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%2} ebe] TEAFL Fael oY B ol Y Bu ohym TR
o A4 228 A%old & & Q& MY FEEENAL A Bhisle) ok =@ F
FARE FAST Qe TR A, ¥E AR AT FAF BFn: o, &
Fpy BES 92 oz 2t e AN W HEE 29 #9073 o
zgoss g4 Ytz e ARUE RE FEE As AZA A &
mel HHEME 2759 AN U¥ FREE(FRLIOME 70492 7]
AAE A A8 HeY WIFROE AREFL o5 (swap line) 224 w4
A3z Yt B WANHME 35 $40 9z e BE AAdge] AR pe=m 2
Fuge wxeAe $9 BA Yk oHY AN L W FAFL 9§
EECWE 27 ohist B #Ame BHe AdAE 25098 42 BeiAda
A Holth. FFAG] HARA ANAE TEolRe ALK A KL A Sa
oy FAZYE Hasan 47129 EEALE 2Ad0 o= 5 AeA 2]
# A9 9% B3 240 Ak @k 2ol oHG ARAY 29 =45
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Hiol uet o 289 Aol TR0 HEwel BHoln, ot AR g4 Ax
€ 9% d5A AASART ¥ 4 o e, d4Aew B o 247 AR
9 B84} 29 & g% AoKkozAe FEQY F39 Ho IS 5 A
A zre FAYlE TAY 43b=EA 993 A Feddez oAz B
7l &7 wEold. &4 @AY ELRMBN BEp BE—FfoKe2 49 B
BEXR(EESHI) —RFH BEY FR—KLY o3 & (parcto) BERSTS KR, T
SR § SBFREY BEY BRo g oo 4 g7 H-Eeldh

% ol FEEAEL AF TH129 244 90 T2 AE BT T2
E&H A9E A% ol 84 $Ao) LEHBROIY HERC v k& B oh AE
9 FHE AARLE 8- BB N 22 U BetA 2 =TS AR B
#RE HRE TA2= 2 BRl RBRAA S Gotis, HEHH(approach) B2 M4Y
224 FEAFAH G AT o] €A AT HFE AAH2A {o)

2. 2MMMERERS] By 2R

196039 27 A9t ]l £ 287 9] A T3] (inancial management of financial institu-
tionsjoll #3 ] EL A "%01-171 YEHE 1¥A FE7)2A D FE o] 24 FZo)
A o]FoA F3 olf2E FEVIFY AKKoE A A=Y FA, vizd dA4d A
ARAF FE o|ARTE AFAN G AFES 411.'-‘3--% £ o Sk ot=hA 1960
W arAAe] FTEAB4Q01 B HMBEE (liquidity management)} UM EHE
(reserve management)d] F@= o] gk F dFAFoIt HATuIFA Hvwiss]l HY
258 $FHL FAsE Atlo] FHAH ATRHAY F2 FA Al gd Heldh

19603t o] o) 22]A P (asset management)o] ‘Fi o] Ao “FEY
$E5ATT FA45F ot L+ A ¥ FF4E €9 44" #FAFERL AN
BBELE 940 52 RiEd FRA=A 3t Wik EEFE (aggressive asset mana-
gement)7} o] Fo|AA ot & AEEUIFES HAAD A9 viLH YL sy
449 $3442E iz s Rolth drA FHARL o TAMAHE B
oz 71FEe] BEXZIELZLQE A2 FA5ld ojd& Fh3A}= 712 3]
. o] @AAA = TR B Adpes AAHE A2 AFHAL. ohA A

C | 3Ae] FEY FHdE 98¢ E 5 S WA HAKEA FEARE e 2

stz & & Aok BeA Foiq FEHAA A F4Eo =g E FAGLEA ©f
o ¢ I e FTERFIRYL AR 2ES FEFFN 2N HFE (partial




“modelolgtz & 4 Stk ,

z8v F§AAY FAT e A A2 EAE 94 FA =D 1960d
FUYEY e dgdoldest ANT JdASUF F FASE FALFL TR
AeA At 986 I 45 92 ANE AT 45 Q= 2AEH%2 44 2
¥} o] Ao ol T 53 w5 (commercial banks)e] o Fo]r} o ol
A AG ol A4E FASH A Fol A AFH AFA AT o) AEAEFL FEARS F
FEA7 5% FEZ 5% (disintermediation) 4 A2, = A FTHABE TAAL $54
¥29) 19l AsHA BELS EAd TEARAIRY QA AE o AETFAE 2
GE A7) 44 F A2E FTESEL AT a4 S od St o AF 33
o TR FRE A¥Fer Foi7 Folgx uel FTA Yo ATz o
Ad2E dese] & AEEHEisbility management)® FYA Hgithe AL v
it

AREED TE/% $F4E 2480 99 29 FES 74 BHRE ez
Ade] AAALFHE o LeY AT 94 5 FAE 23RE AL AUt »
AR E FPT 4 97 AL FE AL A AW AFS] YHo| TA &
th FE A FARAE Fo ol g5 E o AE PR T AT dHew 4FF
#7]%9 7% CDu} Eurodollar o] giv},

ebd F4713L folA AFE A5 £AF AAYA A ATRe qFHAAY
2 oA s, EHEeHHRd B8 AT 227 AR otk ol B
Aelde | o4 FEARY F2 d4Mez AAHE Ao] ohih &4 2a, T
FAE] ANE dFe A= B39 W2 A TEARFAAE A" A7 9
A FAsh Ay AATee2de g FHE W LAY ALE A s ok oo
olEE Y& RERMEHEXMEEY 5L 5£229 (complete model)e)gtm & 4 9o}

CL(EEIIRS TR FolA Aol stASm HAALTHE ] A 2Pl HMogE o)

&g 4rlskeh. _
@A, 1960dWe AFRAS bR FRF olTA WAL BAFATISEa (modern
_capital market theory) 2 2 o)ejx = Z 2 EZ e EH(portfolio theory)o] ghz & 4= g1}
o9 ZL FTEINAFGEL FE71RY AAAA FAE Anes] 8 BEY 29
= T2 AR o 474 mulolst SRS BREFHEA AKEEH) B
Ao g Bt TEIAS EAFTE SR A = Aol




olfid B ERdtT RAH et A% o] WHEUd £2ELE Ve £
qev* 2 mue] 7AAS T T HRHPEAST SBEMY BrEsel wet 2A %
BN ikl A% R X0 E ) QERA BT 9% 2d2 vE 4 A

3. A2 WAk

I1ZAAE SE7124 G JFE o= A& oE Aol +4 28713 EA
olftel #AF ol&A<d A8 E AT F AAAL R FAFHo] AF o] && AraA
ek FEoIRS EYSAL FEAAY, FTEADo] oA IS olof b =% F§
Z1de] £49 Z1E AN Z I} A4 AAAL FHAA oA Aol L
#71E ol Efol ) R A9 2 £4F YA o2 A FS dE
Holet. weba] EF A A =oF P93 & F FEARAG 2 2714 A AL
AL &2 2439 T2 =EE £F - 48daA g9 23 g8 99 27
A A2 5T A2 A29EE 2 Aol

II. SREMIERERC XX BEE

1 EAwy #iEE % 0 EEE

FHARE FARD JE FTEAR A ATE A F GFoA ol FoiAz Yok
2 A7 FEARY B A AFE, ATl FAck w2d 2 o &4
& Aol AEsm glen ok ol &4 A AT AL ohirh o ATHFE F.
$7130] 4HA AN ATFAR2AY 524 A5 FIT & ALAHE $H5E Ao
2 FgR0l FAFAFAS AAAAZA Alole] AFe] 38L FAsE 9¥E 9
S 2A 248 FolinA S o Eolakm ¥ 4 Yo} FTHATe| Lol W
“ER BRI ¥ &

A, ReRoEAY TEA%] 2 FEE B4 Aot A%A L@} R
EF 5L FERAGEL g8 AulA AL Afd ez ek oE FEARE

Fola A8 AgzAslA BAYFE THHRzA o AAFAZ BFHAA AAY
SAAAE Nl 2R s ATEA FEoldel gl B “BEN BR o} T 5 Utk

FTEARY EAZA) AW QFE B 2 Al 2 F24E ok E £ ek

*ojE e ERAd A% 2ol v Al “‘SMeN BERRS 2 R4 4% SR EBmY
#1994 Al 1 &, 1985.3.)& F=3s .




A, FEARS) EYTA] W A7 AF AFEAAadde] FF ATz ¥ F
Az, = oY EHALAL FTEARAGA #AA 2oz ALt @S FE
RS 2YeAdd A AT TEABIAAA TR 2RHL EAolHE A
8 FozH Fgrige] vhelslel ¥ Wye AAd Fz ok

A, FE71R9) £92AL AAZ AL Fo FHAA AE FAYE AFH B 5
ek oA wbalul g AbEle) BAEH (capital accumulation)s] F88 viAR FEAD
o o) WA AYAS EFE LAFo N FHANY FEAL WAY + A=,
w3 AR FFANA FEAF L FTFAR) §42 A% FFE AN o

A, FEAZS TR TR EP2AF A2 HAL FA At A2 F
$4E Adsoz A= HY RS F§2Y F2E 24 A= B BREE
AF-He ] 23el FAAtl BIMRIE R E (intertemporal consumption decision)e] %
WEES BARAL F3AA Foh AF FHdde] 4sd A% THAYE oS A
Aoz $4d5el 3y 4eol A LBEFME (management fee)st WAl o AHe|7| ¥ o},

23 FTEARAGIEL G843 2L AolA o)A P AFHY =M 2 Fa4E
ot & QArh.

A4, ol&dql A T4 ARG &L AFRAY | B4 wdH EEE oA
ATEA G0l 8ol A iAs E2YANFRY o] F2¢ o] &2 Y. a2} o] F my
o]l A7 - wAL Az Q7 AFe FPAY BYo] Aok AT FAE
HZaA 498 & + 9 Holrh

A, ATAA el A FENRAGAY AAYAAAS) £42 F 4 e AL A
Fd E 5 A% AFAA FEAAA GBS G o] Ao Y Ak FAd
2 2 el AT ¥ 4 ot dosd FEARAGL Mo A BANAY A
dol A4 EE FEABAG0ITY VRL ATAAN FEARALA ARz 48
& =72 AL 4 98 Ao

2. SRMMS| FTFIrER0 LE B

TR BT 12 ATE FTEAZY AL %A SAshEst wel T 4D
8 ¥sEtk(uniqueness)o] EAsErtel AT wYo2 Fddo. 4ol 2 238 =
AdozA ERWMHBVIZE O 497 G AF, & Adulgo} AFo] gz TE 24
o] $AE F8A5a gl AT A FAS QoH, @ FEARH ZALlF

(1) T.E. Copeland & J.F. Weston(1983), p.286.




& SARAAN R, @ FREEAY, F ARugo] Y ZE Aol FAo) Ao AY
F 9z, @ ZE FARE FI4L ANEELETARE F734e AFE A0

AAAFE AARE AS TEARE YNFAAS F e EA% T 5 o T8
o] Fol 4L EASA FEh @ Adul gl AF, FRETY Fol 9 AL A
37 W o] BE FARAEC] FHAHolAE YAAY YHE + JE FHAA) EA
geh webd SEUlRE AEFAR vy vzt ge E4A Aol

4% FFA gl gAHA @e AF, & AYAS AEARS ANu g, ARETE T
o] EAse] F§rlgel olAE BRWeAE ol (exploi)sty] Hd ALHYA, FTF
ARE B B uld $47 e & ek weA g Folgo AsdAH
Z & 4.9 ol F8IH EGsY] AT azAo vz AFEHALR]Y EA
dg olulte Rolvh W, ol B AFHE YER FTEREL AYFH FARA
sobste] Fgoldte]l £ 4 RE 2AL RohrE dTE THREIES T &7
£ o33 gk 2z FEvIRe] EPolEd Y wE St Aol @R ¥ F

P

/%_]-:ﬂ;.] 8] AL veeeienenns e v Fama
M~ A BT e B&S, Klein
ERRARY AF—|
' Laupggaay e L&P, D&H
_%.'q_]-;qql *]E ............ C&K®
| g gsao Ba gl FZY ceereeseeeseenss e Grossman, Pyle

D E2HBTY LMMMETIEH

gAdez AR o B Aesdel dE AFE ARl B4 AN
ge 2ACHDS FHAA A E 2¢ F Ak ool ks ANAE $4 T8
#o] AelA $9sE d¥e WA FANG § ol Famar FTgAARe FHse
Qg2r O AAA B AL ASdA 4 F= FANEEY 44, @ TesEden
ABES 51 Yot FEAR0] FPHE FEA AZYFL 2285 2L AL A
AE olsh L HAALHE $ALFR FadA gon @ = ol Fe KK A
o] u] = (transaction service)e] 3 BH G 429 IFFF EAGR AL F$ 4
"7 EF. Fama(1980) = 247128 Bolge] FA=Foltn FY%z Ak

(3) C&K(1980) & SAA DS A% F¢7189 29 2% AF7H4 (null hypothesis)ol ez &

#z Aok & FAA QE AR 3$ FEABL £5ED YT LoEEH AT A
ysn & Aol ,




B AR} FE 4FE FAGr P B ohiy FEAFel Y ANAL 9
L(ZLEFHL FAAD o] ¥ Fasrtz FA%D vk A% Famalk EZLEEFSL 3
Az G T Hol A AL AL BALIE FASL A ¥ A4 E4

e A%z 344 A=a 9.

Famaz F§3A7 ZAHLE o|F0jd Z% 87189 o efdeAd (HarAr
£3)= M-MFHE Modigliani & Miller Theorem) ¥} B ARkl ATl stz & = 3
gz gk, & o] WY FHI|RE AAAQ HFEEE K (optimal production leve) 3} o
# A4 fﬁ.ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ(pricing)ql %f&% 054 Eote AREARFAS Qe AS, T
713ke] AEFAA ] s vl ot A g7, F equal access®] 1A FAlgel &
AR AT oA FFAE AAAA F= 9 o A X)) L FEHY F
A7) % (passive intermediary: A7 A e 49)el Eahsiohe Aol

ojgt ZE AEL - ZL HedA w80 Ed F8% YnF 45 Foh

AA, F57189 Hol4dL WAZRE 47 ZHold F&7# A= o4& AAds &
£ Aol 9ot Ag JJEdoz Bz Yok |

A, F4o9e AdndS LARNE ) AAY + Q= oled 2AE A &8t}

AA, FHFE dF 2 AEAFANA AAF L2 FFo7] ATl FTEARLE FA
dEAE AAHA TeeZaeE ZAstA = REA (agent) o] .

2) MHRTEERATSY LB TER

FE7IR-E FTUAAA Hel A AZ3 FAE v %P—‘E A& st Uk, FEA ] &
Ao zn A FTFAZNTH FLARZY AFolAe] FelslA =& Aoz, BELd B
® vl 7l 5 (mechanism) 2 F§r) o) 245 A (A F)E Lo} o] AFe2 IXFAWE)
F TYHHLEH o) Foiz, AWty oz FFrge] AFE %—71? Foad sYstc AA
A A% aAd st 2ol ol ANzE Y 8 4+ it

@ ¥ EA(risk reduction), @ =wlr] =23 (maturity adjustment), @ FATE =4
(denomination adjustment), @ $F4 ?I]?_(liquidity enhancement)

TEAR] AAP AA%E AAALY Rl A F9E F dFE AL T ARTAAY

D) 7195¢ AF4ge) wel $FA5E A, 22 4¥A D G EL GAALA o] E4%
A4 383 e €8 498 M-M2 Helx v
24 1 7199 7AH g Az L Fhso
A 2 K Ee] Faie AL A AR & FAAGD o] e AYF FA9 2
' s 449+
B4 3. FALY ARERAA L ATzl 4L ¥A d=




A 222 ATFAE BTIE F 9t AZFELALA0 EAGGE AL @k
ols e FEHTAE UEZ ¥ T B2 Aoz FErWe AT dgsHE
AEE G5 F 2888 EI2AE Fe5 e AFEEALAY ZAS AYel o
% HEY Rl & BezAoz s AR st o] &50] AAsz Yt

@© 7 u]$-(transaction cost) o] A2 $-4

@ AEA ﬁ-(inform#tion production) 5 & o 4 -9

@ ¢4 A2

@ A9l A& =Y o)

1] F=sket £ (transaction cost approach)

AFEGA LA F A2 FARAANA BPetE AR gdo A FHAR] AYFAA
o old FEY AAE o M2sAE A, o% HzeNE FTEARELY &
A2 E 477t EREMEAE ™ Benston & Smith(1976)9] <79 Klein(1971)9] <
7% F & 9. | o

Kleino] g3l Advl 49 242 dste] Sdo] PALEHAA Fehe Aol Yol
e, o] A% £FE FARE Ao Lot AAY vy 2N EE BHEHE S8
ol QoA Aot WA Ak FAY EQAEEE A EAL F4AASe AT
% (pooling) & B8 AAs FAAY 242 ¥Y 4 gohE Holch

%9, Benston & Smith® AZ4+849 ATTFALY A9 AFAho]q BAsE
ANl gl ZAE = A vl LulAA A ARG A WA HEE F
F71%o] et e de A AIFAA val FE AAE AT A L4 TEA |
ZASA Hol TR EAL F ATE Roldh RA, TEARE FEFEAA A
TR zd F2Y AAE YL 4 Aok BA, FAFAEZ Ad AEEA] A 5
S 98¢ 3Q ¢ AT WA 09 9¢o) B4 + Aok A, AL A A
agAclx P go] ARt A, AFTIAREAY FEAHRe] SAFae] A4
gtoz dA AF a7t FTFA LF FF Ao EE 44 ATRE & Yek

A% Benston & Smiths} Klein® A439) FANL QAq A vl go] 25720 ALY
o24 FAEA Ho) A2 FaA FFANA 20T BFAA 18 FAA

(5) FHAU Aol Ayl folr} AL T F pqozn T4 =YL AgHE AL
¥3 487 A 22 Campbell & Kracaw(1980) 7} Leland & Pyle(1977)8] M FH%Ee s o
T HOM RBEAE T2 242 HASdE 4 wdewA AVG Aew B
W Yn & A & Aol




A 3 A%l FEIR] ZAYE REHT 5E Aol

fﬁﬂ?\‘i@ﬁ%}&& (information asymmetry approach)

AREL4A 2 F HEFGE (information asymmetry)s] ZAl%= 22 A, 2%A 4,
2YAge] AdsANA 242 ok © Au2EYo] Y A AGNA AdLE 4
FEE 324, 254, o)L BF BAL 1Y AR B & g w, A
B AR A ReE AEL Aol A oA Mo AR AEAe] FFvoz o
TR = MY BB (adverse selection) {4 F& AFAZ FTEAY SA¢ dzA 3
% & FISH B (moral hazard) TA5 B48A At ey ARETHY AL
Wg Aol AFR AF B opi FTFAEL Ao THEADE APl A skl
FIEH BBEAA BasA Doh dtsin, ez FHsB0d O BRE, @
AEAE, @ 3D BRE O£ VFUATA T, 2457 o) S = 27
Fo|BZ FHAFY Hlquality)e] J¥ FuEFY Aol ARsA =g 4 QA A
Tolth. whabd AREFY FAS 4487 98¢ wdez Jzd(signal)o] AT ol
Azdg Fohete o AESY o] FeslRoley Be Rt FEARY 2I A
7bola g FEs BREAE dd%r] 98 WERER Aee Hol: dF=2% Leland
& Pyle(1977) % Draper & Hoag(1978)¢] €37} it}

Leland & Pyle & 24434 AueFHo] A 3¢ MEMAIs} 4954 &
¢ Zon(@RA, ArTF2 94 AYY Hl UF Az 9€L ¥ £ A A9
SF% 99 Gpecific risk)s} JEFz o #o) DA Qe Yoz FEARY 3
A% B4 e RAFE Qlvh B4 wekAw, £ELE Y] BE AYLES
AARA 520 Wohalhe oD FEARE YAEAZ A8 F AP AT BAHE
54 A9 ool o} viax dAY £IFLEE SIHA Hze 52 dvdAas
4o gt Fojxh, | '

%8 Leland & Pyleg AjulfuolAe] S99 g8 %5d S& a9 £4¢
A st $3Peivn nr 439 29E 43Y AR volAAold EAlehE
AREFY FAE A AG AuALS AugHe] =AQ TEEIS THEF

(6) AnETY W Lo o4 MY (adverse seleétion) Hgol d4E F JEE ¥wY A7FH AF
22 vhgat @A el gt i
@ 323 A3 :G.A. Akelof(1970)
@ %A% :AM. Spence(1973 I, 1)
® 23 A% Spence & Zeckhouser{1971)



U B3 gt fH¥olAY FHEA FL FALE J1A ATALA g4 ARy A
oA $97t U BAAE Qi HEA G4 o) F Q@ F, ARG L A o)
&z Aol
=4, Leland & Pyleg Auuhe 4 Agajsle 7o) 49 e 2L T4 A7
AT & Atz ek AA, 4% AR FFHoE J Heisl Ane AHE s
A7 A gz ARTYA) o ARRE = 917 W Fo] FRAIAGE AuAHoz o
& ¢ A3 4 F flvh ol & HA (appropriability) o] EAjztz gt EA,. §e
A dFfRol FolAE Aol FL& HE]IA ohdAE 227 W T AFANE FTFAL
2394 FHAubel @A 24 AEQ (emons)e] AL mod A (adverse selection)
ddol vehdeh. o] RE S SR (reliability) FA 23 g},
of F FTAFE S871F0 44" AR AT TEEL FHAREFH FHAH 4
A} AzgAdl g8 A% 4L 4 Qe ol F AuANE weis= 71 %4
AE Ane FFAHLE AT KEY FADS 24Y 4 e, FBE ol &AM A4l
FAE A AR AAE AFAL A4S FHAd wtgEF] A Bel A FIdg AN
AA7de] AFE o dA Hoh. =F AR A=y FAE A2YAAY AR AR
o og AzdeAd A48 & Utk |
ol ZTEAQ FA+t AP ARAZAY FF7 Aol EA3] PHAE ArYPYAEH
ol A AHFaAe] wjg v]L9)5t leloput b AMolch. z2ly, Leland& Pyled A
2YAAAA HEAL TR BAA 9 ASVAET F@NA WA ¢z Yot
(1% TR AAze TdE 23 AW, oA, Leland & Pylee d4) EAs2 9
€ 8719 L AP A4 $97) Qe SAYE Bolk QFolx nrh £ 4
€ o3tz Atz & ;J.f+
Draper & Hoag(1978) 9 4] *] FELA L] FEHe) EREF)] §F ezl
2 AASGR Zlgell A At FA7E(F, FALY A APl A Axme] A
719 NEA% QRFAAA )] EFYo| EAIF] H o] ARETY EAE AAsA
() Leland & Pyle® #AY EAE 287129 2A2AE 7387 A8 A%z g0 24
Aoz ARAADE wPHz Ut FRERARANERA S, Standard & Poor's Value
Line 44928, )8 2% 47% o 247129 24+ WhY £A& dAds:
A e Axets Molol & Ao|th, Campbell & Kracaw(1980)= ¥ +§ 7| dwlol
o] BAE AAY & Y& AL oFdE Helm Uk EE, oJF JRFYsHo] AFY A2

g AfA A Hel A BAA G we} o] Fs] Foo] AAY FE Y7 Aok ole BY
AA G &) HAHA = MH Miller & A.V. Thaker(1985)8 2z}




A% A2AAAE 4% 22 g,

Leland & Pyles} vttt 2 AuA Qo] gt 427 444, H&a 254 97 =
ol ARE QBT 5 A& Hdol 47 ¢ 9=k

o £¥olA Draper & Hoagk 3§7%¢] J455E wei falg wadgozs 2
$7%9 2AE PPsetn F4o%e] FYEE S5 $EAeE dustzm gt

Draper & Hoagls #47]%ke] A et7] S8l REA(agen) oz e AQANZAA
AR =g FAAoRT Sn mG ot xdo] FYHAD ARP o] oA 2
BU4E Y F Ue o B BELIA AP d3e AL + 9 o Asson

iy

RbeH(fUEAR (agency theory) S AR A delqlo] #4474 29 =258 BIY .

F 88 e 2d AARA AAE Qe sa4uEe] B, BBE > g Fo
e Aol Ao =ejstm o).
3 fAu B
Campbell & Kracaw (1980) & Leland & Pyles] 3¢ whlaimd 24729 £92nA
% AAstz goh
A, Leland & Pyle e Hue $F4o2 Qa T4: WAHY A& F84790)
AL BF ohiet o] Fuo] TAY TeEZHo FHAUES @ A AT
gtk 2, o) Aol 4YskA AGME GE FARE] TesBe woE Iy
SE AEFeEA BAL AT FEE 4 QoE sbdol Wash) ojel By AAG o)
Heol givh. weld, Campbell & Kracaw: £44-578 A2 o2 Sxx9 Toex
HeE VY F glen A dE ¥ BE VNS BE ANE WAARm ARew
g e,
¥4, Leland & Pylee Juel NG EAE T4 494 AL 250) 95 A
9E HAT 4 dnn Bk F AR AN FEAT AYA L Yrz A =
Sieh. olle B FE71% BYRAL] et d4AQ A RA G4 245 incentive
' signalling equilibrium ¢ 74 s 3 = Zoltt. 281}, Campbell & Kracawi o] 7174 o]
W& A4 FEARIY e FuAAAY 2GRN AGY AN J B FoAY = g
%2 FARS 2eY, o % sHdol ANA g A$ Campbell & Kracaws 33 257
Y22 Q¥ AuY 4244 Leland & Pyleo] FAL FEADAYAY AR =37

o HHA B ohizt FA S AR AA AR Ape =27 (Z, PIIES] =27])0)
AHAE H275TE Rolx Yot webd, ApgAsios T4 =AE ¥4 8}7] ¢l




© ¥3Estthe Aol
A AREFYA ArAg 4] vigos 4799 E£P2AE 4498 & dde A¢
Bdeoas FEr1RE A4 Bul ok JE Hojua(RFA &L AdAoju,

2Y Acte] el )9 2 or 2 FHTAE Ak Y2 FEOH U

fEbp SR HE 1 BT 2% (risk sharing approach)

A8l A Hre ol FEAF EAE 43snA S o] £o2 Grossman(1971)
& Pyle(1971)¢] 7% § % A+

Grossmang 70| wtg F49 4% Aol7t EAFE BAHL BAHL 9 Fulse
ol whet 4o EAolst old d¥E VAR GolRE HRAA FEA B BAASA
+ 4982 Yo Grosmang F47 %2 AWFYY (isk neutral) FA 42 BF3tx 3
% A fgo] A& ©r]8A) short-term debt) & Tz, o] AFLE fdo] T A}
A (long-term debt) & FstE F4-29 ¥ 4dASAAL Aolh. 5, 4953
Aq EARAAE Adsduto] FAe) RAolzz AFFN2 AT 9¥ L LR (7
A asa, 2 A4S FRALFU AABE A¥E ¥R Aoz TEARE
et Aol @ 2 g A HEe Aolst FTEARY A AL FLY 24
2 23 gE R |

gt Pyleg Grossmans} 9] #8473 94 {H3AY -‘f:—z}z]—(risk-.averse investor) 2.
B3 FgA%e] FEEANE & 4 &, 5 of F(deposit) ¢ 3 (short position), o &
(loan)& &%= (long position) A $-§ 43 B3 k. Pyles] S3d, 243747 5s
7l AAAE AT AERY EY FAERIF EANE 2 2 A&7 2 £9F
o R4l B4F F41BY FAAS AT Gk oA B, F FJEA
ole] TRl F4E AA A5 o] Fobd EYAYE Fo FA H=E T§
FA7 %0 WiAAE Holth JUHANAZAY TEAR] TEEANSE FH7
A% 2AL AL ¥ 2989 FBRA £2 ES FAER0 S AL Wz ¥
4 9lsh. 2@, Pyleg T87138 A4 349 448407 o ZAREo A Y 2
2AQ FAE 2HHA @2 gk W

8) 2Eolztzm & ol f= ARPAd I FTErIRY EAF ARE 22 A9F o] of
2} Leland & Pylerdlg $A%o 24 75 & Aojurx S4713 2AF 49%e 4 €
2¥%dE A “Aadez” =97 Lol '

(9) Mossin(1973)& 39 ¢ AAFAS 19tte] 4¥FYY FAA)z Yo AYAE £4
A A%, A5 (optimal risk sharing) ¢ Y EFY FA/ Z€ A ¥

A% %=z AU+
(10) A.M. Santomero, “Modelling the Banking Firm: A Survey,” JMCB, (Nov. 1984) pp, 576-616.




3. SMISMERZN

TE71] A B AT, G4 B S0 RS HAAAS A L ALE T4
of A3 o] A A7+ vlaA EARANA geol Fol & + S, F§749) PFL o
dAdcte Ae TR IHEEY 957 2 53FF17 (money supply mechanism) &
ol st bl WFE AT 271¢] § 4 U] HEo) A %%0} 2 4 e 99 A
g 2 A4 EE 25 - 498 2aA §id

FENRAIE ARrds] B 2L FFH Lo EE o BF 2 FYFo
nE 8713 45L& Avste o)L o8 AU HIFE Xk Yt F RHER
®tFl (real resource costs), FEEE A (adjusiment costs), 8] 2] fabke] g MR (risk
taking behavior of banking firm), RFEEHE (uncertainty), 282 718 HEFREIER &
€ nEd o et

2y, old BE 24€ E3q ZUEr] 44 goe AL T894 94 2
ol 83 ATt WA Fel = BFokx Aol vzt g A2We]l AEHz g& #uk of
Het ae 438 355 s A4 R vl R AZAE F Qv ol 49 A YH
Blzdlel mAsioof & &xlo] o}F @yl HEolF = Bt |

FE7lRA G0 Bl FF AT A 2L AE A ER £+ sk

O 22wa ) 244 rd (partial or complete model)

@ Fg71He Aol i ehzo] wet HIARDA JYPFP e (risk averse or
risk neutral model)

Q@ AATzd oz} AP EDA A7 Y 29 (53 219) (quantity-setting or rate
setting model)

Baltensperger (1980)2 Al zx %= & FAo= 3¢ FE 2y (partial model) 3 A

T2 Ao AA= TR HEE AR

K2 Fod Jez 23 4 JANZRFFHEEE, ¥4, ALY AA$£EL
AR Zdelvh, ¥ FAE FEARY AHAALAYTH $9 okt HAFuAA
E FA AAE s ' '
 °lsk & Baltenspergere] £H& 47129 FHo AY F2 PP Haz AAHe

2 Asz 3z, 8713 498 #HAAY AN WA Rgste o EaAARz
£+ Aok 2Ev 4 2] BAdeR AAsm Y 2AEE FAF ez z A

2% (complete model) 2.2 729 E& L X

o2y FE7ldens dagas doze AT HES AL Xatn gt o9}




dEdE 8712 A¥el A Az F

e A€ 28] £ =FdAE T8
FARE Fazae 7 I1EE oldd JEELE £ F - A g

7| HA 9 FY ol EHA A€ FTHVI ] Aol F ol whet oRERE
$el 3k (firm-theoretic approach) s} ¥ 9 & %2] ¢ i3k #E¥#: (portfolio-theoretic approach)
22 g 7 Aok ARAE AEHQ o AFAGA A A (framework)of 23] 1AL 9
el T34 i‘l’r J1Ye2 B3 MiRKE(FL A BALTHS 49824 st A9
o E o] ATHE fMmHo REHPNAIT FERHPHA ) wet 42 R
(inventory model), ;=% (monopoly model)o] gz e},

eH, T2 EFE 20l &4 HEYPoladt T84S ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁiﬂ—ﬂ BEES 3Tetd =
F71 329 BREREXLTES 495 sl o222 AFAHdA HAH £ AR
ARNAZARLE 87129 $5¢ -"é‘ﬁ%}’-‘\: d Aga 2 Aotz 3 4 U o] A
29e A4e ZUe RBEREY (risk-aversion modelol 2} weh. '

ol# ¥ FrA A AL ATHE A4 g AL A Ao Uk, EeEZE 9o £
ALY EREEENE S 983 2% 4 & ubd TRdAid(perfect capital market)
T A% 3o © FE13L AAEAL A Xeln SFAAE e FA=E u3 g
T Q#E4YZoE A S AAAZAL T %) RYEFEA (real resource
cost) & L 3A U YotE EAlA] gl

CREIGE) BAERL FRETHS /MY gosd TOEFHN00 &8 A2 Y FAAE
HAE + JoH(@RIE HEMEEA EHEFRE =3) HHKEFR) DS S48
Hoz4 ERPIAAY F& FKRS A8 nystn A dodE FAAo) Yk

ol s} & F sl EHq ’d%’:‘ﬂﬂ FAAL 293 ARERTY SEBRY BEES
o148 E9o) AAHT sk ol HAH 2 (combined model) ol $EAE 5,

1) 7EHBEERAY 2o (inventory-theoretic model)

o] o]E& T HAGCI £ 2719 PARAANA sbF WA vehd o) Eo 2, Nk
HTHEEM T+ AHEMSEEER (liquidity management model or reserve management
model) So] HEH o2 oA FTYE AHLstx 9t} Tobin(1964), Porter (1961),
Frost(1971) 5¢ =rle] o) Yol &ate o], o] Be £HL o= “¢F"9 A EZy|
FE LAE dol F4/1Re HEA NS5 FHHE B o] AHot
TAZ Fag o, o
QD) ele® 29 Azol g Tudl 43E ol fE F4UFE AAGAS o) 2} risk neutral) 9




— 77—

APl A ]
H = 9% 3 9 449
(AgAA =) | (Mzoled =)
S4AAA Pyle, Chateau | Tobin
A &} Kane & Malkiel
Pringle
I I
(F%A =) (F3=d)
Ea9A4744 Sealey Shull
Az Elyasiani Klein
Monti
Sealey & Lindley
¥V i

Tobing] =%l 3¢ o] 2 59 ol 39 Py (defensive asset) = o] FZ9
K BB E (earning asset) & RH-5bc Aol HA v st Aot oA AE F87
TEZ 4AF Aoz AARHER, AF o £59 Yol A4 Bglhile FAE

= 59 FA4AAE AYsE Aol whAziA oo},

AFAA L FEE T ABEHSERRHRS eF e iz zAd g8 AL
THlE5Ee] 2AE St F g4 A A2 ¢ = RAKES HPlEfLe) 123
L2d A F JE £49 AHA BABEEAC Rl 4244 ALEnZo] A
A=olol ke Aoioh(e] RHl& His FRol dAs e Aol Eaelm, 49
AR Ee det o Fo] WA G ARL Fizz sz Adnh. 2 99

ARRLE o9 o) @A AL FED YA Q). Debq 2 pabo] o
Ffel A9 FAAAAY 53] we $ o] HPL VL A4S, TEEALE UAY
o

AAE 2V go) EAE 34, FI4Rg0l A AAHE 2o e 5 9
B4 Fol Aerde Rgse BUY WAL A HAF

Porter} Frosts] £ 94 #3243 Ao 50& Fud et 345199 21200
(Porters} ¢ 2453 % SURHFF Frostel A% 234392 ¢ Adste 228 Fo

3 9eHs Mol A A nge g2l

4

e

P

2474 7 A A & (quantity-setting model) = 7} A 51> o Zo)x},

(12) 22t Tobing TA FAdF o] 23 gsls A4E L a%oa FAA LA Belelns £ £ g
o, 7432 5 (rate-setting model)o] o}y 7 & Xr)aj}

(13) 2ot AAT o) &2 fiF18)E =,




2) fxiREEE = 9 (risk-averion model)

A48¢ 2HF ZTLEZH L AH 2L THALY HATeEFAL T 8= 4
T 4YH9 2 F75 o|Fx gl Kane & Malkiel(1965)9] d7F AF2=
Fried(1970), Pyle(1971), Pringle(1974), Hart & Jaffee(1974), Chateau(1982)9 T2
ole} A 3 Slet.

Kane & Malkiel® 71 &9 873 % 477 AP e AA3 nysA Xz
vtz Faetm, dEadd G FHo vt ARE AAY A4S AUAL 2A4Y Fdol
e P8R THARS] A2AAA Fag nggclel Hojok Ak FAPS. o F
of 5’4.7'5}‘3 A& gAFAA G A2 2oL TAL AAAA o4 € 2HY A
ZEARAAY L AN FE dobe AL AAFozA A5TF] AY A2 A
=HE A= & Aol ' '

Fried= &4 dzA4%84 (chance-constrainéd programming) & o] &3t 8734
EoEEe AYYTE Agstx ok w0 '

Pyleg 473t 2H2ANAZ A3 vs} o] F§7]3e] F719 ¥ (intermediation)
€ % 4 9 248 AEdHE T4 FTEARE FEAL2R T4 reEEHL
Bz 235z 4YAHE AT 2T o] &8 ARt FEAR AL
ol 471 AFez JYEEL A4 HE A5E AT A HES AR £ K
£ R (rate differential) 7} FF71REAY AR zA e Ao of&e .'3‘%71 o] 519
Hu9 42¢ 22 9o ATl E S EAAE FTHL AT Flk deposic)
St MES AHAA "ok AL FP3g

Pringle® 3 A AojA E£3AAG 0L Az A4 FHA%S] EAL(capitaho] &
88 AR5 4¢¢ e AL Lolx A F FAYE gudez A4HE A4E
ARt K2 ALY FAAAF YA S et BhALS =277 FAS Ak @t
£ Aol meld EASE EAWMEY 93224 AP T o ARSIk T
Bqlozs T3 AARLTZ AT 24 vl & W23 U4

(14) Fried 29 B4 94 79449 Idsiel AGzd A¥59 & F2 3ok Friede
G& zuEe] zeA &z JE 544 %(liquidity constraint) & =z stz gith FEA
FrAAYRAAL A FzAde] FEHoz FAA} AF FY 434440 od AHA +

. zojztz Wold HEO 9F ojstelE Al Felztth ° FEAIzAL A H{AFY =
7 (certainty equivalent) o2 W= ol HE T34 =Hch

(15) 23y} Pyle 20& ol EY 95407 EAstestel 4 43¢ 34 g= g+

(16) #2}A Pringled] =wlo] A %3 Exgs ZH Pl % risk-aversion modeld] ¥z
2 s 14




Chateaue gtHoz o] &= & AN ELF e o3 2] Y5 FHHL A
A% Zdelztz wRda H5 Y4 A@H AHol RedAY BARERSRCRE
(CAPM) & o] -83o2x 44 el B} oldtA F§73e] 5 248 4 g
ot AA 2 gl Chateans] Pl EATEEBRCHES o)L d2ANE o
g Kz gl & A4A38 A7 99 94 o FolAe4Ee AAstns
3H RREE T Y (liability management model)o]ch. |1t &89 o) Fof 7 SHAL
PR AEE oAES FAFTE AWl W Eo] Chateaus] Z & o =Tojale o
A2 (Dol 7 o= £A g Aol gk '

3) 5% (monopoly model)

o] ol &2 F871F0] Fddte AR BMedBol vt Bl R2BPr TP
ohizhe M4 FE71%d EA¥FI AP aded FHE o 393} (profit maximiza-
tion) 2he FP ol A HE E@dch o34 A A3 AT olALRH Yo FH I} op
the AR A, AR 2% FEAB SR Qe YIE ARl 492
EQ =24, Shull(1963), Klein(1971), Monti(1971), Sealey & Lindley(1977)8] &F7} &
#iyolt,

Shulle: F¢4740) LAAAel ohiet 54 F& FaA4 FHo) YA ARz
Z) A 35 Climenso] 9]t 4 5 5% i 2 BI{b 4 3% (multi-product, price-discriminating firm)
A ClEE FEI1R) AL TR HEL 4G shx ok 2o WY 8
BH A FEd wiet 2R AFel A AL AEsee o9& FustsiE: YES B
s glet.

Kleine] 23 ¢ 29 A 579 A4HES A%, SH), T 259 AREHES ¥
BRE)S 249 EFEES M F43E A, AfEHBe SARYH T KK
At Famidd 4 FE71el A AARAAZA FFoe, B Hesas
AEFFTAE et o) g Fssle BEpEe 2 1FHd, o FAcfA 2 TS
Bt AAFE] AFAL FA LBMEMS BEREE ¥4 ASAA D 0 Klein
8 292 AEAQ Sl ARALH FH Qo) goz TR AAYFL Az Yol
FEA R AFAFelt HEAFNA EHYE AN YobE AR YR gEdw g

(17) Klein =€9 F94€ 59 s 44745 ALzgd4e 2y + A (FTREER,
separation theorem}i= 791, fim-theoretic framework o] Al risk neutrals 1A & o 5
ofst Z& AAZ} g £ Y FoA FEA BT HEEE) ARAF A 48E $2
olgd Aol A5t} 22 k. HEA =% o2 Sealey(1985), O'hara(1983)°] %l t}.




I, §5A4, Aojula, B, xeEgoFA S & Ay L& zaiEA] gz gl

Montie] 2% Klein ®ua o) HiE, ARMBAA F§7130 SHAL A4 3
9z ARtz 2ud AAEATFARLE Aot FERe HRFE A4 L ¥
24% FAe) FH ek 2t o] BAAAE Ad4de Iostte FEYAE B
oo LAl AT § F A = F2 $YEE BEAA WA 4F¢ IAsAcE
7 EE dFH £99 ARLFAN 242 FASRHES S A BE (multi-
objective) & =& & ol 540]d}.

Sealey & Lindley: #7130l EdTol 9% TS 00|24 424 (portfolio-
theoretic approach) =} 7] ¢je] £4 AT (Airm-theoretic appronch) ol 4z g5} #L LF
g 9otz Aoz ARG Ak ARY A A4S @ EAL B0l FTYLETAR
FEd WA= de mhA Rz AT FA) ALE AEAL ¢ 2% QA
B 2R AAN ANRAALE RS A Lo THAUS] WA BHE
AAS Laed Rox Jw =g TR A4 v Ee] AR A A $AE
A sz ote Aotk webd ol E& AR FAG 2 AFE WU dz BA
S EHE A2 LRG ¥ AR 447 M EEAE BARo A FAARAY F
§A%9 952 495 s Aolch |

o5& WA FgAe BAL Ak (apita) s} HW(labo) S LEALS olAER
507 FA AR RMTHY B (oanable fund)o] 2z oh2, EHE KEHHEE (R
B, BE; o5 A% BAAVAAE Aoz Faxm Atk FATFE BA 4
Qe Wi 3o Y (ring functiom) 2 Aojetm Uk me el G BAL AES
o A AAAY AEFES £4AR] £ A 2h5R AT £ES LA E 2
ok, olsh BE A ASFE o v LS AYNT FHAEFEL ode FUHY
oz ARG o|EY B il FYLE4EE 24 FFY HAHEE 2D R
RUAS o d % HH(EA)S) Ao 285 E BRKAC Zobdt AolA ARG ol
b 2o At FYzA6) o4 Sealey & Lindleyst =23tz 9le $28 A8¢ e

2.
O AL EAY FEAB) AEE 4942 (earning asset)o] ] ] F(deposit)]
ohis. |
@ FRLERAAA BATB FY2A0 F4 AAE A
A5 MRS Ao $MO)e] Fobal e S8 ol AFAHE2




A& olrch

@ wWeta FYLEZA we TR AAe] Y (asset mix) T 444 AEFA Q
=] vh: o &9 -+4 (composition) 3} % (size) 7} A A <=},

@ @A EREA G4 E4AA) 0] EYFo)tE Kleing] AEL o] Eo] JAHS
5 Fdsle e A% A9sA ged.

4) #iAE =9 (combined model)

Zoef ool &4 APl Zeidtx Yt T2 H¥ AT =g &4 7]
ol &4 APl A Zeaz e AFEHAY, AEAYu L 5¢ S} %“8‘7]-‘&
9 Y& urh o & Agslmat 8t A £} Sealey(1980), Elyasiani(1983)¢} o8 o] 5
o1 Z ot : _

Sealeys] 2wl FRLmIHE (deposit market)o] F-§7|ge] EHH L A2 Yz HWHTH
(loan market) & FAH YA Ao 2 HEo|A FFAHoR AAsE Ao A &

%4 v] & (liquidity costs)=} 422} v} & (real resource costs)-2 & & w 2§79 ~d
B3& T st GHRRY ALATELS 245t 2otk = O 9Y39%9 HF
W24 YT AN 2A4 L vz @ APt AFo|AEAR e ¥
€ 9%E 2432 Q AYdAAAES ALG5E A AR AL FAZA
A F¢E FIAEAE $ART Ak A9 S 4 AL et 2 O 4
AAZALN TR AEFEE 9859420 A 2. @ $Y A5} o FolAE
Al vl A G gL FAA A g,

Sealeys} 24 & A FAALY FE7 A3 Go] Eel] AP MEHRS XA THoA9 o
TE FAGE g AdA Fol W E w dA, G2 2L Aol ul@E W
e A, dEA4L SAA4 ¢ 1A U 93AFe FHAABARE AR
TAE AAA g2 2, B4, FTH7H0] Fd 9P A AU el A TLA 2B
o] Aol et AA, FERY FHFr T A4 E%Jfﬂ-ﬂ?’ﬁ]’tﬂ"’“ #
& Aol gt
@4 Elyasianis S§713-¢ 343 A9 F9F, AL, 4F)3d JAEL 42
(P EEF5A 5 " A ENAY A F 5 check clearance output, %7]7] % : loans) aF& A 4
Y2 AFe AEANAZAY FE71e) AAYSA 1% AA==Z, = g4
T H3st ojd A YEIME Gotrz Yot o] w JAHFE §F B Fol AL
Aok 7ol AAYLAS] SAse] U&= AR A5 9939 F = (risk aversion) S} Y FA




4 u]-&(real resource cost) 57 FL& W42 FATT 9} _

Elyasiani 298] £8 AEE 2osd g5 2t 2A, dFolA-go dig FAE 4
s e 558 sl FAZ Q3 AL AY9ALY ulEe F24A7A Ak
vzl AL A FEABHAY AAR A A

Ze v ol AeTtA € AN A2 (system) ¢ FAAA FE Art2 B AojulaeF
8 AL G A so] mALAeE Fe A wEol Ad A A A o] ] & (check clearance
service) & S siAl o] £31A| slof RleA vEgd e 2HYch By FASEE
€AY 4%, AT g9 sl wEEHY SHste A9 il AdE
2 o Fet ol AL FAL dFTolAEH FEAR ToEEE e FHL& Fod
B Klein(1971)9] 3¢ whtste AolAwt 4985 E AH4an g @%d old 2
37b vgkehe A fdlok @k AAFPY 39 (o) Etﬂﬂ]/ﬂé ¥ dAAT7 0
Kleing] AE<] gtz & 5 ¢

A, 99894 %0) 75 APALLA 8L BT FEARREEL B o
WA ez FE Fe F47|20) o AR Aolets ol gAY AFTFEY | 4
47 %80E &9 33 A (multibank holding company)t} 4§33 A450] o B
s A € gleke A4 19704 e 833 At o]d) BE dFdeldoz

e AE 43¢ A5

19t & Elyasianio] 29 & F§7] 3] A Fate AFL v 24347508 & + &
© AdAA Aol 2"z Yz AR FAAFs nAAAg FEAR 2R
T WAE FIHT Yoh E ARAAAGH2AFE FAAY A A2 FF
7t Ed W o2 BUR §4YE 5 Ak 2y dITAFIY AR FAAYAF
22 7% id ARAAA NN 24 L FFAFYAFE A4 988 2AE AA%
A g2 gl =R o] mHoA o] &3t PARFY Yubdelt T4oe) Ao A

HES shFgEel A o] L&,

. ®le % 2*OEo| HWRSA

ASAA FEARY AdRAclG B 4 Q& TR 2Y2AS o8 Axz T4
ARG ER o)A 22 AARNA A= Ly F4rdd 34 B¢ A=
AND AgEgAedoz: Adul S, JLETY Fol AAHZ gt 5L FRA




FH71%Y EYZAE AFsor B FAE QAT o}F o &3 FHo| shyepA o F
ola A& ok W AFBYALUSG HEz A9l Y 2 TS £
€ A9t ARE Ak 2y J1E8 A7 F4 ‘SR ezAY g8 AE
H4 2Y2AE 440z At 8¢ BHAAE <& A5 FEAD & AA
el A s 9ge FArResd Bk oidz wFAsRozA AdAEAA
(payment mechanism)¢] A o]zt 445 gote g FAYL 5 gk Wy A2A
A AZolde 2UE P nAdA 2I2AE A9Ak @ Aol

AZAA & FEARA G0l 2L L EE Q0] 24 2 (portfolio-theoretic approach)
7 7)ol &4 2§ (frm-theoretic approach) 2 2 WH ¢ 4 g7 AAE YUY L =
Dol A B mAST g ubd, dlFolv &Gl RAAY A Gl AHs2
9= wetA 4% A (quantity-setting) Zlo]r] =l Fo] AXEA Hagy AL AR
A4E 29% Aot el domz §¥4¥A 2 gt = T80
5o ot LAY wAHA g2 Aok

g, olelq TEEH o4 ATHY EAAL AAsr] 4% A=st AGelEH A
2Hez, 279 @7 F2 2HAAYAEH L@ EAL L, FEIIDEE 2
datel FAAH L& dEFAeNg FTEoIRe) A5 BAse ok =g, 234
2 nestd 9¥3789 Aol Ed FaPe Ande 4t 477 dov off BF
=g 2ol AASx YAE gt Wt FEABAGEYY ALe ol FE moh
FAHQ A4 FEAe] FHE Agdsok & Aok

FEARER 2o THARA GO 2L CEHBR, BER KTEER 59 d74
sol Fol EHAA HAGT Yot obF ol gA Aol ¥y A Bz ¥ F
Sieh. zelv &0l #4919 ol 23tst A Bt Be ZTEAY TAE HPAA 97
sl xHo] ey Ao},

A, SRMMC Te Y499 Reks G2 Ao dErlY AN (SHEMY BR
, EH BEH, SRR 2N HAKS EHEXS SENE 5)

EA, & FANY I3 9L nAG A FTRADY YN Y HEE YA
¥ ALY FAG 4R A%l XBEHRY YIS QRS WEd o
FEREE, ARPE A9 Aol B3R5t o X (LBMMS BEZE NE

AR, TBTREEROZA WHFGE U 4 SHMIMESEY] 58 oJ9A =
LHE AArte] MBI ARE, agency or delegation problem)




ttAte 2, FE FEAREL R/ L & AAE 2 A A G2 42
o) Sg71%e FeiAq A5 A9A Xz Avhe A¢ =AY A BN &1
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