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o] 30 - 40%°] Bate oA, 5¢ €Y W42 ARSI Yok, St okl FA ] WG Aol
1%0] o} A BAL) 2} A9 - AH BT AR Fo2lT wd) goh 27 1 E B
oloje 4 - REAIAS 4L PHE Yol 724 AFN 2ot S 2RAL R AY
2 539 A B AN YAtk A Ade] B FARA 24 D PARLNE f4I8] A
SRR EEDE A]ZMW =49 498 47 238 & Yok /Y ke 2] BYAQ
AN S EAAT 2 29 BAHAR FANADS ek R AT o) SR, AL -
zHEeR oAE AASE HA BY JHUE, 4 £YAT BFYNZ A o2 /]
250l YT PR BEAL AAE LA - LA S oo 2074 ADAIRES) AHA LA R
o4 5 BYHAR EAN 2D AT o] Y T Alelsh "ok e ol e
264 3L 9 eleo] AAE AT BHAEIU RETHAINCE HBH ATl Boj e
B A 4o URE Bkom, 1 A T8 AN LY Aol 7100k FE Al
A 2 NBE ARSE 059 AAVZAAE 19N 540l 2% solAY L ol 2 B
ANz o A7 D Fo| LR AFol = k.

‘BelB AR FAN LY & AL FAo) FLT DAL A - AFAE F&
@ BASTol ok AR e u g - £ NHAH Bl AANEE Ao FAIA2H

(negative control system)’ ©] A A%, JF714 L o]e] SUAHEE ‘T fda AN

ja}

e (positive control system) & 7%t A% 250% EA AL ALstn Ye Agda=do) =
2t et A2 U+ E, F4od4lo] nldle i Eo] 23 vls] B - SfAAIA AR
Al @ edle] B 22 TY S A&stes A E IR, 2] B $elvete] &
8 - FEAEL o ol oA T 245 §RAHo] uh7dl o]e] A5 e FUH
B FAAI A JFA A Gol AFEe £2 Atelelth 71 vhd Al HEold A& Qe
F AF5 L A AFEF A Fudt Aojd SAANADE AA - APstoan -
AR el FHEE B4 e ZHAE /tAYGR &8 A A g S 8A AN S A
A - A L3 o Fx 7He] EAEr] AL 259A A& ZAE RAFQ). FAFEE A
Al 2glo] FHF AFA N 42T FHE FH Ul 2 v|FY 7ol 2 R Hgs 4A
22 4 Atk ' 93d7A] AF 51E7]EUL 1A TS FH A General Electricit & v 3}
DuPont, Coca — Cola, Alcoa, Walt Disney, McDonaldjit &= A 3}to) 7128 EAA 259 & 8-1} o]
€ 58 FxolYo HA2AE 437149 o7t da.

A 71GEE URY & AAIE E4& A4 stn A4 Fe A e FolA Hojy 22482 £4H8
De FAANAY] 257 27 FAYS ZEAFA Abad Fo] T B42E EAA AL A
Feeiletes Ao g2 BRES AE £ A A2 feluE el 24 E A5 AA =9

1) ¥ HHM, A2, 19974 38 200 F 9m.

2) BiR%, “EEeHH SHA 2o e B R, (R E B124 $23, 1996, p.230.

3) Kenneth A. Merchant, Management Accounting Control Systems(Los Angeles : University of Southern
California Bookstore Custom Publishing, 1996), p.8.
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CFEAE A R AL, AAAFAL AYRA, AEFTH T FRAWAYEE 017 A )
EAAN 2 o Fo da|7t ok A 252 AFslA A 71 G ol Al ROA(return on assets @ ZFAbS:

£)9 £91& AAZ A AL AAE sl ) E3FTA A o] EVA(economic value added : 7
AA Z77EA)771E, A9 F7/E AV E FAA L] FHH 2 A3 E Vel n ot

¥ - FAE Az - B2 2 ANl thhe BRIl X ‘B AAH S A o
Hgo] F2HAL AT FUAE /MEA AT ALAE R 2 FZ FAE AN AFF5AHA
‘AojA FAA 2 o] 88 Aojm, TAT A AR X 2= AHIE ‘Ao A
Al 2E) o], &g o] Fuidlele YATIE FIINEA FAALH o]l H o2 Ay et 2
Al YANE FAA 2 S A0 - ZF7G 25A 18 =77t 8 Rol}. 71£84 9
FHo FEHE BAF T NdBA S A - AVNE LS U AR, 05 Y9 AHe
EFF5 AN 2T 2FEA AaHo Utk A ARGA 2 dTraAAe B dn Fe4L 4
A &S 4 Aot
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L =29 Fd Ad75ALe B AH FAALYY RS AAZ AYNE FAA 25 S A 4]
e Aot F9 22 2 ddd ReA 24 e g 2ok

A, FE 58U AN E FAANLNY AN E FAHAES NSz gdHoz R, A
A B R BAAA A A 2] BN A7Ed A o] FALAE AA B, Fa= ROIZIY
9] myopic®# & A &3to] o] sy o2 AR(abnormal returns : B]7]1t} F2 42} g)7] F
& SAZAZ AA g

5, 4 4EANE SANY S SAAZI A, FAEA, 14T R 5o EFel vl Fo 1 A
Aol TA S F2 8o Y8 $M3tm o] & T8l /Ao BoF 8A L& &3

A, AE2d 8AL AAZ AN 7Hed BFA AAE 7Yl o84 =AE AXStn 284 A
79 7Hs A T g S AA P

E =R RUA ARE 18T o)A AT FHE £ FUASY £RE T3 o|n AuE
o] ZA7IEY 3, olE /1Yo AA L@ 8T o] 83 72 R A A RAM GeEld HAHS
AP B =8 A GAZ vl Agdte A7FHAF T AR Gt ojun) A7 - A4 g
EEAEH HRA 2o B B3 BT o olo] B =82 HAVIE AW S Uitz
A YL AASR, A AL vjg] A7 HA A FEE Ev AANEALE B3 A vyl 49
A A5 & AAEHA .

2 wRe 7L gen 2 [ AT WET B A7ol B2 AAT Hgd e
%3 Merchant{1996]s} £%7][1996]= 2% AA 2 Bl HAS SARY L slestn B 720 &
o ole] BN YAV FE SAA 2] 23} =20 AARP S AT [HL ELAR ¢

4) SEERER, A&, 19974 478 38 F, 211E.
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BEAY & WA sl B4Ry R AYRA) Azl WA E QAEAYL ATV Ve
WEAE AABAY & APeted 2o GVl AW HA FA1Y AR AAsn ole)
&R =A% BRAL ANV VRS B =2ol4 Agd o) BAVYSS AAZ $449
ety e AT UHe EVEOR ¥ =22 act- Felotn A7 GA% vlge) A7
WS AN Bt

I. TRt & #ixe

1. EITHR

Mg el - AAA TEAA2 A2E FA S 259 - A @AASA g} A9 &
BE 244 - AARE BAUE AP S B BID 2ao Q
Teke Azl ety AWy £ ol P2 Aagol go. May & a2 gol uhe

3
B AT, 4 $A7Y

A Y 7t fE o2 FEE F Yok BANAA SAVPEES KA
Ao BE 4@ 7Hed #2489 A7, FAY 7 Ed B JAZF YT A7, AH o d3E

BAFEd &% A77 2R olth

A /8L AolH TANE B BUIRLE SANE 22 FEY £ Ah AojF A
7THE 2ATFAYE] FEEEPS AT EYolA o]EH R Y& PF& Aojste AL TEIK
ffllEk(action controls)®} A%y - A& C{LFLfld(personnel & cultural controls)e] QLc}o.0| & = 7]
A v AFEH FAYoz 22 9] FHdA FA A 4 2H ¢ (operational measurement)ol] o] & £
At

PEFAY L /A A5 F<U(positive contro) B} {313 8] 5] A o|(negative control)o]
tS BRE Ze SAVIEeZ e - AAA BA FHo £ 7R Mk (behavioral
constraints)®} Ao Ay YFAULE AMA FE - $£A3le THEGHH E(preaction
reviews), ZA T o] HAY PFFT & T FAHANTES FAZE THRLF E(action
accountability)o] 7)o #F3Ict o] AFEAY L T2 2AFPL upFHslA| £ Y5,
dzM EF9 =d, T £8 - FH, AT DA FrI L A3, 9 BF9 7A@, AF
B {3, 28] FEAI A LTI Al Fol B3 PEFTA 73S 2EAY FEUFY A 2H
Aol A7 A& FHALE W VI P2 S 2287 98 5 AARSAA
A%, F4 L AFANE fA AYPFS FoAF7 el AT A 715 A9 {4 3
FTEHO RRA - falA P54 JA B FA A PFA ot} o)of B} MPA ol BEAHE
o 3 Govindarajan - Miguel(1979)3} Schmidt(1975), Lewis(1994), 23383 - 8] # &
Holt - Fincher(1981), &89} £ EAV) o} #¥ Holland(1995)8 79} F 5 A Ao #g

5) Kenneth A. Merchant, Control in Business Organization, Massachusetts, Ballinger Pub. Co., 1985, p.13.
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Govindarajan - Miguel(1979), Banker - Miguel(1978), Henkoff 1990), Merchant(1996)%-¢] glt}.

AE . EEAYL Aol Al A8l 3}B T E(infrastructure)® A3, 2 714 Z2Ad &
g 2= Aoz AEEAEHA 2A 3 EAYC] Y AEFAE EFT AR Qg A
b)), QB RIA o) AAY A, BEAEH o] 7R 3 (self - monitoring) & 1
FAYEo 2 83, Wall Marte] #%x Sam Walton® 244 259 FYA 1 oA 3o} o9
Z2 Aldlo|t}. 237 25 EAY-e FAY A7 AhE Sl (mutual monitoring)ell o & =471
o) HEL Aol EAFNNZA AL, 1, A, YF7HA T A F3he} FAol B3hEA S HA
A7 Ak B8R 249 72 el 8 9P 8 (code of conduct), AFVNE BRAAAE, 22 FE

AT

i)

AJLT.

7} Q1A} - B3} 5 B (interorganizational transfer), 2] - #7424 2 A}3|A =2 X (physical &
social arrangement), 3 1734 22| 71 FZA(tone at top)5 9] FeHE W A EF Aol B3k A
PATE 2 AAATY FHS HUL, 23 TAFAY L o|EF B¢ ot Az, FEH
A d72E o4 gtk 23 23he] ¢y FA o #3¥ Kilmann - Saxton(1985), Schein(1985),
Walton(1985)d 7, s F8 3 5 H8t2 Qg #F& Rich - Smith - Mihalek(1990),
Landekich(1989)A 79} o] 2} Ale} ZArq) Conference Board(1992)2 0 M, 2 FR 33} 3 53433
of 3o Bg Kruse(1992), Nelson(1995)8 7, A X &3 AAL - ZdtaFo] & &8
Edstrom - Galbraith(1977)d 7 5°] 27|t

‘T2 S0A EAW S A AojA AW vl ol &S FdsElele fU4 TATIE
o2 gds] gH/NFE EAYC] 2R BRolm e Y FLE FAVY Y. 7] FEH
JAEANL 714 A} whZol} oo AEE A7 g3 7Y AGE o] st 53 EA
AL B ARAIE DS G 7GR G B0 F&atAl B - B&deA Hel e
7t g g g E ZAHEE Adsted 23§ Fol grh 19003t & o}v] DuPont
Powder:s Ath71g9 248F 2 e AE2X SAstel s ASA SA7IYA ERMEH
(return on investment : ROD& 743 cho . ROI EAY 2 485799 ZFA7E 57l fEHE
2z gAHA BE . AAE 23 - EPsle BREIE ez BHEA D, A 7 F, GME B R 3
NG, AT, 2 FEGA7A AFHo 2 ALFRATY 5L VT A2 TR 018 F8Y
TP B8 A} F2 AAE dE oUAT Fdo] A, A, B, XRFFARY
= gy o] oo Fe) e 23 A 2R £YS Axstn Aok &) L 1900 o
2o LE ol S 7ML ABAR €8 TRE AT 3, W LEETA o} Fol ATAE T
S22 o]lE 7)ol A BT A, 0] E /1HY BAgel BEE A7, 018 9H = #d
A7 BAre] 3, HATH JHAEe N AFA Axzete] A¥E FHA HEY 9

6) Alfred D. Chandler, Jr., and S. Salsbury, Pierre S. du Pont and the Making of the Modern
Corporation(New York : Harpers & Row, 1971), p.47 - 49.

7) H. Johnson and Robert S. Kaplan, Relevance Lost, Boston, Harvard Business School Press, 1987, p.61 - 92.

8) K. A. Merchant(1996), op. cit., ch.6.

9) R.S. Kaplan and D. P. Norton, “The Balanced Scorecard -- Measures that Drive Performance”, Harvard
Business Review(Jan. - Feb. 1992), pp.71 - 79.
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AR a7 A5l S RO B¢ 944 @23 2 88082 hE Chandler -
Salsbury(1971), Sloan(1964)3 7, o] & 714 9] 2222 t}& Merchant(1985), 8] A %4 2 % 723}
AEH D v A 233 2o #¢ Kaplan - Norton (1992, 1996) 3+ So] gtk

Ay ATEF JHF 29sA APP Fote 4 FAVYEEY A4 HE4 Jeue BAY
TE FERS0d {3 Aot 53 o BrMAI @218 A oM dAE REYAE AL
myopicEA 2N AFAANE F8 A7 BAAI Ha o) o] AF A T72 = AFH AAHH
29 £ Wt YAt nX e Y T AFZHXNY 27 A E & Jacobsen -
Aaker(1993), Stein(1989), Woolridge(1988), Hayes - Abernathy(1980), Dearden(1969)3 7 % t}
& o

JHAEZHACH AP AT F2 IFEE FAANMEG AT SIA9 714 7)) Ade Yy
olgolA gt} Z7lolE A Bepe] T4 s RELA/PL AEH Yot FEAE £F
st 3, olo] AdY BEzale] 5EA SR ROI7L netslo} @Az @ 719Ee 88382 3
th. ROIE M 2% 71 #7304 myopic FAE A&, FRIANY WIx Z71 34 R 7
FArel AR EF N B Azg BAES 7t Zrh o F RO R2 8o Bgt A7 AgE o 7
Md 7 gH A =7} AR FAR L2 RI EVA, MVA, CFROLS0] A= gm 29
Balanced Scorecard9] 7} '&o] R &=l o Ut

ROIE AT AFH Az 33 8o 3T A7 2 DS AT Adyde B4
o] wZoA Fode AT ol o] BAAFde F4olAT ol & A& dAsE
ol BF AFE v F31 &7) - A7) QAEEH BAFAwe] Ad, aFRA Fe, 2= 1)
28 AdA A v ARA B HE A A77) thh ERAD gy AA RA{E S
A el 2 A g Nelson(1994), @714 2 A#3 £ T} E Sibson - Company(1994), Wyatt(1995), H .72
gzt 4713 RAde o] A3 TPF & C(1994), 25 B & Stewart(1994)8 F Fo| ool &
gk gAY B AR BAYl B A7 o5 /1P £ SHANLI P EL] AA
A go] g 2ag 7 7P BAE 4T 23 ML, SR dEE RAARE LS
d] ko 2 o] fojA gtar, Ao ROIZ ¥R e JAVIE BAZEY §AE FHE 2L
HZE A xesta it

o r

2

2. K WL =

H A7 71de B g olgdlaie AlxeA EdEHAT. 22 - tia] 9 o] &(principle — agent
paradigm)2 13§ g o] AEe|th 2 widsle A FEAIDY Z53 B2 7] follA] d44
23S 5T oMz 22 - el Hido] HaAlstA 488 AU/ AL
BAES ATE AT e P5L TA AGuA A 2Fee] = Aot} tgo] & -

10) R. Jacobsen and D. Aaker, “Myopic Management Behavior with Efficient, but Imperfect, Financial
Markets”, Journal of Accounting and Economics 16(1993), pp.383 - 405.



FERRATE A 2o B HE

FEAD L ABY - FAG ALGVAZ 92 AT BB B =ES T4 - AAST A
"oz ol AAEEF B £2e T ol sl g arh Q08 =2 AT - &9 711996904
& 75 AN A7 E FANAEF B4le] HE PANE B4
N2 g ANDT F5E AT A R 2 =2 WL /199 AR AR 443k A2
4% & @ Rolth. |
EAN2RE A8 - 2183 SAUY YEEAY £ JATAR L2 7498} X9 5 A
S HYATAN 323 A7 - ANHAT B RN E AA71E BAYE FH02 FUARe
AN FAY S H2HE B FLEAY R ALed A0, o] T4 =Tl AF Y ol 8
ez ANEG YA AFete AIFAYL HYATR A% - 2H 23 FAED YFEA
WL R ERAN TR A A1E BABOE TEY 4 AT,

2 epol AGA Ay - F5 A7

%

B

v a7 A7

QA7 %A
71l A

EEEN:

2 FAEE

Bel g A A 5 A
A aele) &

C9AaE [ Qg-zAzasAy | 9weAd A7 28 A B
4 W25 |
ae - - UL AFUL AU EFARAA
w2 PR EA) AEF U7 AW ete
! 1
TE asa | anansy (T wing eeaane |
DA “Z22 23lo Y LR A EA 8 4
R it B EE ELEREEREE _
Az | 71884 Scorecard
v am - : Foholol, Geolo), B yele), lele),
T ROI(ROA,ROE), R, NI, PER, EPS
BT 7 ' |
4z 2AVE AR 4R E, 8IS

<3 1> X WEe &

U7h7) 2 FAYE iAo ZHIAT ROVIZE SAUS v 2ol A7 29 78 A4S
of Btk 471HE SAS AR Y 247N - BASl AY ol w BANGY 24H A%
QU FRADAAD BB S 4E QVNA FUHE JAFARES WH O BARS
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Q294 A5 BA o) DAY ZATHAS) AZd B Yol 4 eeE AnAdE, 20
2o, AAFRQL 2 TR AR BARA S ATA LY BAA ) Ar71E AW A

S 43T Tz vAT - 2344 Az T3 TP A FET

ROIE &3 s JAVIE FAY LR 2| d R e ALgHo gtk & =8oA & ROIE ¥ &%
olE 71E0] AA A L4HU S W Ve E 24 LS FAACR EM3la A2 E BARE 188ty
AXE A} dighs A gt 53] 71E 71 EY EA 3 F myopic A& A TAAY] JuAg2

of RFo] JFH o2 B3 o]F 7122 A tite] AA] e} myopic FA o FHoA A} 2& o]
Bl g =AE A A

874 & =8 '#eA 3 SAALRS 2P AT A, 'YANE FAA 2 BE A

‘BAANAH] AF5H @Y AP o2 AAHE ADH BES 48t Ut B A7

‘?}7&6}"‘ ZA7IY e o8 23 A/ E BAE TS AR BT dESAUS AEHE
HEAYe] 7ol A7 7|8 £ A3t TR FUHATE AT - AT 23F A
E AFARSG AZAAA QFNE FAVNE S AdEn Ao AL+E 71& 71 2] myopic &
AE A2 7 e M FAZIEE AA el FHE Fol @79 A &8 YT FAA~
Ao AGH A - FAAG L AT ES EEE AR OY 1>3 2o}

I. IAREKEE KERHEE

2EYYES e o2 Yehd & 95 A7 shdel 99 s 29 Auive 4L 2
5 2BY 5 A0 BE FALS QAL 2RV Ao B50] W+ YL AU

e 2xzel Yool v FRot R A olo) ARA AGE TV F BT 2y
A ATk 198RS B3 - BHAN L 220} A4 - 2 asd @ AYAY 4 AW
A BAS P AR FTFA) 253 WA AZE $A7ES Aol LFHY ROLE o]
He 870 482 Uehdth M & Adl o8 ©4% Ad) 7192 9Y 243 ROIZ 24YES &
FoHA 89T ¢ AN, ¥ - AAY 2 - 58 ¥ H1 AIAe] 98 A= 3 Ae
wl7 & Bstehy. ROIZF 238 BE TALeA A28 E 94712 BA%0) B & 927 594
S AABAYSH AT HYFHHE ol e shgol @ Aok,

g 47 - AAE steste 5T AAATE W AU shie) YA Az
F¥

1. RBRIAD (RERER

ROI @ 4AX 7 RE 7492 ¥32 ZHAFHo] H & FTUE F AT AW AZE =
£ FAHU oAt X en ROIYAA7} o159 HRAAQ AP0z ARHo] ZRGHol 2

$7)%c] & 8¢ 0o @ AU ROIE O2 43 A9A7t YL e QJH] 2R 2 3

11) H. Johnson and Robert S. Kaplan, Relevance Lost, Boston, Harvard Business School Press, 1987, p.61-69.
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gjzt 9 3H9] Fd o] Fadlol & AdAe 39T o}.

BEAY L o] AZHZ AFA o|¥E 34 A2 g FAxA L 7 d=
| 21-&A(autonomy)o] Fal g3, 2220l Foja & AWl YA L Fygste =

Z3tz ok #eldAE SAA AN BHoA BA EAZZ o] JAANLE w7 23t HY3lA

Alxdzt 23 o Adig] AlUx] A8 FEE 5 Atk AJQIAAAN 2L ‘e =2A=2H
E(R7 01y & AAZ 2R 2AFHLAA BT - AW R FA H §xe
A e & a7t

A Aol 7123 A A 2R AZAH €83 £ € AL Mo AT EANE
AR Mz GFo] MP(A ot A9 ZHAAEE FHAY AANQAA FAs82E
(controllable scope)ol] 24 wx}xog ¥& . A3 Ae T3 ojal$ Yol v £F EAA A
o B4ol7lx sttt Hn BRF L FY - 0|dS A2 FUE RE LALEFAT F U B
AR7je) ARz ) 1 ARE SFE F JonR g AF vludtd AT dHAYE A
Aol 4}, '93d FEL HAAZA 9% (complex management hierarchy)2 21702 AEAY
@ (strategic business unit)22 E¥3ln &A% &3 F4 ROIFE 9T AR E
AE HEHoz ANsn JYH?, I3 & A, B, LG, THEF d7IdE°] Avitt 714873
of 5t# ROI = EVA 3 =5 /i dstan £ 8 T8 me} S M2 A7 o &
2ol At = stA HAH.

seAS 9 FAL L £ - olol i FHT FAUL 3R] Rt Lrtol i AP B
th f7te) e Z ool 24E ety 43 AtE BACAT VIFERE SHEASA Y
JdAH ] ez ABNF/ G oHn A= glvh €7rEgAE AR e ol EL Ard A
o g FA/F TG F&Holnole Hn AT AFA NEG A nd e B Y3 2o & Ze
o} YA Y el FE MY U7Fg 2 (cost driver) 8919 EAo] YA g2 AR AT Hx o
A UL B394 A2l E F U HATE {= 8F ARAHEF AFTIAT =5 -
NAZRPAZL, TAEFE R ASEES, 7NN igE R F oigd s 52 97l old B3
Ao SRR E2 F4Le] BAR R EU/tEAEE F wdF 2 2 Ade 44 ¥t §408
F v ZAeAH Axo|t) a1 FASF ASHTET FYA T g A FAI o At
3 JASANE2E 97 2 HATH EFYHe] /MY AEAQ Amrt Aok ¥ATA 4F
HeE I $84& £o} 52 ‘The Balanced Scorecard 9 #i& W&o HEZ

FUEEL 9 - ol i FArFEAde]l vlFE v et JFHeE Az
gted A7 A S PHH 2 BAY o vk ol FLEAAI FARG A7t H 9] FAd A
T odrigth B2 FURE ST ArtFAA A48 A %3 gy NYERE F
AERo DAL FUAZY FS - et AL 3 - A ST vlweld Ao d
ol ol th A A FAHANAM B Hm A5 HVEH FYAEE 315 4FA 4 EF

i)
o

7

_,,,
¥

ia’)

W
)
o
)

=)

M
2
_&2

12) J. Weber, “For DuPont, Christman in April”, Business Week(April 24, 1995), p.130.
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FaBded
=2 2 vhz A% AAAY)Y A8 T, FARAAE A1 BelAY N5 TgaH e o
ATH L) WA g H2ststed 4719 SASFL B Beh 24 SA2 Uoie
Aol Beote A4 Eeduct od HPIAE FANZZN Jnde] £EHYE FE of
"}(hinge point) 4 8¢ Bt A2 7I1YEol FRAAAE WAooz 279 AN - 2
AASE e AYFUYIN o E 20 ¥ol¥ & UL A Boh 2 A E BT y
8 28 53 WIHH 2YAST AYFUHES ABAA SAASE FEaq 257
FoAT L EARTE QAN - £ 2 N2 JAASY 43 AVBAL SAGU< Y 259

=2
=3

z2tt
Non - FRC Action Middle
Operational ® Lower
measure
(D Personnel culture
@ EHRE
<3OB 2> WA BEHREY HERE EEES RE

ATH AR AFAE L ATNAE A28 ou)dc) Y2A R ©29 Hr s 49y
ot A7 Es FREY FA T &AM 2 FgEy Ay A AR RR EAIG
Ao &, WjEFold, dhole, Aol So] gt UrtHEole EdAIM Y IR g
E - AZUA/IPAMS 24 88 FFANES JHAARE 3o ARE AN Rog HFA A7}
DR AZA7L AFALL7Y, nolARG A} Fo] ok ARHAN HE - AFAEY] o] 3AF
12} &(earning per share ratio : EPS) S-0] glt}.

s T ©
e FHSL AR R JIF B0l oA Y £} EAVE S ALt n Aok FROSE 22 o 2 4
AFEA T BEAo] AWEA BATAA

F7}49) &(price earning ratio : PER)
2 4 54

AZHE 42" 8% AR ZA £214:29] &(ROI : ROA, ROE), #to o] 9] (residual income : RI)
Zt}o
A 72 9§ & F A A 2 =l(financial results control system : FRCS)& I AR EAA) A0 2
< 17392 $A7bsa20ln RO F8 9 A& o o Juadae g S Bt - BA

Tr‘_o
=0t AAAE AF AYFAH FANA®oh. LA MY F Aoz BAZAH, o] A

A, #9344, 95 AHe) ek 244
%
U0k £8 AFA R ROIZF EASIA RA 2 ANZE 2 £ ANNE 5ol 4750 A 5A
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Eol 7 92y JAEANES Jlulg AAFAY S ANY £ 3

dFA AT FUFAYE FAVAAI BANE AVFARC 2 BAR A RA 1 E
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JAEA o wH Aln s8ol 42 Yeld AGoldh. FUAS BARE AR 497 oo
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13) R. F. Vancil, Decentralization : Managerial Ambiguity by Design(Homewood, IL : Dow Jones - Irwin,
1979), pp.17-19.

J. S. Reece and W. R. Cool, “Measuring Investment Center Performance”, Harvard Business Review(May-
June 1978), pp.28-49.
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Eg ool Agte 2 Aol Yasith A2 e N1yl e v o A e 3E el ¥
el gt A xRN o] F712 ol ATk A2 u o] FrME 71 £ Aty o os) 1 29
FEate] FHo] olaig] YrtEA Y HES A %7 U7 (activity — based costing :
ABC)E Alzbul o] M-S A7 280 S 58 34 & 4 glo] A AASZA o §8514 &
Y 7 Uy T Agu g AP 1 SN EE 99 PeiRst AuE o] e 471 A
< BASEEAN B&A BErt rbesta, nAv o MEIAYE 2AA 2T QoA 2ol w7}
LAY R Y4718 FA R o9 B AAA] 7IAA L A A EAS HA G} A2
vl 9 978l e 2+ A& H(output unit - level costs), Hl X} ©9](batch — level costs), & &=
A1 7] &(product - sustaining costs), A ZA|AY §2]7) F(facility - sustaining costs)Eo] 11, ©}
€ AZAA e 2L FAY F UE T8 s de] dihe. 28 Y ABCE 9712AIA ) A
230 i A FTAREE A Al Fn o2 B8 B agHos BT 5 YA ©
ot Aol eS| xRt P12 A2 AR 4YFHH S ©ASH <Y 3> 2o}

HAZE FAAN LG AT Ao] 31¢o] AUYH A RA 7ol S AH oz Regy 4
AT AR F-AlE o - vt Bbol el Bl S A BFA o2 AHE 4 Qo] o]E AxW B
of ek AHFAA =] dF o] FEAA 0 whebA J 2 S Ao w}E Fatx AR}

A FAE DA 2AAS - AYFAAE - dA FAAEE AASE<aY 4> 9 B.<aY
4> 1M A FY AFAH L 53] A= gu)e] AL ABCrH A 49 Astolc).

14) C. T. Horngren, G. Foster, and S. Datar, Cost Accounting, New J ersey, Prentice-Hall Inc., 1996, p.549.
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15) R. S. Kaplan and D. P. Norton, The Balanced Scorecard, Massachusetts, Harvard Business School Press.
1996, pp.2 - 3.



e 983

slels) 4B BAE FAT GAE ALY 29 AL B, AaHA 22 2A,
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DY AT AEE F2 4L AFE 9H Y=ol AEH HE ROIE
ahet SR Htol Bt o199 Aotk ROIY gt E70 shel® 244 oo Fojstisln ¥2

=
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£¥ SRS Tasslol ok 47 TR 24 v 4Y AAY S RSP0z
W23, 0o FUEE AL B9 H$02 BYYE TAAMN ] BXE 22T 2
B TEAdole Exast 2 A4 vl 4BRAL IEE FaAIE AT A 2
T ROIS] 442 B lE o] 5 A4S Puitie m A B

yopicE A 2t gk A FH A=
A 2T AANFE A2 v TS o)A 1R Bot ¥ S F ol
.22 2 myopic FA| 7t 34 whet ot A vpd o]t

myopic B & A & e Ui FAUIN? @718 QAT E welA g1 AN A QA
o} 2¥AZE 4+ 1717 Balanced Scorecard= ©}of] gt 5 digto] At FRANI & /)19
729 F8A4E SUIAA Ao Adlg FxA ] ngo] ZFE BFT S Qlx, 23] o]z
A &g Aol Aste i AT FAY S ol= ol SH AT EutE A xr € 4 ¢l
ot ARH AFH e A A A E FEE wddtn YA, @4 - oA ¥ Yz e 1§
5 ztm glo] A EANS 9] ol A HriAE2A RAGET FEAS e A AF el o)
Aol AFA Aot A HA 1 o8 oM T 7ol Hrbs oo §& ofv gt
22T g ggdelaie] Aol BE A oM TEEA HHE dHAEE ofH £4& A Ho}
&71? #8 A A (balanced measures) ©] 9] theto] ®©th AR Ty} Aol & FE A g9l

=
224 gA

b

Z myopic FA4 9] 12 220 2 &) o} A7]13 £3 (short - and long — term objectives), A} 5 i
v A 22 & Z(financial and nonfinancial measures), 328} o} A& 2 & x(lagging and leading),
Z2 W22 4943 U 943 3 A S(external and internal performace perspectives) 5] 1
o TEH 808 AAZ 23Hojor T 44 FAY e AT 2F YA A E(financial perspective),
274 2 8k ] A A ¥ (customer perspective), £2 9] A 79 A A E(internal - business -
process perspective), 3 XL e}tE A TAY - AlA" 9] 84 D AR BEF PAH T
(learni g and growth perspective)7} 31t}

AFH dAAE e FAA G Arolxvt /Y7 G HAAld & 240 BERIGHEE 7T 2
8983 AA A FHzojt}t. 29 AFA BA L £ FUh 4/t R ALY A, RG-S =
Axn, 489 £& Folth £ - o FAHA ) Hrrt e o &Fod, Fhol Y, Bdeld, B2
«ol9, TPl T o] HxE olv] s Ra, €7 2 e AFH FAHEE 3§ - 34
H), 1 - W 5y], ABCo] 71 2 8UF A ST FEAIA AA A AT LE ARE 5

16) H. Itami, Mobilizing Invisible Assets, Massachusetts, Harvard Business School Press, 1987, pp.21 - 23.
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£ FA4HE BES EF U W FYENA - AFAZ F Aok ol T aA4AEAE GHAE
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Ao WA A2 shte] /tXALE R FAdH] Aok ZHRALSE S A, Al 22, wel F A
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o, AZRP L FL AN HY FHAY AFS ANE D, Ao F P AN = Hd o7
FHZ - FA - FAEES AT o] & G759 dASAY 2 s TR FE N2 T U §
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Bata BAH ARE 228 § Ue A2 A 2ot 239 T/ HEL FAY 228
ZAZRE F8 AV FY & A Fslelc FAFH Y 40 Fa7 947 Aot o] & 8214
N3 FAFAY T = FAALS] BEE, FALY AT KAHE, TAY HAAE, AAH F 1 A
TAF, ALY AgdF Fol Ut

Hell A AAE Ul 7HA] A BAZ e JA d vRAE, AF g uARAE, 7] O FE &
AAE, B4 Ol AT 7YY 84% FAH Un, 43 59 - BEE 75 9od shig
239 43 % Balanced ScorecardE 5o} With. 78 84 & 12 % Balanced Scorecard ¢ 3
EAHEE AAA<IY 5> 2ot

V. EHREEE REHEE

TEE FAE od e S HAYN 44T A 2 $r¢ AUE dAH e =& F4
7t @At 71 9] BES ARFA SR ZIARASARZA € oIXE /M dA T TAZA A 6B
o AR LEANAX € AW £ AR YA 28 E AF sk @l voj= AlA
®(single feedback loop)2. 2, EAEA & & ex12] 3 &gleo] AA o GAgr] Aald B4
288 SA WAl A PFolz, ol YU FA e W - A 785 AFBA S o
gl W3-8 5o o] Zo] oje] & Wetohle} dE oAt =3 HA Y}, #eld FAAANL BEAE
A Yol et AA YEH aE FAA AW -2 B(side effect) 2 2 Folstm, 2o} 4
7F Al 2®lo] 78t B Eolrh

1. SHIRET BES

242 da 8 ste §¢ 8<% (control problem)sl & T3 ¥ 2] 2 F A g4 2Z(lack of direction),
%71 8-F(motivational problem), 711 A 52 § A (personal limitation) 5] Ut} EAE Al&3}
£ 71 g} o]E EAE NAAZ R At 2= T8 B4, § £38-& 2430 A7)
o] At Lo w2 R &g Al 8 S(behavioral displacenent), AU NP PE, FZA A, LA
=7t At

(1) HEITH
A Y52 FAA L] Faste BT 2 Z R} viete Y F ] zbolzt A& W vehd)
EAA AR EHA s 2R AP Mo thad FAHLE A7 2HT FAAEC o
g A FsA Hln 239 AT ZFEIGYAE A e 238 et AP ES dF ¢ P54
o &) (results - or action — accountability)2] 3 efol] E3}A Vel Q18 - B3}EA o= BA] &}
AHTAYA 25 5714 806 28 dA & Fol Gebdch F a3 A A Fol g W o
‘& (poor understanding of desired results)2} F =% A 23 I @(overquantification)o] o 7]l
3t Bojfde] o] FFAAN AWl ZES] UFHRvE ST vjEY AT G4, ¢
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dge BAS 21 BAAdE 2% BRAE 9 497 Boh A2A 2@ do] 43
z7)o) TR0 BEA AAE F43 AA LA AFHAT WA o] jurt ¥ e YA sl
7%, GM - FORD - CHRYSLER®] A3} - £ 7o) o|@ 298 5axe 433 7499 4%
o) &) 1] 5te] TOYOTA - HONDA®] 7to] (@ #: 4 A)3 JIT71 o) €kl A 5ol 5l g2
9. 28 o AP AAPEL] T2 a7 Bk HE @2l AG T2 YN Vehte BE

Fol® AYBTE ZAL AFHT 594 YFo| YAste 2%E ¥ Uk
2 . 2ad EANINY AARTE ATYT fYo) 2Al @ QY Aoy, ARE »
CEY, 4 Y BHEA T4 Jedth Seheesl, dAsY AEbges F48 259
%, e BAS B3h7k 2o B4 T, ollme} B nry FFS 2R {3
=go} S8 Dol BAlo] B, A4 ATH DART HAT WEARYA WY AT B4
: A 5ol Yool slBe THAN 24 SE AN 2o YL A

WX 2@ AR, BE0le], F7h50] A $5E AL e F A,

2y AL N4 A7H

Ao mi4d ol AAA X F 7} (positive economic effects)glo] z47] 2} AL Fold
T4 FES BET ol YT A % PF AEA Y ALA FHAN £3| dEh,
oo 9] o 24 A (creation of slack)®} 3] Al A} 5 2] ZZHdata manipulation)e] He) & Hr}.

A Aol A Thejod ool BE e SR AN AR AHARE AFUA s & £l
th AP RS 2L AL sty FHste 7|8 L EAA S BN 22 o] @A &
2 AEA AW, YA RS ALY B S Doljzeln AN} AEE 42 - Ao XF8HA 8ot
o] TR 50071 AGu] oatelA 20-25%9 HYAES AR, 54 71 A
Bz oA BelaE 80%E oHdE RS H8 FHo| o]FolF Aoz EpETHY,

Aazade (A AgA F89 SAA2RHAN A5 depvde 3249 st 9ed 2

e

i

17) J. P. Kotter and J. L. Heskett, Corporate Culture and Performance, New York, The Free Press, 1992.

18) M. Schiff and A. Y. Lewin, “Where Traditional Budgeting Fails”, Financial Executive 36, May, 1968, p.50-62.

19) M. Onsi, “Factor Analysis of Behavioral Variable Affecting Budgetary Slack”, Accounting Review,
October, 1973, p.535 - 548.
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28 AEE BRE 9 QA W, 72 BRALY @ F74% wol7] 9ol s Ay
ot A el WAL Ba w2, oo, RN & 5 &3 - Bl AAN A PE e WA
£ 7, £ 2, 293, 0e7 5o o) ALF Fele whEel Ado] Um, A4
SEPEESEE L e AA B T3 87 - A 2AN o] 9% £o)A M) 2
B0l THAD. A7l fele HAREE 99 3719 o= 2AFEe] Bl (big bath) S5
A2z shtolch,

AR ZGA 4 sx S ARzde AW /19A R oS ol FAS T EARe 12 B
o AAALY BEH MBS THRT B8 9 ARAGN 44Y B4, LAHY SANE
o) A &£ e zztel 7}%*35 @5 ol 9ol 80Tl ¥4 1T Miniscribeite] 97
@ ZEo|2Y 249 Ao we} ool ¥BY2AY Axo] ABAA MAA @ AR
o, Leslieltel 2% 4442 23447 AzxF HNEA, Azgrle) F2TAZ A
£dEe Br)4o]o }.a}w,wa W=l Bausch Lombitel otz 7eta o
23 753 44, Y HEde) 10%E P 393ke] AAste S29 Aol YU

oX
L
1,

(3) EHRIE
PRAAL AR EAR A5 A ol 4 gn FFFAWIA 3| Gehdh A EAY L
Z7 o] EUE B3 AANZARF AT Ao EAZEA Y AFHA BRA ANYRA ) A &3] g

& glo} 4RAAL QAT WAL YA E 9T WPEARA S 184 25| dAlHo] 3t
AEEANE A5 2RI 7Ide] 2 AAA AL E A%, A& AU AN FPe)
A - zo gel B o) d%0) @ Ad $20] a7HEL JRAAL oA BelF o]y % s}

PEEAUA AT AFADL BT/ Adste AF 2o £ Zol AR 7idolM e astE
o A3 EUAY, AFE AL - 7494 AEFE AAAIS T UD, ole 719 AE - A
of ¥Ale] He FUA7t AN Feolg Ade] 2L 7lgle E HHIL ot

JAEA A e 714 &4L A9y A E 3 AE F Uk Xeroxite] AAAFAM 4
A - ARAR FAIFe] HHA AR Pl Fde]l A8FH AP oFde AP Ed
Genescoiit®] F&2 A7FEAxE AT AuiFre] 47 4%, Hewlett - Packardiit
19909 =3 A oA A" F9 FAFAANA o 719 AlYE?), Nestleito] @4gh

20) A. Zipser, “Cooking the Books : How Pressure to Raise Sales Led MiniScribe to Falsify Numbers”, Wall
Street Journal, September 11, 1989, p.A1, A16.

21) T. Agins, “Dressmaker Leslie Fay is an Old-Style Firm that’ s in a Modern Fix”, Wall Street Journal,
February 23, 1993, p.1.

22) M. Maremont, “Blind Ambition : How the Pursuit of Results got out of Hand at Bausch & Lomb",
Business Week, October 23, 1995, p.80.

23) “The Shrinking of Middle Management” ,Business Week, April 25, 1983, p.55.

24) “The Controller : Inflation gives him more Clout with Management” ,Business Week, August 15, 1977, p.95.

25) 8. K. Yoder, “A 1990 Reorganization at Hewlett-Pavkard already is Paying Off", Wall Street Journal,
May 14, 1990, p.A5.
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26) R. Ball, “A Shopkeeper shakes up Nestle”, Fortune, December 27, 1982, p.105.

27) J. Webber, “For DuPont, Christmas in April”, Business Week, April 24, 1995, p.130.

28) H. Klein, “At Harley-Davidson, Life without AMF is Upbeat but Full of Financial Problem”, Wall Street
Journal, April 13, 1982, p.37.

29) “Honeywell’ s Survival Plan in Computers”, Business Week, May 23, 1982, p.111.
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(1) W RE o Mg
URe| ¥ 7] @7 o) AAsle 5839 Al3l(meritocracies)2] A8 3 &3 9](result - based
evaluation)?] 84S 71A g} A2 Hejo) A {3t AA d93] E48ledald Ao A2
EFx dAdAFe AL AVl FRE =AY E °}£—°‘ AN, 2 £ AP doE A

- ARA =leg AES G AHT BR FolA =W Helm Aot AAA =
T &2 §Eo Bid 05 AA ZE VIGL €S Hdl2 ¥ gH S JuE #A8
He T34 2I9EA A AAA AN, FrAZAMG FAAADR G SR G o] oA F - A

FSdUdEY o vt 23y AR dHH o AwE ) o o 25

FAEHAEE BV &3 A o 1 A S w7l 3o} A7) & 2= E T L] o))
S 229 BRE AA2GA AAY ZRAFH PE S FEdlE AVV E RV ELe B
o] it 7499 F48 VAN dAH TN YA F845 S GeFE AR vH 5
Fo 71 o]/d9] =3 & FAE 7158 A 482 gk RANES A wdBA o ¢
o] Ao A7 ol B FoAE 7] &} ¢t

T Yol AEdte BAVIENA A= Aol g 2o} A 22492 +38SF 9l
h ' 94d x v| 2o HAEAY Y ‘1001 ways to reward employees’ of 2% 7Y S shte
BAQ fE3tA ga x| JId A vt APy @A - Adz pEgE $8S A}
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EROLEE A 2o B3 R

4@t A5 S EHeHE AT HAUE B 7 AM S 2R Uk AR, RE J1GL 4

213 2| = (performance — based salary increases)Z A& stz g}, FHAATS AA Y oA}
89 K ¥ o} BAR 2] JAAE A g<l(merit - based increases)S ¥ 3dhch AN E

F AR Aue AT $UFY 48E FRAA HAFE QoA QAo
QA o] A w2 g4 o} 1] sidolth. B4, ol2) 714 $8 el Br1H AMEuAEe B
olth. 1471E A A A ol whe} B2, AnA, Anpgol AAE 1, 0lE Aot 23] Y, 25
e, ol dFAY, 719D AFeh A1 #YF L e R A5 ) Ao Kol v ¢
£A% 3 FHLE U3 RS A3 Yok 0|29 A2 AGFL AANE B2 1R 7
29 35-40%, A FAUL 11%7h AFH 2 BAAF B2 8 o] W3 F7hske 460 g
A, A7 A QA7 Ee JIAEIBEA = A F7HE 3 vk V1A JIME B dgd AN
€92 7tA R EA - 1P Ho] gt 19008 Y FE3:AL ANEste e 5@ FE AN
22 Abg-she ROIE ¥ R3] AT A A, F/AF(EPS )50l Utk o€ AEE dre
ATA A FA N s AN 3-5d2 dAo] 2% X Folr} AVA JAATE 2]
ALg71d el 71 Fele] Frtstn YnA G S §3Ho E8 1 Uk T A FrRAAN
46%7F 713 JAAMEjH o] Fefolx 19908 vjd 24%F = F7HE 2 o, 88 A& &4
5 BN ER Be|BAleln A AFIA AR A xd o &éte A §A o}z A7 FAHYE A
A A Vet st gl Nelson[199419] A ef ZAlel] vehd A7 &8 AAISIE < E 5> 9 2t}

r"l

<E 5> BAYE (2) FHEeey EHRE S MYOPICHE
EEE RN TR AAEA7IYA B¢ ARA AL} F1
T gaaazgy HEZ ALED. ARAASA GHRAES o
‘Q—l'-r]oc}: Z]‘?‘é}% o}'}\UO‘}\ A‘]‘ - o O = 7

9]"]’@%“?1’?‘0% T}E.%‘é iﬂ%—\_ E]T 1 _1 \_EQC ]Trt:‘, d&ﬂ, ‘3\1] ]%
FAAY 24 o By AFHAFAL 229 ZRE 3 5o
res o 3L, o8 B FHU AFE FA - FEY 4
28y s9%2 N2, 18 F3 79 VT2 =g
A3 ZE RE H, B4, AFFAE 7L R 239 4
HE: s
$A FE I XTBHOR §HY F UE K4 FAF
’—‘{-"r‘gj] oln olB AFEE YA TEe 44 A -
A AT
FAA AT Zz4 d4dz ZAE U3, AR, AFFAe
Saag ® WY ARA LS} AR ER ] WoHR H o} A 3}
AEE 2 o £27b7 24 E 4AE 4 A, UA, AFF
iﬁiﬁfm T2y e A9 3L T4, 2HA TF, F3H FRF5
FANL 277 AFER} AUeln A@Rolxn, thAIA, A3 A

30) Sibson & Company, 1994 Management Compensation Survey, New Jersey, Sibson & Company, August,
1994.

31) TPF & C, Executive Compensation Survey, New York, TPF & C, 1994.
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FU7RRER

A PR EAE AAH el w1, =Y - AF L7 A Qvde ol

ARSAR dAAE L EA e A TN 74 Eo] G853 YA 29 F248 =8 HA] gt
288 dEgsid RS e e AEAE PFo gz Sold e U 3B FZH myopicE Al
9}, ROI—# ¥ 9] & xd A& Yehte gidgd 58 FEAAs @4, R 22 BAge (4 ¢
A3 EAY ¢ e dA/E EAZ UYiro] B 4 Qe ROIY #Al& v Aol HEslx, thA
M & B=7 & ol vez Ao

myopicEA o] YA AFIAY AL/} 2t EZ Aol n YA FAE WA ARG 3

>

dzde 224 2Ae ATHAR YR BHo UA ¥ FF Tr 28 2549 $8 Fo3
ded Yok ATAAFAS S5 GHREASEO 2 oW F59] B YRS £ Y Y S
X9 GYE 23 & & Yojok Bk TFY DAEHH o AR = ZAA G FHAA AT

At A} ol FIPA TR FBTAE 0.300) W o] H Ao W B FFe) Bokx, 29, 54, 10
d5e 717He g4l vet 2 dadA e HA Tt dY1EG FriAxe ArSe] Bogg
HaF o, ) 73] A o]l 3} AA A o]zt o]H & F et st el s A Al
%] F(transaction oriented)el] 71&3tx l1, o] FA A digtel] iz} o]o] GetAde A, &
Br1FEel U F BFAH oz A Ao, REAYE vy, zr|Ap2 9] ol xtEl, ZgEFE &
9 AR S W WA &R Zehe G 71t

AR AY dAH e 714 ZUE BAY F @A AFARNL S AR A @7 A AL
A7) = myopicE A o|th AF-F AR FXjol] RLd A FL F 7HA 9 T 45 myopicR A&
gt AA, AN A FH Atae] | 2&o FAJAMAY S SAIE ) iRt} A H e} B
Aol vlfd AEE JFo] wWlAF A Z7]e Febd ol ¢ty 230} Fiate dAY 27 &
AN EE FUEsleia RE FUS SUdAED ol = A5 vigdo] 4" AAH S €A @ 5
ZAAAM AR & B9 AFH A Aol AHAQ 7S s et Bxz Q1§ v FELe 37
ol Z2Al wtdsln 9] B T AFA R At vl - 0o A2HA Aol 5 F
Akl EAAIA I FE A= FelAle BrgA S He) thgo2 AV 1 FAA 7t ol
g A Pt AA Y AFIHATRE o]E 3t AFHY ANE £ - 2AF AFHA Y #HF
BeFolel Ay TR iyt 7HXHF vAAAE ole] tRA o7 ") ByFole vl
d o)) ANE FXEtm v L9 27 AL T3l D1 A & A AR F) W, £zt Ul 71
Hse] uAd =3t 2 ARE 2Tt vl £ g BEA G0l mxn HA7E 7 AL ¢l
EIT - AEZIZAEE $2o] FRT FAROIAR Bejate] Wy A g Fof AMAH EA

)

1339‘:10}(‘11
ek

32) - B. Lev, “On the Usefulness of Earning : Lessons and Directions from two decades of Empirical
Research”, Journal of Accounting Reseach, Supplement, 1989, p.153-192.
- P.D. Easton, T. S. Hanis and J. A. Ohlson, “Accounting Earnings can explain most of Security Returns :
The Case of Long Event Windows”, Unpublished Working Paper, Columbia University, June, 1990.
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MR HHA 2o B FR

ol 71z} 1 ghet

X, 473 9227 ¢ myopicE A olth Bl A e ©7] AHA Q] FeA 22 A v ol F
A€ A FH AXAE R S AV AA FRES 2T 7 A 4 FA myopice M £ HoE 9
# FARES A718te FAAA AR T W §E Gt} ol FE vl o] g Brlo] 271 A
#atel e A TA AAE A £ A H 1, ol 28 A, FEFTFEAL FHY, AGAH T 2A4HA
9 FHdEA 37H(goodwill)el] T} TS & FA Ert. 71 2ol 3719 AAE Fol7l Al AL
HES oRZAY S AF BEY), F7101G L A Y2 NFY WEE A A Fol ol E {
of gt FA<te] myopicEAlE FAEZ A AAL 2F7Id e EA A, GFH AAEH
& Ar7iAeg o e Bdse F2, 14 NF, FAL 3 AGALS 9 ojulx] o) BT Aoz
ZE 7 dojvte g ZAloth

Tt R FA A AA o] 4 myopicEA & A FTAAES] WAl w2t O FAge] A
£ 2ejd gtrh 27)9 dxE FAE #2AY @) A¥A AnE B dod Arvt A 7]
ARk, A F5A0) g et B Wr) B 718 4F3e] TAIG A RE A9 R e
o] A S A=A @710 AFES SRS vFe BF ARG T 94437 TEE ATAR
7t 718 2 FAIE 3 o] 28 myopicEA £ 42 Aolrh. Azt B Foll me} 7l e FAIFT
7te S S AFAY dA e A H4H3] 838 Rolrt

(3) ROI -2 & &kl = MYOPICRIRE
At F-Al € 1920'd DuPontiitoll Al =3 o = MlAl Aj23 o] Fush FA AR 7149 2
8- 4% 24 S5 BoiHo] gt 229 vdig E3ste A AA A FAA
222 2N F8d 242 29 A A9 S-S ARtk 2704 4BRA FFEAY
Z o Hdis} plBo] T JAAA AL FAS AR BH3| FHAA FAR, £d2H L F3l
A 729 drle g V1= Aok ARG FA S BAxA e ARL Gz dHE Hog

¥

=5
=

lo

by
b oo

4 FAY 4 QA AQL, L5 WIYES A ROINEE AHgstl &9 galzel 4
g westn gok,

A

i)

ROI:= A A o] & I 22 o Rxd o2 g u ot H &2 FRARE FAT A
122 AdEe) vlwrteAde] 1, 53] ROl 9 - 471 - 49 848 o] (built-in)g
A gRFA o dAd A 3 FAo vh - {3 VA=A ROIF & o T4
2 z7]o A B Aol glo] AT {E3A FLHAATL, AT A 9] FANL] HA &
718t ol whe}t Fejatel Ao At - W] - EUIHE SR HJYL, ol v B AE O] A A Al
2 A A st

ROIF == F€ Al 7} 9] myopicX A7} HA gt ROIH o] 2218 EQ1 3] A A o] oA

<]

33) J. S. Reece and W. R. Cool, “Measuring Investment Center Performance”, Harvard Business Review,
May-June, 1978, p.30.
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FA348d

2YH e dAY S, E2YEQA oAt :I""élﬂ%mﬂ W ¥ XA 4l %A F(misleading signals),
X 2.2 A 3}(suboptimization)7} 2R 0|t} A B F2 oA HEe @ B oA Yol £ 2

AS T AA, BEHA A EA o) ol £4UiAche X2l BEUIAYG A=) FEo] gl
o ARe FEHA NG AAY SR E ks dA G Mgz AR R XS H ¢
FE Zol WY o o] & 718 A ¥ veEldth e FEHAI /1Y A EFo vgle
diAgte] Mejo g ANEFo 4ALS A FERG £ W etz AnR o2 Ao g 24
aA €.

EA4, ROI x| ¥ RE FA S A ARE AL FAFAEY A8 H7H g S 5
HA FHEA N5 E 2 ik AFA R FAR AWM 2719 #4982 S A &
P AANAE obz 2%t At T - EFAIN Ao AR E 9% 283t A FelA
ROIS] AHE-719 85%7F 13 Ab4te] A7t el o8] ROIE AAbetn gz, 2 Z3 ¥ 34
EAZ Q18 ROIE HoiErisy 288 AR - A3F BuiA ot ol 38 A3 #1038 A4
< Wol BT 283 ¥ A4tE gol Zn e F&9 v 5984 vehdl ROIS I
B A& myopicEA] ®tolu e}l HolAGE FEo ALE Wol WiEsAY Aty FYURG g2 8
AFsHA goh Aol & ROl FAAE AR FAN AFole] 480 AY lm 1% 2Hatd) 9
AZA ] Vet S8 AAA Rt

3. MMM EEE REMELA

(1) EBEE JEmet 2EREE

ROI= 719 58 & &3] vehd + e deld=rt HE71? o ROIS A M7t )2 8%
myopicE A& F&etE7t? Frleololy ROl 719 RS A BAIE & e 94 g
AAxE ol G279 B+ AATAY S oA Fele Y ALY JIdS A B
23 7HA € B 83 8o FAste Aotk 719 FH L FF £ £24F9 & Fdstete
Aolm, £FF9] FE 747N 7, ALY £ Ao 8Ad /I EES S A & 7147HH
€ vehd & 3lE RAojojol &tar, A TAHE £ VIJ7HAE 718 A 43 g ste dYgA =S
W ARg-3] oF gt

7 7180] He ZAA Adeln, vlddFEFES st Adgd. 7tAALE 2oz
A o3 2o

C: C: Cs N i Ct

7}A) (value)= (1+1) * (141)? * (1+r) = (1+r)t

o) Cox AAILANA Yerde vlele] @35 ES FAIS r2 AAS2A 35 e A7}
A ¢ 2ol el o) WstFAEH ), AP A 847 AFEH HEAA T /GAA 2] A AHE

34) Thid., p.33.
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RN HHIAN 28 o DI R

U832 20 re 1) $7 227 BRARD BAY hF ALEo R A ATAAR] Eow 7
A .

AFA AN ol BAE ANSHE A A4S 99 FAo o8] AvYY ABANPY A
Ads e BEF) $7H e BEFTOIA A FY o) vl AFEE) SASA s} Ak A v
AFEES TAZR=FA7MA=AG7HR" o el - A ABBAEL FA7H2 0] A1A7HA Y 25
F AN D F UD GABAAEZA 2 4F V15T 323 2N 4 UL L najEn.
Z7be JAFANERZN 4G 227499 DFFAES dAzald AR 24, 2 55
A9 &R £ FuiseHe Aol o)) keld B L fFaE AL oldA gk A1k
F40) 2474499 B0l FAHNTS AP E 2% Al /AL A vl AR5 8 27, @
FE89 BYNY 2715, BF55) Y40] 2 otk 2 A vlefs AFEEL AAetn, @
FEE PANHS 990, AIBES TS BUSA € 4 UEE THL BFL ) H2A

71 Aol 27199 A& FUHATN 2, ol F5F - 2450 22 FuseE 2%E shd e

o

(2) AREL % ZEMUHRI Bk
#Ezte] |@7] AFgH Ang 2E e 33 P gle AYA? ARNFE A Ao
myopicEA & A= A= A& F 3US7? 71de FHE FF £ 2759 B & Fusste R
olx, FF FE VIY7IA R UYehtag 349 7tHo] 2 FF9 23 FH ke Tt
7t 8 Aol22 ARYAHEE 7AHLY BT S 2SR A - FFA
. ole =elA g4 £28 #A ¥evh AR A Ao o] 23 5ol gelstn A4 4
FHQ BA e e RL7? ol ALA G A&7 doslof glch

1960 tol] o223 HPP AEA AAMIH R AR v S ARHA - AT g

==

N
e
of
X
4y
av
o
)
4

[«

Z olEPn =AFE A AHE EUtt o] & AVIZ N F 7] FREHA U ‘QAg o
°](unobservable) & ‘F:7} ¥ %X (observable) 2 tf2lstd A T = YA AP ZAEA Ao
AEHOH, WA o] 2 & F 7Y BEF 7N &R g FAE F U, REFY 717
< A4 4 ujefe] 7idold g EF Wt A Pk Ball - Brown(1968]9] 47 & $¢yo
gtod REA R 24 & F HAC1 o] AFA AT BAH o2 o] Fo|Hn AAAA A T3
Agoke] FE AFEEE AA st Uk 2 Fote] e d7An e oy 9 738 AA4E
&40l AZFHAUR, F7to] AHE “Hmarket anomalis)e) o] 912 A28 A 951 fr el 3] 4% 2
T AEAIZAM E&H 2 WY H T o) & Fal T2 71740 APt

Ball - Brown[1968]%8 ¥& € 82 AFE2 w7 3] Ao]elo] 1 7zke] b4 T 3¢

I
]

A}

Az} &R FAA FADAL 22 AS S AZARD olt] 1930 Fishersso] ol el &4
/lé = =

S AAZ 714 A ARG vAAFEETS] FAE PP 0. Fama - Miller[ 1972P7 & o] 2]

35) BE G o 4, AR A AAFE, A&, () G4, 1993, p.6.

36) L Fisher, The Theory of Interest as Determined by Impatience to Spend Income and Opportunity to
Invest It, New York, MacMillan, 1930.

37) E. Fama and M. Miller, The Theory of Finance, Hinsdale, Illinois, Dryden Press, 1972.
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Fa39eq

BAE B 1o B Fol &35t ARY vl E I35 & HHBEA g 712 g
AFHch dNH o2 AL o] & AT ZTE HAo)de] ¥ste 7] v B sH o wEE

&, 22 F718 WA AT = E #8451 oy, sA oS e s EFF
gl &x 2 Q4En gleh. 8.8d ZINAF B FolA A, BAlo|2de ¥ile F4|717 9 MEL
2ol = A Ao A ZVIHEZEEF AR AT AHA BAE F&8e R PA @
. F ARG AT 7] 24F9 R E S e FE FEoz €89 5 Qi

AR A A =71 A myopicEA & AT + A&7? ARS G719 BA | vlefjo] AFEE
S ) vl s A o] 7R g sle] WFE) BelAte AT EA ARAIR-L v]# o] 3] o
o]g A% VA Fxle] FRE WMAT F Un, i DA} FUH FAAR L H st
myopicE-A 7} o] A A kst A4z Bejxte] BAIY A S O BAAH At R E
vl ol GetUr] vtdelm, 2719 SAFR = o] & WA 5 gk ol d oM AEA A 72T
ARG A =L 78 Aol Bt g% FRAFAHI BS FE3] 20 UAn B8 AEAFNA
oje] £1o] of2] FH 7} &3] - vtFE ARE myopicEA & A sted A o] Hrps,

ARE Atded vehde A7AHQ BAe gl RY7? ARERAY BEAe 9 37t
A ZA =} AEA G GAE Ao} BHE o] itk AEA T A o8 7P mE AR
7} BN E 3 AEAAo] weEo] o] & HHIL &Aoo vt 1 gl oW, ARE dx), v )
Fed L FE3 vdsln US AoluR S BUA, ABA, HAAY To] BgHE Aol
ARAGo] A atgd vz A9 4dE, 8, 2714, 9E 2 ARo) A AME £ A1, olE FR
E gAolo] ®t ol AF, AF, A E o] ArtA] FAIE o] Wl Hxolng Felate ¢
HGrtet B zole 88 A ER] G 24" F A& Holth & @2 3§ v
Mg FeE ol 2 oY /X9 AFZ2 e o FAARY Az}, 423}, AT
2o AR 5 o8 8l ofs] HA AG@A o] AL D o] ARYAFA A TR 7] 5o] 53
RAolth

ARYAAE 2FF - 7o F& deldte 3 AP vQEFEE - 3 A0 9] - v71d
7 &9 BAE olv] AFH o HFelo] FAI HA &l ARe] 3Ale]9] oo Wi, ZR &
D, A3, 7' A 2 Ul - 4F 1 - A, AF L 7H29 2, a40E, sln - A A S oA F
2 AREo] RAEAFE F3 Aoz v AU/ Ao e o]Zde] & + AUt AYrt
ARS #eE|zte] BAdo) BxdtA 448 A S ol & ARE 23t A vt st = fle] A
5] 31, myopicEA R}z A Z31A] ¢4-& Ao A gk 9] A-S(noise)o] 41 AEE BUA 2 £ 3
th ARo] Bal g5 #7482, F A7, olx& ¥ Toll o8 4 T AL AF S 5 UA
2h, ARF F 30%8 =R AAAM Y AFd 3 RAoj5 YA 70%E 714/ FH & A
o2 AFHA1 ol 2 AAE AHFA BPFo 2R FA 9 dFo] 7teE Aot

38) S. P. Kothari and R. Sloan, “Price-Earnings Lead-Lag Relation and Earnings Response Coefficients”,
Journal of Accounting and Economics, 15, 1992, p.143-171.
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FEEE FERA 2 B9 R

80 AR B71E0ld 9 4AH AN YEhte myopicEA Sl S8 & A& Ry o
A7l 8 & vk AR F2 9 AA7EA] MEER AFMB ] FAZN BAY D, o)
A - olef el HAREE g 322 myopicRE A S ¢3AIZITH S2F Aol 249 ’“%ﬂ“*&% 33}
F7he] ARAG L 22 A S BUS] 2ao AT E 2224 EARA FA M Hol g x g
A Rolnt.

n:

V. KERD RERHIAAHE] &

1. WA HEELER KEX

909 e ol 2o, WA, FAAZY LD PR ATP o vk, 2, R 52| 2 A
FATAES Y, AA, 5 BN, AANBL Bo 22 THE e 41 & Ta,
Qe du Az va) bk 5542 21 Utk AARR S doj2al )
S EAR A FEANE B oleigolut FA AL HE e 4Foz D
29 Azel s g2l AR oAU AYr o] ane FAso) 2 A% YEd ojA &
1ol 9ok & d2E 949 Adsdeld Nles Faelw 276D 4G HAL v)RE
o3 Wlokd Anz VEdth 429 8 59 Fadel dehd 25w yrdel gL
JFD R LEoz el e YUt 2EA AR AT 9
do] A S48 AY 5ol 2 AN ALY M AT BF F24A F
e, Sz e 24 SEY 4FH YTP O B GPAST AR H o o
1 GREAZ WAHD AR 4L SEATh PO AT £ L
whpol ] F8 upobarol Al ©AlS) EARAZL Basith AN FAEAE 4% FAHE B
o Hel §782e 244N AR AR o] b EA A - FAF 4 E2s
£ g 249 44 T8 98 94 /28 (performance driver)?} 47k 44 Gk,
AR 1A FRHE AFH QM E ROL E= AR/ @0l 28 22 Aale 2HE 245
9% EARA 7 QA D,
Aold FAYL BEEABLE AT BFY FARTD F3F G5 Aojo] HS BhE e
SAMoE ol 2old], BAY, SAAZYY HES FRIE BAEA £ AHolth FAY
94, Betd, 42 ad BRaAT A2AE U /1R FAs oo AFech A
o2 294 #7340 AugR oz HHA AWl AY - 240l B4 D Bel £F, wEA
L EEol AYY £Ale) 2, 249 A7), £eu), B, 44 L FUEe) $AY} At oA 8
AGeel $E, 2 Ao, JFAH, pHY 27150 4B A R RAA 24Age 24, A

o 2
2 T
o
2‘:

3
b
L

—ﬁ{mJU)—iﬂh"{}Hﬂ

RN i1

2 rf

i 3
g =

i oft

0% rlo

)

o
N
r\l

14

rII.
2
BN
o2
fz
£
58

il

i

o
o

T U X

e

39) 2td v o] 291, =4 e} A, Fold AL, 1997, p.11.
40) i A TA, KESIRR, A2, ERA, 1992 p.3.
41 PREE, A S, 19974 7H 30H F, 187.
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FRRIeA

MR, ATHF, 22830 9% AR AR 7IF P 4 $49 YELE F et 7123 5
Ahdol 3 o) 29 EF DA &3] ot

HA 79 FAS 9T EAZIEY HAE AR 3ol e T8 FAEM ¥ =2 ¥y
& JolAE RolAuh, 7124 @A EAE A AH RERES E2& WAt Mol & 574
P S Wt JAEF =9 McdonaldAte] 2§ FA €] 83 HFHH, Aol AF Y%
2], TAX xalo|E 22T FAlFof & 4 EFo 225 &3 3 57 (control manual)o] F
o} ool N1ZUZ YFo] FAHL, A A FAREF AFHH ol DEA 27 &
& FAV AAE FAde] 4ed BAH o] izt Aoy stF - A2dY FA FEY A
EHAE AT FATE 25 TAE FAYS LA SA RN E0F o] FeAH & Ao
g 4 it

2. Balanced Scorecard#i#liEnt KE#

Balanced Scorecard £4] & Ao} 2 EA9] 71 x9d] &0 22X L 9% JAEAE T3]
Balanced Scorecard®] 93 A AT 4 A3 #4489 v JYAe] A& 57 FEAIA A
BA 7= 98- D23} o] 7 - Balanced Scorecard® £ Z& o] A7) A A& o A0 9] Hu
= HR o] 97 e F4E FAC 95 £ e dAFEAAR FAAES 2y g &
52 A% dASAA RN FAd A FHAFE NAPRE, 71€ 2] BEE(customer
retention), A} 79} §x]-&(customer acquisition), 224 8] V&R 5, Y 494 A F(customer
profitability), 3 12 o} wkE-A Az 14, AFo BEFE, AF Fdd 255 L A EHH
ALY F dx olE o2, 7HF - AxPol e I S0 2A AAIE Uk HA Arte] 24
ST AAFANT e A A2 D 2L A E Gt fEY] it B T 2R v§, o
9 YA G99t 2 A fEADE DYt 249t HAE Tl Atk A FFE A7
7] A% FF A ol 24 A Fo N DA\, G4 FAEL] VLR A5, AFS] HEEDR S
g AF, FHEY AE e HALE Tl At H2dE 229 vlg A4S A dAFHY=Z
2T Q9] g A A AR V| EHATH S (52 MLt L8 F2 Yo A8
AFALY N2 FA71d U@ AMEdFu A HE, A7 e R P & Hix R Yl
Aage) 5P E AR et AAA TR AT 280 scorecardd A FY A A X
£ AoA EANTE V228l 22 EX & EARA 02 GAEE Fv vAA EAH xo|h

=
E

3. MEM REEMREY KEX

z40 4% BEE Itjo]golth. Iho] §& e 2 RS Tt FUS Haz
A GYE o] FRAE DAY 8% FAATE 0|0 G ROIFH S AH4s) Fut.
ROIS 5% SAL 2 249 20)o|S2EE A= o2 G4 Ach 24 249 QAL 1}

%
=
=

42) % 48 5 TA, BTHEE, pp.236-253.
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EHEE A g Y R
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Study on the Control System Based on Results Measurement
Jung, Sin - Jack * - Son, Byung - Ki **

Abstrat

This paper is focused on management control system. From a management control perspective,
strategies should be viewed as useful, but not absolutely necessary, guides to the proper design of an
MCS. When strategies are formulated more clearly, more control alternatives become feasible and it
becomes easier to implement each form of management control effectively.

The common and important category of controls are action controls, personnel and cultural
controls, and results controls. Action controls involves ensuring that employees perform(or do not
perform) certain actions that are known to be beneficial(or harmful) to the organization. Personnel
and cultural controls take steps to ensure that employees will control each others’ behaviors. Results
controls involve rewarding individuals(and sometimes groups of individuals) for generating good
outcomes or punishing them for poor outcomes.

The results controls of ROI - type measure cause to make managers excessively short - term
oriented, or myopic. When managers' orientations to the short ~ term become excessive — -when the
management are more concerned with short — term profit than entity value -~ -the managers are
said to be myopic. We can solve myopic problem by introducing AR(abnormal return), near - perfect
indicators of value creation. The results - control ideal! would be to hold all employees accountable for
the wealth they individually create(or destroy) for the owners of the entities in which they work. This
ideal is approachable for top management of publicly traded corporations because for these
organizations, the wealth created(returns to shareholders) can be measured directly for any
period(such as a year, a quarter, or a month) as the measurement period plus(or minus) the change

in the market value of the stock.

* Professor{ Accounting), Dept. of Fisheries Business, KyungSang University.
** Associate Professor{Accounting), Dept. of Business Administration, InJe University.
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