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Strategies for Information Requirements Analysis for
Agricultural Management Information System Developments

Young Chan Choe - Jung Hoon Moon

College of Agriculture and Life Sciences, Seoul National University

Summary

This study proposes strategies for information requirements analysis (IRA) for successful agricultural
management information system (MIS) development. The study first defines IRA based on literature review
and emphasizes the importance of IRA by its position in SDLC (System Developments Life Cycle).

Then, the study reviews fifieen cases of agricultural MIS development projects appeared in the report of
all the MIS related ARPC(Agricuitural R&D Promotion Center) projects from 1995 to 1998 and finds that
IRA is not properly performed in most of the projects. Finally, this study proposes seven strategies for IRA
for successful agricultural MIS development based on the findings of this study and those from the literature
related to IRA methods.
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