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A gl &, WIS Tk, BRWE RE, Kit: UK, ol B¢ 27 #
"5"6}“’ olck. Ackerman®] o|=|¥ 4R E Lorsh Job Allen. S7F 8% TSR

& BEHANEANME Kkl Bo g FRRE F5ty, 27 0] ﬁﬁi‘%g‘r
755]"1 At M ARFERAE dAH=H2 £ 5 35

Mt 2F %‘1—% AKit7l 75t Qloh 28 ZMAbhEdAE BREZZAER
i

36) Ackerman. R. W., Influence of Integration and Diversity on the Investment Process. ASQ. 15. pp. 341
. ~351.
37) Lorsch. J. W. and S. Allen,, Managing Diversity and Interdependence, Harvard Business School. 1973.
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[A#25X]] Ackerman. R. W., Influence of Integration and Diversity on the Investment
Press. ASQ. 15, p. 345. '

3) Pittse} Chandler®] H7®
Pitts. R. A: % fa{bkbge REE 8 SALAK(eS SAaltkpge R F4)
B Ao BEE A 4, G719 A4 - Bkl 9% Uyez Mk
{3( o138} Conglomerate)® o 2 A¥HstT, Fi%e] #£& 19 3-59% o] BEBR
e},

(28 3-5] /=BTl MEEE

ABR Bl 9% g ) B 3
% fa{CEmE J o - Bkl oFF
D % A LERRE
HEHRES) RELAEXR [l % i %

% AR S RIFHCA b
% (1) #iitStaffe] AE#K %
B2 ) (2) M RIFESE %
- (3) BEIME EHHE g5 i)

[#223] Pitts R A, Strategies and Structure for Diversification, AM]. 20., p. 201.

38) Pitts. R A, Strategies and Structure for Diversification AMJ 20, pp. 197~208.
39) Chandlere %3}7]1% MConglomerater: AFcidsido 2 71044E FAXARL= 7]
sRAEerlA #4, g FAE AR T 7199t A3tz slek

-132-



RERNRERUBES A% &

£EEME eoFstd oe3} 7

O ZaftkigdAe Kite SaffAREE B3, FLHERES BHh] Wds
o|FoiX oy, ¥WIEE FHMolth F, AL BEWH RFREET ¥
Ao} olol 3 Conglomerates] A& At 9] StaffA B#= A& dold, XHTE=
B ZEiyoltkConglomerate: £ AbALEIE dl2 o4 AT HiEHk
£ e vdsA gk 22d A4 =& Hikel 218 Congomerate: M2
BESE HFRENS 2T JE KETHEEE BLHECD Bk, 244 ¥
B, MEOVEE), PSS e, BLEE 5 ¥4 & & MEE 232 sl

olglzte] %MLkl NAYKEEIET Conglomeratedifff = Hikel °I% %4
LEAg & AEM 2 thar|u o o] MENSS ik HRAT $ Jt dlmgEe &
7Fssith & ZA{LARES) MEEES Congomerateififiiit s TEAR g}, of
e hEEEEEE 248 $ ¢k

® 2h3—6¢ Pittsell A FEL 21E ALEAMHMSfA BHS A0
o} zo] oslw ERIF LR 1M HTStaffe) AB#:  Conglomerate(Gold Indus
tries. Avec 5 14M@it)e} A$= SALUTAY w8 % Altko(Fd - AA=S 7H
fit)el Staffe 20ALL ko2 FmEe ok :

[22 3-6] ZA(LEmD KitkiStarte] ASH

44—
l
AN i
(x| e ol 1983 AR
| ! StaffA# '
5 : : i % :
5 10 15 20 2 0 (ZAHLE k%)
<5A =20
- Conglomerate + Airco ,
-+ Akozona .
. Alco standard + Corning Glass Works
+ AMF - Hewlett Pachard
- Colt Industries
- Dart Industries + Koppers
- SCM
- Rohmand Haas
. AVCO
+ Indean Head + Yoo

[#xt22x]] Pitts. R A, ibid , p. 203.
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Chandler:. % f{tki#5} ConglomerateBHSystems wl¥ & st & 3-3% 2
o] AJAlstR glch. 2ol 95 %Atk Conglomerated] i3t 714 SIS
FEOZ HHistE, &ithy Office ABES 715 g Esiret ot

[E 3-3] ZA{tAD¥D Conglomerateol| T8t ZEXZ

3 A 2 B kK b % Conglomerate
4 it A =B 5 it A =
7 5 & A 3 7 = A 3

Aukd A4zt 16 4 26 5
A ¥ 1334 84 256 51
W 2B Ao FAbste AHR 231 58 113 23
QA 78 20 85 17
Sl Ak-2] 62 16 36 7
AT 555 139 0 0
- Markating 39 10 0
- A = 11 0
-2 1A 32 8 28 6
7ol - 48 12 2 0
- A A7) 8 14 4 26 5
& A 1,189 297 459 92

% 3—3¢] ¢J5td Conglomerate?] 4itOfficeTZ7b SA(LE Kol sl Aot
AL ¢ 4 Aot Bk ols} LMHEEES Ke AR E—sht W AR -
B EE So) BEEE SA(Lkekd vs doe AAe @ k. = Con
gomerate= RERFHIEAL] e sle] SAolch thALstw Marketing - i - HH -
WG - HIRBR 5 EREIro] A8 gAY olF e ABSE =o aEAe] waA|
I gjrh@

® o] A wpx|e EAE Berg N. AS 5 4= glth. 2] Conglomerates] © gt
ERMTERE e 2oho

rConglomerate: % fftbkbgnc S0 BEge AT Ux, HHEORERS
Systemg Zt33lE SAlol SHET BEEEES 5796 BEsHE), EhaBSEEAS

B

o=

40) c}2+8ho) 7|95t Conglemerates] Ha ZA4e] 7|&A=ARE B2
41) Berg. N. A, What's Different about Conglomerate Management, HBR 47. pp. 25~39.
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ol2d FEAI2HE F3A Conglomerate?] £EEEE A - Bikol s Rk
d ERLEES SR X5t e Y5tz gld. 196045 ) Conglomer-
atei T2 ol2|q HHA2E Y Hhikel 27 E=m 9go] v gl

4) Williamson. O. E¢] W
LR EWRE 2 SAbEd AN RERSEH BH BEE 53 g
dl whel, Wiliamsone % ffbkpdgel dolA M oo BrEs KES
e &FiEo] oA 27te ddsied HEHE $1 AdthOfMraspEs OB
BERIARMT I (UZUEIE ) @ BRI MIES ) O it s(HILgE) 5 37}
A Fgol <l
- A, O BEIAEST © ELIMAEMGS TN TRAIMME £ Abhpike
EMRSSH BT MERES AALCZ AT & db BEE 2T 08 08 A4
stz ok "2 B+ Top—management®] H¥HJ%H - HEAH] 249 BRI
@} AAZ RELES] RERREE HEYD BANGHESS BT S5t
BES 4£E WH MH WRSS BESY, SEEHF) BEehd 39 £k
o Fogsobst s W ol sgskEtBlon) LEREES AAY BEL 2X 3ok A
b o BB AT o] MABERMES S WERERS S HEAIEEC)
Ak B Aol Yok ©o)o whah A TELHMM S BIERBEELE B ELSREANA W
b A ZHEEE ] LHIE, B IR, Bgo] U2 RERSEERITRES 12
T A Do}, 2itStaffe FEEHS ZAAY FES Y, WISEE LS BEDD. Bl
I A e BREES S04 At} BEHEMS BEKLS £olstA fho
CEAE O BEWIAMT © BHRREEY KBS S5 oo FReT TG
FELIMHEST T2 KMol e HkdA £ Eo2 Cashflows} WEeAH
oh el RS BSIOE IO AEREHIE old ol BmE wsaAw
T KEFREHS VL 5 dov, 223 RERSVES Lr15sithe Rl
ole] HHHERE FALE IE SHfkoid dlold BEEEM] LT

42) Williamson. O. E, Markets and Hierachies, Free Press.
43) Williamson. O. E, ibid, pp. 132~175.

44) Chandler,, ihid, p. 69.

45) Chandler., ihid. , p. 69.

46) Chandeer., ihid , p. 68.

47) Williamson. O. E, ibid,, p. 230.
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W] Fat IR T F5Y Mkt 29 ¥R RIRESS W28 AA Ha
BA(LE 71871984 A Mgpee] daRe2s FEHAATE 19 AXbe
FAE Bert Aok ksl MRS WA BRHETEEE, Ml HEA
28, FHEEES g RE 53 2L FRES FER Adse EEL 7
utEx] gpow Rz AYEA 7] wWEelvh F, RERFE AFL FEA2H
Ego] Hasty] dEelrh

[3%] 3—7] Loranges| HZEZY

REE] BRI HERIRR AR Systeme] AAHE
1B System 7178
- B O FIRBRE - 1580 BERIEIEERE - HERHREEAA
(&) o) B Systeme} A %htkel
- B o) v} A R - THEEIES) LA g sz:Abz QA
< BFAR AEHAA - Cash Flow Pattern
g HatEh ORI Systeme] AR
BiEm SystemGH 178l
- BB £l TS . BEIHES KE
8 BEEE A, - Simulation A4% Trend
B FRE - #47Datak 5K . MEERNT A
- BB ) el - S Fienk SR
g% A4, 7159 F - SHHERS) WAE
s . RIS Project 3717418,
@B RE BHEAE A7k FAE

5) Lorange. P2} 3t @
Lorange: iR B/ 24 ARG BSysteme) SATTHE BMEURI S #2 4)
A MR RO AT
oo RERHREE B U MM o FAHEE, 54 L85 Bk

)

48) (1) Lorange. P, Corporate Planning, Prentice—Hall 1980.
(2) Lorange. P., and R F. Vancil , How to Design a Strategic Planning System. HBR 54(5). pp.
75~81. :
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o @EB A BAEE $44F de} SR 24 JFe WAGT 2= 2z
gtk oled AL REESBRANE BSOERSL 29 EERHEREA AT
o AN & g2Rdm Gekn 9.

TE ol 2 BmEIA T HRRA BB EAA YA T BRI
AT HHTEE AY F Adhus —BERS BT g |

29 3-72 19 BRRS HERZ d: BEM BURES ZASlT Y. FEENG
Systeme Harvardi@# 485 2] Data—Banke] SE2=o|ql: %Be] 8% €t 87/t o]
Systeme|ch. FERE-S TEEES) Hatsl EEE, — THEREAEHEIRE SystemSAT
178b. — MSysteme] HhE, & A BHRS 539 DataZ ol4-slo] A 2
EREMro 2 #Hsts .

]2 SiroE wolgtol LE—MBER(HALQ BORMKEBIRESystemo] Z% 5} o]
A& BANG A2H SIS AL & Yh)e AAS WAHYT =g he g
A BARA HAo S

|ELS R & DEMEe] £ MM ARMWHMTHES W 23, Bike 245
22 BN BHL A MBS BOREREHBISysteme] W) HUse, =g KEE
o) e - MEEme] Fohe Aclt). |

]9 FEkeld ¢ 4 gl wheh Ze] Lorange®] AT MK System EEHE® S IF
At AT, REKe BT EERS FIRE a0, Folxl FEERNS EIELREHE
255 Systeml ] HEBAHTOl2HE Bhol Al Hilfiiko] A S:. gtk

6) Lorange®} VancilR. F¢] Bz

Loranges} Vancile fo#e) BRSISEHEE AAstn A7) 08 Do g kS
BT B A FANZ e Yk

ITES BERASEHBISysteme BEG 2ol melsojol € EEoZM @ MMH
el g @ BiZe) Bk O Lithyleveld] BERM Point @ HFITELS Wi G
L) %E © MMBRES ) BAS6HAE B2 Aok 2T DA% Kok 7zt
o WiE olHg BWRE oA BIHTAUN @stn Ak Ap%s Ke%e I ol
B—358Q7) 268 o)A Arlel whel ERskw Ak |

E 3—4E 259 SRS 28R ACY a0A SALEATE BiETEE e

49) Lorange. P and R. F. Vancil, ibid, p. 149.
50) Loranre. P and R. F. Vancil, ibid, pp. 149~150.
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w(wl Saloe] —WASER)NE Top management/t (32 Aol olgh EEES
ARSI Q). o|dR e IpEAE HEERA FAG: KEE R FEET AV ¢
o] 7] Bol FEHEENS SystimaticstAl f7871T AAFEE 22 9 2 sAdES. T
= mEsEere] 23S Bage AN7)90Y EHROBTHES (e - HEsed =3 9]¢
BB Systene o] B6e Teldth BEREHR-S Top—DowndAlE #shL, HARG
BETe BAL THSH, CEEEEE AHWPNLBAT - SHTRRITE Ak 1%#

& SRk,

[E 3—4] BSOREEEEI SystemiZ Al T2i22l

= % R i

o ] X & e
x & = H -
' . AN F1#14 4 System 518144 System

o] RIHIERPE o] A&A
1AM B A BA = A dE FAH A AR = - BAE) dE
20 BEe) A ~ Top — Dowm. ... Bottom— Up s L
3. 4iitLavele) #7 BRAEAY Heattas AT HeETEy oA
ﬁl-’—'% Point . . _ : _
4. WrIEEES] ¥4 . ARd , AR : A
5. eBEEES 9T 2497 - dEa - =23
6. HirRES 24 4 ref 24g

[#At223]] Lorange. P, and R. F. Vancil, How To Design a Strategic Planning System, HBR. 54. 1977. P.
150.

g 2So o5k EESHsL 24 G ERET, HRHEETHE KA
Fade s e AFAAGAGL FA AAGERAS e Aol
st e 1-2FMe BEmES HERERNERS A% KRYMZ A
Sokstr] Wl MMAIES 91T FHEIZS Systeme] A5 AN skl Tk
382 A% Systeme Fthet fE{fe] ##elm 2 Top—managementst FHIR
= wure WA D BESRES S9AAE BHERAE FAHT AP
(2) BES® System

51) Loranre. P and R. F. Vancil, ibid, pp. 149~150.
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o o2 BEAEHEE OBREER ORBRES BT @ XHEHE O/ #E 5 4
AAFAANN APA olstel & o] 47FAHA ) vl g B2 Tt
[1] BERE 2 _

@R AT BHS :mo] A Bk @Relgt e Atk A%A BE
gEel =shrl7hA BERRERES ME R R 2Aste 4325
71-“11“ ThELrS By, —EE Gkl whel pepe] Bigd 24 Easty,
T B lltﬁﬁfa%ﬂﬁf s Y oste] THREMMEERMS Communicationd &3}
= Bl
[2] meel BT
mgo] AANEW MG TREM Adstd BEHM BT & =SV BE
Eiol Qlol ML Hikliee WIY 5 b MK B BT TE ST BT B
HEEE 24T 5 A=S vnohf&v}.

[3] sl S

BERREEAA BEROCI(NE, oY, F2 A )EE THEMY ERFRE K
BkES i, TEETh olu ARG (119 BREMHE A %°17‘1 B L, B
Bel A BATLLE, BHE ] EES FEI
[4] o4rsh s

AEERLR BEERE ST, KEL] REREES AT 219 ﬁﬁ%
Ryl EES A, 14 HHE 48 ANA2AE A¥SY

o]Ae] BMEFelA X = Uk wiehRe] BREFHE FEMOD KEESH T XMI o]
U:l BEL S TP & ‘é‘iﬂé(management by budget)®2}tz 2& 4 3ot

a7 oY BEEEe EEMH W we WYL Ak Z-H HR-Ee HwEst
@ BETEEG 2 BERRA 239 $3 ~a&mOl Frameg #3tz A% @
BEEEY KRS EIMNSS A BHFR Boln, REEESystems FERE

52) 3o1¢) 4t Budgetdt 21¢] Bougettes] 4 A€ A<

53) BEER, To¥ERED Rk & LEHRB, B AREEe. 1978, pp. 244~246.

54) /NSO, PRERARSEY X 7 AW O OFSFBIEE. TGRS, WM. oo 211~
232,

55) AR, RIBVETEAM ) ASE. 1968,
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1) Swieringa. R. J9 Moncur. R Hel B #F#HE:s QETEES BRETH
BERGC o3 FASE BE 5 BREESH HH AFol 98 HEBRKRAT
BEMHSystemEE S A =7E 2 ARE 2719084 29 3-8 BAE MR
2 T, Best Qe

[a2l 3—8] Swieringa®} Moncurod 2| 4RI

B O OR R BOHE B oo R
‘B & - AZ . A Y% - ATA 17
- Leadership - 4% - U84 Y5
- e 8= - 23 544 9% ;
- A Ro] BgA ’ C BB - g vx% - AR
b A v

[At82% ] Swieringa. R. J., and R H Moncur., The Relationship between Manager’s Budget Onented Be
havior and Seltected Attitude. Position. Size and Performance Measues, p. 194~205.

FAxHRe EEBERET ALY A9 XERSo|W, WEHLo 2 HEilke
AT Aok &£3EREC H® DEL A= WAL, Leadership, #16e) fEHE, %2
HEA, ATRE, A3 2475 6EFES Al ¥ wESMLALEIHE 2
MEARE SART Yok 2 cheo 2 GSEREY RETHENE SHs%d ERH
FrotE, A2 THIE - BNETEL TEE - REOTE, THE - SIETE, 2 T
Bl - FROTH, 5 419 BFE #Rskzld

AHTE METES) BETES SEARES 2 MG met 2Ee 28 94

56) (1) Argyrio. C, Impact of Budget on People., Controllership Foundation.
(2) Simon. H A., The Science of the Artificial. MIT. Press. 1969.
(3) Stedry. A. C,, Budget Control and Cost Behevior. Prentice— Hall. 1960.
(4) Decoster. D. T. and J. P. Fertakis. , Budget. Induced— Presure and its Relationship to Supervisory
Behavion. JARS. pp. 237~246.

57) Swieringa. R. J. and R. H Moncur., the Relationship between Managers Budget Oriented Behavior and
Selected Attitude, Position, Size, and Performance Measures Empirical Rosearch in Accounting. 1972.
pp. 194~205.
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2) Bruns. W. J¢} Waterhouse. J. H®) #H%®

FEHREESS REEHETY BETHC] MEEE A  5H:= Kime 2
EE ws 8l A 13 399 e EAERHRS Rty Aok 53 wESLS £
ool A MKHEEE AR, BT 52 RIERNC uet el YA, BETES
ol#l fHMkMERE Lol A o el MREAErt et Uth®

=g 23 3—99) $#7RI3lE "Control Systeme} #4#1E & AAEA A WEFH Y
E ge pmmiel XEs A HGREY KRS AP zEz TR
Control ;& LEEFEI} diatel vlXE 9P MES FAIGCh o] FA9 #He
gL BETHS ste MESE S8

[:LE] 3—-9] Bruns Waterhause?d 7+ 2@

=% R W MO BB Control System | B OE TH
NI - 58] F23 V 9 B4 BEEERE R

B | | R PR ' LR
- H W = 3As} l;waeusa Control - HQlA Akl
- KRR ' = 2-&4

BETES d4ite] MEBEEERS AT A BES A, 789 E, 1778
o i, 17809 K R WAEHE A SsA iﬁﬂ%ﬂt}

Eigighulelzto) BETHC FFE "X $859E @ Leadership @ AHE ¥
ABMGRERE (2 - A5 - APE 59 Pattem)E S 311:}.

58) /NEEYN. TEREBREESETIREEE B L UERMORBIC W TOERERE, THAZRE, (&
HEAE KEEIE) 605%.

59) Bruns. W. J. and J. H. Waterhouse. Budgetary Control and Organizational Structure, Journal of Ac:
counting Research 13. 1975. pp. 177~203. ’

60) Bruns. W. J. and J. H Waterhouse, ibid,, pp. 177~203.
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Ee Bt & 9FEE 23 LS 222 AQEE Al dz, diAgRds
2, 133 BRETRA W5 Ade] ok i #Ee] £hEoilE Mk &
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ol 2ohA] Eute] gl Aoz Wiz Qi

] Bseel wEmolA FEEE A MRS firelste TS RIEHL iE
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(3) #& Mechanism

e e THEAS] RS 78S HAA77I98 21 el 2] Mechanisme-
T4, ASHAR. At o g ol KETHILHS HEKFN &E 2 178
T AAER T 2 AA S AGl AT HE Hifl o) RS e 23}

o] #iielAl $El= #iAMechanisms} REJ|ET AZAA BT 2H) BEHS
AR 72 It

1) Lawrence. P. R¢} Lorsh. J. W2] #f%®
LEC HEREES MRS Stz g9 Wtz 41k} HAe mRAL FH3)
I ek Q714 e REEEEEIIS) BEEMC RIAE Faey e
g EEey, TAALEE O BiERAME(AZ MY, AR, Betrledst) @
BEEE(D 714 A7, 2714 A7F) @ HAZREHE(HA QA FA A, ADRAAFAL) D

& AR 59 271 d+E AHst Qo

61) Hopwood. A. G., An Empirical Study of the Role of Accounting Data in Performance Evaluation. Em
pirical Research in Accounting. 1972. pp. 156 ~182.
62) Lawrence. P. R. and J. W. Lorsch, Organization and Environment. Harvard Business School. 1867.
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(%22 4] Lawrence, Lorsh & Galbraihi 7ol <j3) 44

&L EHleld, ZAAE, Zelae § 3MEEES 10EEGS NV 78 W
AA THHMT M-S BRETHEEC] < o, MRS Kt B SMEATE £4
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63) Van de Ven. A., A. Delbecg and R. Koenig,, Determinants of Coordination Modes Within Organization.
ASR 41. pp. 322~338. ‘

64) Khandwalla. P. N, The Effect of Differents Types of Competition on the Use of Management Controls.
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