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Measuring and Assessing Internet Service Quality at U.S. Public Libraries
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ABSTRACT

As the Internet connections and services at U.S. public libraries have increased dramatically since
1990s, defining, assessing and measuring quality of these new electronic services have become a
critical issue. This research was a study designed to identify key dimensions of Internet service
quality at public libraries by providing a systematic framework for measuring and assessing the
quality of Internet services. The study used modified SERVQUAL and SERVPERF instruments
which have been widely used service quality measurement in business marketing areas and
LibQUAL+ model which are widely adopted service quality measurement instrument in most of
the academic libraries in U.S.
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A 109 a7k vF FF SAEE 22K
TABEE 289l FTEAL 221 dolgH)
ol& A, EAHAZY HAt A ud A5
ozl £AF Yo ol §xE g dEA HE
AFE A (Internet Workstations) 5%
&3t e-AHIAE AlFEhed BAE WRE AF
3 ik v EUAE A2)59(The National
Commission on Library and Information
Science) A ¥4 A5 WEH w5 IF
MBS I8l "HE AMH)A(Internet con-
nectivity) = 1994 34l= 20.9%° E3H3H
Zo] 3 %9l 199734 = 72.3% & F7HEA
2o nj(Bertot & McClure 1998), 1998 30l=
A= 15,718 FFEATE UYL E AN 2
3K Bertot & McClure 2000) 83.6%, 183
2000300 957% 2] TABNA Al Hé:
Muj27t AgEe] & ASE WAL L3
Bertot} McClure9] 20023 &4 4 25
o) <lahd 2002\ dol= 98.7% 9] 5 TAlHo|
Al AHE Mu2E T 53] I F W
Z9) H]go] 40% 7t HE TFEATRY B+
100%7} Aeld HE AHIAE AFTRD AS

2 vehgtt
PR nF ZIETA|FANAY AES

v 3 YEYA MulAE 39 F8 9%
2ol M 7Fs Al A= McClure et
al, 2002) “Z=A1F B2 2 71 NE HE"
(LSTA: Library Services and Technology
Act)o] 1 3hjely “E-Rate” 21813 “Bill

and Melinda Gates Foundation®] #]¢” o]
oo P “EAT AMulA & J)EAE Y
H"(LSTA)< 1996 wixg "I 53 2 &
A% Au]2 BH” (the Museum and Library
Services Act) ¢ ¥F= i3] $250 million
o] ALFE ZAF VESNA 7= s S8
57} FARPITE Wtk “E-Rate” =
19964 AA¥E Telecommunication Act(P.L.
104-104) ol A ALE w5 &% AR}
v FTEATEY AHY A A% A
U Al 59 AUS doe HEoI 2
Ale|ES} T.£] FelIQl T} Alo|Eol| &3] ZF
Y€ “Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation”
2 19979 E AjztE ZZ Yo7 HINlE A
oA AFEHE ol 88 F UES 3=t 53
& T3 53] A7) FITAB FEE AF
B AldE HFE gtk olEg F2 o A
459 58 T8 AW BFL ALE, A%
g, 22 NI AlRE] MM dEY
AMUIAE BhE F Y BE 35 7T U
59 e-AMu|2 AYS FoHN AUy tAE
oA FE F UT e-AHEZERE o]E0]
42954 BEF =t AATh of g XU
EAQ d7} Hol 2 Zo] FFEATA QUE
ylo] AZAE AFEE AX3e EAT o]&A}
7t EAFAA BN MAE & & JEF 3t
£ 98 Y3 2slo] A (Internet Workstation)
LIkt \=1

SR FFEA TS AEY A H o)A 2
Ax)e} |27 Ad 109 @7 33 A5
g o ws) o FFEAE END 5A A
8 59(McClure, Bertot, & Zweizig 1994
Bertot, McClure & Zweizig 1996: Bertot
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McClure & Fletcher 1997 Bertot and
McClure 1998, 1999, 2000; Bertot, Mc-
Clure & Ryan 2001) ¥4 XA HES] &
A3 AF7HA 9] R ATES e AH|
28] 9ol eA 2 0T FHE F
2 Aen A AEY AH|29 geAdoly
ol &A= A AH|2e] T TEE 17
¥ AuE F4 37t 59 a9t rieRlE A
o] AA= At

ol gt FAA Azt & AFelME F
TEAE] QIEUl ABA 53
g e FE& FAREE AHSRe ol8AE
9] Mul2 E4(service quality) #7F 29 2
A8 2 W (user satisfaction) 12|32
2 g (service referral) 72| 45 FHA

o diate] FAFLE ATE LA st
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B A7 vHE 2ol tlEAd A 4
37} wPi2l SERVQUAL 293 SERVPERF
24, J23 dEEAMEe] MRl F2 97t
o R ARE= LibQUAL+ Ede 712
OJELE 3l FTEAW UHU Ml FE
H7y BEE /o e 33 EA48e U
Wl A2 h olgf 9} B7HE FILAL Stk

B A7) 72 24L 2 e v A2

FEHACH

3 1(01), 335X Ae M2 F
2 grie] 2 vl X (key dimensions) S <!
Y o]8x} HE ZALE FaiA ZohdoEH
olgAl ZHAAM He QB Au| 28] F8
2 Frh 8S A
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27 2(02), Mul2 F4 33 2 A A
vz o]dx}e) MELE Foled M & 9%
He 2 & JE A2 4 Frt gdaAa(di-
mension) & Zohdth

E3 3(03), ol8AH AMH|x Hrht AF
SEA] 9 BAI3HY M (demographic va-
riables) 2-& AEUl AHS: AE W 50l ©
Lake] e BEE(53 3-1) 2 AHA g
H(service referral) (24 3-2)3 4% 4
& AL heAY] ARE ST

B2 4(04), o18A1e] MuA BEEET} AH|
2 Y HE(service referral) 4 A% 9 FA
7t JEAE ST

2. A%} A7

2.1 MH|A~ EHo| He

ARl FA did Foe AET B
g as sAskEd Slol Aozt gt 11
olfE AH|L FA BEAo] ABHE A
e 37l tha oEld 380l 48
ojm] AMH|Z A FAR} A7l o] FoIR = A
HlA A AHE 2P olfell M ATt A
304 |7k v Bobo] AEL FAHH o
HHAoR ALg 4 e ML 249 o4F
A FHEE AL FE gl tid Hejs}
il A (dimension) & 23] 98 =)
govt SAERY FA8e ol&3 22 Wt
o= v AJoldol UoiitHe.g., Sasser,
Olsen & Wyckoff 1978: Gronroos 1982;
Lovelock 1983; Parasuraman, Zeitham! &
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Berry 1985, 1988, 1994: Cronin & Taylor
1992: Brown, Churchill & Peter 1993:
Parasuraman & Grewal 2000).

2.2 SERVQUAL 2%

Parasuraman® 19| §8 A7€S AH|A
2 Hrlol tigt HE 17o] Auj 2o th3}
o 713k 7|l AH|2(Expected Service)
g 2] MHIAE AT B F 7wk <
2] ]2 (Perceived Service) ] zpeo]&olg}
T FAFIEE (MYl A F4 (SQ) = A A
H|2 (PS) - 7| AMElE (ES)) olE9] AfH
2 FA o 2d2 4(Gap) ol& ZAH3}
o 7§@E SERVQUAL (Parasuraman et al.
1988) R3O0 F A~ 4 %7} WP EE 7}
3 gl AR 23 syt Holftth

SERVQUALA= oAl 714 Avjx &
A ol 9SS vA= F2 il (dimen-
sions) ©] FHEHAEH, AR A= A(Relia-
bility) & AH|A AAFA7} IAqA k&3t
MU S F83l BE0] 7IeE sk F
8, EAl= -S4 (Responsiveness) & 37
AL ET AL AMH|2E AFslce 9A
£, A= 324 (Assurance) 0. AH| 2
o] AEF A 3% @ FANA Do}
g F= T89S W= 374 (Empathy)
o2 A AEFY JNIG wHE s
HEE, AT F34(Tangibles) 22 &
A AA, A, Q1 a3 A ALY &
BE Yepl=d) oF 571 Yl 3 2270
o] A§ &4 A dEoE AU oY
3 SERVQUAL E#ojA9] & 227 352

Aulz 7] Aulz 1A E 22 23317 9
3 ghEsled yddozn & 447)e) B3oE
Aol A=Eu.

2. 3 SERVPERF 2%

SERVQUAL 239} Hyo] BA3lxHA
SERVQUAL =& tlid(dimensions) & &
AHalol thgk FAFoI 2 ©]E9 EFS AH
e A0 Uehz] AlRRBITH Churchill

1979; Carmen 1990: Barbakus & Boller

1992: Cronin & Taylor 1992: Teas 1994:
Peter, Churchill & Brown 1994; Van
Dyke, Kappelman & Prybutok 1997).
Peter, Churchill & Brown(1993) 2] -]
ME A oL AHSkE &30l RAgsIty
AAHRLY, Cronin # Taylor(1992) & 15
o] AFelM Mu|& A “If" E SA3)=
Aol ¢ Bo g dYE JAF= o8 &
TFollA ZAFE 23), Pest Control, M, 7+
o] F43 T /A FFY AL o] &AL HE
ZAF Aol SJ3tH A M)A Thg A3
T o] SERVQUALYA FA3K= AMulx
178} QIA] AMH| A8} 7|t AH] 28] AlolFd]
o3I Muls FAE Wrleke A Bo o
B83 g7t Joks Aol 453Utk Cronin
3} Taylore 259 97 23K1992, 1994) 9
A%t SERVPERFE= Al2& AMu|~ &
A %7t 235 et es SERVQUAL Y
2278 FHCE FAE o] EFelAE Q1A AH]
2 whe ST IHN(E, AMulA FF SQ) =
Au)A A3} (Performance)), SERVQUAL
23 uja) BR 7H4a3E AR ZA} whgol
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A HA) o5 FAKG A AHE FF
o SRIE Teas(1994) & A7E € + U=l
o] A= SERVQUAL X&9] 37K4] &+
8 FAIFel ARHAT: AA SERVQUAL
oA FAsks o] AMujx “7g"y
“Qx” 9] BFZ A3kt A Aozt 9
< F Aty wEsG Y, B4 AR BES
ZA8l 9 wie] B ik #AE
o] AAHRCH, AR Au|A7} FPE Fof
AR MEA ThE ZA3E o] U BE%

=
Mulx E4 24 9L & A0 FRaEc

2.4 LibQUAL+ 28

19903l Hoj EWA FHAYET} Fol
25 7= SERVQUAL S 83 948
o] #ts] 7] AlAEIglen o 3t &
MEE FHOE AM|Z FE o] tig 7t
3is)7] AlEksE Tt Hebert 1993:  Nitecki
1995; White & Abels 1995: Hernon &
Calvert 1996; Hernon & Altman 1998;
Hernon & Whitman 2001; Nitecki &
Hernon 2000). 1 % 7F¢ F5& °IFAd
d47t vl= SEEABH3(Association of
Research Libraries: ARL) 9} Texas A &
M gtz F5 A+l 9ai HEE(Cook
& Thompson 2000, 2001: Cook, Heath &
Thompson 2001, 2002: Cook & Heath
2001) =A1E A& Fd #7b 239 Lib-
QUAL+ o2} & &= itk Cook # Thomp-
son°] FFo| & o] d7¥> SERVQUAL
EFS o R 3l o Ao AR 97
(quantitative research) ¢} A4 d+(quali-

tative research) & AA teeAH AH|A &
2 gl HY3EE HEPYAZl LibQUAL+
23& MY o] 471 EAME AMulx
4 37} v (dimensions) & 223Kt
A= SERVQUALS AAH tidldol s

= 3744(Empathy), ™-343(Responsive-
ness), E(Assurance), A1Z4(Reliability)
o] 4717 tddes F8e AulL uiE(Ser-
vice Affect)ol™, ERl= =AHY I
(Library as Place) 22 SERVQUALY} &
A ]l M(Tangibles) S BEA7] 7ldel 7,
A= A4 (Personal Control) &2 0]4-X
ANA FoiR E=AMB AH|IAE e AT
Ve ALH S DI YAZ FRFES
(Information Access)-& EA139 HHE H
23 B =94 33 Hede dig A
< AAPL Uk

AT AR Muls FE G &
33t HAY R g I B A
2 297} A7 @A ta 233
548 F3EARe] A8l AE| A 2 ot
o] AT ARIE oFF7A ot B 47t gt

O_>L 'D'—‘—a

31 97 28 MY

B A9 d4E32 SERVQUAL, SER-
VPERF, 782 LibQUAL+9 23E Ed
2 MU ARMZ Parasuraman 19
T8 97AEd 93 7idE SERVQUALS
57K #4 ZA dda(agy, oA, g
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ox

T4, 8 ol a1 WY 71E M
oz Ag=Atk 4 SERVQUAL 29
S ujero 2 7)uks]o]19903 FHHEE HAl v
= i) £ HrF 02 &) A
57 9lE LibQUAL+ ¥4 37} 2de) 271
A gaAel HEAIA (Information Access)
2 2484 (Personal Control) & 71O EH
771 O S F40 2 3 & 20709 AR A
T Eo] AR olHd AR AE FEE
9] tFE2 SERVQUALe®IY LibQUAL+
o] A7 FEZ WA Aot 9o
5 TAF o gA BV FFEAT B
AMux g ARERS] e, 183 Blsd
A AFEeM YeRd AE FES0] HAF
Z7HEAHIE 1 3A=2).

AT AE SAUHOZE SERVQUAL
ol 2] (A2 FZ(SQ) = YA ABI2(PS)
- 71d ARIA(ES) ke 573 WS WEA
23 " AY Roplal F4 ke o
2 FFE o)FF & SERVPERF S (AH]
2 F4(SQ) =A¥l~ ¥ Performance))
2he &4 Wl gt e 2l
SERVQUAL th4l SERVPERFE °|&3
F8 2902 oet 2tk A, SERVQUAL
#= 22 SERVPERF 2= AE ZAL
gHEo] Hho g o] Erhs o] AF SEAW
A 4 HIYF RAolge olviem, X, ¥
FEMBY ol &K= WsEM B ) oo
g o8} &g tFI AP E SERVQUAL
ol Ae] “7|t) AuA” e} “QIA] MB|A"E FA
of AEE ¢ A9 AolHE A=)
R A Rl I = = i o) T 5 U |
A, AXE AMHIAE S A TFeER A

)

lo

HjA F2 £4o] FEdvhe "HIR SRS
9)(Cronin & Taylor 1992; Teas 1993:
Churchill and Peter 1994) =dlol Fj3it}
= olfolMfAtt

3.2 o7 T H Hlofy -

£ dtes F3EAEY AHU AHA oE-
Zpe) A& £ H7HE ZARY] 3k W=
SARC] fAS Ul 2] FEEAHe] A
AH| 2 o] 825 IS E 2003 2¢Y 24UF-
B 20039 3¢Y 2497HA] sHE7 AERAE A
Algro 2 APHY e At 717 F vl 2o =
MBg Z4zt AFAR(F TAF F F 40217
o) T HE(bias) & &°17] A3t
o Qe YaAHHNA MAE Pzl BE
o] &zlollA Aol tigt FE 73 v AF
o] Fgt o] §-xp| AT AFE ZAHE A4
e d5d AR F 2R 7193 AY
74l 7|8t AEe] E7H 7IAHA B
AEAE AT £ 38659 AFE AL A3yt
A BAEJTHE 1 ZX). vHE ol 4
T #4d)| ©J3}H(Parasuraman et al. 1998)
FEA717Hsample size) 200718 9= A%
o vt HuskE £ Qo & F e
ol& niElOZ EA EAE AAse Aol T
o dF=HAT

AT A} A B A 71 Muls
FR19} Q71 15,000 oVdel F¥olv iy &
FEATE(250,000+) 71FLE dieH,
o 67 o]4Fe] QUEY fALH ol o] HA|H
of Sle EAEE Yt B 7 Xl &
A A FA471e] AR EAEE Y 3}
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(L YR F o] EATE TAo2HE o
oft 9% X9 XA Yo 2N 47
QBE ZIF EXAFIHY ST E3 Ay
2 AY9 FHE0] g JFCE A &
APg AYIGEY, A8 S0 EMF AE
Black/African American ©$A7} B2 320
2, =A% B Hispanic o1[8A7} & 3202
18)3 4% C= White/Caucasian ©]-&x7}
B2 Xo= 83 BAE D oY Fe] 1
ZA) 438 NGo g Agsiyr Agd =4
T F A X EAES] F- ol8Re] o

7t 242  homeless) E°|¥=8 1 o+

8%
AFBARA W
o

A4, 949, 4%,

(03-1) o] &3k

Al das

03
+04

(03-2) ol 83
M|z 244

JEY AHg AY W
Qe AHE A%,
JEY olg %3 A,

AR A§ 57

00

AT ZA E5AE $1%F B3 (homeless
shelter) 7} Ax]=o] QN7 wEelUch

3. 3 Hloje] 24 U

(AT 53 1(01))L TF=AE U8 A
HlAae) FAB7E A% F2 Hd4d(dimen-
sions) & B7sk= Aol olg 3l vl &
9] FFEATNA FHE 2985 AEA
of thgh & 38670] A SHE BHE AR
2(Exploratory Factor Analysis) & 23}

Sk
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finia T %

24 Male 257 66.6%

Female 124 32.1%

No Response 5 13%

& Grade School 6 1.6%

High School 50 13.0%

Trade/Technical school 34 8.8%

Some college 117 30.3%

College graduate 121 31.3%

Graduate school 53 13.7%

No Response 2 2.6%

ik 18-24 72 18.7%

25-34 108 28.0%

35-44 86 22.3%

45-54 71 184%

55-64 H 8.8%

65+ 10 2.6%

No Response 5 13%

AE White/Caucasian 279 72.3%

Black/African American 54 14.0%

American Indian/Aleut/Eskimo 8 2.1%

Hispanic 10 2.6%

Asian/Pacific islander 19 49%

Other 12 32%

No Response 4- 1.0%

7HE 9z Y Less than $10,000 69 17.9%

$10,000 to $19,999 56 145%

$20,000 to $29,999 57 148%

$30,000 to $39,999 70 18.1%

$40,000 to $49,999 31 8%

$50,000 to $59,999 22 5.7%

$60,000 to $69,999 21 54%

$70,000 to $99,999 24 6.2%

More than $100,000 12 31%

No Response 24 6.2%

HA AH Employed full time 170 44.0%

Employed part time 66 171%

Unemployed 79 20.5%

Retired 31 80%

Other 32 8.1%

No Response ) 2.1%
(1 84 2(02))¢ Aus #4 3¢ 2 el (dimension) & FohlE RolUeH
AeiYl Mu]2 o] &a}e] BEEE Fol=t] 7} ol& Ysled= AEA A AR T7HA] AH]

ZE IF%Ee & 7 sde MYl 32 3ot 2 F4 9t gad F 7P S8 A
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+ i deskele 3 7154 A9
3lod(descriptive statistics) HA13lgch

(AT 54 3(03))< T332 Al A
H]& o] §2}e) AME|A F4 By tdid ¢4 4
T SHA I A W4 (demographic
variables) 22 QeI AMS- 7R ¥5(In-
ternet use variables) 5©°] o &&}9] An]x
% (satisfaction) (03-1) 2 ¥~ &9
H(service referral) (03-2) % 45 9% &
A7y eAe] GE-g SHs= AoE HEA
of $EE A% B39 SHES IARKH
ANOVAE 0|83 #4002 HES)

(F7 54 4(04))F ©18At9] AMux Tt
£57} MulA 2l (service referral) 3 At
T AT A7 A=A E S3 Aol
yoj&e] AAA 4 (Pearson’s Coefficient of
Correlation) & &3t 4315tk

B a7 AE 48 9% 54 e
SPSS 11.0 ZZI%& AHS-3ITh

F8 YA A5 g F xRN (Ex-
ploratory Factor Analysis)& ©}-&3l=d)

o|l& 93l F4% ¥4 (principal component

analysis) % Kaiser 7+3HKaiser normali-
zation) & $¢ A3 H(varimax rota-
tion) & o8 A= AFS A3 F 4714 o
o] AT o= AL AT EFA A
Al HAE 2970 FE0FE PR 77HA] YeA

(A=A, A, A, 334, 734, BB
B, AEA) I At e F 20009 &
FoF LAHE 47K tde] Yo R A
A8 FoIGck ] 2 X)), 97 ¥4 25 ¢
% 471A] B AE| A FE B} oud e
DAY~ wizd(Service Affect), 2)3A4
(Tangibles), 3)AH&Ad(Personal Control),
I3y 4)=HES AP t(Printing/
Downloading) 2 & 33t o|2igt 4714
tAlae & BAHtotal variance) 73.74%E
A= AE B o} 72 eFdAd (convergent
validity) % ¥ eF3(discriminant validity)
32X Cronbach’s alpha &4 A$9] AT
Zoll 2A34(Cronbach oL = 0.70 ~ 0.97)
UZE AP NFE 24 A3l nkE 47}
A TS A Ak (E 2l e th
AR M2 v (Service Affect) HHA
210711 358 X33 et =M FY
o] Al 8ol QlojA o] 8ALE HiE sk A
AANA FAHE Bole AuEE AFsle A
F A=} FAS £ F Qe AL T2 9]
LAY AA FLE § T ol8xke WRE
olaighz Aulx 5] F=o] TFHJUL A
584 (Tangibles) UM 4714] JFo=2
FARAHARE AR fAzE o) Al 3
8, 84 HE, A 59 2ol 2
At AR Z&AT (Personal Control) H
A JA] 471A] 8ol TFHUEY EAMR
A JAEl H& HFEE ol &AW} A3
FAoMe Helgs =T T AMHja
AEE T2 EFF o2 AHUL d
‘ZHUES A T oA F 271

A RO FAHPTH ol FEZ IITT
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(H 2) EMH XIEME SEBt 33

2 Qe M|~ EE LI} CjpiN

B2 = Mo Cr;)lrll) t})lz;ch Component
1 2 -3 4

Q21 | Deal in caring fashion 869 206 .186 091
Q18 | Be courteous 869 127 157 014
Q17 | Comfortable asking help 859 203 183 126
Q22 | User’s best interest at heart 816 248 233 125
Q16 | Instill confidence 812 243 207 165
Q19 | Knowledge to answer questions 797 227 232 199
Q15 | Respond to users’ questions 756 148 334 058
Q14 | Willingness to help 753 112 426 137
Q20 | Give individual attention 744 211 290 164
Q23 | Understand users’ needs 725 309 172 236
Q2 | Visually appealing facilities 302 789 170 087
Q3 | Comfortable/inviting location 275 758 156 .249
Q1 | Modern looking equipment 168 693 277 050
Q4 | Clear signs directing to workstation 129 671 186 104
Q29 | Search tools to work independently 284 383 707 040
Q27 | Provide complete search results 317 282 704 212
Q28 | Website to locate info on their own 372 362 700 114
Q13 | Prompt service 358 151 648 280
Q8 | Printing/downloading options 079 250 108 870
Q7 | Convenient/inexpensive printing 316 080 245 744
7 oMol Adste #4 % (5 4 73.74%) 35.97 15.11 13.96 8.71

3= Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis

Rotation Method: Varimax with Kaiser Normalization

A AR A AEITE T HE) E
AR Lol B AR 24 2 vl
52 717 3 7V B olgAEe] S slolol

8 BRoz A Au|A By} 3otk

1.2 25 Malo| BAZY
o187 Wl 7V 2 G2 FINE o
o) e HES 9 AT 24 320 £ A
7o) A7 TN AA 77 el o
[¢]

2(1- A8 73 &% 7- W 529

Haleta At ol A3 BALE Jle
EAE(descriptive statistics) ©l-&3la=H
1 A3} ‘AEAY (Personal Control) 0] 78 &
23 guide 2 ey ‘A H4 (In-
formation Access)©] FHA 0182} T
kS F= tudoE AFHITHE 3 FX).
diolg] £4 ZeA LERI Al 88
AE ZAF 717K @ Bt A ol #
T 9] FFEAAEY olgAEe] UEH
AzHel S oldshe HPE AR v
3 B4 A 371 AEY AL o]
AEL QT 5P 2 IS AR

L £
i)

do

ofo ofN
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A=4 (3)

54 4

a4 @)

24 9

ARRTAE B

24 (2)

(32 B 99 A 3 ORNS) 98 35,
A B2 4 7K gkl Y 3

€ XA =AE Aol AR A9

wojolnk QJIEY MA1E AL + 3
$7F 29 Aol HEAn.

& £ol dedlo] 92d AFHE A3t
7} 18t ol&AES =AME hl HlZFd)
A EAE HPoA A AEFE AT
F vlolle YE HE ATrEle] HIE )
A s g AU olgATt e A
die vldE AFE7T leHE Eeial ¢
W el2ze) Hho] vy Aol fl= B

AZ AMHIAE A Rl 225 A 7ol

©_O

MU
]

rir

h

o}

FTEAT AdEl Muix FA Hotd Big a7 277

=29 4 A d4dA

AH) 2~

i3 (10)

84 @

a4 @

xaES AR
o g9 (2)

o7t 35 dojwth B iR TA2

F 3Tl A JE HE ol AT A
o] 1-2A17k2 2 A= U= wHl
Y AR F EARCIY FEe] AE AT ¢
W d237x] 7t B3 JLelA 3RS
o} gke A7 2ol I8 Aol=
Z o] ThE ol&AE FI A Al §
oA 71tk ske Bt A ANeH 3
2 A B2 VIvEe 3¢ oAy ¢
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4.3 F5-3 M| 2AZ

]

AR (24 3-1), T2EATE AEY AMu)x
olgx}e] MulA 2 Wyt o 9 AE &5
219 QA SAIEA ¥4 (demographic varia-
bles) &2 QUEH AHS- 7% H(Internet use
variables) &°] ©]&A}e] AL HEE9} A}
3 A WA A9 ARE Es] A3t
o 3]AEA (linear regression) ¥ ANOVA
£ o83 ¥4< itk I A 471K AA

T8 F2 duA F AelL vl K Service

Affect) ‘AH&A(Personal Control)©] o]
Ab R 7P B 9 v odA
22 Yepgom(R? = 65.7%: p < 0.0001)
3 QIEY 0]8x1e) el AMS- FF(Inter-
net Expertise), A1l ARE- 3, TEYL ©]
£ 733 A9 {7 A% £ o8] TEL
of 719g #A7} gl=ol #wEz AR
T BAEH Wre olgA Ty s A
o7 et E 4 3X).

AEll AR g R AEH o]-& 73 A

577t BAHSE F93A(significant) ¥

CE 3 7 71 MH|~ EE T} C|HIMe] SQEE J|E8A AM2ls 21

F \kin EEUR

A 385 6.10 1.087
ARAZA 384 6.09 1141
AlFA 384 6.00 1.104
4 384 564 1,389
Al 385 562 1.387
T4 385 5.24 1.562
+3A 385 469 1.605

(E 4) 53 3-1 M8 2/t &72M(Linear Regression Analysis) Zz}!

Standardized Coefficients Beta t Sig 2
(A7) 947 345
Al A e 406 6.970 000**
384 042 173 440
&4 A10 6.417 .000**
ZAES A4 oy 036 745 457
A -.001 -021 983
Nk 018 .389 698
AF 015 363 717
iy 047 1.052 294
T4 - 055 -1.218 225
A4 -011 -.261 794
JHY A A4 098 2.116 036*
SlEdl o8 723 AqY /5 084 2.027 044*
e A 58 -.102 -2.223 027*

Fx: 1 F& 9F MEA 1EE (F=30527, p0.0001, Adjusted R?=0.636, R?=0.657)

2. * p €005 * p <0.0001



w3

] #A(positive) & UEMEL el v &
Byl o]&x}e] Bl AME- 559 75 A
A7 UebttH B = -0.102 at p<0.05). &
ZH ol g Ae FFEAT el Aujx
o e D=L Hoy FFoU IF F
F9 o) 4w 184 2 ReE #
AHA o] 23 FFEAMT AU A
27} opH & I 2R dAIYe] Jelth

EA(EF 3-2), oA AMulx 2HE
(service referral) ol PX|= G BT
A UEE e ukEEe] $4 HeE <
Hyl ol TELE tiile] AulA FHE
(service referral) 22 ulto] 243} 1
A3t Ay v 9 2R o] Al A o
H(service referral) 3 FAHLZE o3
AL el VERGOH JTEAIEH WS
v e ARE- W= ME 2 25 E(service
referral) = oFF AFo] §lgel HEHATH
(X5 &%),
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4. 4 O|ZA} TELet O|2A Y

o]-&x}e] AfH|2 BIEEQ} A2 2] HH(ser-
vice referral) & 3 FAo) did FHL o
oj&¢] ABA 4 (Pearson's Coefficient of
Correlation) & 3k EA3gEn A
T 0.78%2 FAFSE FHY <o AL
R p € 0.0001). & F55A1E2 UH
Y Az B3 o] &a}50] F919) AlE
oA AHIAS AER=s Agke) Qti= Ao
SRR

5.2 &

= AreXE F53ke TS I A
eI AMuj2e) B4d351e) tilo] WA=l
LB Mu) 29 F H7te] that ofafieh o
TE 918 o1& SHAA B Bl A

(E 5) X 3-2 AHE I8t 3|7EM (Linear Regression Analysis) Za}!

Standardized Coefficients Beta t Sig.?
i) 2.996 003
e A g 392 5.787 000*
34 -.098 -1.546 124
&4 A4l 5925 .000*
ZHES AR R 018 325 746
k] 020 413 680
ik 044 819 414
AZ -.008 -.162 871
7% 019 373 709
¢ -.020 -.385 701
ks -.040 - 815 416
QTEfYl AHE- B 070 1.298 196
Al o]8 3 AY FE 037 760 448
LY A 5F -.089 -1.681 094

FE: 1 F& @5 U2 ZHY(service referral) (F=18459, p<0.0001, Adjusted R2=0.508, R2=0537)

2. * p < 0.0001
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2 4 37t BYE 9 ARG B8 ¥
FTEAT A AL o §xpe AMu A FE
b SEHAE QA+ FAETH
¥4 (demographic variables) 32 <M
AME 733 ¥4 (Internet use variables) 50|
ol &x}e] AMu]A BHE: (service satisfaction)
2 M)~ ZH(service referral) 3 AE
T FA AeAY S8E SHIUL AH
e} M)A 2#E(service referral)
o A& AAE HEINI

I A3} FFEAT Jel AMejA £ o
7V s 47 AplA F8 F4 Hr od
A(AE2 i, 784, A, ZHES A
o] tFg) of AAHRATE T3 47F2] AjH]
A F2 F2 YdA F AEA v (Service
Affect) 9} 284 (Personal Control)©] o4
AL EE W AH]E HH(service referral)
7P B8% Gl Uthe Aol HAHI
T3 el o]gAe] AEUl A E(Inter-
net Expertise), QIEY A i, AIEU ©]
& A& A /5 5ol o18A BER o
T AP gheol WAt 3 o8] B
Lo} o] §xpe] A& ] H(service referral)
o] 21¥& AF FAI7} Asol vepsth

B d7e AJEd ARs 2 HUkE ol%
A} ZWol| A FrIgoheE AdA 7)€ EAH3
A F4e] 7] FHY Frieke AT
o)zt S B o} FF TAEY] AEY
AelA £4 Hrt B2dE 5418 435S E5iM
AR oA Ao 2oE S & Wtk

McClure ¢ @+ McClure et al., 2002)
A AR “F7HHA A A &
BN FTEARY] A Mujx Hgof) 2

A 20 FUHE oAle TEEAM B
Aa7A A B2 AaE olgse] oA
A8 A AE27E AL HEE )
U ke AS YE MHlA A gAY 34
722 AR =ME Ag Aoy
A=l Barsfor @ st ke EHlsiof
g AFolgL & & AT olHd ke
53 £ oo B A7 A 3EE SHA
= Hz9 FFEAR o8] ABUl AMux
FA 97 A7k Hol 1 FeAe Fe T
WAL T AR SHME BXF AR
Au)2 APEANA QU ABAe] S B}
RYE ANFoEN oA} 59 AH|L
T8 23k ETE AEHE F U B
ozt AH|x B7} AAE olddlo] A=
e A 718 =AM Auls g g
e BHIss ARER olf 7hs st &
T A

2 A7 Y 248 EdE 2R
A 2 2 3T BAME AEU Mu s g
e A3 thedl Akl Al & Ao
AR 35 =AE Y Byl 9F X4
= 59 3= S5y o UdEYl
A2 F2 Brte] we] Ve BEdt 4
1 Aol MFET e A 018
=04 H7hEE Qe AH)e) B A
FEE 7 2e TS0l 243} Holok sl
o FFEABE € dvelr 2aE e
Aels F4 97t B 2 4 7 ORdE
HAOR sk 2070 28 4E B S
olFo X olgAE0] Yok Hrt HHs}
T A AEY AT}t FAJAR S st
of d73for & Aotk

iy

ol _11}1

0;
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A B 7oA sidE 1Y APl A F
A 97t By 58 o183 AEHY 87 &
Ao zM & o HH3E § Ue BFF o
E& 758 Yotk stk & e RH
SR B X v oY FFEAT
Qe Au)2 o] 82} 386 AE ZAF W4
S 2% A3 g8 QY EMBIA £
ARE ASelle diste) A"l dle
QZch JHBE OE AHY EAIES °]
83 Al A8 WHESe B Kk HHs)
2 & 3 AT BYo] s oo At

AR & A7 23 AEdl AL Tl
22 A $83 F4 24 SRI0E MH|A
o] &x7}t SIEYl MHIAE o]83 o 7Y
AE AREAH MEL YRR 4 5
SIS | Bl = 1 B L Ealih =i U L B
2| ¥ (service referral) ol 8 2 F
= Ao uArt 1HBE FZEAM BN
= UEYl o] &2t B} SHH O AulE
£8 £ TE AFE FHA YUl o]
ohll #Z2l 58 vRsAY EAH EF0lA
o /MY, EHelXd E=FEolv FAQ T4
A7 AY, B oAl &
S AN NUEE 28AI7RE EY S 3ie W
HE P& 59 ¥S dlodok Ak =
T =AF AP F o] g Ayl &
o3t BA44312 B} A& HFPAM T o
S22 wigshe AB2E AF3iEd Aol
FsfjoF st

YA B dqolas AR Aus o] 8aF
o that Holg FFEATY AYl AH|A

F

+

L

9
ofo
o
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FeA#e B AUz FF gkl BiF 97 281

HI2H oA (FFEAT WY JEl H& A
FEE) oA MHIAE AT Be o4z =
3 AA ARk 1 olrEE ARl B
H ITEAMTY e A7 A9 5Ho)
FTETEABHR 22 FFAALY AMuzoM
Al 59 HEHA MHIAE XY Be
de ARES F2 WEF AR #5E
ggg Algdrhe olfol dAsiMAT. 18
g oJf2 7Hgol Sl H&dl T
Az Qe 59 WEHT MHAE o83}
= oAl tigh A7 & a7l Al
Atk AT Kok £ Y2 A7E HAsiA e
29| AlAE FAHY e AMujzol o
gk AFop ZFo] o] FojAok sl

iAo g & Ao 2 YEU o18At
o] A= FFlE B ol &AE o6
ATE FOBH YOEE AAFA NEE o)
Al A Bk A2 AE AHE AT
F Ae7kl dig 4FH A% A olFo
AoF shAlth

opgFH ol E FTE 33T UHY
Aul 2 o] &zl T AR AZS kA
e FA 7ol AFPHY M|~
£4 Hrieks 2l ol 8A1e] S H7t
T A2 F2 WIS kA ey &
ATE B3 MES AMulE =Y e 2
7 o] Bk FAZolm HFHA Aulx
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