba 2
AFoM ] HHEANE dg BHRST AFH7}
Chenhall & Morris[17]¢] 8. Q¥4 A3} w3}
A —HEFERE Factor 19] o] HARYYZR,
Factor 2¢ll tigt o]&-& AR 9] A4, Factor 3
9 o]E2 HRAYAEE F/E @t NEL F
BqEAY ALECl Ze #HE 749 factord
factor scoreZ 3FH T

Mo YFEARE, HEEAANQEF A%

2 B5e EYRsE @ OFIARAe ARt

AN ARV Esl ARAA o] Lo felxal
AR, ARPAL Fel 4L HAE R
Ueheh webd Aol St Q% ol#
5% ARAMAL DolAw, WE e 5

AZ dydd JRE A

B (Qualitative) FEUY 71YYARARE  Hol
AZLETFH AFANA ] 2oiAe A& ¢ F
At AZAE Fo oM R dolmst FR
HY, 4R 0UYTe AWz AsAL s

of Ho1AQ e I ngor YRFEe}
ARANYN) BERE Y= ¥ Ggol 9k
Rog dehge oldd A%e AAe 9%t
AAND A% W, wATHR 7199 0R

g 2 AT FA ARANA 20 £
om, Hdle) ke YRS FHT AgolE
MAE FARR ATH H5Y, ATERY 7)

[+
BE AFol AFANLE EolA e

A5
Zoltt,
AIS o] &5 SlolA e PR dolms} FHAHA

1o
L
ro,
ofl
o
o
2
—a
=
i}
o
A=)
o
2o
o
o
I

o
oX
ot

A48 go) g0 FYL wx

ﬁr‘
»Y,
|o
b
i
U
3L
£
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HESEY (CEEHEM N = 212)

ZYUTE ey 2 &) ) (5 6
g 7 g4 B g4 F A R A HE AF H Q) O O
AAEZAHA Yol ot AES W 9 AANY JIE
AlIS o] & 9% -1.01* -191 169 042% - 255* 159 229%* 095 -.009
AR SO
AlS o] & % -194** 801 -.106 998* -1303** -258 -.205 502*** 032
@) @5 @%e) @*4) (3)*5) (3Y4e6) R? F value
158* 159*% -025 -123 .039 .005 18 2.84***
052 -120 -.069 -341** 128 129 19 3.06***
X FAAFYG, * : p<0l, ¥ p<0.05 L p<0.01
maa 7Rl AR A YASFE FAE Y #HA e MAdAE E6(Qualitative) FEH,
A ARE AFAFH, Aol ARE AFE NPAYRRARE A8, EFFA G A Lok

3 AL o7 HokE TEsis QdF HE
o} kA (Quantitative) BH, 7AWFHEE AIS
7t MZahE, AISY ol & X7t Folxitke Heolth

6.3 O 25| Mol st

[—=N—N~]
delEsyel FeR U AUEE
7l A5l lEEH ALE, FREHAY

A3AL FEL =Y

==
F2 se] BEHARY
o] ANHYCR, 1 A3t (E 150lch ALY
44 FUY A%, #w49 fRzEye) de
FeAol foHa 39 9Pl dE Ao Y
etk 223 geldyel iR Eds uy
9. welAyel R EAT ARAIED A
s2g gse) A%, &3 %9 IPE A,
Bapael AslRERs Fuuel, H3el o
2343 ARAIEN) FEHE FEE A,
foda 23 e 9ol U Ao b
R PR FELIEEEE S B LE S

ARzt Y ARE AFtaof AMFANA
o] FolzrhE Rolth BF3 FA o HujRI A
of g FEAol & AMAAAT HFF, vIA
FABS} 71<§94Txéi% A -8, %%%xﬂoﬂ
ZgE QokEA g
Y 4 ok 18

FEAol & MY 73—?—9}1%— AoFHe g
APFAI AN 0] ST E

2
okl
o
[

a2

ol gsiiE BaAAY HHEEA
g9 YL mAE RO veht,
2A9) AAREA g FEA

S E7 WoliThs Relth
& o YoMk, BalFHe ofmiLEA
éﬁ_{} kE E.Jé}k\_,] oHuHE_Q_M,,}. Z—]_lj!‘;gg_}:
77§94 %Y o

2 ANGAS. eq a7
el m 5ol thal Aol R
& Rol, BATE HFHE AUG
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D

9 HERR

CE 15 OfoiREel Za/Holl 8 Met: AZHICIESAZM, N = 212)

SHHTE o)) @ 3) @ (5) (6)
MEES  BlEAFY B389 AH B A B A B (D)
AHREA A e EEA CiriREA civlEIA ¥ 9 AXA Adgx
AIS o] &9 93 -351 353 -105** 005 -122 -217 002
AV g2 S
AlSo & & 254 -885' -.305 003 248 275 001

(1*6) (D*6) (%@ @%5) @%6) B4 ()*5) (3*6) R® F value

023 075 -006* .007  .141* -007* 024 219*** 19 2.389***

002 011 002 -014  180* 004 -058 .146* 11 1.48*
- FRE HAAFY. * o p<0]1, M p<0.05, *** @ p<0.01

AH7 AgHojoF AIS o|£&7) Foldd 17 Pearson A #E4 3 T-test7} 8= AT},
I B FAY ojmjrIAol thF FHEAo| FFHFE F AIS LA o] fAHo
g ZAfox 54 Fof 54 FA #Ed 4 T ARG ZUZke] BAE B4 g

Mg AH7E Al FE ool AIS ol& %7} EolaTh Pearson F#4o] AAH o, 1 A7} (B
& Aojtt, Ty FE&Ao] #& MAddgAE A 1600 AAIHo] gk (F 1604 B Ao xe)

W2 ¥ 3o HEIF AFH ok AISY AHFAAY F), AIS ol £ =7kl felA el ool
JJLEE Y F Utk FBB[A Je AoZ dEbdth oA AIS
AS7A, AA FEHES AR sAe ML o] g2e] FAHEI EFEFE
49 A AIS AREAAAEY AF=st A AISl thE o] &E7F FolAH, AISE o] 43
FARE Fd mXE S ASEY e AR E FUE & &S & 5 Utk
d, 2 A#Ee] wet ‘Mg 29 Hd 4 RE o]l &7 K FH, FIARST XY, HA2dYy
Hog Adeg & YA Y, AALINYE EARTE, FBAILYREA
A= ARG Foe) BAE HFE)
6.4 AFRMLMY BCHet 01571 A Asll, AolEA 71l T-test7h o)L= Yo,
=4 (B 1D A7 vehd ok 2AFEE5
?4773%‘%21 A, AL A fehT FEA2HR
N A}%W_*é% FHAZ § A AIS & A AREY Atde %% (Median) & H.L0L
%% 27}112 Bttt 9% UEE =

Ho
op
o
2
i
v I'UIO
4
—|~
N
do
o
8
2
w
9
op
2
HU

3
A, TR UTE ¥ 2oz BHd o

g
e ATA8Y 299 036&%—';—7&94 )5 3
% A% } Al YoM ALY STish AIS of

Plo r|o
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(E 16) AU AD (Pearson H4HEM N = 213)
A 2 H 2 AL AHA] AIS
A Z 2] ol &=
AIS Mgl A 2262 2902
o] & FHT (p = .000) {p = .000)
(E 17y Ao|2AM ZADt (T-test)
A 2R X
ggar ‘ ALS o & & ARA AN E
AF Ut} 5 520(N = 166) g - Atk 5 5.03(N = 165)
ol &z ¥& Fd At ;465N = 47) gl : 4.52(N = 46)
t = 253%** t = 2.88***
PHF w2} 497(N = 105) By o 3 481(N = 105)
Ar7R9E: Y =t} ; 523(N = 107) =t} ; 5.06(N = 105)
t = -1.39* = -165**
P oo} 507(N = 107) HE o 2th ; 497(N = 107)
Ao 9 7Y =0 . 507( = 107) =T} 486(N = 105)
02 t =75
2S¢ 91 3] B o Ut . 496 = 94) g o Atk 492(N = 92)
=4 & @ itk : 515(N = 118) gt} : 488(N = 118)
- T t = -1.04 = 2
A BA AT B A B : 2ok 489(N = 109) A7 2ok 489(N = 109)
a  w = o} 526( = 104) B ;494N = 102)
° = -2,01** t = -33
* 1 p<01, ** : p<0.05, *** : p<0.01
a4c g vFsigo Pearson AF#E47t T-test Aol wpet ‘7H48 5,
(B 1A B9, ol&Ang Fl HIHY M 6, UM TS fAdE] AdgsEs, ‘7hd 8
= Y99 AL AIS o] &x9 AR FU ‘Tt 9, 7HA 108 714
ol %Al ztel7t e RS2 YEith ol&
AR& FHS U Aos HTHFE5Y Ao 7 AR
. =B T=
o o] glojr AIS oj& XS AFFAIAH
ZHAT © 2 202 Ve ok AEA B AFdAEs Y ARAAE FUHE AT
2HYA AT oiME AIS o] &ERF F9 AIS AAMeH $2uerE A taEtr] st 7

Aol #olE Ko, ATt
=7t § 2 Aog AAHAT 1y
o g3 ANLFAL3] EAF5F
= #9449 apol7t gy AR Ve

B2 AN o
AAe A

Tw

ER

=
T

ATFEL HESAT a2 ol ZAsA

AEAAA Ze] G wAA HE AIS A

BEYET AU GPEH 2 AAREL A

-
jud

=

Ag 714

R AAsHan,

AT A



216 %9 WERLE
(B 18) ATINIES| HE e, 7|ZtojR
7t A u & AY oAy
7ML QST FREXNTE B Rk
7H 2. AN Fel e AFSA AREY 9 2y A
7Hd 3 RS S ARENTY B RE A
M 4 AARARARY Fohel dE RS AFE) 9 e g
7H 5. AR Zih 1§ Feizke) B Ao
7H4 6. 5117303% Aol @ ARALY Zrhato] A o
M 7. B, FEAE EQol mhE AEAAY Frhatol A o
7Hd 8 A9 71Ed Tl M ARAANY Fizto) 7N %
7H 9. AALEALE S G AFYSA Fhzto) 7 7
7Hd 10. BRAZY BA 4P 42 AFAN Fixpo) A
Fodl e 9FRAEY J¥T JMHER A AR AT ARug F2 Ayyos
stdth AFEA whe S AFHAE, st FATL, AIS o YrALHE &
B A7elA 4% SMES A% Ad, 77k 71 A c}om Q9% HREL AISTH

FE AT Aol (E 18)0Itt.

7.1 SMZD0| ZHE AISAH gkot

22, ATE 4 glolok ¥ ol

EA, AQle] o s
2 AISE Hi ARE ATUAN, YuABAE
£ Eeol @t BgE 4Ry

FEo| gl o

42 @7 e

BT AIS AEEAZ] A HEAH9 FERHEE 27F Ao, Ay AREEL
ARE AFZAAE FHLE Fd, MQY A4 AIS7t FAE AFEed FEAFNEL 9
HE FUHANE & A AAREE AAld B 2 Zojth AIS7F 714Ul %9 SAANEES FIFE
22 g}, gted F71FQ SARIAMT AFFhA AIS o]

AR, Ade] £33 JF9 ol Fo} 428 b FRQTE FEANZD F gE A
AW, Ef(Quantitative) ARETE HHY oltt. AIS7} Adsh= MY AFNES £
(Qualitative) X7t A F=ofoF & Aot} Hi o 479 tgd Axel o HEAF e}
BEE v HAT JRIA, AV F2 £ AEstE £ QUEE AISY AAV} o]FojHok
ZF AFHEE AF3L YorE AT L ¢ Eig=
o= wl Ky ARE AT F UEE AA AR, FREE JF7F A3 Ads 2 Ho) gl
Hojok & Zolth I2l3 YTt oHYAY, A = MEE Zojgtd dFE N9 & U AR

Fo} #¥d gu

¥} AHEES AIS7H AFTHEE AIS Data T ¢
Baselol @lizbx 4859 Q9% HuSo) 2y
A%, peFolel ¢ Rolth AEHoz AlSE P

Funoe gere o Wee ARSI AP oA metd 8

Frygs #EE o8 Fok] FRE] A
T AES AIS7F AlFste FH Z2He]

AsheA 2okd WgSololor & Aotk
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1 kHOZ Thgdt Fokd Qo8 AHE AF
S8, AR Ay HAAY L o] &xA Aol
Al 2 ol

YA 2, AISE oj&3tE MUY Aol QX
Fol wet ATEHE R FIH AFNET
g2td § ATE AlIS AHAZE o] FoiAo &
o QY 2% AAA AujRIA HE
$4 Axed wE AISY AAMNGE AN B
F Ak JFE FYse Mdo] e oimi
34 F 2 AAEA ¥ FA AT ojnjEs
Aol ok, EAALY N EFT A F F2A
o] W& AMAAE EANEE AT HH AR
7t AFH o gk FEAol B2 AIL V&
AEQ FAHYRE A Fwol o) FHAA
37 Roe w2 EAH A sidgel 8 F
Qe Hy FRE AT, o K FYEA
Fol MUY AFAIEE =L F Ave Aol
22 131—’ B3| Aol o5l thE FaA
o] ¥&&E EAS #AWE 5F 99 FEI}
LA FT YA AFHEE AISTH HA
sojol gtk o7 FokEFH FHES THdc
ket FRES 8%¥ FHEAM ATE A4

#2240 we AAAE ATNRIYY HFA

N

e AAE 3 ERQ = Aok B4 ofmjE
IAH ATHNE JEFY, R 0o #A=

LR ERD ﬂﬂig@AQ B S F—dd, &
A8 BA0 WE JMEINE FA Za: )
JAAE iy ARLE ATHH YA, BAY B
A9 ARsy gdel Yuwe ANy Fyz
ﬂ%@”‘ﬂEiABﬂémﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ
S43 BAY oY AlS HANAE
F40l B AAE A AvEE &
Azt A AL oula: A
ohuth Fe4o] R AT wlwate] Y
89 Fust A2 9 A

o

flo oft rlo
L :i’:,
oXx :
119
m\m

Y
o
ru
2
=
Rl
rir

o ARl Eobd Relth
7.2 ANSMAN BHE /3t AS 2l, 280t

GPAFSHY ALY AN A
Alsel 27 2

AAE, AIS 7}]%*}@@1/\1—4 OI%X]- FoAEE
Fole WHE yBE £ & o &R Foe
AlS E¢idl wWE WsE dwsd FE3eS
o, AR &g AISE HoFstal olsf 3t
oo 2% &0 183 ol&A FdE =3
T Mg 279 AIS AREAFEZY] HJF
AFPE(Fit)7 248 & UA=RE A2y 75HS
ZAAA U0 [36]. WEbA o) g Foe £
3 e NAEA HYEEE AlISY AA
7t o)FAAEE 3o, FHEH AISE ol&3tE
o] &zt ML AMFRIY Fiell FFE UAA
2 Aol

&), AlSo| oigh
A S Ut

o]-§%
T UGS AGY F# Uk ol
Ao} 2&, FHFES

4 B8 784 (Information
Azt Aok ol &
A 2, FAL B3 ol&A MM AN F
RoT7E g3 vE + & #HE ZFA 5
o, A2ge] APES FAYERE HoL o
F A "t ol gate AL"HAARS FA H
oyt A2l A BE FHI=H o] e
g, o] &an &, TR AILFHA B F AlX
AR E Y dA Yo AL o7
ATEle: 11, 16, 69]°] A A3 Uk whepA
o] &AW & FHUE o] &Ate JFEN oY 2HE
Aol AT A2 AHA I} o] RAANRE 3o, 7
ZH A2"E o] &F AT o]&AY AN

Fu7t @4EA Ao

requirement analysis) &3 &
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)

ofX

—

il EERHE

AREZ, 7193 Este g H2EG959 AL
< &, Z3g dayol itk FrAYS9 A
U A= e AdHd #4, AFA
b, A=FAA RN Foq T& T
Cerullo[14]= HIZAHFZ9 Aol ANA®AL
EREMAYAL Hrh ASEAEAY ol AARY
2 ulE, ARQF i A, AxdNEHAg
FE, 59 JFES gy Byt H3A
¥ AEL =3, Ao o|&AFAE
EAA9H A2 =23 HAAE AN Ut
T 715k FRIH24] g HI ARGS9 A
2R g oot AAE ZHEA Y )
ArAE AAA 54 A A2 7Ho|
BAHEE g, A Agol 4o W2 Y ALFE
A Fdd 82 A= Aol

b 37bA #e], SEUUE o|Yox o]& A
9 AHE: A" dig EAFFEE FolT,
HFol Egol He AAY 7253 2EE o
g A dxE AZAERA HF 9 (End-user
computing) =& 714 Rl Edste AL &
F Utk aE ol AXTAEA AFEF
AIS o] &AE9 CHBZAIES AYstE FRA
Bl (Information Center)®l 4R34 $A4E 7HA
Hete] 8 4 g Ao Ry

73 2 A2l 2lo9t SHAIA

B ATE 1E ATEAM ALdae 4aE
A FUAZIREE thAlo] ‘AIS olgol o}
2 AR ZheE A4H 2EAE ol¢
Stk mebd QTR ARsel TAs, 2
£olA ANG AIS AAMAET Bel, &
E2 ARANY ZFuits PARY BED
A% Aol I3 olE@ ezl et
190 AAHoE Fese, BEY S5

op

oX of
I [+

-

30

ijn
to flo e

N

Aeolg},

2 479 Ao g A3 FAPES ¢
2 Aol @ HAES ANE F len, 1
< oe# 2o AA, AIS HAE 9% A
HEEA Q1Y PREXNH dWEIAd o
& FEeAT s a8y AQFFY A
HeE2E Y A4, 88, vo] Litd o
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