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A Study on Information Technology With Experience
and Ability

Tien-chueh Cheng
Lecturer, Center for Liberal Arts and Science Education
National Ilan Institute of Technology

Abstract

This study tries to understand the collage freshman their information technology (PC
and Internet) with experience and ability. Most of students already have experience to PC
and own it. The first contact PC mostly at primary school. Internet experience most begins
at junior school; most of students have experience, and have facility at home. Home also the
most common place they use the pc and Internet. The use frequency of IT grows, as IT is
more popular. The most motivation is for amusement. Their IT knowledge most comes from
the classmate or peer.

In IT ability, most of students can use 2-3 kinds PC software and 3-4 kinds Internet
functions. The ability influence by ‘gender’, ‘experience time’, ‘school facility’ and ‘house
facility’ are not significant at internet ability 'use frequency' factor has reach significant level.

Key Words : IT ability, PC, internet
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1998 1999 2001
7.7% 1.3% 15%
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1998 1999 2001
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=ost+gr+wp+gatpr 2.24 2.10 2.82
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28 50.9% A 26.2% 22%
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9 164%
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