
181

지식센터로서의 공공도서관 분석 프레임워크

남수현*

Analysis Framework of Public Library as Knowledge Center

Su Hyeon Namn
*

요  약  최근 정보통신기술의 발전은 공공도서관의 정체성을 모호하게 만들고 있다. 또한 지역사회의 공공도서관을 
지식생성관점에서 연구한 문헌은 거의 존재하지 않는 상황이다. 본 연구에서는 지역공공도서관을 전통적인 도서대출 
기능을 수행하는 주체로부터, 지식과 사회자본을 생성하는 주체라는 새로운 관점에서 바라볼 수 있음을 보이고자 한
다. 이를 위해서 이 논문은 지식관리와 지식도시 개념을 바탕으로 공공도서관을 분석하는 분석틀을 제시한다. 이 분
석틀의 타당성을 검토하기 위하여 뉴저지 주 리지우드 도서관을 하나의 사례로 분석한다.

주제어 : 공공도서관, 지식생성프로세스, 사회적 자본, 지식도시, 지식관리  

Abstract  The recent advance of information and communication technologies has made the identity of public 
libraries ambiguous. Few literatures have dealt with a local community public library from knowledge creation 
perspective. In this article we extend the applicability of the concepts such as knowledge management and 
knowledge city to local public libraries whose major role needs to change from the traditional book rental to 
knowledge and social capital creating entity. Based on the concepts, we propose a framework for analyzing the 
public library as a center of knowledge creation. Using the framework, we analyze the Ridgewood Public 
Library in New Jersey to test the validity of the framework. 
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1. Introduction

The sustainability of a community can be defined as 

a town where the viability of economic, cultural, 

educational, and civic conditions is consistent in the 

future ahead so that the community survives for a long 

time. We live in a period where only uncertainty is 

certain. Strong community social capital and knowledge 

resources are the vital sources of the survival and 

sustainable growth. Traditionally a local public library 

has been considered as a horsepower of community 

knowledge. Thus it is natural for us to believe that a 

local public library plays an important role for 

achieving the sustainability. 

A local public library has served its community 

residents for long time as a major source of information 

diffusion through analog type of book and learning 

center. Since digital contents and the Internet and 

information and communication technology (ICT) have 

penetrated into our daily lives, information search is 

extended to a global scale and the contents delivery 

becomes an instant phenomenon, which reduced the 

need to visit the local library that had been available 

only there. Moreover, the escalating costs of managing 

the library threaten the traditional mission of libraries 

to create and sustain large, self-sufficient collections 
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for its patrons. Consequently the budget cuts in public 

libraries result in closures and downsizing, making the 

public good eroded [14]. Moreover, the younger 

generation tends to spend more time at the cyber space 

for information absorption and social networking. The 

substantial causes of the crisis in Korea are the gradual 

change of the library concept as life time learning 

center, privatization or outsourcing of some of the 

library functions such as indexing and operations [18]. 

This is a vicious cycle. 

Local community can be viewed as a pool of social 

capital which is built from the structure of community 

social network and the relationships among the 

members as well as intellectual capital of individuals. 

Social capital is the lubricant of life in the community 

and intellectual capital is an indispensable factor for 

determining the competitiveness and sustainability of 

the community as in other private organizations. If the 

public library has the capacity to mobilize both social 

and intellectual capital, a local public library can play a 

major role for contributing to the sustainability of a 

local community. Once its role of a public library as a 

center for enhancing the capital is to be recognized 

more by the community, the residents will try to 

participate in the building of the capital, providing its 

residents with more value. This is a virtuous cycle.

From these contrasting views, we propose a new 

perspective which is derived from such theoretical 

concepts as knowledge management from organizational 

management and knowledge city from public policy 

which, we believe, are conducive to curb the vicious 

cycle, while promoting the virtuous cycle. 

By embracing the new perspective we hope that we 

can depart the discussion of the successful public 

library management from the traditional and passive to 

the prospective and proactive perspective.

The perspective proposed in this paper can be used 

in 1) the evaluation of the public libraries from the 

knowledge creation aspect, thus enabling the library 

management to diagnose their capabilities in that 

direction, and 2) the derivation of their strategic posture 

to prepare the future, drastically moving away from the 

traditional view of the roles of public libraries.  By 

doing so, the public library can redefine itself and 

expand its role from current library operator to 

facilitator of knowledge creating community. 

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we 

review previous literature, especially for evaluation 

methods for public libraries. We argue that those 

methods are based on a centralized exchange model. As 

an alternative to the centralized model, in section 3 we 

view a public library as a knowledge center, using 

theoretical backgrounds from social capital and 

knowledge management. In addition, we propose our 

framework for the decentralized knowledge center, 

which can be used for the evaluation of a public library 

to support the sustainability of community. In section 4, 

as an application of the framework, we analyze a public 

library, Ridgewood Public Library in New Jersey, as a 

sample case and recommend possible initiatives for the 

future. Concluding remarks are followed in section 5. 

2. Literature Review 

In this section we review the existing library 

evaluation methods that we used to define what the 

success factors of the public libraries are.

From the traditional perspective, library operation 

requires the streamlined input of materials, labors, and 

facilities. As with any organization, library operations 

can be viewed as input-process-output. Among the 

three steps, input and output are visible, but process 

stage is not easy to grasp the details from the outside. 

From this perspective, an efficiently operated library 

tends to consume less input, compared with inefficient 

libraries, to attain a certain output goal. 

For a quantitative analysis of public libraries for 

measuring and comparing the relative operation 

efficiency, the Data Envelope Analysis (DEA) 

techniques are frequently used. The strength of the 

technique is claimed that we can use multi-variables 
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for input and output, unlike other statistical analysis 

techniques. For example, Kim [5] used the technique to 

compare 21 public libraries in Seoul, Korea. The input 

variables employed were the total number of books, the 

total number of serials, and the annual increase of 

books, while the output variables were the total number 

of books borrowed and the number of patrons who 

borrowed the books and serials. She also conducted a 

similar research extending the coverage of the libraries 

into the nation, 102 libraries in 6 metropolitan cities [5].  

As we can see, the DEA technique is generally 

limited to operation and economic side of the library 

evaluation [6]. Moreover, the selection of input and 

output variables for the study is at the discretion of 

researchers. 

Unlike DEA which emphasizes the efficiency of 

public libraries, the Balance Scorecards (BSC) 

technique can encompass the effectiveness and service 

quality of public libraries. Since the metrics for 

performance evaluation are derived from the 

perspectives of all stakeholders of the organization, it is 

called balanced. Regardless of the characteristics of the 

organization, the indicators are grouped into four such 

as customers, finances, internal processes, and future 

growth [4]. In the library settings, Poll [15] identifies 

the customer related indicators such as the percentage 

of the active patrons versus the population, satisfaction 

level, the usage rate of the patrons, the rate of 

immediate availability upon request, and so on. The 

financial indicators are to measure the function of the 

library in cost effective ways and they include the cost 

of the library per patron of the community residents, 

the acquisition expenditure compared to staff costs, and 

the percentage of staff costs. For internal processes, 

the indicators are the time required to process 

acquisition of a book or media product, the number of 

steps involved in providing a service to patrons, and 

the number of acquisitions per staff a year. For future 

growth, such indicators as the percentage of current 

expenditure for ICT and the number of training hours 

per staff can be included. 

The importance of the techniques, unlike DEA or 

BSC, comes from the fact that it can serve to generate 

strategies by seriously considering the environment. In 

particular, the digitalized environment in public libraries 

of Korea is identified as the main threat in [9]. 

However, the theoretical implications from the previous 

research are contingent, meaning that the result 

depends on specific organization in study and the 

generalizability of the results is limited. 

Overall, these methods are based on the transaction 

model. We adopt a metaphor to name the model from 

Amazon.com as in Figure 1, where all the transactions 

are processed at the central server. 

As in Amazon.com, upon request only information 

travels between the library, located at the center, and 

a patron. Any conspicuous linkage between patrons 

does not exist. In general, the central entity is highly 

overloaded since it has to deal with all the transactions 

of information and products at the single point. 

The reviewed methods are confined to the Amazon 

model, making the main concern be the efficiency of 

the central entity and the management of the links 

between the center and the individual patrons.

[Figure 1] Centralized Exchange Model: Amazon 
model

3. Community knowledge center

In this section we move our discussion of the public 

library from Amazon model to a community knowledge 

center. For the requirements of a public library as a 

knowledge center, we need to introduce the concepts of 

knowledge city, where a local public library is partly 
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responsible for promoting social capital and knowledge 

management. 

 

3.1 Knowledge City

Recognizing that knowledge has been proved to be 

crucial resources at both individual and firm’s 

competitiveness and sustainability, city planners began 

to adopt knowledge paradigm for their city 

development, a knowledge city (KC). Ergazakis et al. 

[2] defined KC as 

A knowledge city is a city that aims at a knowledge 

based development, by continuously encouraging the 

knowledge management (KM) processes. This can be 

achieved through the continuous interaction between 

its knowledge agents themselves and at the same time 

between them and other cities’ knowledge agents. The 

city’s appropriate design, ICT networks and 

infrastructures support these interactions.

Related research on KC is broad. Main theme of KC 

research can be categorized as follows:

1) Knowledge sharing among the entities in a city, 

2) Efficiency of communication through ICT and policy 

[2], 3)  Learning and decision making by citizens [3], 4) 

Knowledge input through volunteering [17], and 5) 

Emphasis of social capital in a city [13].

Public libraries in KC development are touched 

briefly in the previous research from macro-level or 

project level, but we believe that without the processes 

facilitating the knowledge creation, the implementation 

of the community strategies of KC cannot be 

operational. 

Along with the recent trend of ICT, in a KC, ICT 

infrastructure is emphasized for connecting members or 

entities in the community and readily accessing to 

information required for the community. However, as is 

noted in [3], there exists a paradox that even though 

ICT connects people in diverse ways, ICT also made 

its citizens so disconnected. Also even though we may 

have immediate access to tons of information, we seem 

incapable of finding common sense solutions to the 

problems we face. Thus the role of ICT in a KC is 

limited. 

Previous literature on KC has not paid much 

attention to knowledge creation. For example, we note 

that the definition by Ergazakis et al. [2] is conceptual 

since the knowledge agent can represent individuals, 

schools, research centers, and technology parks. 

Moreover, it deals with the structural relations of 

entities, not the process itself, mentioning that 

‘continuous interaction’ between the knowledge agents 

is a sufficient factor for KC. But we believe that the 

detailed process of interactions needs to be considered. 

Since some interactions may not be dynamic so that 

they don’t create useful knowledge for the community. 

We also need to take into account social capital, an 

important lubricant for effective interactions. 

For a city to be knowledge oriented, its citizen needs 

to be knowledge citizen [3] and the community as a 

whole needs to be a learning entity. The current model 

of public library is rooted in individual learning. 

Individual learning or knowledge itself does not lead to 

community knowledge that has to be recreated by 

pooling the knowledge, perspectives and insight of its 

members [3].

In sum, most of the KC literature deals with the 

higher level, emphasizing the connectivity among the 

entities in a city via either social contact or ICT means. 

However, they didn’t consider the details of knowledge 

creation

  

3.2 Social Capital

For a KC to be successful, social capital, lubricant of 

social actions, is detrimental. Social capital is crucial 

element for the survival and functioning of a 

community [8]. 

Social capital can be considered as an asset of a 

community embedded in the structure of the social 

network of the community as a whole and the personal 

relationships among the members of the community. 

Regarding the structural type of asset, it is claimed that 

the linkage pattern of the network determines the 

magnitude of the asset. Important measures of network 
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structure are connectivity and density. The relationship 

type of asset is built from the strength and types of 

particular relationships of members. Trust, norm, 

obligations, and expectations are important facets of 

the relational capital. The consequences of social capital 

can be efficiency in information searching and diffusion, 

reduction of opportunism, reducing transaction costs, 

and facilitating learning [8].

Park & Chang [13] investigated the type and scope 

of social capital that can be formed through public 

libraries. For the analysis, they used two dimensions 

such as macro-micro scope and cognition-structure 

type. While their categorization scheme is useful for 

evaluating a public library as a producer of social 

capital, they didn’t provide any mechanism to promote 

social capital in a community.  

Following the socio-centric approach, rather than 

ego-centric, McElroy et al. [7] argued that social 

capital can be created upon demand, just like 

knowledge in organizations. They pointed out social 

capital can be represented by such forms as trust, 

beliefs, norms, rules, and networks. Claiming that these 

forms are closely related with knowledge concept, 

social capital can be managed and created for 

organizational or societal actions. Along with this line, 

they defined social capital as “knowledge and 

organizational resources that enhance the potential for 

individual and collective action in human social 

systems’’. 

In dealing with social capital of a community, we not 

only cover the above mentioned types of social capital 

but also human capital. Thus for a community to be 

competitive, the community needs to upgrade the social 

capital as a whole. By this approach, the community 

can be more competitive, attract more resources, and be 

more viable economically. 

 

3.3 Knowledge Management

Since last decade, private organizations have noticed 

the importance of knowledge for their sustainable 

competitiveness in the market and introduced 

knowledge management systems. Here we briefly 

review the related concepts and how knowledge 

management has been dealt with in the public library 

settings.  

Types of knowledge are generally dichotomized as 

tacit and explicit, depending on the extent to be able to 

codify [10][11][12]. Since tacit knowledge is built upon 

long experience-based learning, it is hard to articulate 

and expensive to diffuse to other people. On the other 

hand, explicit knowledge can be easily stored and 

shared using ICT. By deepening the meaning of each 

knowledge type and transforming into other types, 

organizations are able to apply knowledge resources 

much more readily for innovation and problem solving. 

Nonaka [10] recognized the importance of knowledge 

creating capability and proposed an integrative model 

of knowledge creating process.  

In the model, four processes such as socialization, 

externalization, combination, and internalization (SECI) 

are defined.   

Existing research of KM in the library environment 

touches the subject of KM superficially and in vague 

terms, regarding the library as an entity among the 

entities in the ecology. That makes the analysis of KM 

at public library difficult to look into the details of the 

KM process. As a way of countering the challenges, 

the introduction of knowledge management in the 

libraries is recommended to embrace opportunities to 

expand the services to patrons. In this regard, Parker 

et al. [14] proposed the role of libraries as the center of 

knowledge management to local small businesses that 

do not have enough resources to keep their own 

knowledge management function and get competitive 

intelligence for themselves. Even though their 

proposition is not clearly defined, thus cannot be 

utilized in the practice, it is noteworthy at least they 

tried to redefine the role of the libraries in the 

community in unfavorable environments. 

Also in KC literature, public libraries are considered 

to be important as a center for knowledge creation and 

exchange, idea generation through conversations, and 
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resulting innovation [1]. Also Priestly [16] mentioned 

the importance of knowledge management concept for 

the futuristic library management, recognizing the 

public library as a prime center of the extension of 

thoughts and knowledge. 

3.4 From centralized exchange model to 

decentralized knowledge center

Nonaka et al. [12] emphasizes that knowledge 

creation is context-specific, compared with 

context-free information processing. So, for the 

creation of knowledge, a shared place or physical 

context, under which problems are defined or 

knowledge creation is required, should be taken into 

account. Since knowledge is created through the 

interactions among individuals and their environments, 

Nonaka et al. [12] argue that the first step of 

knowledge creation is setting up a so called “ba”. Ba 

evolves and sets binding conditions so that participants 

view the world through the ba. It also provides 

participants with higher viewpoints than their own [12].

Compared with the Amazon model which does not 

require a ba, in the Napster model we need a different 

perspective. As in Figure 2, Napster, now defunct 

music sharing portal, provides a pivotal mechanism 

through which a user can search who owns the music 

file that he or she wants to listen to. We call it 

meta-data of the music file owners. But it does not 

hold the music for itself: a user connects to the other 

user directly, who owns the music, and downloads it.  

 

[Figure 2] Decentralized Hub Model: Napster 
Model

Compared with the Amazon model where the central 

hub is overloaded for handling of all the transactions 

involved, Napster model delegates the main 

transactions to patrons. The center in the Napster 

model performs supporting and facilitating functions for 

patrons.      

Based on the contrasting two views, we can claim 

that the evaluation methods such as DEA and BSC are 

confined to the Amazon model. Now we shift the 

evaluative approach to a public library from the 

traditional to knowledge oriented.

Combining the arguments in section 3 along with the 

decentralized model in this section, we propose the 

following normative and hierarchical sustainability 

model that emphasizes the role of a local public library 

in a community. 

[Figure 3] Community sustainability leveraged 
by public library as knowledge center

Inside the box of “Library as center of knowledge 

creation” in Figure 3 is the extension of the model in 

Nonaka [10]. That is, we included knowledge base and 

knowledge ba. For the knowledge creation, groups of 

community members with the similar interests play 

critical roles. They participate in the knowledge 

creation process autonomously and in reciprocal ways. 
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Knowledge base includes meta-knowledge such as a 

knowledge directory of existing knowledge groups and 

a knowledge yellow page containing who is interested 

in what or who is knowledgeable about what and so on. 

The knowledge base may also include knowledge 

produced as a result of group knowledge creation 

process. 

As noted in Nonaka et al., [12], a place where people 

meet together is crucial for knowledge creation. The 

place can be a physical place for face-to-face meeting 

or virtual space. However, if tacit knowledge is 

involved, a physical ba is found to be the most 

effective. In this regard, a public library may provide 

diverse knowledge ba so that creative friction can 

occur freely.

4. Analysis of a public library

In this section we use the framework proposed in 

section 3.4 for the analysis of a public library, 

Ridgewood Public Library (RPL), Ridgewood, New 

Jersey. In the analysis we evaluate the status quo and 

provide strategies for enhancing community knowledge 

creation and community sustainability. 

Ridgewood is located in the north west of New 

Jersey. Its population is about 25,000 and the average 

household income is $196,141 as of 2009. The public 

school system is consisted of six elementary schools, 

two middle schools, and one high school. A brief 

description of the Ridgewood Public Library is as 

follows:

4.1 Overview of Ridgewood Public Library

4.1.1 Organization

For the organization of RPL there are two lines of 

commands; official and unofficial. The Friends of the 

Library, an informal organization, provides supports, 

advises and feedbacks to the formal organization. It 

also actively engages in fund raising for financial 

support of the library. Current membership size is 30. 

Major decision making is done at the monthly regular 

meeting. The Board of Trustees consisting of 11 

members makes strategic decisions that include the 

issues of governance, finance, investment, media, 

events, and fundraising. The Board of Directors of 21 

members deals with rather short term library 

operational issues.  

Of the 62 current employees, 30 persons are full 

timers. Also 22 hold Masters degree in the Library 

Science. It also relies on volunteers from local high 

school teens, adults, and ESL (English as Second 

Language) supporters. It is noted in Siew [17] that 

volunteering brings benefits to both society at large 

and the individual volunteers. It makes important 

contributions, economically as well as socially. It also 

contributes to more cohesive society building trust and 

reciprocity among citizens.

4.1.2 Budget situation  

As in the other libraries in New Jersey, the 

Ridgewood library is under severe budget constraints. 

The total budget for 2009 amounts to $2,601,949 with 

the budget per capita in the community of $103. The 

total budget is comprised of 87.6% from the local 

village government, 0.97% from the state  government, 

7.8% from user fees, 0.74% from grants, etc. The 

Ridgewood village government appropriated 1.5% of its 

total budget to the library in that period. To fill the 

budget deficit for the 2011 fiscal year, the library has 

sponsored a funding campaign in which the board of 

the library trustees pledges to provide the half of the 

raised from the local residents as a matching fund. The 

library also is developing programs which will attract 

user payments from Computer classes, ESL programs 

and so on.

 

4.1.3 Facilities

The library provides ample spaces for reading and 

discussions along with a computer learning center, 

equipped with 10 Apple computers with a large screen. 

It also began digital book service, even though the 

contents are limited to a short list.



디지털정책연구 제11권 제1호(2013.1)

188

4.2 Knowledge Creation Processes

The main thrust of a public library has been to 

strengthen the level of intellectual knowledge of its 

individual residents by promoting reading printed 

materials. However, for a community to become 

stainable, it is necessary to mobilize the capability to 

create knowledge needed. We believe that the 

capability is a driving force for community 

sustainability as in private organizations. In this 

respect, we analyze RPL in terms of knowledge 

creation process, delineated in Figure 3.  We note that 

an activity at RPL is not singularly mapped to a 

specific knowledge creation process; it may apply to 

more than one process.  

 

￭ Socialization
Nonaka [10] emphasized the role of socialization as 

the starting point of knowledge creation. We believe 

that this process needs to be recognized as a turning 

point from traditional library to knowledge creating 

community. The RPL sponsors the following 

socialization activities: Every Friday there are movie 

watching events under “Friday Movie Matinee” or 

“World Cinema with Discussion”. It also provides 

multi-cultural events of storytelling and history, 

concerts, and the Women Gardeners meeting. 

 

￭ Externalization
The process involves the transformation from tacit 

to explicit knowledge. RPL sponsors such activities for 

the process as “Book Circle”, “Reader's Choice Book 

Group", and "Great Decision Making". Book Circle is a 

monthly meeting for the discussion of a book chosen. 

The library prepares sufficient number of copies of the 

chosen book through inter-library loan in advance so 

that the participants can borrow for the reading. For 

each session, a discussion leader is designated to 

overview the book and to manage the discussion. 

Diverse views, pieces of knowledge and experiences 

among the participants come forth during the 

discussion.  

Reader’s Choice Book Group is based on the chosen 

article from Reader’s Choice. The group discusses 

related subjects, moderated by a leader. Trial & Death 

of Socrates by Plato was one of the latest topics.

Great Decisions is a monthly discussion session. It 

discusses the current world issues based on the chosen 

article from the magazine of Great Decisions. The topic 

includes controversial ones such as US foreign policies, 

social, financial, and so on. 

It also opens sessions like calligraphy and art for 

adults and students.

 

￭ Combination

Traditional role of libraries is to promote 

individual-based knowledge combination process 

through reading books. Above the individual level, RPL 

provides a distinct knowledge combination program for 

the community called "Genealogy Association". The 

program is under the sponsorship of the Bergen County 

to trace the local history and make a database of 

genealogical roots. The Association is also cooperating 

with the national genealogy society. Local cultural 

heritage knowledge buildup was emphasized in [2] for 

community knowledge growth. 

 

￭ Internalization
Book reading facilitates knowledge internalization 

process as well as combination. But it is also limited to 

individuals. Most of the traditional library is organized 

for this type of knowledge creation process. Programs 

such as ESL classes, career development and business 

development are some examples of internalization 

process. 

Based on the knowledge related activities of RPL, 

we found the following facts:

1) Nonaka [10] claimed that “organizational knowledge 

is created through a continuous dialogue between 

tacit and explicit knowledge”. In this respect, 

since RPL promotes diverse discussion groups, it 

recognizes the importance of social gatherings 

and knowledge exchange.   
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2) Knowledge creation place, or "ba", is limited to 

library sponsored activities. Thus, appropriate ba 

for sharing and exchanging diverse tacit 

knowledge does not exist.

3) For Nonaka’s knowledge creation model to be 

relevant, a community knowledge base which 

accumulates explicit knowledge obtained by 

community members should be available for 

sharing among the community members. 

4) Future direction of the RPL regarding knowledge 

creation needs to change from individual 

internalization and combination process to 

socialization, externalization, and combination 

process at group or community level. 

5) The current knowledge creation activities of RPL 

and future direction for augmenting the 

community knowledge creation process capability 

are described in Figure 4. The needs for ICT 

based community of practices are as follows: 

[Figure 4] Current state and future direction of 
knowledge creation process at RPL

For socialization, externalization, and combination 

process, physical ba's are crucial. In this regard, RPL 

provides diverse ba's through physical venues. 

However, it is remarkable that no electronic ba 

based on information and communication technology 

exists. While the current ba's are designed by RPL, the 

electronic ba's will flexibly support the autonomous 

knowledge needs of the community. Thus, in the 

future, RPL and local people need to set up diverse 

community of practices (CoP). In this way current 

knowledge creation process will be enriched and local 

knowledge and social capital creation process will be 

augmented by CoP activities. 

5. Conclusion

While many are worried about the traditional 

mission of the public library in the future of ICT 

dominance, we need to change our perspective of the 

library as knowledge creating entity. ICT is considered 

to be useful for storing and disseminating explicit 

knowledge type. So the proponents of advances in IT 

for public libraries don’t see the essential problems 

facing the public libraries. If their arguments are true, 

then the Internet and related technologies such as 

semantic web and customized data services can 

displace the public local libraries.  

Even though some literatures did mention the 

importance of local library as knowledge center, they 

did not go into detail about the creation of knowledge 

in the community. Also we extend the applicability of 

knowledge management concept beyond a 

profit-oriented organization to a non-profit community 

center. In this context, we examined the role of public 

community library as a community center which 

facilitates the knowledge and social capital creating 

processes. Based on the concepts of knowledge city, 

social capital and knowledge management literatures, 

we proposed a framework of a library’s knowledge 

creating processes. The framework could be used for 

the evaluation of the library functions and the 

derivation of strategies from that perspective. Using 

the framework, we analyzed the Ridgewood Public 

Library to test the validity of the framework. 

We also recommend that the library needs to appoint 

a chief knowledge officer to manage the knowledge 

base at the RPL, and help community members to 

organize diverse knowledge ba’s. It is also 

recommended to set up digital space for storing 

knowledge yellow pages and explicit knowledge 

created. In this way the library can trace and 

accumulate its history of knowledge creation processes.  



디지털정책연구 제11권 제1호(2013.1)

190

References

[1] Dvir, R. & Pasher, E. (2004). Innovation engines for 

knowledge cities: an innovation ecology perspective. 

Journal of Knowledge Management, 8(5), 16-27.

[2] Ergazakis, K., Metaxiotis, K., Psarras, J. & 

Askounis, D. (2006). A unified methodological 

approach for the development of knowledge cities. 

Journal of Knowledge Management, 10(5), 65-78.

[3] Goldberg, M., Pasher, E., & LKevin-Sagi, M. (2006). 

Citizen participation in decision-making processes: 

knowledge sharing in knowledge cities. Journal of 

Knowledge Management, 10(5), 92-98. 

[4] Kaplan, R. & Norton, D. (1996). Using the Balanced 

Scorecard as a Strategic Management System. 

Harvard Business Review, 74(1), 75-85.

[5] Kim, S. (2005). Efficiency in the Provision of 

Library Services Using Data Envelopment 

Analysis. Journal of the Korean Society for Library 

and Information Science, 39(1), 221-239.

[6] Kim, G. & Nam, Y. (2008). A Study on Development 

of Performance Indicators for Korean Public 

Libraries. Journal of the Korean Society for Library 

and Information Science, 42(4), 113-139.

[7] McElroy, M. & Jorna, R. (2008). Rethinking Social 

Capital Theory: a Knowledge Management 

Perspective. Journal of Knowledge Management, 

10(5), 124-136.

[8] Nahapiet, J. & Ghoshal, S. (1998). Social Capital, 

Intellectual Capital, and the Organizational 

Advantage. Academy of Management Review, 

23(2), 242-266.

[9] Noh, D. (2006). A Study on the Strategic and 

Competitive Analysis of Public Libraries: Focusing 

on a Case of C Public Library. Journal of the 

Korean Biblia Society For Library And Information 

Science, 17(2), 223-238. 

[10] Nonaka, I. (1994). A Dynamic Theory of 

Organizational Knowledge Creation. Organization 

Science, 5(1),14-37.

[11] Nonaka, I. & Konno, N. (1998). The concept of ba: 

building a foundation for knowledge creation. 

California Management Review 40(3), 40-54.

[12] Nonaka, I., Toyama, R., and Konno, N. (2000). 

SECI, Ba and Leadership: a Unified Model of 

Dynamic Knowledge Creation. Long Range 

Planning, 33, 5-34.

[13] Park, S. & Chang, W. (2010). A Study on Social 

Capital Formation and Model Applicability of 

Intellectual Capital in Public Libraries. Journal of 

Korean Library and Information Science Society, 

41(1), 233-254.

[14] Parker, K, Nitse, P. & Flowers, K. (2005).  Library 

as knowledge management Center. Library 

Management, 26(4/5), 176-189.

[15] Poll, R. (2001). Performance, Processes and Costs: 

Managing Service Quality with the Balanced 

Scorecard. Library Trends, 49(4), 709-717.

[16] Priestly, B. (2008). An Argument on Why the City 

Should Contribute to the Library Budget in a 

Means Similar to Corporate Funding of R&D.  

Library Administration & Management, 22(3), 

125-129. 

[17] Siew, A. (2007). Engaging active citizenry among 

Singaporeans, young and old, at the Singapore 

public libraries. Library Management, 28(1/2), 

17-26.

[18] Yoon, H. (2010). Substance and Solution of Crisis 

in Korea’s Public Libraries. Journal of Korean 

Library and Information Science Society, 41(3), 

5-24.

남 수 현
․1982년 2월 : 고려 학교 통계학과 

(경제학사)

․1988년 8월 : Texas Tech Univ, 

MIS Dept (경 정보학 석사)

․1996년 5월 : Rutgers Univ, MIS 

Dept (경 정보학 박사)

․1996년 9월 ～ 재: 한남 학교 경

정보학과 교수

․ 심분야: 지식 리, 네트워크 이론 활용

․E-mail : namn@hnu.kr



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


