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Abstract

The computer utilization in Japanese business firms has rearched “the stage of being

more efficient and integrating”.

for changing to direct to more advanced one.

to jump to the next stage.

It may safely be said that computer utilization is asked

At this juncture, we have many problems

In this paper, we propose some hypotheses to make clear the

facts and to graspe the problems, then test them based on the survey data which was

submitted to Kansai Chapter 1974 Annual Meeting, Information Processing Society of Japan

(IPSJ).
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Fig. 2 Functional human ratio in computer dept.
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Fig. 3 Functional human ratio in computer dept.
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Fig. 5 Distribution of “statistical processing” use
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