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I. A <

60wdo] o]lF AHFe P FAeoz wES:= H871E (information technology) & %
g oud 2 o3 A A AA, A, £3 kel A3 Acigl wslsqlew g}
of 2 ofFe] Mz S ek F JlEHo AFE stsde], £TEde], FuE4
o2 2U% Jey4Ale] AAFAES, TAAFTHe: SNk HAsle s e R A
2 gl zgle A w3E Ustn e Aolch =Hel Jlde WA, 94 dA 1 2
B E85e 1 A7z stn v A FEA g R 2y 4 old =t A
dslAl 3, AAslojor ¥ Zolel

2 Ad7FE Aurlge Uded o« wW3E AFT o] WAt AHefe At S
olof ¥ A4 P &9 AT AAsta, olF Yo m{se v AHAR 23y
o ;e ARXE FEE b

Aguy-e ugd A2 ole] A2 Hrslge UAEYF P ol ¥} AL
gdotrz A 3HlA AGE m&A mAgezA s HnA 24 (information system)
Hope] M4 WeAL A2 obge ATWYL ANl Al 4 Aol o Fof KT He
e gl ZAAHAE FuAzgd gt Adsaz el A A5 A A HY
A F¥ok(functional area) HZ AFH TE7ts F4 2L AL AAR F A 64l
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I. Fuslee] T4 1 9%

1. HyJ|lg S

HuslEst B AN, F A2AYE A FH0101E 2R Awestede S
axege] 49, AnEAAY Fo2 g 5 dedl F Bop| FHE Aazid o 2
. st=sle] AL wbEaAl A UAEA dasle] AFH AME ohdel AHAFE Tt
A o Y AFAFIA P AFAAALE LS AR AYUG e dagoezs 2w
22 B i £z e 48]1& ¥ PA <le] (nonprocedural language) & WL,

apedole] AR, Az Eglole TFst 3 BRFE3, AFAE (artificial intel ligence) &
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o Fow Azt ALH, LEH e Lisrx Aoz AFAE Adstn Qe
g A4S AFH Aol b AnFAAY 4] dojelEAlY wdew Zag
F A ol 5_-?43.2—)01]3; LAN (Local Area Network), WAN(Wide Area Network),VAN
(Value Added Network ), ISDN (Integrated Service Digital Network) & & 4
ek -9k @A CATV, 4S5 UA3 9 (teleconference), A =I&eHa] (EFT: Electro-
nic Fund Transfer) %9 4Al71€& 719 HAFAAE ohie} 7ggdez Iz, =47
714z Auagl AL 2 "Il ek

ol2 gk HuAlale] A % AL TAHA FHdA AAHogE mYsErba], Ao A
4%, 159 A43H4EE S0 st AATEZY AV AU, gusis 2L A%
2bsl 29 Z9lE FxstA vlAH e YW A=A, AGlE, AHFRAY H3E
AxrlE Aze gL V1YY NMed AYA¥es F4A7R 214.3) 2v 344 &
dog AFPAL Aol AFATI718] =dlez olg ngoia FEsbd das Yed
Z7h A4, vg4AR A 43 2L, TR Ay Fagd %%94) U 4
49 99, selelald A, AFHEA WAAs4 B FE oHE 2 B4 Az
¥+ T Aoz 4= gl

1) C.E.Exley, “Technology Trends in the Information Processing Industry?”
Journal of Systems Management December 1984, pp. 8-13; A. I.Wasserman and
S.Gutz, “The Future of Programming; Comm, of the ACM Vol,25(1982)
pp.196-206: R. I.Benjamin, “Information Techology in the 1990s; A Long
Range Planning Scenario,” MIS Quarterly, Vol.6(1982), pp.11-32.

2) A, S. Tanenbaum, Computer Networks Prentice-Hall, 1981, pp.3-28.

3) FsW.McFarlan, “Information Techology Changes the Way You Compete}.
Harvard Bustness Review, May - June 1983, pp. 98 -103; B. Ives and G, P,
Learmonth, “The Information System as a Competitive Weapon, Comm,
of the ACM, Vol.27 (1984), pp.1193 - 1201,

4) J .M Ivancevich, H. A.Napier and J.C. Wetherbe, “‘Occupational Stress,
Attitude and Health Problems in the Information System Professional?
Comm, of the ACM, Vol .25 (1983), pp. 800~805; F.Collins and T.Moores,

‘Microprocessors in the Office :A Study of Resistance to Change? Journal
of Systems Management November 1983, pp.17-21.

5) P. Jo.Denning(ed), “Computers, Crime, Privacy-A National Dilemma:
Congressional Testimony from the Industry; Comm, of the ACM Vol 27
(1984), pp. 312-321.
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2, ZEX|3} HEA|AH

HuAgel Jue v A3, AAA FUR ohleh EAder s3se, vde WA
ok ¥ 4 e HEEA/EY 4F YUE ARAA L4 Y THWAES 42T
FHoeE 2ATE ANE ARAZE Uoh 2 FAY 9B PYL Be WS o
WA, 2T, AL Yow 2 HEL ek ok 5 ANALYLA (0E AL
Y W) AR FARAZY ANE Fhelo FuaA 4992 % WAL Ay
A 71 ket @A ZAEM e (distributed processing) 8 A0 T 3 Hmae A2
del F&, Bel 2 BT FALYANE DA 5ok qew A4 ALde Go7  wse
BE 6 444 TaA A, Qe AT 444 Pees AT4de] wnem o
YT AALHE slge ATA A2 BT Fa, A7 A0 HuAe AEAH 4
A3t Az4AAR 4Aoe 3% Lo ma T4AY Wiz Q@ 4U 25 U o
54 37tz ReAS ARde] ARHD ATASHE Qg BAD 44 G4 TuiEe
44 sq02 tgud’

%A Furgel Sshll, chiulol A ZAel WAL gl A bR e
o @ek AZ 4R e s delw BAE wuskh , 2 FAR Yeel Ww @
UAR AEL AR R fou Apmes 2 Qo] ZATE, o4 AuNY  Sof
2 48wl YA AW BEE volx ek

2o B9 FAAoT WY A%d e shh FuA2dPAY Ad 43 2 9
FEHE 4ulz shah AALAY 43EY Er g BAAE 25 BeaF

6) F. Collins and T. Moores, Op. Cit., pp. 17-21 ; M, H, Ol son and H. C, Lucas,
“The Impact of Office Automation on the Organization: Some Implications
for Research and Practice} Comm, of the ACM, Vol . 25(1982), pp. 838-847 ; P.
Attewell and J.Rule, “Computing and Organizations : What We Know and
What We Don’t Know] Comm. of the ACM, Vol. 27 (1984), pp. 1184-1192.

7) P.M, Blau,et al., “Technology and Organization in Manufacturing), Admgnrs-
trative Science Quarterly,Vol.21(1976), pp.20~40; R.V. Head, “Systems
Organization and the Technnlogy of the Future] Journal of Systems Manag-
ement, August 1979, pp.6-11; D, Robey, “Computer Information Systems
and Organization Structure; Comm. of the ACM, Vol.24 (1981), pp.679-687.
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(E 1) MISe 64 4Axng
ok A 3 & ¥ oF £ 3 3l 7
27514 ] 8- 7hol] &3 AE7lEE2A 238 o] ¢
(initiation) X3 3o
A | = g-Fopehil AR8-AE A4, AlA | Al AR Z 2 e
(contagion) W EA7HEe] 2 N S ae e
A9k gHAA T4 | a2t
=ej x| A4, Aa 5 71E | AR AR | AR A 2R e
(control) 2-8-5oke] A A Bl T4 o, 34, fAR=Z2
&=
E-§clA 71 &4 8o 49 MIS $+95143 AT A|&" 247t

(integration)

o o] el o] 23}

24

(steering comm-

(vtelAl”, 34, &)

5—_'_
A LA el 2]
A9 4%

._:

ittee)
A} & 7] oAl e AEHAE
(data =3
administration)
4} SeiA| A s gt AAYAS Y | delebul o]z g e n
(maturity) ¢ A 715E 7Y | dloletFAzz 2

dlojeulo] = 2
A4 26 347}
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4 dg2® oE 1 mael ww 437 Qs sl A4 dew ) 1 3 o

Zxelet & 4 Y= Nolan9 6ctd]l Ryel 3] JAFAY 7 A5 g 2ok, 27,4l
Aol M4 vt (E 1) 3} ek

(E 1> el4d & 5 Axo] HuA 29 B8 FFo] A45ErF LAY 2oyl 84
2L BE, dlojet wojast LA BT HuY Y 3Fo] FAHY oJF AY
g MEE Jleafe qdgo] 278 o]l &L ATAAYG AF-EHY BHAA  zAAY
2 3 Aleely B3] FdsY UAE Fou, A Az A5, dvoletelel A =xga
e, dojetwlo]2 W FAlAA" FHt Fow Eete AgEold ) Ee FE AHu
71€e 2, Bkl wet Hak AER JlF 2 4¥E T/ A4nEsd AR
dA zzadwe 2o AEAEAAA BUsAY £ FnALHe] A5 =t B ¥
Az dds AgHEe]ch

3. MR XR9 £33 EMH

ARz gadsa Bo] WHASAUY HRe] Hogs AF£ ol ¢ Bun coFslet 44
AFE M5 FAY 5= g wdel 2 4 oy ¥ E=FdAE Teichroew(1971) o ot
e FuAled Fd IFE Yy £47 (information analyst), A1Z¥ 47l (system
designer), T2 I#" (programmer) & Al T3}l olEE 7F, A4, B4, 2, &
Yol e} 78, st (&E2) ¢ R}

8) C.F.Gibson and R.L.Nolan, “Managing the Four Stages of EDP Growth}
Harvard Business Revsew, Jan.-Feb., 1974, pp. 76-88 5 R.L. Nolan, “Managing
the Crisis in Data Processing; Harvard Business Review,Mar.-Apr., 1979,
pp. 115-126 3 P. A, Strassmann, “Stages of Growth, Datamation Oct, 1976,
pp. 46-50.

9) I.Benbasat,et al., “ACritique of the Stage Hypothesis : Theory and
Empirical Evidencey Cowm.of the ACM, Vol. 27 (1984), pp. 476-485 ;
J.L.King and K,L, Kraemer, “Evolution and Organizational Information
Systems : An Assessment of Nolan’s Stage Model} Conum, of the ACM, Vol.
27(1984), pp. 466-475 3 D.W. Kroeber, etal., “An Empirical Investigation
and the Analysis of the Current State of Information Systems Evolutiony
Infor nation & Management, Vol. 3 (1980), pp. 35-43.
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CE2) 9] TEE AuA2qe A -(1) a4 44

WA

4) Aj="] A3

(5) A+ 6) 7 (D +H -~

Aol 4 3o she

(2) Frgae 33 @) Az
TAH A =g Aolel

olefl o3td Fy ¥Mste (1), 2 wAlAA AE Alay] $4, Ho}, YufFe 3,428

A 2" AA

A4

4, 715 2 Aule AdH

A) 23

=

s

F47E 3, @), (59 el Mg AJar A,

2ot FA4 QTE

A

s LSS T ST EE R

(5), (6), (M wAlel A =eow =4, gl£E, 715 2 2% A 59 71543 JF5 43
e}, webd o] £ A A7l E=l, A4 ZE oo AEr Fal AuALNE TEE
+ A HAAo g Fodsle AbgEolch
(E2) guard qdy 730
A BgA5} Al 29 24 7 =227 |
71 % | 2AAAY AHeA aF | AnALgAds] e AA4, | AL A 28] Fof
AnY 34, YA eG4 S FM3tm Ay | A dad wtel =g a9
2, Y55 &4 | At a7 odel F| A4, slaE QR A3
+4 A Az AA F o
A (specification) =4
2z 4 | 2375, FE, A& Alad AAl o 2, =eaHY 8, slede,
4, 44 5o A OR 7Y & AFEgolo] A =4
Adkd =4
F
D oyuast| Agal, Azw 245}, AR EA7t, rades} | Az 24t &
ORAEF7t 53 AZE &
5 4 4% F4 = AA AJAxe] TEA NEFTALR dE=de],
Agar ME A5 2| &} £xEd TE4 A
A 0§ 1#elA F4 de]A Ee Z2oase] | Zzaelw ol
| 24
23 94 | A 2kol Ao e 5 "“}"]""-ﬂ] dFad e S S BT
10)e] %+ D. Teichroew (ed.), “Education Related to the Use of Computers in

Orgam zations,

|3 A4

Comm. of the ACM, Vol.14 (1971), pp. 573-588 <4 1 =&

ol
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o] oldelE AnAlzd F49 ez, zeAE ez FL& FuAxds dHd F
T ol4e ARl AERA HRJE #Ae & I, AT, Yoy A4 NEy #wy
2 58 W BE, A2 455 AelA kg ALdd v sl

olFA AelxEY FuE w3 ¥ A2E AT UL AR TR Adyg, =
+ Hus4€e FE3t e 249 AS, AFTA "lA AALA vl¥], ALELY A,
¢ 49 dod T BAHE ok §F HuolEy 4T YA =Zzade, 4
28 B4z 22 JlE, Y FAY AEshlAle B 2EE A, EAdE FAEE)
o] #@e|AEdA7tA] A2 JE, A4 $5& 2T ol EE AT M2k s, =
+ 2gedy ¥Foe I Azl A AMET v Aok = ArIlEy AE4e
2 gl AEF44d, 3 edsold, Taadw, A2 E47 34 28F4R, F 4
B2 = FeA S Atold oxp4Fe] A o] Fo A XYewH JEFTA AFL g
o 878, AHEAEAAE Jled WEE oldskx Rstm e,

olej g F4% AnslE HAeley AH4Y VEHow QI A FAe FlEdesys  Ans
%, A2l B Yag A4 HEo| =oksln 3 ko] Pt Ao E mulal e
FAel A AA sl=lo] A2 @& F ohde} ofo] g AYe] FRaA Xk dwlel Uck

M. 93 54 234

1L EHFE H7|

P AF% ALAEEY T Tol BE H2E ATY 2 TANE YuAzdH @
AY AFE UL Y AZUYY Anss Yo WY D29 B 2 By W
A EE d5E aFen ddh ok iAozt yudzd hun e 4zg Az
ofe) M4 Wed A4 ¥ 2 P, AAA wsuge T4 @A FAH s =
4o Bage ofolste Aol

e

INAuAzdE [23e] %3% avpdos B4stnd stk FAstd Y v vE
A&stA A2, o4, nagowd SARYE AYHT 2AEeY F4E FTIE
% zA9 qd, A% shmale], £xesle}, dolet B, FAALY, 4F A4 2
CECIE S DEREEE
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49 AEAsd AFHepe Tolo] AS 60uWdl FU olF AABSS x4 w@A
o2 AaA&s] -ol2 IFIP (International Federation of Information Processing S-
ociety), ACM (The Association for Computing Machinery), AIDS (American Inst-
itute for Decision Sciences), DPMA (Data Processing Management Association),
AACSB (American Assembly of Collegiate Schools of Business) -9 I A3} $1 €3
2+ gl (ACM 418} Curriculum Committee, SIGBDP, SIGCOSIM, SIGCPR,
SIGCSE, IFIP 48l IAG, TC3% )4 #&3 AL, HHAA vstzm glod Ay
Aad Rops WE AL W todwel B vt A4 ez g

23 A9 sx 2y sl PuAdze AT, =& ooEde] 4, LY
o bR E AR cAldE % An o o] A4, AdFHn, F5 A
detsiol o] HuAzue ulFe] vlay Aoty AAEslqY nAF AN xd w2E 4
He obF ulFahAv Yag 4Holc}

ol 3t "4l ulFo] FuALy RHope MAdBa4 AYe WAL A FrAHZ e
2 4 gk st TRAASH, ATAFN Foz AUd TEMA L AT W)
A4 qldelet & 4 AE: 12 =5, AFQHelAE FuAzele] BT A&, 1l
F2 EFA0d s F49 712 A4QHelAE £EH 2A4A, 24%, 2Agd]
B A4 LEE 2TIHL Q& HolL o shis ALY 424 P A% B
Atog Alzd BA7h, Yuddriel e Husz Q¥ @ QHfest S ofe)

¥

12) R. L. Ashendhurst{ed.), “Curriculum Recommendations for Graduate Programs
inInformation Systems} Comm.of the ACM, Vol.15(1972), pp.364-398:
J. D.Couger (ed.), “Curriculum Recommendations for Undergraduate Programs
in Information Systems} Comm. of the ACM,Vol.16 (1973), pp. 727-749;
J. L. McKenney and F. M. Tonge, “The State of Computer Orinted Curricula
in Business Schools 19707 Conum. of the ACM, Vol .14(1971), pp. 443-448:
J. F. Nunamaker,et al. (ed.), “Information Systems Curriculum Recommenda-
tions for the 80s: Undergraduate and Graduate Programs} Comwm. of the ACM,
Vol.25(1982), pp. 781-805; J. F. Nunamaker (ed.), “Educational Programs
in Informatiion Systems Comn. of the ACM, Vol. 25(1982), pp. 781-805;
G. R. Reeves and R. S, Bussom, “Information Systems Curriclum} Journal of
S ystems Management March 1979, pp. 18-21; D. Teichroew(ed.), Op.Cit.,
Comm, of the ACM,Vol, 14(1971), pp. 573-588.
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o5 F4T MAH Aol Wastthe Aol H8 MISAFIANA 2F =
el o bz Ao aTe Ao ahe A9 QAL W4T, 284,
A2, AT, AAEA D 249 AETAH AAT4E dolw Yol Yoz M4
e dgkel wel ook Addet WA s Az $4, 44 2 2Yo5 59 AE
A4 nfael Ag Qdsast 4dAos A & Aew AddE e oF dg M

M3k gl

2. oy

HRA2d Rokr HEEAH = ¥AA (interdisciplinary) S4E& 7Hxla e, ol
Az BAY T o] ol JEFAAHNdAE 275 gD, A F4 A4
A3 deoke Hoegd ojF EA4FEIE (¥ 1) 3 Fe

sedo] razESY F 24715 & ALTA A

1&F4d A4

Ay =z &z

(system programming) (application progranming)

A& A (system design)

HB-2A (information analysis)

=] A& (computer science)

A w A28 (information system)

xd D AuA e Pofo] 54

13) WAF, “telverel MIS ®#s Agdel FF AT MIS Aol ;R
ORd&sl=], A 84, Al 235 (1983), pp. 57-65
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A4 FEFAY A4EL ALk AFH os|® A (computer architecture), T
EZ (protocol), A8 ¥ % T2, 4F A¥HH oA F WHE, Y, AEEE 2
s, 2AE A A4 EL 34, AT, vtebAlE, Y4k, A4, 24 §F A9y A4 AF
Fopol A AL BB A2 R, Al&W T F Alz" F4, AdAl, dald 2ed A
243 Adde] A 2YAHY (model building) X A3 A7 A4 L& ouqd

gdztA o] okFwte FEE Hslelv A2 Yol 7EFA SddAe TEHT Pu
7l w3l AGskA] g, HE A4lo] o] Foi ok g FEE, TAEZ FadAe
2 Wgo] cleksla Aol JlgA Fd3 T oldHelzt: ¥ S X v Ao
e, ol olst, Eatel s HAL THEHM owl F] T dAddAMde &, o1} FTEAQ
= YAl4H) 548 2= Aoz ofdsle

olel gt ARA Lok oA Ex HFHoR < A Fuol4 FrAlzd Fols

t}&3 o] AT Te =l A ok YL Hid

1) Q= =AE AT AnALen g
2) AuALd] AF7E E AL ag
3) B & AFEerde ARy YEIEY 5L AT &

o4 YN 0 AuAad DEE A, 2o BAAA WelA Fudaw @
bt GALEE T A YAy A5Y A445L TEL s 48P AYAdsdole
¥ + & Fudage dAa B dPe] wed 85 YAk WIA wHA
A gl et whe 2 Aolst Pebd 4t gAla A udid AEAE
A9 mEe A2 mAA BANA A i G4 dgosd WA FEY PIn
% 234745 AL 349 A4 259 450 wAsh} F Fue oA4eE Q
A ttmol wel Aoz olu ¥ R Azt wANYE IE Ao wIAR AL
z vagw ga.'?

pxste s Aee 2 ATLok, 44, OR, 84, vtobld, A%, AF4H T4 2
%y B8749 45¢ A% wae ALdoe

ey ABYeAT A% 2o ¥ + go
g olel 274 AT Eow VEEHE £

Afevtd =y HaE SR e

I=J

14) J. D. Couger (ed.), Op. Cit., pp. 727-749.
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Aolch,

o] 9ol Z1E sige] dF AR A ot drle Y olv AF AT, T34}
T ALS Aol Al HSrd e S F§ Au] JlFE VLY 4 dPon o] B
A det AF AL Ao e L =FdAE =97 372 i}

V. 2558 44 4 az5 AY

1. 2] SF

FAyAzd Fopd| EFEx 270 R 2 FIHLG, HAdGY HFUo4 &
A5 uel o2} Fet A ¢ Uk B =RelAds g A "9 E AR A6l
Qatae s A=AE MAZ st ACM 43} Curriculum committee d YLEF wodz
ek 2 &L 32A A Eok -7, 2y, A&H, ARH, 24, A -2 7EEY F
A5slel R452E vd (X 3) I o

(£ 3 AuAzy addde L{5L
T i+ i & B =
Az A, AAA AP F L 2FYF FE =24
A 2 d 314 (management science) +-ok24 ZAE A4 Fsle] 2P L T53}

22 8% Fohe ¥4, 289 A4 of X W84 A Y A4

A 2] A4 Aadoe stehsle 54, § 4249 F494, 24 % FE£3 5}
dibe Y, 49, A2 Ad, AsdA 32 gl AT AL, A=
Ao wgd, A4 ¥4 ¥4

AFd 1 AFHY AR T4, dhesio], £z Ede] Fd AT A4, AFH A4 4
| £5d, A8 @ dvelg wlola Fx, FAALY T2 Fol AT A4, A
A 4 FY, AE =v Adad 294 AAA, Ve, d *
4 4
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z 4 2272, A% BL A4, AY, EAY 2PN FuAzuo] 2AYulst
oy A= Lol Ay A4, 249 2 A%, F edwed, AT, wtop
2, 44k, ATAL Tl BT A4, FuAaslo] A, 7] T Held =
Aol mAE 9, A4, Bueed Y709, YusE AHad
shebe 4+ 9 59, A8 ARETE 2ATZEY A ATFLL 4
de 59

4 3 Auold R FuAdade] g, wFel Aslel slAE &%, AQHA, 93
B9 W

2. HumAlagista %o maary

BuAdzd iy iyl FuAdEnis A2 o =E AGH o4
shiel AFRorz sl web 2 WgE FeTe oful AFY b gl

23| ¢4 FuAzy el 49 aAAY g mgaFolvt dUAYIASE Mg Hu
Al£® Fope] AIHEE 4oz 4xurle A4

(2g 2) el Zog ¥ AHude 2AE F4l, JEFTAL Fodee e 44
Aol A e gsEe AA HAE Jebia Foe E o AHud L AR Fo W &4
AZaAE ouigtdt & P2, 1S1, IS4, I1S6<L 71€F49 aa5E, 183,185,189
E 23E F49 anEEeled p2, IS2, IS7, IS8, ISI0& W39 Aleld $zxlsl:
2FEEolch Ef (2% 2) A FEL e dow FAL FHAF, ISTH 1S9+ 2
Fol A5l ALl 3y oA A4E FAste AHFEol ok

-

15) BuAzd Foprl 45 w3tz 98 AF T o 94 dAF [H2A
£ %3} jetn gl
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. 242 %4 EEEE i
P2 : A% //E}_; A ol ‘
1S2: z};%&%< jsrﬁ‘ﬁtﬁ}. 2 A A
153 : 245 A 2n 1S4 ;l;;!ﬁiﬂl°lt .
IS5 :

HEAE / I1S6: A g:%x‘]_x] 23 dEY=z
\

3
\(157 o4 gAY A 2 )

188 : Alzd AAE

(159: 2 1A £¥) %iﬂ)

IS10: AumAzdl Ay =ZZAE

{29 2) AuAzd AF ax I3

2o olal 74 wahaEe %E 2 uefe Tades axux

PL AFH el (AF3H%)

Ex:l. zeaged Mg & Awedel o A A@YY 4
2. nEdy Y F5

. zeage 44, 2ed, £4, $AsEE A4 §5

16) J. F. Nimamaker, et al., Op. Cit., pp. 781-805 # %
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WE: AT o F T4, JlF, WA F
(5F A" A9 74, 715, )
cX2adYE T kA 48 w5
zeady odel: Az FTH, A4 FH, TraY F&, . FY 94
ez Ag: =21y 3E5 MY, AT AdAERAE CdAeg A5
P2 AFAG (AF3F)
FE:1. A& 24, dAAAed4 232 A3 2 =3¢ T JAAYA A &
&7
2. 4% A4 (mathematical programming) ¢l Z 714 4,
£ ZEgo] 33t W
3. AFe ¢xelF (algorithm) & ME Ex 71Z 42 Ede] 444
Wg: Ayl g, AYE T 12AHY
cAl2wl, Ry A3 A4, A, ke A
- 48A 4 (Linear Programming) € ol &% 23AR, =AE 24 (sensitivi-
ty analysis), AS#£% (simplex method), LP 4AXxXEseje] A8y
«Adefd o] gl ®lAY A&7y -Steepest Decent, Newton method, conju~
gate gradient
- Network ¥4 71y, PERT/CPMz} & 4AHAY 7, Az, HAEZETA
cth7]Pd %3 (queuing model)
cA LRI Y, Az EA Y APAY, FAHAYAY HE

181 2AFH F2 % $FAA

%+ 1. #HA¥H k719 A (architecture) £
A 2% (OS: Operating System) 2] 7AW 2 LA
. TFA 2 oA AEAl 44
W «AFY T2, 714l (machine language) , o1 A-EEje]
(assembly language) ¢} W& A4 o2 7 QAA, HAAA, 4] . #4333, 2
59 ##& (representation), i AE&2 Ad ¥ HHl, AL (macro), 33

9.%9
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“AAH obld At O s AT AJ2dly F LRAAY A% Y 1ERY Hw
g, FHY AP, vlejae meaggy Ad L Lz Eqeigsy aA,
o]l =ejate], 2o #iE (resource allocation), ®.3AHx]

-8 =2ad3 dasd Y222 JCL (Job Control Language) , &% #Hel¥
Z2a9 (utility program), OS¢ ¢ % Az

182 AET&£E

X1, =2ahe A4, 4, 4 2 A4
2. ¢ E B4, 712 Ay 44
3. &5 T 44 9 HesY 4
4. A28 T&£ 2 IAYAY 55
5. T2 A2y AAY o|E, 7lH4 7l&
Hg:-xeaey oo W T3} meady JlY: 2Ed Teoady, yiy A3,
Top-down, 5§ 3}3F4 =g sy
-2tze T2, 28X E 4% ¢e|E (algorithm)
< 3lAe, das, 34, dojet wejxy FE, DBMS 7He
- £33 22 2] (sequential access) 3 £RH 23] (o, Hlo]Z stz s 3z )
4 54, TAMEZA sort/imerge F2F, AU HaE AHA, AN, A
7vd A}
» A AT 2 (random access) : FAAZTA AR (o, J&3, =8 B3] )
o 54, AYYIA Y o7 Y:e|E, F inverted list, multilist, inde-
xed seguential, hierarchical F2% A&7 $§ Az
- 34l 9. 29
cxzeady AACE, T2 ZrzaHy

1S3 %33 HuAxd

FE: 1. FHANA HuAlAge A 9 xAEx zaAFzee pAAdA
2. Azl 23, Auel 5%, AnALY FAe BT 4
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LY

3. Alzd F+2E LAske A4, A4, A2A4 o
4. AuAede] ghol 4
cAuAadst 24 AdPeAsds 4, FE, 2 dedd QA 4%

%, FuAsdel 242 PYseel Adste 4, 249 ARAYH 3
BAzY AYe BA, Hu $89 4, Az g 4g, A
£ ggvors] EEedeled T4, uAids 2YTE

cAad Fze EA Y 24: B4 e $ARYY 3%, SR (F 4en

H, 2= 2y, cojotay ), JRITE, ze4L e, F3)] (decomposit-

ion) 8¢ 5% (aggregation) 714, 234 HsE, H-gdA

cAl e, AR, 2l qAFAE: Alad o] &, AzdAMg, T, AA, 4,

8, Azl 5, Al&b FA, o, AwY FTH, Aust HH, Huo
AAA, delAd 7hR, A Fudez 3y, qA4ZE

cRuAzd S8 A Audad, 44, sjobAE, dFLopls Fudady 3

g 4, 4 24 2 SAY Puad, ATAEE, AFEAN, AR,
AL AT, YA

IS4 ©lole} woj£ ale]

L
3 aL

W

1. Azwde dasiet 2 47, 29 5y
2. A8 F4, do]e} wo]2 FAej4 V9 J5E
3. 899 F94 BAAY R 24

(£3h Aez, 44423 5)

4. dlo]el wlo]~9} FJaAxl 0S,DBMSS g% 45

cofolerel 7
Adesh BAY A€ A9 ARY 209 A2, 29 Tz, 05,HYF2
coolet wolx9] Ad: slojet el MLy (DBMS) S A4, $F, 4%,

Tz

s tlojel Wle]£9] 5§ % el : DBMSY FF R VEIE §F, dolE v

29 @z, 4F3%d 43 DBMSY 47, 3%
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IS5 Aui4E

g

£:1. SEAnAcd AY g AR

CARALY A A W AY R, BA, ALY 40
LSRR ALY E R TFehel el 2 24
&8GR FY 34 % A oA

- W N

» 84148 AU Z: Contingency theory 5% o] &3 A= s 2 A,
Aoz AN, g, £xedo A7 T 5o wz Ho
-8 gA 2w MY 4937 (life cycle): FHFAY oA, &, FAYY -7
AGRFst—-40% FF-J1244 -A44AE 9 A4y FF-zeay Aw g
43 - AE Hst
- 8-gA2y AL zeAE el zeAdedele Ad @ e, zzAEs)
iz, ZeAlEs] T4, A4 A 259 A, g, gL
AR AAYE R TFoelun L HUYE, 2EHE
-EAAY 9 e 2Ab: Azdle] AR BuA4, i §84, g,
Azde] AAA, A4A, AnA B34 FHE A dds 5 234 Zqn
2% 37714
AuERY B AR 2L AT AFAY 4N

(2 A% 24, A2 x4, 22, 04, F)

£8% 71%¢ A% AW 4H (444, 204, =1 F)
c48 $4 9 Azyl AA: 4AZIYe R Top-down AA, AEH EE (hie-
rarchical decomposition), =2l HAZEE g 714y, A&=4oke] Qo] &

(interface)

1S6 54 A=ds veda

2o

A

g :

1. Ausae A, 8o, ez 44 5 40
2. YuEAA, 2eF, obrld A
3. $AYF, ALY

s BALRoF 4 0 B4l A, %, g (eloel, A A, 4, SH4g-)
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FAA LY T2 Edu), A A (=, mul tiplexer, concentrater, sw-

itch, front-end %), FALZT e, 53 gl

cHlEH A} FA: WES S g, oega 3 T4, WA (contention) 3 &

@ (polling),

"FTEAY Aoluls: Age A, AF AAYT, Yoy San
CEALRE A 2HAA AFH BAY o, MEZ cixfel, W Eg e

P, 2228 (X.25, 1SOAE §), =2 topology 44l  amea

|

“MEHA 2] B4R 34, Yobolze] eyt
-Z+% vlE)=2: LAN,WAN, ISDN 5 47

IS7 S4dy gA2x

FE: ]

2
3.
4

SEN

- AAEAY RYAHY 9 ayel w@ak 2o

< AARA I 44 Fdel Sle] HuAlsn wq e ol &3 24
HAEA AYA 23 Az Q2o vlm 2y

- SAE A gy &g

AR L 9424 FAHY, AR, vAAL Q484

"Ry RYAY, AA, Yo, 2y 23, a4y, Eo4Y, 24187, no4y

& A ol

“AAEA R 2459 aldd A, LR Adsielqy A, otojrie] 3

2712 Wsbe], 255, Y24 (risk analysis ), 9| & /853 &4

“AAEA AD Aad i QAzeled, b -S4 QHwol 2, A4EH Adg 4

FIIER 2T, d4AYAY A2He] 4ry

IS8 Az¢] HAEZ

x:1

- A, A AaddAEty gelA, FANY ALNe dAsted Yog
A4 9 g &5
cAsd 42 A 8 4AF W, 5A, A4 Bl Re Aed, ey 2

del Ay A4 £5
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g oo =2y AAle] Hoh: eeiA 9d4, 44, 6 EAEA, LA BEE,EQ
B, A&t e, 243
c S&AEZTEH T MY YAlHAY
cAlad e AA, e AL AT AY: A2W w3l e, B4, 8 §8
4 9 Hi
cAlH wmeidA : 2ES ¥ ERE3, ZF ool o] 298 A
g A, FAlY AdA: Az"le wal, =Zejolw 4], 4} (auditing), Al&w] o
4 (back-up) &
cFt=dle] SATES Y AR st=dey 54 HE, £zEdele B4 ¥
7H1E, vlay, 44714,
cz2ay AW 9 34

1S9 AuAAdl A

FE: 1. 2A64 HJuA2zde] dayd ¥ 1 A
2. ARA2HTAg JE b 408 %A R A
3. AnA 2 Aot 27w ¥y 2 e EA

Mg - AnAsd AY: AuAsgs 249 3 A5 JA, 24 FZg Fud
£qse B, zzde e
cAuAzd A% 24 FUYETAT TAY, A8 AARA o8] A
Er QY 2o, AuLy H49 Wyiza
ARG A Bel 0 ek 9 WY, AFHAN FU, oA e
AR ALY A% ATY T4, A% A e
ABALY AQEY A% Y wE
A84, 44 24
.Zg_@_/l]_i—_z«ﬂ 3&3]1].9] q@’ ......

ISI0 A uA 28] AW =zAE

FE: 1. AnAzege] 2 A4 R ey d4 A E

2. AuAzM AVAY A BA QA4
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CEY

3. ZAYsNe| MEA|AH o} DY

i ga el 4 YuslLyg Fols 1
qhatel A% Ao st ek webd Yuszgdtse malge

* case study 24 Ziwbgt AR A A= Aw

REFES Azd $47luctE JuPdst e
2 A" <2Y2) 9

£ AHAds 53, Ao dic}

d] A A 1 oA 2 ciAl 3
éi 1 o] A Fe ol AFE e A e ol o]
== dE) P1 P1 Pl

Pl,ISl,ISG
\\ AFHA AR AFH A 2N AFHA AR
1S1,1S6 1S1,1S6 I1S1,1S6
AE A A 2H Az} T2 Atz ajelet T Az FF
183,154,185, 1S2,1S4 1S2,1S54 1S2,154
1S7,1S8
R I ) ZA 3 AnA2g| |23 HuAlLe
1S3,1S5,187, 1S3 1S3
IS8
\\%iﬂiﬂéﬂ%_* YR A AG A B
1S5,1S7,1S8 185,1S8
2] 218 A = A 2%
1S7

1" 3>

3G AuAsd Fol witsiy
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(1" 3) € &4 74 ¥ Agaeld A= Q& ALy Fopel 34z as
5 AFH dod (Ee YE)# FdYRALYoR T sk M3 (E 2) 9 w
HEE XESEF £, ged A4S 248 Aol (2g 3) & £ o Fayoe sz
4xud a4 s gt AP AFE A (EE ) S AdGRALGY L o]
o2+ A% (P1,IS1,1S6)9 (IS3,1S4,1S5,1S7,1S8)9 W42 Mudos xgs
o ¥y AFH Ao, AHE A2 AR, BaMe} FE 2T Puay Guss
W AAE, QAR 2N, & AT BYL FEe s Yk = gAY oA
3ol Ao oady AdAzde 2 HEA A 59 o2 Hrdge £ A4zEe
29 3T AP 75 3ol H44Eolde A28 HFFED stm Qe

V. AFEokd #Hae] &-8ua 4 A4

Astel F AELoplAY AFH BEL A4 Hope] Aol web 1 mshb Wgo] el
A 4 gdeb webd LSFAY g4RPe AFY VL ulg mush Fololk, AEH A
go % AETLoFY wWRTEE AL vt o 2o AdE £ s, Pl
H gguele Fololsh, ZnE IPsted $94 Uad vx Ads} AAA A, 42E F
el £a8E AUTsh AFAGH Y FEE orPEst A Aalst 5& nestd ol o
Aok @k, 2aW Ay A wHEE M4 chaMe Bopz uiol FAY WdH ¥
245 szese V5e gxusz v,

1. HFEH YUZE, HFRH A Zok

A4AAd, 53] AdYH FY Sl old HFH ool mBshed ok sherly FAE ol ¥
ob7b Zlxlm e A 2 Aol REFEY AHPolA mSoleld wptAT EAL U
A2 Aol o7 Az =d AGE oldstd &aAold EEdse Y g
1% A4 o A E 25 A’ FAe A 9 sldaelel foldtdof gk A §
ojc}, 22} Pukx oz AAjsl A 24 dej24 BASIC,FORTRAN, COBOL, Pascal
o 2o AX A AL ALY E4E 2F ML A o debd 233 374

17) 9dA% 4= edloly U4+ D.Cougerled.),Computing Newsletter for Schools
of Business, Jan.1983-Jan. 1985 4] W8l Lalg 34,
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47e Zeitt AelAdo| o] Folmol e,
(E 4) £ olsia FANA ol Qols &, aHe wlag Aol

(X 4) 28§ ATH deje vla

ol o] z A =t 3

BASIC |-®lady ¢3]7] 4 - X535 s glA gn HAEY )
- o) 28 doo] FA4E& ZFcl F48 Fo|st ek
% interactive processingo] =%
el
« 29} FAH B BT slad ol
- 7Rel 8 AHFeE (PC) 9 =, el
gz} i HE4E Bed o} sla
AR 2 7l A 45 e

FORTRAN| - #87| 5§ olejo]7] s Fol of - =2 |- 2}, YA elo] Exs)ch
Aol s E A FTEAold |-AHTEoRE A AMRHA gx
- FORTRAN77 5 53 o olelslgleh | sk

* GO TO9 WM Aoz a5
th4 o] e,

COBOL |[-Ab7-8o2 71z de g8l aojoich |- a7 ggog Fxgshcl,
- F2 9 sIAe s vl folatel, (-zzasly AHelA v EZEAHolck
» 2.4 3} (documentation) 7} =& 79
Y3 FAle o] Fo] e}

Pascal |-7&3 =Z2a=9& Fdon npge] |-oh3 3 ndss] = Yok

2 o] xEld maadn S &
3} 3 o] e},

c 2, 24 o AdFEst 2F g

shek,

c EF3isle] gdm I 7lFo] =i el

3o,

- g 4 Fuel dA2A:
olg go] slck

L
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CE 4D o sl A% 295 &40 A49 744 f8-de4 vd COBOLol A
b sl a2s A4 Al A, gxEd sy s, 288 59 w4
d, 4943 & e} Lopstsy «dAl4E& ¥ «l& BASIC, FORTRAN, Pascale] & ¢s}c}
T H7He ool A AFedl A A MAE dsled mAFAeld oA
& ekl A AFE Bho] F2 AFH Andeld Az Y7 o Folc}

getd ojel TA, A ZEL ohizt soul: o AdzAE A YA A
A71EE A ohga e

(E 5) A3 gL ooy AAsE
Z 7
Asre A 2% 99 2 7 o o
FYolae] AT A AAT A& wWHo] R FORTRAN
27t 2ol g A el Kol FORTRANSl #-$
ol A3z (batch proce-
ssing) 9l A% Pascal 8] ngog Pascal
Pascal &1y ¢ 2y}
¥ AF
Mg AFHE AF2 o BASIC
d2 A e AR
Ajde] ZHF el z A4

2. &3, oo =0t

vlolA 8 Eofell A9 Afe WhItFAHL F2 AFEAE HFE & pHY FA LA
Faejal A4, AFAY 53 Sl HAYAEAY, F FHEoE e E F U o] Y
of 71del4 AA mtelAlE CleE Fv AEEA Fx, A dolet wlelzae], AF4H,
AR F A5 AANE o)FT £ZEHFE] Yo o]F F RATELE anggor
£ Ay ¥ Ao Hrdd
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o]& masted, ARHBLo] YA AY R&EFHE FAAY + A Eok, HE, 4=
18)

Eslo]E % dlAskd g e
(% 6) 54, vlobA| " Lo £TES| o]
2 of gy AT E]
ARzAE 9% T4 A& F4 (Report Manager, Master Tab,
& g hdY FA VERVATIM ANALYZER, SNAP)
24 ¢ (MICROOBJ, +FORECAST, BOX-JENKINS,
X11/ARIMA, SIBYL/RUNNER, TSP)

24| ¥4 (SPSS-X, SPSS/PC, SAS, BMDP, TSP)

ulobA Bl Foke] AlY, 343 (AGENCY JR)

A 94 2A A2 BaA (EXEC*U=*STAT)
A whopsie] A B (MITAS)
sl 24 9 o] & (Sales Planner)

ofolAl 8] 2]a}" A =2|Y (Sherlock)

3. &H, WF EO0F

£} Sops} mpalzlNE o] Hokel AEH VEL F kA Fulz v & 5 Ak s
W g ok sA E=E AT ARE ulzy e Al Aol wek YRAes M
L Yol BT s F2 o4 AAS Bal, T A AR dodt B HAMAE
Aa= Hejolch Aae o 24 FoiAl4l, g, £AAMA, AFRA2E Y A 3| Al %

448 AAHRE T 4 AT FAY d2d Y4, T4, FA. AT ol EE

fr

geiq med BPAA LeETe 3L SEL bk AFH VL WL Ao @
A d4Ed 436 Adsd $AEE 7192 B8 5EE FAAR F A FA

18) Marketing News, “Software for Market ing & Marketing Research] Feb.4, 1986

€ FFEA.
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Selst wptAsehn sl
ot BANA LEAST AnEdoS oAstd hew 2o

&E 7 1A, AF Fof £ Eg)o]
+ of WEH 4L=Ede
3 A 2} Aol 9] & (Accounts Payable)

2} 4}l 23 (Accounts Receivable)

W e (Payroll)

) 332} (Inventory)

U7 4 2882 (Job Cost System)

4 Spread Sheet £ E4l°} (VisiCale, ProCalc,

% SuperCale, Magic Worksheet, |-2-3, Symphaony)

S AdaAe], §5A4de], 2y AHidate] & AT e

A5 o2@43 =4 (IFPS, FCS, ORACLE, PLANCCDE,
SIMPLAN, XSIM, COMOS)

W& Spread Sheet £ Eglo]

L Quadratic Programming (L INDO)

4. ZIatsf, Wizl 2of

AFH B8 stedol M & Eok2A ol 87t LT EMeEL Wl $ g thoksidd
Lok I &S 49 2d oS e

(& 8) A, gage] Eof AT ESY
+ °F WEH 4Lz Edo |
5 o shat, 42]4] 8 (MPSX, APEX IV, MELP, LINDO/PC, MINOS, LP80 LIPS,
OR %o} MPS 1)

29 4% (CSMP, DYNAMDO. MIMIC, GPSS, SIMSCRIPT, GASP,
SIMAN, SIMLIB)
o] & (BOX-JENKINS, X11/ARIMA, SIBYL-RUNNER)
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e

ok HE&E £=TEde

44 Ak 2] 44, A3z el Total System (OOPICS, MAPICS)

2% MRP & 4= Edo]

CAD/CAME 43 Edo]

PERT/CPM Capital Budgeting, Aggregate Planning,
Time Study Analysis,Work Sampling,Facility
Planning,Quality Control, Queueing

(&= =eagy 88, 48 “BASIC Programs for
Production and Operations Management” by Pantumsinchai,
Hassan,and Gupta,Prentice-Hall, 1983)

5. 7IEl AIHM, QUALEZ], OAIZEFYX|AA|LH (DSS) F2of

o] ¥obl A HAFe WL FEA XU AAESLE M7AE T2 Axd 2zn
ek dew 3 Hgo] TS £ZEHE EASE st R

(L 9 7} Fof A= EH o]
o o} HEy Lz Eg)o]
DSS =& Agela4da (SIMPLAN, AUTOTAB [, MODEL
Business Game DOLLAR FLOW, FCS/EPS, SPREAD, TOPEXEC)

2} 54 %] (RMPIRE, IFPS)

el A}, %A 2l { A Y (Manpower Planning System)
2 %4 7} (Model for Job Evaluation)
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VL. | <

AdE ase] YoJAT Aurlg BAdY AFEAN AAsAl ATHel =} ol 4l
43 B30l aTsch £ dATolAx ol WAE wd, A2E ATEok=A A 4
28] Fops AAd YaAE A2 A5 aAAYE AAsgcd =q b AT EoklAxE
AFHE o8¢ ngas A 2 AFH A€ F5& A8 Loz AFE ol §
s 74 4 Ade dAE

a2y o3 2y 2 VLAY AL gulE 27 AdAE AL 2d4H3d d R
Sl ol BE AbgE kAR Fe s} olel I HAY AFAHA AT Lestd EF o)F
AT @A) Fu 9 JE b Fof AT aFAS] FuAzH Fopd AT #A, 1
2 ged & ARk Ty 2 a2 U g4 "oz AASojof ¥ AH¥elq
o delrt Al R AL o]F AT AT, ned AFH VA JAAe] zAF Ay
£21E slof ¥ Holm FFAUelA e % A, Aoz AL B FuAd 4%
gkl dgtow Amslge VY 2FTold A, YA ALE o Hepsof AL
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