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IT Governance Assessment: Measurement of IT Utilization
Based on Corporate Governance

Abstract: IT governance became a critical issue in information technology era, while few research is concerning on the

assessment of IT governance. This paper analyzes 4 IT governance assessment framework, discusses the importance and
complexity of IT governance, indicates 5 reasons initiating the difficulty of IT governance. This paper also propose that the IT
governance assessment can be measured by the evaluation of corporate governance and the measurement of information
technology utilization, so as to construct the framework of IT governance through the matured assessments framework indirectly.
Key Words: IT governance; corporate governance; assessment; IT utilization
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