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Prot(approach) & EASA dhgivh. = ¢H Fo RS sb punsl iy B3R
oot MER EEE AESHE BANERY 9std EEH (marketing or distribution
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@%ﬁ(distribution costs or marketing costs)k [mlo}#| & Jo| F3le EEE Yvldte A
o]e] Sif (manufacturing)e] Eahe SUERES Hiydhe #aolth. XE MFhob =B HeE
FISE% B4 (The Definition Committee of the American Marketing Associatioh)cﬂ A e “Talo}
Aol EEENA BRE TS HAE o 2o AN M T AR £5 BB
Bt RS ‘Elﬁ"?}% Aol gz T Yot © o) &7 [eholAl B iEBh Bywwat

' RES B8t 20 o] ek e B RES] AR A2 FE 2

el Beoz #{ky o 72 LA E FEST BERA AP Aot EF¥ERS
WLE A FERER(S(non-manufacturing costs) « —fREHL Eﬁﬁﬁ(general administrative
and selling costs) « HARSE{E (period costs) » @& %% (business or commercial costs) - IREE
(sales costs)F A 7bA] AL A4 QAR o) B BERMHHS U ek AL
24 s wehd BEREE AE AA4T F dE 2L o ‘

dubd o 2 WEREE BTHEAY g e HES s 2L MERENAEES
2 e Romd Metont |

MALTAH| B = _’g%”% ....................................................... @

oz vebd ¢ Yo 2R¢ BEET SEEES FRERES BRRE T8 EE M

FIE=RHE - (BSSEE+ BRI E BHE 5+ 93 ORL 34

mrosripm= TS R GHRELERID ... ®

o BRE e BEY + do. 22idd QX JEREST #XRY BHETY 34
£ MEATS WEd g3t At 4o 29 ORNE BREMES Wittt £
ol = BUEREGT Bk 202 BRREHYT A2 & Bk ote WEY Qo o
SEERES BRERE BRA7Ie 2L o HEGHEARFGZES @RA71e ERER]

(1) American Marketing Assocation, “Report of the Definition Committee,” 1948,

Yo a8 et s ) e R ek S s e e el T
A8 ke et il LN, Tl it U st R S T

e R e

R .




— 156 —

Hrhm S A AR Ad ENEY e ohlAE S48 MBAHAIA 8
A W 2o o|dE B RRAyal A9 shebel E31 Aol oh Hew RE HB
| RE 7 BEGE ot BEE FERE St SE g0 d7d REGTY Bres
K Y RRIGERS ERRE ARG 7 T il MEARAES BiY
A Bort AN olHE WAL BHMES M N7 FETES BRE FRE Al
A% BANASS ETY Aot zd=z WAEY BEE A BEReE WA
B - BER——o N BR 2Ad A4 dum T 4 9o Ao BERE
oo miEs sEe BAS WA ddsl mHIES BAE HNT ¢ dE BRE WE
Sk e mEEDe fAs JrE Y BERE BSd MERRIA o3
A8 Sae JEA7 L B BEEHE HHAE Aoz welet ¥ AelH, @
o ol (MEREFBEIE AR HED HEWRTON KA BE 3
R edca wokok @ Aolt. MEERS BREHS WEmozt EASH 94
& KA WA o%S HHEEE LHIE KoY BEAAE WEE A9 ¥ F
Ge BAG 98 Bk ohlz B4 [ehelrlwl Bt dee ol felde BEE

Bhol % IE{EES BiRE A GS WEEHS Y& T YornE WEREe KHE
o By HMIFS ol FfFstedol sel w¥e] REHE 59 BRBRUEL [rhebld)
REN A A 2o) RBAE o] oF & Zelwh

[. ERpsrel Bt O W%

25 Iololslv] e S%gr o SM%sx K AE(Committee on Distribution Costs and
Efficiency, AMA)e| Al = B84 Aot &t o) EHt2 Job. “BERINC
B g0 BEEED S HAstYn A43te Hros HEIE 2 HRE REBTWET X
AR SRl A EEY WHE P SR&S HEstE Aeld. THR ez Bk &
o) mEe] BRSBTS FiTehed o3te FEE BESAY, B =t HRE BEEE K
HENSO) £ EHEH I BES AES HENA W o & HERRT BHETRED
R irke) vl BB Sl5ta] AgstE shiel gl v, W o] EHE HRste
Aot BEBSHNE 4 L #HEC] dvke Aol wHA Al F “HEY BE
BEE S AR A7ee Ao 4EUdEd g4 #REHEAES HEUHE

! (2) Committee on Distribution Costs and Efficiency, AMA, “the Values and Uses of Distribution
costs,” 1959,
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AL BERY HHE(reclassification) 3 9| 7|3t A=, HAsdx 4=l H¥EL &
BEMA EET Acloiol Sun e BEANC uie] HAY BENHE B2
o & Ao|oh. thg “BERES EECUHE EEET HHAE Y MAGS sl A7
e RE BRESNS BEBEDS St 2AR T HEEEE MR A 8
ERE HRY ZHGARS T3 A7 Tt Yot 5 % GRS ol &
Wi BRI MFES e HRez std BAHEES HEdtz AL £o5%
Emgtezs So%d A HERY KHHES WY 4 Y. 2@z RERET X
HIgRZ e A E RS BT BEHEC Y BB 24 REY & = B2
HEE Bt n BEY A4 BEERS WEEe 2o2A oY Hlhie o ste
vl 24 BT B¥EAEC REse BEeA B35 Adl=] ohdx], wek B Ao o}
Hzbd od e HiEer ®IESE Aol AT AR, 222 2 g w3l A2
& = 97 Po. BEBSI HFEE) BME EAUTAY BEESY KT TR
+ RERT G SEARe A Edted £ #ES foE AL olR 9 Ao
o, BREENFC) St HEEMW oldlt AL BERHWS BRI LR
MRS BES sAel Aok A& 2 »

9 g O3 BERANE BERY BHES HKE NEo R 8= Aold, —
frrge 2 FRSTE A7she HEHRS o s b BRENFE HEEIDW, Bk
gt 2 FEHBEAHSFZ ABIE 5 9

P Bl #7 (natural distribution cost analysis)-2 E{EIHEY HHE =t HHY BREI=E,

A ekl ZER RIRH MERAE SoE REKE U SXERE HNte ez

A BEROTS H1RE Bikeldh. ol HERS guEM HERle s s WY
HE MHEY 7 gor =3 MetolA AR QoA MR D JEAERY BB PIES W
IR BES BifEs B §leh. BRI T (functional distribution cost analysis)-&
B oF & BEE v MEEEHNE, A EER KER RER SoE RAKE 2
BERE o8 BEBASNY £ 2199 BRRI T [elolAl Y Bk %] %ol

W HEYel w2 & Aolst A BEBANE YA WA a3t 2L L

St B @
© EHAEREAE. (direct selling)
@ EE ¥ HRE{E#MEE. (advertising and sales promotion)

(8) J.B. Heckert & R.B. Miner, Distribution Costs, 1953, p. 18,
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- @ Ez#EE. (transportation)

A% o) EiRiEE. (warehousing and handling)

® HLEE 2 ELWEE. (credit and collection)
" @ BEEHHEE. (distribution finance)

@ 71ete) EREIBEE. (general distribution activities) |

2 HEEAE 08 RAE M= BB BAsH genz o A
ol BEEESI WA B Wete A MBTEE ¥ dast geh oy Al R
Fft 5% (expence distribution sheet) & A}-8-3t+ 2 | s8] sheh. EHES IS (distribution
cost analysis by business segment)2 Fikiye] BEBROIS HREEA BEFES BHLK
we RSO RN Y ER gupd B BAE MERSAY 2 BEL BEY T4
& kel ok BRRE AR Aolc BRRS SE S AT B
Loz v oS3t o] RRE F o

SEHR AR
@ BEEENSSE— BEEENST
@ BEERAE———WEERISH

® EBESHSE—EBERSFIDH

pEEh wpel] o)bw ASEg ML WERIOF-BEENI - EBES PO BiRE B
) ﬂﬁﬁ BEEsY REAL HET 4 o1} o i BoHEIoEE “REMEY X
A - R 4 glon] BEEAC) R 2BHE 48 ERE 5 UeRE 2
EmS R dost . & 3% 2L HFHRE AFHES EELR 3 BER
o%0 B 2 BRSO LR SNBSS Eo s ¥ BEELWC L.adive A
o}, o] B gt BEeBHEHHE BHEISHlI B etk @ :

HERSFe s KAESH KREAW 28z RELSHE £ 5 4% KEHEIF
(profitability analysis)& fE{ES] HAE == LBHESHS Ml k&S HEse Aol
o RGO sl RS KARIEA BEs D = REESC YAD AL, old
o obe] REHES MIEY FoT BEE HET T UF At BEESY RERBE R
He Bost 90 o BHS N5d S5 E Aol REAielimination analysis)e] o
au3 o4 B = BHESS BEdbd deld 2AE 9 BE =x BAY R
ik AQrste BE, AZ BAY Best Bod 43 BEE S dadAe Aol K

) % 5 TREREBAN] & 4 v o Fit, WA 37, p. 256.
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B #i (substitution analysis)o] v}, Zef o] o o5t BEBIT BRI Wahe] A
8 ot AR okskm wix] Bkirarst REOHFe ehe Fiagddel W@ W=gdoh 29
O BRESC HElREd R TNe WS BARBIDTE b=l Epsia
5 23Y 25 HRez o1 god olyy 2ol e

RRFIDH BEMBsHe =e FEERS) % WAL 4 9 AL 24 HAEHy
Ak B & 4 gvh 2R ) BRI MRLKY B HET S
DB A HARE ik BEY HHiAH%ES et g ol A& BAY HHH
BRoll Hsle] WEsHY S Hrkel et B & A& slolel BATBAERI S Cunit functional
analysis method) R (B 3 473 (standard cost analysis method) ZEERGH& 1 (“Department
of Commerce” method) HRZER 1 (contribution margin method) BB RS S D
(related product and customer cost analysis method) 7] 2}8] HBHS L& o 7]e) 43,

B. ®#Ro| HiF%5:%

1. MRS

1D MRASH

AL Bl ARl FIAE HYHE Bt BRBILENZ S oo
THEE b bt EHel7 S, AREEENY BHENGA 292 AFHE
HRABIRENE P MEEEENS N4dAE BRS A4 9o,

HERASH By BHTME Zsd o2 9o,

O Rl el YA BARHEL HRAZ HEReh o) o Haoholol & g
RARE A& 5I@s chgsh 2o, ©

@ EFY REREA A4t A3 Wy HEOZ HEed MibEe fuol
HF ARA FES Sedol gop.

b BN S A inet e Tasd 98 MhES SERESE 28
¢ HEFz ¢ + g

© UF QT2 YA MR 29 9 4 9 WEAL HEY HEA S9ro s
Bis}ol of g,
@ WLt WRORGCIAY 18 1 EIRY RRRRE W,
© MUIBRRS WL AN W, F—0) oRe) X 2o Bt

(5) H.F. Teggart, Distribution Cost Accounting for Wholesaling, 1939,
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@) MRS | '

RRAARHS Ty BIEE RERIAHCIS. BEASRE SWRANAHY WA
u o MBI S MRS LRSS meE e el ok ¥ 24 Bl
G & 9o Ao BRBEe S MRS REE 7 Eaampe At 4A8%e 3
o7 Gonz BRSNS FHEAHAF Wepfse o 24 B ole 220l
gmes HHSE A o3 HEBEd 24 FRAA At

WEAa e & gol EhEE @

@ HEE W 0 mEEEe A3

@ QoA BEAE et @S RRREAE HEL

® wiee] FHEEe WEs que RRHEE BETT

s A Gervice wit® B3l Astel S WIFE Zstel MEdtelof o
5, R BEBEZA et e AL T TS m

a2, ABSE DA Qe MRV, SRV WAL
b, Pt WEHEES FHAS, BOERRS W, RN R B ioze) B
. p R[S EN, RRIBERAS FIERN, (LR
4, RSN, PRAFERD, AT
. p R AT EAR e BEEL, ZARER A%dAAE BR
s W, EXIRR QAT FMEE, B EX RREN
. mERERe-BRRY MERE e R-Ees ERast.

o BREAH T Rige--HEY = BREE W AR
b, EREER---EET R MEskE BRIk LAl RS MR =€ BEE
S BAY BRE HHe = AT
Uthe) MERRE RS KEEE hrol MEEERRE wrEge.
® FEEE EES.
®) WBEST
oA e BEEES AWM Bt RWHE BERE Heshn ol AL RHMAIEA

gmelel MERAGS WESE Aotk EBESE Wi TR BE RRERE EX

~(6) R.B. Miner, «Distribution Costs”® (R. Wixon; Accountants Hand book. 1956, pp. 24~26).
(7) Advisory Committee on Cost Justification, Report of the Federal Trade Commission, 1956,
Appendix I, C. . o
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B BRAS A8 Aol gow ClEMH SR g Wtk wlel o SHBHE g
A3 YAon. Yerdoz gan 2ol Eigg o ®

O Y D BWEES P ,

@ AR Y Y el BREE BEHER(direct expense)s] [ (indirect
expense) = )%},

@ MERER ®HEY W RS Wy,

@ BED ERLES EEo

© EEERERC 2 BRI SFhxs Aot oo A4 mate o g A ]
#:-% Heckert iholal g,

2. BRISIR

(1) BB

lAE AT AR E BEER EBEI Bl A4 ey BEEBI O %
BENGHE s8] P s 3 e WA HES Stz st ALgslr) e
et Bi%S) —fl2E Heckert #o] 90 BE Al EEHBHLES 5 - e
Heckert 28] & fisgg violzt o, REFH A g4 CH, Sevin & g5}
TS EAY BHEE sigde g @

@ B TIRES 3% (separable expense) = = HEEXHE Wksd Bx = ol &
£ BBy '

@ HEBHEH (common expense) wi= MERREE BTy o Es BR
kids

©® EEEIMIE) BEEHS FEes] A BHKE BHI o) mke) iR #
EY.

THREAEERNY BEEh Sews PR 23} BRIE Sy (segment of sales)
°l FAT Ba¢ WED. : :

© SERMEEH BRES) AT B4 (@ BMO Emmes) wwiiE B
WD WA 2 REEm N Epeel °F 3 HRMET BRRWHL i

© MFESEC HEEER WL BiE 2= 9 BRES BRs & 2 bl
BRERBAA) AHES 2981: Ao o 2349 HEERESS BENY ko

(8) ].B. Heckert and R.B. Miner, Distribution Costs, 1953, p. 24, .
(9) C.H. Sevin, How Manufacturers Reduce  Their Distribution Costs, (FEi " B TRRme m
#J p. 85.) :
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SERBERE 25 HRISEEE, BRLE AT ERES A EERE
o} M gnRe KT A EEEERE #R EEmEs s MRt A
Biaie Werste MEes & Eao W B#= EPENS RHERENA B
g EAMEY BRIE Aolth. WHES FHARE ERs ehes A

Heckert 353t SEMSN# %
a. Herkert 300 2|8 Hrlit HHFel HEk

- ~ T
el = Al sy
T i Al
i ﬁ / /’ ,’, ‘,—/",' - ’ % = iy ﬁ
Lo # ’ Hal
iy L Blt— 'N\N B |l -
* % ' g | VAR ;
e e i e i T e = Bl e -
” , |l AR <o T
" & — &
w3
b. MEEHKHN ot wEE HiRel Fik
= " | B [EERR Hal
| % % F|
RR®r % ® _
A —
» g
" #®
£®
(2) MEMT ,

Ae KBNS BB S WERE == ZBEA Aot A F2HEE
,tasl & Aolw. KEESS RERTE, BHH2 T Mt == EHED 2T RBE
o M T Aol B T AT EMEIAE RIS RS MEE LEE
o2A pEet 2dH AAET &) ®, dlAd el EEEA FEL A
= 2 FARE —# BFEL A4, A1 RPEDE prastd 27t Ml
g7 mpEsel Kot AE A4, =€ AU RPEAE %ishal RS BERE
Qg HASE A FAAE U= HHE A2 REAHE AL st g
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(3) KES#

REMANAE RESFE B 9 W He ERFEERRE LEHES WP
Aol Az B8 REMNET BERE HEUT. o 4 A2 MRT RLEAE]
A2 HEA S BERE L@ & Aol ABSE Aol AR KB A%
At EHTRELE MEke] MiEE Aolme FHG Aot zeu AZe EBE
D& WARE AfolE Mo 40 WYL S 4 Fonm EHM KELE
mete WMEA A5 welel oL WTe| MEIMY He BES ok & Aol

V. MFIZAHL RMEESHE

1 MRS AR M

RURRSE ulo} ko] EBEAHAFE HA & £46) 93] dote] Ao,

O L RBEHFIZ RHAEN A RINEEE 2hrslo] IR (sales gross margin)
< B,

@ BERE EHEBESI WEIA EER HUEE D mERs Aot

@ HEBESY MARNA HERET TR HER HREY AL T

@ HUERST SEYEH RS BINERERKES] FIf(profit after semi-indirect
costs) & HEIESZ Bk

© HIT MREMOZ MERE AXHENY ARSI HEHERIREY FRdA
MERARES Sk KHEBESY MAAS HHD

298 QA4 FAHE AL BERY EREES HFEMel. oA Ry vl
ol FEBEAS MAZNA 2] BB T EES RS MAAS EHIE B
CiRel glem, m HEY EBESS MRS MHEBESY S9s BRY BRed
<+ #hdle 2 FHES EES HELE B U 259 RES BRd 5%
BESS MRES miHse s ste A& k& WORIGH:(net-profit approach) =i 2
#P B Cfull cost approach)e] ohx 3w, —e) FUEDS MRSl BERBEAY HRt
EHT WIMSHE fe] Kk RMEA contribution margin approach) i — E(E
M:(partial cost approach)el etz ghvh. EMEGEE §lolA MAENA BRI SRR
#% specific costs 2k ot HMERLES hLEEE T8t} specific costs 9] o]
ML 2 A Fedln EERE, BRRY, GOTERE, DRTERE RATERRS
of Hystz ot o}x dwtd oz WiEy BME 9uAd 2. 2 ol- FERS 45
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ke Sl EMGERS) AHe] fEEAsS GuhA 2 HRe AR HEY Aeith
2. WHARD RBEEHC BE |

%E EESHLRANAE WRAES AL SE Bl 4o oed 5 EEL
= B geh 00 |

D REEEEE AELBY MASEES AEaed s MERRE REESE AT
E A At EEARS A5 S0 eRaMel RED AEEE 5 2E FET
BRG £o MAES = FTEE ASESS A48 D0

@ 4% Wi Yot 2E MW MK 74w Rl KR4 gonz 2%
mY ARES Tdsl 9o REE MEad OEEEXE ZE RAL Mk i
£ Ae BHT $EA G ~
BRI Sad) A4t & WA BEE ERNT M AR A5

MZse B A% 2 ohde ERM RES RN Aoz gadess AW

AWHE A0 S5 MEBESY KEFE A—EBELY BREAE =t @
| EE IR 59 HEgo s AEUESS BN RE £t A 3T 5
SUh olW MAAMS FMOZ ¢ 3o 17, FMRES REE, HEY RYNRE
EEREY R D ESERESS totdl = SRS A Aol AYw Aol
R RME o5t Yol B 4 4ok
O MEREURS HESS] okl BMeA b 9 B obid MEste] BRGKE
W) Rz Lol 259 AWE AT Ak
® H5e) EWES VY QBEEE] BERE] 992 At BHEIHRES
JHE PAA St FHERAVEEL EHY R EREREY 9407 fol5H Dot
@ BHAZS $HOL A7 B2 = 2 KR doldE WEE BEREE 449 4
sted T80 Ak |
2elme s B I BL HERES A4T REABENS RERKE 4
FdAE EMEAL] YT Heldh
MRLAS RBESEE A7 Mot 2& BNE Az genz AREKS MR
Culdel ok AU AL K@l T Aclth 22 A4 b WABET R

(10) NACA Research Series, No. 19, Assignment of Non- manufacturing Costs for Managerial

Dicision, (T §§ SIERMENH] HA LXK, MM 334, p. 9. )
(11) Ling, MacFarland & Schiff, Cost Accounting, 1953, p. 525.
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s

WERZHS A BEM S —MF R &k (combined contribution margin and net-profit
approach) & A1-g:3te] MEME FBYFE 91}, |
& B

BEREH 3 97, 19244 HERESHTHE 55 M2FAR A ‘?ﬁi A E
BRYYE #RE vz g WET A& $H2 99 K@) GBS EEsl %
EREHAS A T4 BRRAHMGS WME Tk 222 RESH Ao Bo] T
A28 BB, 282 BHR delAw B oA FENEEY RBY hpme
BB 7= Hmslel @mete o) 55 ERENAE F=nl< « s 2ol ) (EREE ISk
IEEEA o) o) dte] RO 2 BRBAH HElH o el s Aun BEREHHR
& MAsE g

o2 BEBANA GG 7= BRBOTER A8 2R Fs fﬂ‘fﬁ&fiﬁﬁéfﬁ
Ple 28 BERIET il o)A BERDN 24, ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂf-‘ﬂr'ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂq bz
ERiF 3 —mho] AT, HelrbAl f¥el 2499 KB HEHE T WBEE Ay
AT7F ol Fe] Aok & Ao, ‘

REERE 5E 229 5 B&E7T dezle) ohix FEE Filo o mEhe ogm
Shevl AEmER mEs o BRES FHE GHHRNo2AS Hufiv g [opola]y |
of 3 3% MEEe) mRy TBROZA, & §HY —FTRe A, REEHE B K8
(drafting management)s) 4] RlEERY 8 (scientific rﬁanagement)?_i WA 2718 = R
ERe g3ted 2 wHEA 98 Ao

(12) National Association of Cost Accountants, HACA Year Book, 1924, pp. 276~295,

(13) T=yle e | EEZEEEL FRoz: M1914 42 10 B 15 o] Z®WY TRER 5
W, B5 2 Y BmEHKS FEibdte BTERE BEds 49 e seEe BEY &
%] (An Act to amend section 2 of the Act entitled “An Act to supplemement existing laws
against unlawful restraints and monopolies, and for other purpose”)ol #a Y goairt. o )
ERE 349 Eke Yoz oo #Es Ze= 2 #vs}t §&= Patman Bill & 1935 % 6
A 11 B TFigel, Robinson Bill.2 19354 6 B 26 0 L) R Q3 WL 19364 3
A 4 Hel m##3 Barah-Van Nuys Bill & FiRlfE 2 Yol 19364 6 19 Holl B,
o B Ty ;

o & s 248 (FRe] TA8%E Ao Ay =x e HEEZRY 24

e Sl A g w Ko WO 45 EBe e WAL ZRseE A-g Bk
3 A=, 2y mg E28(a) E2EL TRKY BHEEL EHEME MAEINA K
Ee RASE HYE WA HEel 9B A Fol el MEER AR B HER
ZHE EES ZRT EAEE Heto A @RNY ged, 2 o] 250452 Fisel
Ha g e GRS (cost provision) -5 Bastsl =, (1) 2880 NAER == R
Ol Efé WMIES] B A%, (@ FEER 2Ad 3¢ BRAEE =& B & <)
ZERe A AL,






