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A Study on the Efficient Construction of School Network using

IPS

Yong-Ho Jang

Dept. d Computer and Information Graduate School d Industry Pukyong

N ational University

Abstract

As a national business of educational infomationalization aiming at
transformation into an information-based society, construction of school
network, its material foundation has been completed. While educational
informationalization, abreast with internet, greets the turning point of
high-tech educational environment, school networks have been the staple
path of hacking, resulting that important inner-school data in elementary,
middle school is exposed to illegal infringement. In addition, there are
adverse side-effects of informationalization such as harmful, obscene,
suicide, bomb sites, we suffered a great loss from them.

Therefore, it is necessary for us to devise a new security measure
including the security policy-making, the enlargement of security
equipment like a security server. And for the safety of school-network,
the introduction of security equipments, IPS is becoming activated to
prevent the information leakage and beforenand hacking accident.
Especially by planning  security equipment and measures for
school- networks can maximize the safety of them.

We have to establish security policy-making training of security
specialist and then he has to operate school networks using IPS.
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We will guarantee the safety of school network and major information
against hacking, infringement accident and adverse effect of
informationalization and consequently maximize the use of educational
information through internet.
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