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An Empirical Study on the Difference of Recognition for Introduction of
Information Management Systems on University Library in Korea
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ABSTRACT

University library in university organization needs more to innovating with through information
management systems. In this paper introduced IMS to university library in Korea. In this paper
investigated difference of recognition between college and university about IMS. The samples (n=67)
were composed of those who had already engaged in university library and college. The results of
this study were as follows; Most participants who was considerate no more important to mind for
IMS introduction. Then, the results of ANOVA analysis was recognized employee's about IMS
that among of the best problems was negative(-) effect to introduction necessary and introduction
timeless of IMS was insignified with F=0.469(p=0.497), sig=0.05. and F=2.410(p=0.125), sig=0.05.
By the way, education necessary of IMS was signified with F=7.470(p=0.008), sig=0.01. Finally,
in this paper provided the fundamental data for the standardization and transparency related to policy
establish of university library for introducing of IMS.
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AEHe gt AHE BgAE | 0F FEE
k-7t 514 1 514
tjeEA * 2ok
£oD oA Rlek-u) 71.427 65 1.099 .468 497
A 71.940 66
* 5%, ** 1%, *** 0.1% So5FolA +94
o|ct. ok 4dA thste] A% olof gt H= vpe} 2t

XA EE “IA 2Py 13%(st.d 19.4%),
“Zasitl 7T9(st.d 10.4%) 0.2 o] tigt
SHol wWot AAHA HFg (mean)
3.06(st.d 1.093)2.2 24A| dtjste] HH=
o} ok A et
Z 2yl digte] A IMS EJEad o
s %ixﬂ%&-: 2.89(st.d 1.008)01%lem 4
dA djgke] A9 IMS =" gel gk A
ABF-E 3.06(st.d 1.093) 2.2 vepgct,
weta] olof tigt Ht] AolE HFdH

skl et A9 A oz
B FHsiel AN BAHEHANOVA)
2 AN

old thgt FAH HAFAI= (E DA

Z fEEAE IMS Yol tigt BaAe)
AFAIE FI 0.468(F9&E 4912 A
g7t QA& 9] Aol7t §l3-S Yehf it
ol tishEE Q4o thgt Ht] Rpol= &
At ol 95%AIE| oA BHlFH R
213571

ateba] M Dol digt AL 71ZE
et ol ok IMSofl it Z+ ik AfTho]]
A B oo tigl Qalo] HEsly] HhEOR
B 4=t

4.3.3 UM 9 A2 gsrsAy
IMS 2 o4 QA% Rolis

IMS B8] tet BaNE ol YR 3
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(B 8) fSEAME IMSHIERY 2AE
IMS 28484 f: 23
S ki k! £is 21
tﬂﬁ' olT 1 9 3 4 [ 1;}'}“ ‘—‘g :‘HX]'
HE 1 2 10 17 6 36
2WR 3.69 | .920
! % 15% | 3.0% | 14.9% | 25.4% | 9.0% | 53.7%
Nz 10 12 6 3 31
43R 3.06 | .986
f % 14,9% | 17.9% | 9.0% | 4.5% | 46.3%
i HlE 1 12 22 23 9 67
A 3.40 | .986
A % 1.5% | 17.9% | 32.8% | 34.3% | 13.4% | 100.0%
(£ 9) HESME IMS uSERY URHX| 242
s ARadt ARE | BEAE F oS E
I -2 6.610 1 6.610
2
ﬂf“ o A-u 57.510 65 885 7.470 .008***
=B84 -
A 64.119 66

* 5% ** 1%, *** 0.1% froeEeld #o3

A3HA4 Q4B Y=t ol et A =E o
SEAJHE B4 Ak (B8 oA He vt
o} 2t

HA 2AA tiete] A-olA SHATE
“Za3lty 179(25.4%), “IA 22 10
H(14.9%)& vl&E3te “Oi¢- S5y 67
(9.0%) 2 Vet HAHH-E 3.69(st.d .920)
ojtt, okge 4\A thgte] ¢ olof gt
AQAATE “TA -y 12%W(17.9%), ‘1
22 Yol 1078( 14.9%) 02 o]of) digt BA
2 o] Wol AAHQ HHdg(mean)-
3.06(st.d .986) 2.2 WA tjgte] Bk}
oha A Yepdth

Z 24A| tiste] A IMS =g el o
3 AABHFL 3.69(st.d .920)01¢9lem, 4

LY

7

—

WA dieke] A9 IMS =3 el oigt
ABFE 3.06(st.d .986) 2= Yeyith

wrztA] ool tidt B el zjolE AHF8]
Asto] digtEgEz 2RIt 49A| Histe g
A Tt dguiz] B4 (ANOVA)
£ AAstat,

°l°ﬂ gt BAH H5dae

He} 2},

 jEkEA IMS 289 dist We Ao
754 FZt7.470(F9)2& .008)2 AT
Az o] zto)7h EAFE UEtigict,
£ gighdR IMS 8T 84 A4of st
2 o7} 99, 9%AIEFolA FoFoR
Uebgtt, meka FHE 2)of digk doHe
< A== i,

(E 9oA

N FlF

A

Ztel
ol

_omJ
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(2 10) CHEHE

IMS EQIAI7| QlAIZ

T

—— — T =
Lk 22 5
o | 2= 1 7 21 7 36 204 15
- % 1.5% | 10.4% | 31.3% | 10.4% | 53.7% | '
HE 6 6 13 6 31
434 2.61 | 1.022
% 9.0% | 9.0% | 19.4% | 9.0% | 46.3%
. NE 7 13 34 13 67
279 | .880
w % 10.4% | 19.4% | 50.7% | 19.4% | 100.0%
(B 11) USIS-E IMS =AI7| LEHx] FAEA
Azus AR | ARE | BIAF F FE |
qeey -z 1.831 1 1.831
° =1 O Z —
o] ‘J'_;J R 49.244 65 758 2.417 125
il 51.075 66

* 5% ** 1%, *** 0.1% FrEelA Fol

ol IMS?| =9, 4L 913 2 theten
Hol4 IMSES0] HaAef stel 294
Yfsto] 44| thspuct Arizog o HAls
43t U Ao A

4.3.4 M4 39l A% jskEAY
IMSEYA7] QA% o8y
IMS =QA7IS T84S oA Q4
Pl i3t QAEE dEtEAER B
ATH= (E 10y K uie} 2},
WA 297 ofete] Aold SuATE
W o|u” 79(10.4%), 24 oW’ 21%8(31.3%)
£ " £33t 29 o]F” 79H(10.4%)E YERY
AAFHFL 2.94(st.d . 715)0]%c} oF&d 4
A tfete] AL o]o] thigt Ql4le ‘674 o]

¢

et “1d olu 7t

thete) W A e,

—’i%, 294 dhigte] -
AXF A2 2.94(st.d . 715)0]9
l tfgte] 7

o, F_u. Fo"

rlr rlo

o

°l

A QgQloz Wt 239
o WE =AuFFERUe} FHANE 5
Z|o] g/dste] Yoo mhE oigte

¢

o ojetx

Z+z} 69H(9.0%), "2 o]
W’ 139%(19.4%) 2.2 o]of that £99] A7)
£ WEA BZsts SHol Wol AAHY F
FiHmean)& 2.61(st.d 1.022)2.2 237

IMS Z{JA]7]of| o
o 4
& IMS Z=QJA]710) oigt A

2.61(st.d 1.022) .2 \tepgte,
2'3A| disto] 494 dstol wisf Kot

A 99 &
Aot

A2

SN He

EGIEELES

3Rl A=
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meEbA olof ot Mozk He AjolE A
Z3l7) Yt distEAddE 2dAe 494
tfgto @ AhS FEste] Y] EAHEA
(ANOVA)E AAE A5 Ad= (E 1104
B upe} A,

Z EEAE IMSEYAIZ|o] tigt 214
of i3t A5 A= FEt 2.417(F S5
125)2 JAhel A4l zpojrt sk ¢
+ A2E ey

oEtA (7Hd 3ol tigt A7 714 ]
et o) oF distm Aol A HE 3 A
Aol digt =414 B0 Q3 LglEn|7t
RE3ioa ol gigt FEe w83} kiR
52 B3lo] &% HEsAGA A gt =9
Hejeh A71E ZAsEE Ao sfHd

5 dtae o 28

A3el AR FYolat= Fu|HEL A7t
ARFEHA T S5 AFEZE AR, A
E, 84 &0 WA= 2 o]F AE dF
sto] gt XA HFPE 1A = Sle
A HHE o] =Hich

o2&t A3 st wle} AHHolgAt
7t HFH R Yol AREAYE =387 ¢
e FEABA GFE7F B 2823
(standardization)® 1ZAF49] EATA
HAlA" (customer—oriented library
information systems) 2 29| |28 =A%
A7 =9do] Fast AlFo|tt,

olof £ A= Stz A Fejdoln &
4% 2339 A% WY AFBAA

gQl “HRIF YA o gt et st
Aol =QE S HEERA Y (plan),
AP (do) L HEHE(see) E AAHT}
(feed back)?] QA= Loy AAJstAT,
S e A R I B R ke e s P )
E9Jol] gt MRAAIES v AR RS
o2 ol tigh F8/49 AP = §HA
AESAGAA =UWAGE M RAES S
o2 FARAT A4S Qo6 ohgat L
AR, Zh deFEAE st ATolA g Hst
A9AA Y =gdagel digt F523 29
A tigke] ZL- IMS TYEaef digh HA
HL 2.89(st.d 1.008)oIlen 4R of
gho] 7 IMS =1 aA e it dAEF
2 3.06(st.d 1.093)0.2 BHF9] #Jo|E H
23 A9 FZL0.468(R98E 4972
A7t QA= Q] Apol7} la-S vfEhjo] At
M 12 71293,
EA, Z tist e diste Ao A A H 3}
FAA ] LB Aol st AFAT 2W
Al theke] AL IMS YA thet AA
H2 3.69(st.d .920)01%eH, 4dA o
gl 9 IMS =" adl st AXEE
3
3

N

ol

ot

o

.06(st.d .986)2.2 H9 Xo|E g}
82 HAZANE FY 7.470(598E
.008)2 Zeiztol| Az Afojrt S
Uehfjo] a7 2+ APl

A, Z fsEAE et AiFholA] HRe}
ZAAAY =YA7lol gt A5Ax 2dA|
thgte] ¢ IMS =9JA7]0) gt HA|
2 2.94(st.d .715)°1020 4R} Tt
2 IMS A7 o] et AAEFE
2.61(st.d 1.022) 0.2 tjslExEz A=A

Am rlo
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e P 2 417538 . 125)2 Weke] Q)
4] Rol7t EA5H) o Ao heht
F714 3 7)o,

ol o detmATelA AREAIAA
(M) thet £JQ14] HEO2 Qg B2
P $EIOE ol G 6 2k o
) 35 ARAHGAA) o
3 299} 1718 AR Ao §4

42ne ey 3 andel &
BejaaE TEUe A o

ORL
=] r{E

A, et J9Ae ARagaE
Yoz BESAGAA et Suke ol

S SR 4 9k FRAS W, 98A0
2 592 43 AEd

AR, =PRI FHALIMS) ol Hhgt
A Ee} AMES FHLE T VRS
e 2 o) FoAEE sto] TAT
o AE3E AE3AG QYL AFAIFI)

£ A4 Auk= A FAEEE S9)
o NEA 2IE A, ANTFLEZH FF
ATAE gt 2 ATHHES A}
A =i

olZ 7|§to g 7t tigte AytollA] HHEHA
Fol =YY =AW 27 Yo JFAA
(Business Process)& Bt} E&%o=2 #
23 8 4 9 Aol

£ 979 AnE EABAGRRA AT
(LMIS)& &% HRSHFAAE Fst=ie

thek(m) o] EQojAERe) Bash A7kt b
& AHAA & 5 AL AR Jdgid
B EA) LMISE AMEsHaL Qe =Wl &
< HgEdAls ASEY ARIAIAA
87 29& 9% AFAEABPR) w7
A& AT Aoz 7,
ok 3F 2N FEAL FE

do

3 71zdole Weluh U upelazel
S 7 4 ek weby olaiet A7
£ BT Seue BTl distEATlA

LMIS E?:J L£90) 2 583 FR3I}A
A ke ¢ WaEe mA A3
R 4 sl a Ik

ozl 2 AT BNBI: thedt g
A7 wa—g— AUz gtk = B a7
HEoz AP B4 B ofRoix
FEZAPF AUE 71229 A7 @AZ A
det ofebd A g% AsEe AFolae
FUSAGAA EYof G2 HIELE 9]
B Bt B RAYGAES] AAFg e 24

p

g 3
2 U I 5 FHAT} ASH o
A & 287} 9,
ohgE B AT BB g EA

FE(R=AE, FT=AT, EFEAH
D), Ev RASYEEH, NY, AR B 2
Aol ozt FHBFYAA S AR elE
S4B Hrt FAAo| 1 u|9le Fj4o] 7}
& 2ol |
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