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Abstract
I. M

ABA AR Ao tft AF&x Foj(User Participation)E 19703 d] o] &2
Mg FFo pXE Fad 9102 B AL AT 53], Al2d AT
X dg ¥4 (Surrogate) 2 A8 BEF AlAE AN Fol FAEEXAM AR F
oo #3 Be A7V JYPHJT A2HY AL £, &7AES B, 458 ¥
Hel BE, A= HA T HEAQD AAE fEHAL] AR Fode gFHeR
AM2d AEFE FEANE FEer A3 Holgh

a8y, 2 dTES AMEA Fog AR HE L AAF AR H 9
FAZE AL WA, 22 ATES AR T AR SRS FYANGE
AE AFHoz2 YFatA FadrhHwang & Thorn 1999). 273 & ARE2F oo

rlo
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[ARAAHE] A 104 213, 2001 69

e 223 Holo ey dfRolgtm & 5 Uuh AL FA9 gEA, dH,
A, g, A% T #% Aode AFASnt} Az g2 Jfloew ’f—i““?ﬂ‘ﬁ‘:}
_‘E%";‘—‘P] HoE AAR g AHER Foo] B AFATFEL 22 Astd N2 Ao
A3}E Holm gl Aol ¥, Barki & Hatwick(1994)/Hunton & Beeler(1997)

FHAQ AFEA Y A A YA (User Involvement) &L Qxlet 2ag
9 A AHEA B E(User Attitude) 53 E2jsle Al42 32 Aolst Z
7= At AFATEY YRESLS A2y JfuHy, Axde BErx )
PAE} AL, HRAFEY AY, AU B4 59 uAHSFE S8 Al o
Foll 9% L mAde 4¥H 2y 5L =23 QHBaroudi et al 1986, ; Tait &
Vessey 1988, ; McKeen & Guimaraes 1994/1997).

A2, ARA2" AEe 9% FR LA YISPInformation Strategy
Planning), A X 2 7At&9l ¥ %4 8 (JRP:Joint Requirement Planning), -8 A 2= 9
& & A (JAD Joint Application Design) T4 Weltz e A3 o] ALgxte}
gAY FEFIL] Azd ALHAFAN BE uFL AR Y} o}, F
AT ARAZ"E e BAE aﬂ]"’]\_E/H‘ﬂ AHEA 2"l FxW3],
ERP(Enterprise Resource Planning)® %<, € 34 AxXA A8 (Web-Based
Information Systems)®] &4t 5 A4 #7392 F453 Wz FEAHQY ALgxF Fodo
TE AEEZE AYE & e 02 A9 Ado "adA HUY. =, AEH xw
HEA 2 AFE AAZ st AHER Fojo] ITHHQ Aoz Hud £ glow
2, {FTAEA F5Adolste A2E Ade AYs Bua b Alga B9
Alad AE3e] dvte AFATAEAY Y99 F9o @ A Aade S B

a7 mEd FE B 7 Ak A2" f¥olgte AEe AEF AsA @R

rlo

IE 0N o off ot
m\o
=

Py

&
HEA87 349 ARLEA 502 TR AT Fold Axd BAL ALE
A e e WeHed ¥e e & Aot adez AEFH Azd 873 3
M Fed AHgA Fdgte MdoRe AR AAEHAN HEEH77) oHe @
ZHAl Qe # 4 9l
mebA], B A7E Alad Ao HFALEAS] FTHAY onjE Ho
stod ARgabe] Sul2 S AYE, FFHOZ A" 4T ojudd gL 1|

Ae AAAE Wiz gt AFAHA A" Moo A&z oo Ao
= ATAERT 24 & B olys, FHASA BgH] ANA" Ao gge
A=A X" AFE BRAFA Eai vt 3], H2 Ay m 9= AA #
stel TEFAPolgte FAA AlEAte] A4S AFPslm, oleld A H§g
Z-A A (Moderate Variable) 24 2] 59| 224 (Task Complexity)® A 7]&%
#(Technical Competence)& 123ty S FA & stnxt g,

Aag AFole AAH 2L AFH Hoe adste Aol Y FelH oA
AEAQ ZA9 ooz sty HEES F2 83t Hrlsln Yot AYA
BA e d3e] 7bg &3 digdsas AlgA ©E(User Satisfaction)o] B4 1

r1
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BEL, HIAHEAY TEAYTH A2y 430 ¥Ry

Aot HEAEA HAFHE nH3Y, HFAEA 9 (End-User Satisfaction)o] &&
ROz A2 IS Fristax o HFAER FHY HFEL HFAEAEY
AU A 2R E Y] ds AP Al2dE AEsAY, AAHE] EfoR
MEE Alxdojrt, ojgigt AL s HITANEAY AF EFgoly V&EF
89 zto] Fo| mel FEALTG A2 AF BA FFgFES v Aot 1
HEg AR EZAY 71€d 5EHS AHUAFEAN Ao 3334 Alad A
T BAE AHR A 3= Aol B dFe EFPo] E Aoy, o|g FE AT E
53, A" g wA o ¢ AA, oo, ARA HFAEA FEAYPe] A
g dAggoz A Aad # R AL A AEG AHS AFTE + AL Rl

.

II. O|EH ufAH
2.1 A& Folo] BF AF

Z37 EobllA AlFE FHoFH gAZAARAAY 2YPL Swanson(1974)8] ATFE 7]
Ao ABA LY RopdlAr A&2 Zodgtys onlz Q84 RzE7 AZEd
o 3 ol¥Z Zmud(1979)9] AbHA R AMEA 3o A+, Robey & Farrow(1982)9
AL 2L FHojol A5 A B3 AT Ives & Olson(1984)8) AM&2F Aodeh Al A€l
F&o #e A7, Kim & Lee(1986)9] A& Frode} A A" o] §ute] FAo] w3
AT, Trait & Vessey(1988)8] At&xr U3 A" JFzeol #AC #3 A,
Doll & Torkzadeh(1989)8] & FEALE&A AFH EUFAA #3 AF, McKeen &
Guimaraes(1994, 1997)¢] A}-§2F FHoje] AHFRH A AT 5 B2 FHAATE9]
T3Pt

AR A2 Botol A A&z} #Ho(User Participation)&ts 7132 ‘Abgz Ad
o] FAYY 289 dEZ HEAz2"E fEHAHA FAd= FH(Olson & Ives,
1981)", ‘A" g 3o A&7 FFE S PAIFo N W w2 A5 HA
& A4 AR HAi3te BF(Robey & Farrow, 1982), ‘A4 Arizdolgtes F
Al2=glo] ztzhel B HAHo M2 LA} FHEL 2= Z(Swanson, 1974) 52
2 Ad9dch

FHE, AHEA FodE dHlE(User Attitude)®t =<1 (User Involvement)S 3 F#
glo] EodtA ALEH7IE At FoAd A" NS B¢ AFERE] A 8
A= 3 FolH, A2 AREATE QAR FaAY #HEAAHE Hdde
AEld BA4E £¢, ada AEAe Alxa"e g gl FrlEAd HEE SR
Hojof 3ln AR ttE Hx=2 & FHE oo} stch(Barki 1989, Barki et al 1993). ut&}
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[ARAARATZ] ] 10W =#13%, 2001d 64

A, AFE2E B ALER g3 Al2" LR Fo ddte £ €58 AY de
Y dgiAdd ‘F'E AFEEAol 3, ‘BY'E AR FolR Al2aHd ofE g 7t
Ae AL B9 38 AH3HE AY o AEFHojor i Aojh(Barki &
Hartwick, 1994).

AbEAL Zoel AbEzE el ARl Yt xolg FEIA @gernz <l
3ty M2 Aol Ay T2 A8 Fo SAAAY RIS Fo| Futso dxE
AT ADNE E231% E3 Y Hwang & Thorn, 1999). E 2 A28 AL3A &
N HEAQ] ALEA FAd B ATEZA AFER FAo T XTBAR] 9n g
Mty &ojde] EdF Bz #IF TAE dFECl FIHoIstth Barki &
Harwick(1994)9] A}-&-2} 3o, AF&2 9, AREAF gl F&d @ A7 & 9]
g 2AE AAs

FHZ, AHER Ao AHoe dAFAERY A7 2 grR sy Adutd
ATZA7E 2E2EHAG T A2Ed, oy d FAE HAsY] H3}A AEAR FA
B FEH dF3 ZAHo #F dA+E AEd UdtH(Hunton & Beeler, 1997,
Kappelman, 1995). &3], Cavaye(1995)c AFH&A #oje] 3, AE, W&, B4, 34
A, 9388 T £AHo2 HYE A= Yot o|HE AR} FHoje] om Iy} u -
TZAHA AL dF3e RAeF, Fo AT FAFHA Aot FAHo] 87HAZH
E3), Al2"9 8o wEtd A8z FHAdd B U AEE gplve A&
TR AFEE 9utt F, Anderson(1985)9] &l#lA MIS®F DSSE FE3l9 A4
2 A E 7R, Gamrity(1994)= TPS, IRS, DSS S22 y5o DSS7t 713
L AEA F9E o7t SR 4, HFAEAEFHEE S 228 Doll &
Torkzadeh(1989)= MU A QU &AL Eol watA HFALEA Foqof BF e A
7} B2t EU X 23 (Discrepancy Model) 52 AAE7I = 3l o213k ojnjd
A AT HAFAEA AFEdFoze] HEsle AA&d NLEE HoA FEFAY A}
42 FddE= AzYHolok 3ln, 2R HFAIEAY FEALlGE MELE AA
e AR F dS Aot
22 AEA Ao N2 AT

AbEAE ZFo ol Aa" AFte BAE FHFHA AFBAC v 712
Ryoz HA9EE £ Aot A2y AFE AASE 8UQo=2A AL Fod #
WREEY ATEL Swanson(1974)9] 712 ¥ 7122 & AT7E FAAA Yo}
ot ArAx®" AL AARAES] dE7t 8FEA, A, 738 T ojwd
Qe FPPET] AE A2 AF JFS vAYgE RS STV HE
TEo] Ho] AYP=J} IFH, ALEA F9, AHEA HE 59 A& 3o}
Ags 3L g%y AFES FUIEIHA Al2" AFHe] #AE d¥Hes

=
=] kS
TEXE YAcHKappelman & McLean, 1991, Robey & Farrow, 1982 ; Tait &

w4 rR

R o
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BEL, AFAEAY FEAYH AN2d ATV HHRY

Vessey, 1983).

ERE, AFEAL Foje} Axawl AFzke] AN 203 el FAos A
g2 & 244 U4 E 1T AFERT Bol 53 A (Franz & Robey, 1986 ;
Amoako & White, 1993). &, 2% &2 243 BEL2ZA A2de BEFH(Kim &
Lee, 1986 ; McKeen et al 1994), A% =& 2 HAE 534 (Anderson, 1985 ;
Newman & Sabherwal, 1996), A& 7l dA(Kim & Lee, 1986 ; Olson & Ives,
1981 ; Robey & Farrow, 1982), AH829] 713 F& 7|53 F¥(ves & Olson,
1984 ; Saleem, 1996), 14 ¥ Z 2 A Y(Kim & Lee, 1986) Fo] &= A1}
TR HAFAIEA FA AFHES nEstA o8 sEx e A3EH WS Fo A
250 ERAdT A&z 7123Hd T Fo] 83 AFE A ndEE £ Yo
FTALEA TA e AFHE AT FAo vl Y #AHo] glod, HFALAY
7123l T8 ztole AMEAL FHojeh Alx®lel Ao FAF ¥l Ho go
(Guimaraes & Igbaria, 1996 ; Harrison & Rainer, 1992).

FEFAEATE A2 Ao FoFgozM A& S e olde FFI} 97E
Moz ANzdgo ALLE F7HATIL Alade Ag Fole ¥, 7idd Alxdd o
g AgS Fola 875 AHE Eolv Aol (Baroudi et al, 1986 ; Franz & Robey,
1986). 1] ol ¥ ol H L HEFAIER JFo] FHIHE FEo|dE/MY F& 4
FAY HARAANA A& AA Aotk AFTAH AEAHIY BAHAA AHEAE AAY
AH Q771 Al2" EA7LE B3 vtdss vl JFAE R Ao A Apg-Eol
gt &8 A2 sides AAd] HAFAIRAY FAUl 6L go| 8FHY, welA
a2 Z4E A,

23 AFAEA AFBEAAAY AHLA T

ANEd JAAFZA Al2ge] AlRE AlAde] A AFH M3 Foz AF
o] o] Fo|A Yo}, AR ALER WFS A2 Ao dg Wy wolsoln
A th(Bailey & Pearson, 1983 ; Baroudi & Orlikowski, 1988 ; Delone & McLean,
1992).

DeLone and McLean(1992)2 A% AF& H71sly] fsixe= AAFAH &
A3 AHAFAHZH 8oz FRIAG. Alxwle] As Ayl Aol ALgAe] AbgHl
Eo AR o] FgE v A HI, ol MUHA 9FE I F Fr) R
d AAEA A A o] FFS B Aol /E EHY FFEAL £33
ALEZE ghEo] FuAla"e] TR gddd FoE JFL &3 YA H(Baley &
Pearson, 1983), ¥} FAI& 2 HFBEAZE S nelstd FFHA A4 BFogs I
32 @¥& ©% Yh(Baroudi & Orlikowski, 1988 ; Ives et al, 1983 ; King & Lee,
1991). wWetA, HEFAEA HAFRBEAAME 71&9 AEA BHE3 e N2
7} Aotk Aol A7) H A

il
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[BEANAHAT] A 104 H1Z, 20014 69

Rivard and Huff(1988)% ZFE 7124, Wsld da 282 FuA 4x
Edol =79 A&z AWUE, HaAzy gue AT B2 HAE Age] wEe
A8t d7E 3929, Doll and Torkzadeh(1989)= AEA A&7 37 oA o)
AHEAL BEg a2 HFALA AFYEAAN ALAE AL Bgsign A
1271 35 AA=TE ALAT. 53, AQAHA BEHS 28489 JENLAE
o A&"d a3 %Eg W8(Content), BT % (Accuracy), ¥ 4 (Format), AF&9 #
2l(Ease of use), &A1 (Timeliness) 522 =453 YH(Doll et al, 1994).

m. o419 MAH
31 JEA LA 2574

ALY 2-9 2] (ERPEnterprise Resource Planning)el =9, QEZd 379
2 39 7199 AuA A" BAF0A HEAER ARLLS ZFauUE =
S 7HAZ ok HAFALEA AFHE L FAY gubHe ARL P e @
vl M, HZo| HFALEAIS AT JALAAN L X Pdy] Ystd AH A
AR E7 eke] %5 MLses 9ujg Watn glthMcLean & Kappelman,
1 4%, 1994).

£, &R FE &8 A 2" (User-Developed Applications) £& Al &2} =%
M&(User-Led Development) 59 533 o] Ab&2159 o] HAQ Alxd
Mgl dFE viXe ZFE Boln UvHEdberg & Bowman, 199 ; Lawrence &
Graham, 1993). ol2{& W3sle FAol A7) HAG HFEAE31 TEZA B3t
A= v dasdcin Aed

2
of
ax
2
1
_>"’_‘,
_\E
8]
ox
B
8-
ofy
>
oo
B
ofy
o>
1o
ey

H
ol
ot
ol
2

ir

T

= B3 Aol7t 9o
B ez AFEH HA FTZL HFAER FHOZ JEE” Add =Y
(Alavi & Nelson, 1987 ; Igbaria & Zviran, 1996). wWetA, ko el Axdl 7o)
BE AFE AFAERY Ao gE&2HY St e Aotk TEIZP %A A}
Akl g Hde] A8 kA fPoz FERE Qgoug oo it NdA A}
dostt. JFAEAE AEA2AY 28 o)83A Y grAAAL dn YTE
T8t A(Davis & Olson, 1985), ‘AA ] A2 +3& 98] AAAAL Y AL
st AHAM A, 1994), ‘HAFEHY ol g5 Uy S 7|Foz 6717 §Poz B
¥ (Rockart & Flannery, 1983) 22 A& Uz Yo} & AFME= ‘FIAL
AHd Aol e R e ARE A7) Y5t S8 AZEYoO] Au A AP I
e AMERPZ Aeoljo
FTEAEL <FE 1>AAMS go] 7|&9 A3 Hojol= D) Algate HYs
el FFHE MXe HAFALEAE e 9ow, CASE &, 440 Qo] ==
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&L, AFAEAY TEAAY M2 TN FHEY

e N2e NEETE ASHEA FAY AL A Az, AL A
A Ay AR wzgd Aol okl FF AUAEAY 4UL o, YAz
WHTEHY YPE PR Bk WA, dATAYe 7E2E FEHY BRW
T $A4e A SaelAE/MuBR 4G AdgAeldn ¥ & Ak

<E 1> AR Foe FEAdY el

[¢] \_%"1 } -3 fggud

Tz MAZAY, AEAEY T2 | Zetolde/MA, § 249 F&

HEAS Fd 89 daw

24 9 4 - 435
AR g guave wa A =4

g FAE |SDLCRS 524 34 SDLC A#AS 2544

AeET  |HBs NEET B8

NEsgs7] | Ao E s

Nad A% |ABA OE HZ484 0F

e FHAT FA OEASY | ALAA ASAST ABA
3 Lo Fo(XFH) TEAEH A4+

*"LE ] D aEe] #e ATeT

g gy | TR TEA WY O EE TR

XA 4 SDLCel 9] 3t 3« ISP, JAD, RAD,

32 A7 =y

2 dFE HFAEAY 5P AL Ao ows FFS vA=AE
Adrnzt st Aoz, oleld JFHe xHAFZA ALY AR BEZFAdH U]
€4 s8& stz o & A7 REE <9 1> Zol FF/MEe
2 o]FoAE AFALLAY F%FY(End-User Joint Work) S S5, 2 Fo B

HEANEA TEAY 1 - NI R
T AZALRA E

7€ 59

<a9g 1> AT ¥
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[ARAIARAL] ] 104 #1Z, 2001F 69

#A (Task Complexity)® 71€ 3 %% (Technical Competence)& AW, Alxd A
IR 2 A HFEALE A W (End-User Satisfaction)2 F5E42 $o)

Atd AdFRY wepA 7HAHEE IME AYE & Aok HA, HFAERY F
FRALH HFTAER W BE BAIY. FFHoR HFALA FEAHA wt
Al HEAER 1SS ARt AF/BAE doe AE AFstaA ok FHF 9
ArAAR el HA 3 o] HFAER FTFALH AFTAIEA ¢EFL Ho FFEAAT A
T Aoz HFAEA FEAY ZolAE HFAIEA O E FAHE #AV UE
Aolth(Lu & Wang, 1997 ; Saleem, 1996).

(7Hd 1) AFTAEA F5RYel 2o¥ HFAEA A5 FolA,

HFAER FAle HFBEH L AHEAe AT I #H] AvH(Guimaraes
& Igbaria, 1996 ; O'Donnell & March, 1987). dgtH o2 2o HAXMo] zod r
B AHE 27%0 o & ARE 43dr & " s =7dH HFALEAEL
o Be F9E AT AFAEA HEE FU18A FokBlili et al, 1983 ; Choe,
1998 ; Mann & Watson, 1984). 18122 A F o] EJH L2 HAFAEA F5F3YLT
FALEA vt ae] #AY 2HEHE HIH
(714 2) A F o BFAAo] xo0d HFAEA T5AYH A FAEA 539 #
Al 3HH 4F S v

HEFAER FAY HFBHRFAA A 7IeHA FHY Aole Alad Ao
293 W47t 5o} i (Harrison & Rainer, 1992 ; Igbaria et al, 1995). =3 7]& A
TEol oW AlA¥ BN AATL dAYAETY gatAFol dEHAHEA HF
AbEA FERYGo]l FUIEHA = ol HEAEA WEE Ho{uiAl @t Cheney,
1986 ; Ives, & Olson, 1984 ; Hunton & Beeler, 1997). 2822 7|&£3 8L HF
Abe2 AL HAFAIEA &I dAd 2xdEaHE JhRTh
(714 3) 714 T8 o4 HAFAEA T5RAYFA HFAEA w3579 #A
of 334 4F¥S v A

ol g AFWFEY FAFEIN BAATES AYstd <H 2>9 2o HF
ALEAE FEAGold Al2E AL AAAA Y HAF A& HPo] i FA=A '
F AHEA Aol oz e ARE A2dE FAAM A7 HE NEAAe A o
Aol A M EAMe MEAe ¥4 FEoeR Alage Ay vdrie A'E 97
gt Saleem(1996)9) AT T& 7IZE 3§t 8 FHoE FAH len Z=A
E AAFH HF A28 SUd7HA Y A29 Ad 3gEE dEsiinh
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<E 2> ¥ 233 dEFEY
~x2AE JRA Barki, Hartwick(1994)
AFAEA A4 i ’
. ) -JHQ T B4 Cayaye(1995)
ERS ARE d7] A3ty N
- AR EE Kappelman, Mclean(1991)
ARE2ES] | A" A o
2549 AuAe TEoZ -8 Lu, Wang(1997)
| ° A B 25 2 Mckeen et al(1994)
AL ste A
-g2E % #Hr} Saleem(1996)
-T2 AHES
- (4
- 8@ Blili et al(1998)
HF N - (2)
A Al zdgo]l A Fd= 942 Doll, Torkzadeh(1989)
AR wEL ° Doll, Xia, Torkzadeh(1994)
S -AE-o] A A (2) ) )
Etezadi-Amoli et al(1996)
-A A4 (2)
._7J U_q E‘E . O
BEE LU | e om0
Aee | maw @Aty | 0 C o
i -AAHEEA Mckeen et al(1994)
E3H4 i, Wste] e ,
’ ro = ~od#@y 2R 4 |Mckeen, Guimares(1997)
[o] ok o,
1 Be A= —ARgGste 7F Rizzo et al(1970)
-AFHEEY A=
713 AFHE 3F & [-AH-9 2 Compeau, Higgins(1995)
o7 | Ae® 4 gt 5 -dwde #8  |Harrison, Rainer(1992)
° 2] -ZA A Hunton, Beeler(1997)
- g = ALR
Alzael gL dggiiez de fegso] 251 e HFAEA HFE ALE3)
22 gt HF2ALR A BEH L Etezadi-Amoli & Farhoomand(1996)o] 2]sla 2 A3},
Abgel HE 7154, 299 F3, AY, B 5 279 FEow AL ANEII
ATH 2, o] AL AlxH] xgﬁfg}gl AAE A7 A Aoz HFALA %‘%
Ha4e 383 4L olYztn & 4 Uy HFAEA AFHBHE LS 188 Dol
and Torkzadeh(1994)F 127} g E o2 FAHH FHFAILA wEg /49l s-xg°

F 8. A% & (Content),
use), A A4 (Timeliness) 502 F3A3%3
o2 w42 & ey

A & & (Accuracy),

g7k o] HFAE A
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[AEAIARET] A 10€ AZE, 2001 64

Second-Order ConstructZ T4 o] ot £ AFdME oA & At A" A
TS &A% A o

2R ERANL dFX2Y #dd R3A EFZAA 7Idstd AAHA
o &, 2340 gow AR uid Hrt oyi EFAeE davl e Aol
EgdAol Fod JF Ao} BHE Ay go] Beo] Wy 1= sty B
Aol Zuhdte HFo ERAHL AFE FIY3ted o d AV g Wy st
Ao B AT E 9udyg. AF EZAPY FAHL Rizzo et al(1970), Barki et
=Fd A Blili et al(1998)9 9% 57 FEoz R B

2 AFHE AE & LT 5 U A dis ddew A
FE W3 A7 (User Self-Efficiency)®d 22 ui=z 73%% = g
(Harison & Rainer, 1992). t}2t, A71H542 AA3F 84, 57159, 35 5 4
gatHQ 5L P5HsH< —‘?’——‘f'—°] F71d EEAA Mdez Biu YrHCompeau
& Higgins, 1995). Ab&Ae] 71=3 S| Aol mhE Rockart & Flannery(1983)¢]
HFAEA FERE F8% BEFVITe FHAN HFAER T4 HFHBAEANAY
AN g sge A FHL I ANA Hag vieH] sHoZ HYEn
2 %ot EA3AFELS Blili et al(1998)e] AH8#te] 713 T8H Compeau &
Higgins(1995)¢] 71&3 ¢ 58 R&d dd=He 5/ d502 FAHE 3o

V. A2EM W
41 Az 3

A ag ARRANA HFAEAE S FEFAT A2y A0
Folth 2 AT 23YESL 57 GAE T2 ZAAYT 4
HEAEAS2A FERY, AT BPA, 7€ 5, UEE 52
g +AAAY. AEAEAEC] ASHE A2 oz Hao A
/48 @70AY ¢ F4e A% Y, ERP 78 ZIHE SO
A raax:}. Nedel g8 2, 22, AT, 84, 719, AL, Ax, T, £,
g2 Aoz Yy o gad Fu0E TR AU A2 A
g 207 A5td AFAEAEL WY PIHE YHO2 AT FUANY

v fo o

I

9E A HEALASAA 508709 $HLES A3l 671 H55a
o}, HE g0l 3AY T ASF 63T BAAAL FA¥oz And ¥
A BEHAR SN AH HERAE Aol 404 A5sA 3 HEARY &

il
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TEL, AFAEAY FEAURA N2" 430 FEEY

rr

L2712 PCE SPSSE ol &3te] 2A4& ANstdt 4% $gx45s 42 =4
3 N3E B4 <E >3 2ok AEd, Avad, 5, 33, 472 5 o
Fe zAN AE7 FANRCH, ALY AFE dolA oA s

Hgol el AFol YRELS ANHD Ut Ao et JRE AAHA AR
of gete Alade] BF ARE FHAE ATEA AW AFY FEom 74

gof ot ¥ 4 Aok

<E 3> 243 2 3% 54

Az4 37(33%) s 13(12%)

Aul2=4 42(38%) & e 58(52%)
FrEd 19(17%) /77 33(29%)
71 et 14(12%) oJ A 8(7%)
A 112(100%) A 112(100%)

42 549 AP} B§3A

F3E A8E AR dH, HFAEA] FEFAHC] Aa" AFFo A=
T3 2FUFEA AR EFAN JeAHQ FHE nYd 2y #F 478
B3zl A, AEY AHAAAH E§IFAEE HEINIH UYL Y59 AR}
<3HA JYeEte A 24 WA A8 S onEy, BEAdL S =) At
e Mde AAR SAHJNEAE AHEIA e Aotk WS 2AHZPEE ]
B34 E4& #9389 Varimax rotation Hg& o]43o AN S § AdE <H
4> Ao <E 4> A9 o] QAAAFZF] el 05 olFez2 YElyz glow
82l 17 224 A7t AR EFAFFA rI€3d T8 59 27H4 zAbSEz £
HAo HFAEAY] FEAYE AEdAd FEAUAY ARE A e FEo=
BRAEMA A3t o ofgd], HFAEAY] HHE S FEX Doll(1994)
AT FEE AL QAEBAMAA AYsArt

2 aFdA AHgste SAFESY MY EHS Hild =E2qe g9
(Cronbach’s Alpha)®4& 3 ¥ <X 559 2o FFAEA #53Y, HEA}
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<Abstract>

The Relationship Between End-User Joint Work and End-User
Satisfaction : Two Moderate Factors

Yong-Eun Moon Silla University vemoon@silla.ac.kr

A significant body of information systems research is concerned with user
participation as a means to improve user satisfaction within systems development.
In spite of the many studies in this area, findings are not consistent or
cumulative. One of the reasons for this is not to be considered the type of
systems. Most research are focusing on traditional system development under the
mainframe environment instead of under end-user based environment like
web-based information system or ERP.

End-user based environment requires user’s strong initiatives in the system
development life cycle. It means the user’s simple participation is not enough and
user-led-development is more appropriate for the system success. This paper can
call this new concept is end-user joint work which means user has to participate
in the system development as a co-developer. This paper investigates how the
end-user joint work contributes end-user satisfaction and two variables in
particular - job complexity and technical competence - moderate the outcomes of
end-user joint work. Analysis of 112 independent systems development projects
indicated that end-user joint work has a direct relationship with end-user
satisfaction. In addition, the two variables were found to moderate key roles on
this relationship. That is, the strength of this relationship depended on the level of
these factors.
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