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ABSTRACT Recently End-User Computing(EUC) is emerging as an alternative to the traditional information
systems development approach which cannot cope with users’ requirements of systemns development because of increase
in backlog.

It is necessary that appropriate models of EUC to evaluate the expected benefits and risks and to implement should
be developed for managers.

The main objective of this study is to help managers who need to review their MIS policies by presenting EUC
strategies under the information systems research framework which have concluded through many studies.
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