BENGE S BE o AT %

L A
= x>

I. E ] 2. AW BATAAY FRIE

O. ®#e] @M & V. FIZERES] WER Bk

1. Rz xHE 1. MERES] BEN W&

2. Mz #SW AW 2. REARRES] FRER
m. FIEEBES &H V. & E

1. E&E RRNE

I. ¥ E ]

o] 2as sHe oEde @EHBMELS WEHWRY AAN MAY Ya4ds HEAsT U
o 2 dubd ol SEESS Bk S48 Mb, [ATuolA 1o B, SEAM U B
e Kk, MESY 8BS 5 & 4 duvl, ol Bl a4 LEL FHY o
FEWRES HEM FEERS &% Bl A+ Aol 2322 WitMRY H/Bke
Mo o BEEMY BH A4t FHRBY Jue] = wERERY BB U
¢ Aotk LEFSL GH®e hOMEL EEYL g#£F hAn yod, 53 ER #t
B> SEAES 402 ¢ 29 G WEMEZ LY 2usted, BREY B o257
A ok A YA BAS AT Yok D ol AEFBY EEMH udo] 2o, &
e At MAE fete] RERS T M2 KK ol L£YHD U+ Aotk

A WSS B2 BRESH KBRS LEFS THel AlEd s #EAEd 2

< 5ol 38 Mk H@oT Yopstrh WYL |+ “HHERS #£5+ AEPESIA
zus|olol Aek” V1 sta Yok 28R RE AREC] AESIL e wke ok AT, o
1) FiEks, BAKHER (A2 1 8m30t, 1974), p.142

2) G.Edward Philips, “ The Accretion Concept of Income, * The Accounting Revi
-ew, Jan, 1963, p. 14.
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kel o AR REL “RE 1945 IUS KOMESA gEEEY Y 3o
& A" Y% geplivked BHe 80 Hu Yk o2 .v_oqu o[} FBEAES M
EELE A8 RAS Molell olxe B Xl 98l & 4 AUk, #52 [ FASB | &

“MBWE dAY £ FIRS MTEH 1 MRER —lou zﬂw = RS el  wg
el ek ” Y0 sted, FMIBRES EEH dY BHEIS TOIH AENE BUS A
FA sk gek olefzte] 2B AbA] Flmel AEL Fojolw o wA FAL T o o
T B Yol Agsolen Qb Aol

x Prseel B9 RXEFIGS EHMl 5o GRS (income determination) Do ujgt
FEAS BWEWHRE stodete]l GRS kBT AL B EES vhHstEd Yo, o
elg HEMGRS Fosked Yo FiES) Ean THY FRHIEe B oldsten 4 Bm
7b Alzbslofok dhetm Eeh Flzme AN Tl A Y A, MBS Hen AR, EF
BHEe BAMES obFH, HHRO Bl A IS AEY FES SdTo iy R =%
ot QI BHEAE Fe ek old A BRI A (BN FE BIEHiE A 9t
BRET ded oz 3" £k Aotk oz FBY Haw wHS ke RS
ys 171 kel FHRAOQL HRBEG ofste] A Ao MEMRE Tolun FARES EHE
%5 RSt A} ghet,

U, Fige #ieny €8

“EERIBBEER oy PR AR A wrb. 7 V= HFAY 2o RmES HHol
Hol %1 £ B&EIL N oo Bigoletn € 4 Urh. V#el A 7adoz @@=l
shebzbel, HFES] @H BRYE FSHZ) Sk FAHl FEol He 2 QISR g B
3 B BLER T o8 e

LEd BXL F B LENNBY FENFREEL oiwd 2o, dudcl gIEME

3) M, Mconitz and L.H, Jordan, Accounting: An Aralysis of Its Problems, Vol.l
(Revised ed., Holt, Rinehart & Winston, 1963), p.121.

4) AICPA Professional Standards, Vol.3, FASB Statement of Financial Account
-ing Concepts No.l, “Objectives of Financial Reporting by Business Enterpr
-ices, ” Par. 1210.43.

5) A7l 4 FiEBREL Ffizke] EH AFELT THESA 2 HBEMEFRC THE - Yz #
Akt

6) Eldon S.Hendriksen, Accounting Theory, 4th. ed., (Homewood: Richard D. Irwin,
Inc.,1982), p.137.
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150 €8 BREREN AL HRE RS Y dotn BHED vk ogrlel 4 HiE
HEHNLE —#BF} HABMS A GFHE T2 HROE BNt £ 4 Uk FR
Boe B—HEo2 Rutk obda 802 Bt ste £33 1 BRI Mo et
detd 4 ok o)A 2 @AtERYY AEC A A Sl abel 2] eld Aog voAct, FF
AR Flgel —fy o AEB HEd4 Lobd B—-f&e 2 Y4 £ IS Aold, BHE
BEYel «teb 47 ohg FggasoR slotsicta ZTH ASESCR 44 5 Yt Ae
tho olebe] o3 BEEA s FAH L Uv FAXFEE o @IHEEANAH 2L Tug
dla gleh

whebA Flade] wXEryl molA Fige BLEs €& A87kx Bl 8 figdn e
R S8 A s Fo24, Bof T A FIRASHIE Bikel it =R
7t 2ot Bols A Aolct

—_—

1. Fl@el A&

Fliagel KH AT mBc T2 £HBESY GtBET) o o e s o] Fof
A skrh Bl Flgel FEC it #HS MEBESCl XS sk 4 Fol ¥ 4 9ok

[otd-smja |, [obd], TRA D, [dlelz), (37, [sld ], T84 59
S BE el sk, “EAET RETe] del 7, “Y4% HEE ¢ B 587, “Fxk
o BA 2 #FT, “Hwe £, Ff, T2 MiEe mnmss HmEoR g Egsln sk
58 [ 54,9 @&l ofskd “oid EASY FIFS AR H—3 E#H (well-offness )5
sk 1 HEokel HEY 4 Yt BAET Y st Yok GEem flge duao
B [ YL o B&ES HAste] R B0 /S MfFsHA BEEo 798 + de &K
B2 didxich 5 KEHRH AL Ko BEXS fifrtHi A HEY ¢+ dv EAEZY B
FHEFFT GO AT Ao = X3 e Aolvh. 2y FIFS FEE vny 245 7488
St Ut [ R4 & 29 EH “&FH Fge] FE” Vel B Fide e Hae g %
Fayel EBel o3 FeAdd s12E vtEsiE R A=k 2e 538 Figolopdr  RE
SR A P R wElS ot FEEA dFY KEaitRe] g8 Baste 7

7Y HES, RIS AE BFE CGEFEN R KN FlRe R&E ooz ), (4
LK, B\LAX, 1980)

8) J.R.Hicks, Value and Capital : An Inquiry into some Fundamental Principles
of Economic Theorv ( 2nd ed :Oxford : The Clarendon Press, 1950), p.172.

9) Irving Fisher, The Macmillan Co,, 1930)
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249 RBL £EERXS %5 % 2 FAD Bey KEERALl ERMES A Fstast st
gich

FR4 J& FgS OB, £E, ted, BRlA LEN A WENE KEfe=
ARGl FiEel XHES TSRS LEOFEE AHY 7359 FAdA E8H A
2 Mo} ol AMY BRS TFo® RAdrh WA €M o M= 4 FEet Ak
o MIAS T KB MEES MK AHA dojxle Mgz YAY/E TT el
A& 2Fo2 waety Yok 2331 Had B4 £ HEFRe BES R%E MME
T Ao Z MY Ao BABFRC Sv £BM K¥HoE IAH e FAfes f¥
A BEE 53 dolal KEKBAA 2o =& KERAT EXT A 22 E&L Ao

ol 23t Ml 7bx] FIREEE 72l AMFLLZ Hof Fige £EHA 714 77k A2 LEN
Figes £ 4 0o, K% it @AY Bl 4 2 SH Qs WEFIR] FHEd 7t
Z 7ibg ez Ha gk whebd A7k FSEEHS WERS £E6 olddezyd, o
7Ha gl ¥ REFIE&S Xk fAsH HAEY 5+ U-E Aelw, A4 Fi@ael o4
KRBt MMz RERMBES &SI L T A delvde =38 9T & Udt
Aol et

2. Figel @8 78

o ol 7t FIRAIEHES 27 ol & deibxl BHE S8 FEEc.  28n o Bl
4 FIRESS 2 thiol =ebd bk HESE 4EY + Atk

A FiRe] FENA An 2wkl Zol, [HME=Fe j& (R4 (Y EA8 FSHESS
OEMFR, REAS KEA8cs Amsn drh =T (2Y1) Do 4e go] XA
FISE &l 4 XAH CEFSHS, T CEABES, REY FAES o2 o7
LR BELS o sl EMAYL AT o+ Uch

REA BEHE D ¢ A: KX SEFES WS £HAFIE (subjective in-
come ), WHITHE E& HHEFIA (realizable or market income), ®H & E£XF& (real
- ized or transaction income)o| Ur}. W TMMFSL MAY TEM MHEN T Fao|
o, RES T MES 1 BRA JdolAs MEKAS Bifficct = BN & F B

10) N, M. Bedford, Income Determination Theory: An Accounting Framework, ( Read
-ing Co., Inc., 1965), p.48.
11) Ibid ., p.24
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BEAG Ao Ny FE 5

Cadl ) Mg R 48

&5 FRES
LEH FIR RRF2 5 FiG
| ]—> BAFIR (_—JJ},
e T > £ CRFIBRBE <«
|
v v v
EBFIA RATEFR REFIR
[ | I
NS
RIER CRFIBES
y N v
RS BRASE H AR
BATHIG B IR
BAFIa BB —
aEfR KW FIR -]
SEFIZ MR <
— IRES FISHES
B AR AR EBBFR £ fb

o] Ay fHifE<] WL wl, ol HATAYol Y ZEkAY (before the fact or after the fact)
ol orlz FHEE 5 dod JdshA] FUn HE ERF Adslzs Y £ 4+ 3
of. WRTEFZS 7 A BEHRES MES #bol=, o BEMRMKEY Wit
o8 gER. & HHMESL M REEE o BRE + Uk 21z WHEMSL
BRREsRG O ol d BB Basac) BEY T J9 Aot oA 4ME 538 WWEE
W wEt o BEFMA A Fo5HA AR m Ut 1D

ol H i EAH) LEFDPEL HBERY det4 A2 H8Y 5 Aok dubHe =
F72] KetEo] ol ah (AR (use classification) 9} JEE538 (source classification )= #|

12)BEHEF, RHBHR, (AL BF#H, 1979), p.1108.
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EGl o EEMES MRY ¢ Avh EHESHEN o2t HITFIFE (current income). RHA
Fl& (long - range income ), @ FEFIZ (all -inclusive income) 0.2 A4S =], ol &HE
B REREA o RG] HHal wdsich zeEn FRAR el BEFE (operati
-ng income), FEFIZ (investment income), FFFIE (venture income ) 22 EHT
Aedl, ol BXEFFE] FRAl e waAKch  o|ote] LEFIFE o2l /hx] BMEEE 9
A SRS, ol MER =ebA TH A REFIBE L BEFE (taxable income ),
BREFIG, CEFIE 22/ Rt 522 48Y + s Aotk

ojohzto] MEFFE o2 7tA FE =t bt FIGHEEe = AFY 5+ dov, =3 o
£% AR HFStd FIASZE aeh 2Ed AEHREE AL NG BS54 8
< kAl ZAKES ZFa debedl & Aodst de Aolek dibH o R £EFF AIE o
HEol A ALl BL MBHRE IdE Zt Ze FIEMRESY KB BRRE
of AAT HHE AFachs gitEva A ek 2y E--BE0] REHMC &Y £
© YAk A7k Bl S5 g+ g7l o Foll Ao =3 ekt HiES BAY
of & SMTE B+ Eobda Aolvh olebdo] o2fska] BayE Al Flgel . HmEH
T U7 el eFd Flge #IEM w&E AS F U Aeloh 53] FlE&S sl ot
GiEge FA4717 HaA T8 KREE Tk IS5 sleh ibg ot FFAHAFE 2ol o
el FIGEE S 2ok St AA slelh webd REFIGS A HERES dighk 2o o
Al fEIZE7E "ok Aol

i

*

M. #MEflies &E

HHEREE AAMES Y4T BedS 3 Yo, REAAY REL YBEHE 24 2
t Re FIZHGE S B0 BREET sl sloi A AHY WS A Febiu 9apdgl
BE9o] ek, [ d=o¢ & MHHE e AAFEAA Y Fasitn 44He HE
Biyos AT Fiae Wi, MBAEY AFE, vd MamEgd 8 %, KRS AE
ool KEREREY 52 51 dch W ruly Job Al W e e EgE#
HFEF HE ERRES WH B4 HaRE FEE 495tz Uk

£ AEIHEY Y HFEFS A A4, ARRES S 94T HFL §

13) Hendriksen, op.cit., p.138
14)Willian H. Beaver and JoelS. Demski, The Nature of Income Measurement, ” The
Accounting Review ( January 1979). pp.38~46
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e WOE et 22 HAIEL WESIT TLHTHR T BRESIH 4T REHEA g <
Ak zev, 23 HHE FESIA 47 d 2ol FEo% WEel s ek =Y 4
o2 ARLmH T4 443 BEKES] AIES Y82 37, 2 RETAA ag
Y EAH FFHEL EAsh2 Y=t (¥ 19 [ dA7] |+ REHEC s SiEsh
= Ao o FHSL ok Aol ANEK 2ot FEARAA 4% [AFdA4d ) B8
(noisy communication process ) 2.2 4 FIZfiEN At HHEE LT Aotz Ut e
oled [ #Harvldlol A |fRABl 4 MEEHE AFM Wk dlEL=2 B3 Y+ %rh

[l JoF [ 4y j= FGflEe] FES O 288 BT BHEN FIZRIEY 8%,
@ RRTH] REEM T A FIREE, O FEETHTIA L& FBRES Thet 5 A
7t2 Qe A ZEE) FIRRIESN AT WBS st dow, zo =et ATRY XX HE
of Bol vlFo] £ [ ARl [ BROEA HEHRE A FEEL sta YUch D

1. ZEA) FIgdlE

1) ZLemBe #XETA FGAE

Eempe Misc e AEER ¥ HERM SRS HRd A Exdoe XA ZEekd
ofulg 7 WL R EXEBESAA Mol dEA Adx, A4 MR EKBEE RKEs)
A oo, Eak AREME HA S ke orldA BemHEE das HE FE
$uG-& Mg [—3td BEe o) Fn dotx RELH

o 7lell A oW faEo] BIRS MG F4ldl ol & LEERE KRHEsH Bl HRME <+
AHe g dp@michs v 2HE ok siebA XA FABAIEL o E o= debd 5
ct.

m+ n

I = L Pr_Z Piq, ..................... @
j=m+1 i=1

q :m dimensional vector 24 1 ¥l odl WMEH £EER B
r : n dimensional vector 24 4£E I HEM &£
p m+n dimensional price vector .
@ Kol 2l 3 FZRigg A 4 ﬁﬁé’i’ﬂ 7+ BRESY oA ¥ AT RER LEIHES F5
of WAL —&slch A UL ¥eob %2 HRE viebs &9 UASE AUt ELeH

15) Ibid., pp. 88~45.
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Bl A @AL B Mhie AES Mool elesta, £EF& mmel e 4 #Ed &
< wmslelh olE e FlgdlEe O 2ol Kol BAES ERG AR EE®ESlcl ¢
2 o2 st MFEe BmMAK o4 fEsct = WEHFa AEe 2 P £
ERFEL YAsl HEMS FESIT 2 P T RRME o BEETE S #LE o3tel

EBR BRE T A HH ARUE BE ot BAH FFWES 2hats] Eistd O %
FH WES M, O TLHHT A, @ FAWEI} BHEAFE (ex post and ex ante
measurement ) & BijlS F835kx] Y%rp Aot}

2) SEEHH TR T4 FlafE
seempel MEEM T A H e EdfERc Bl B4 & + gicks Aeleh o
W EERARE AW EEGRA o RES 2 KHPU REL QoA B,
(state variable) & o|-&sto] NERMS [ T (EAZ 5 ek oA U™ 22 e
ARRES uhE RS EE RN ERKT HIY Jlaxo A Tk
¥ Efell ahg FH Cevent) 9 | w7t S |5 &5t 7beat Aolrh
ol gt g Tl A EXEAGEE chE AL BeE Jebd F glef

m+n m
I = Z ( | rl:‘ — Z Pjs qu>
;—m—{-l j

s=1 =1

>r°

q* = skl A HRed AEURE
r* = sikiBA A sl HEMY W
p’ = price vector ( K )

¢ = REeS THEYL HKE

seamigel BEd A 247 shed EstEe R S ek & MERT Aol R
#Ac sl ats ZRWHBETL £ YEmtHe B8 FMEs Ad4 dFHch 222 b
& degatalol ot A4 e HYEFE debd 7l Al A ol dREob A4k

ol#l MEETNA HaTH U HHEM flES REBB A4 G ek ol Hgel v
Bhubr] LAATel Aol AgEEtEIe old HAY R 4T FZaEe MRl oA 2H
o}, 2R zt7e] B A FSAIEL HAH BEeld £EH 2 FEN B B
ol el A stg FHIE debdch 23 F BEel A d #EEel &olsty] W Fol HATAIE
I mEAIES HE B 28 F83kR @ch 2uE olHdt S RER UM K
fEet JAEHA Yerte Aolth
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3) FEA B TERMET A 0 Flaflz ‘

Femiped Kt = TemprEe 42 ddda mgelsl Hed 23& AF47071
of F4sich REemBel Higdd RES #E Rifd el BA 2 EhE #Ese £E
FHES T sl ek ReTHH A BREe KA Eitol AR WA HEHA B
deb el E s old fgel #n e BE 2 Afd AT mael EAHA ¥w A
R Y REE WPl HESHA e A5 Tatkel Aodddn B AHelrh

B ApgEgel gstel A Wigel o A B EEAtHY WFE AEY 59
oh, 2ol AAmEst dom FExel WEH BE kIS | 5% AWl ErE HAs)
A Eaboh & W] Yt BES 445t & A S LERHS BFS Ysted RE
g9l 2l ako| epdete Aol
BT RREWHH T A EEFEC 4T B2y ER—BOF ¥ b4 Ak W @#Ed

Fat#lel meest#ll Fodchd BR—BUL HESHH RS RET FEE Fifstod o
S5 Aolch  aed zeyh 4% HHEY BRAl A FIRAEA s Al 4= A Xk ol
Snl, MGG T A RYFAELES d¥e HHMEs B4 7185k ded R —&
B oAolch 2 WES AHoT E@AYolw, 2 ofnld 4 BES BB AEstc &
ey FladEal Hel e FEite #x Xk

2. HHY) BAATA A FlailE

D) BEEHA At FIGaE

LU kel A 4 7b2] ke Foll 4o &F89 FI@AEs sshed A 2gket, d4H o2 AELmh
ol el A Aol FIENES EA FRAE o iCultsha Kdrks Aotk & R
emsel 4-¢e Ao Kpget 938k Yo, AEEMHE TAAT EXG FFHEd
o st pHESEmAE L A o2 THYo)s W Fe F LlE T+ ks Relch

2edd @ EFEe] HiEe AT AES Rob AAshA stetd o ols) st shs st
oh odw X ftprel =tel AgEEtHY SAT REE A 4lskA HAARE, BEFRELE &X%
Fee] Pzl ol dh cohekdk RS TEeA Xabeh ol R WY AELtEel 1 i RE
ofc, webd ¥ A K EER A NI FFWEEA FAHHe2 {FEL
BE I e Aolth

227k R (B RBEREWE) © WERE S sh7l a1a (F) HREXK) 253 eEet
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< ouldlA A H Aeleh =¥ FHEM BERERHT FRMAHHEM (cost-plus pay
-ment arrangement), F|& EEFR, FlExS 7|22 34 FAKRALEN S A LY
|25 Rptgezq FASH H Heoloh =& olf F7hA ®EL A HBEE Sk T4
Yo 2 yepd Foch 10

olg{ gt HHE BAESIoH AdA ok styolg T FF HHY BHNS A o= Yz
B ot WHmEZE BRS BAL #F&sh 2 « FAHet oud Ax B KES
S ol AR BES REY RRAERRES HeA € HAolvh, &5 Wl v
HEEEF mdndl o e BRUMMHE S ALt 49 + Ue dAstR REt 4 EA Bk 9
st EHREJMES Matslo Aolch  oleid BEXHEEGEY BEc RMEARR AEBER
(cost -effective alternative) o} A=l 3 o]}

BETFEGET AT BB &RO2 oF REA Ao, © BEXHEGEIA HE5d FERL2
HeEx&E @51 [ 4148 | (cash-flow -oriented accounting system) Mo} of TEo  {HIg2
s, @ REZHREGET< Himy HHS RS M8 &M FHed, @ dd9 A
24 2 ey R A28 o ffifE (value) & Z Rffi Ccost) Brb 2o},

a2Ed BEXHE ¢ FIFRET FoiA G Hucrioe 28y FRWEY oA
Bitpz £ 5 U Aelvh old HolA Heb B Figd ofs) E#E wte Aol on
F R ot A Baol A R Aeleh oldl Wi Bob A REE cHeol
P = Batny ¥ FHEH ﬁmb’%ﬁ—4 el A & sHA el

wtebA BEEH o3 AREIEL EE Fl@Ee2A ALHq 248 wu dh, 2
ol fHHRAY BRCA BETEA A FIRHIE LS @HEDH S 464 TR + Aokt
oleh  HEAI] BEMH Ko of ¢ SBAY FEA ol &HAKS HHRY AE T A
o Yobe RS AT gk, W 2ol FiGEe B—#iael o S AolA gEFIAS
flEel HES FEY RBmoE FHold o, FEHEFBEESS ARNEY &AL As
ZEL Yon HBMTRSS FIRY HiE d A7F A% 87skn geps Aolch, ®

16) R, Radner, * Market Equilibriumand Uncertainty ¢ Concepts and Problems,” in M,
Intriligator and D.Kendrick {cds.), Frontiers of Ouantitative Economics, Vol

~ume 2 (North-Holland, 1974), pp.43~105,
17)R. Ball and P.Brown, “ An Empirical Evaluation of Accounting Income Numbers,”

Journal of Accounting Research, Autumn 1968, pp.159~178,
18) Hendriksen, op.cit., p.136.
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2) HATHY ¥ WEREHH

FK 2B Gat -89 [ Objectives Study | (1973) ' % [ FASB | ¢ [ Conceptual Fram-
ework Project | (1976) @ o 24 4 fkshel ostn HaTa BERE i< MBER o
Ad By €& FIAEAA H#HES #4466 dots RES wolsoln Yl S4d ¥
23 FHRE RS A HEREA FaHES FRANS st Aok A3 44 A4S
BETHEGST 4l 7HA] MES HEiol A Zo ol 2}

22 23 HEEEL Husla] Zeleh el AHE splgto]l @EHFIAL BE I
B F3 AR debd 5 e, BY 2 BEHES 36 SEtaolTkH HHe LS 4
Zh 2l @k aEd Azl A {FR Akl 4rlAl He A, FHRY MiE 2 B
FIFE S0l A= oh=2A Ashs) o 2ol Fl@fi@el of & 7ol KE ko] el 2 Aoleh
THEHRL HAY G4 o)t REML ofd misgkmold Jagt Al [#7pE e 9
o #EY + Aok

oArlell A FE5F A2 AEI H@#las kol o T EHolch  HiEd WY BES A
¥ FZAEMA Bt MERHRE A5 ol 2o u HEN Bl 4 2 fEe A
Hal Aol obdreh ol I @Bl A KT Aol B, APHoZ o HY A A Y
< ®EHFPol JEtdet AE B, @FERALClY MRES, REFESRC AT @3, 4%
agatel #Ee ME 5% TSk HR BE 4 BEN MEs A5d Effit F
Ax ¢EAeR HEHE oA depdel dF B, RBEEEGE, NREEgs, P
#E 5T &+ Atk ofHME uUAY HEY WAWEA, HERMY STEY FSRS
2o b= FHsER Zslek oAl A HEH FlRflEd A3 FHL FHAsigE Ao,
HeEmgatol 49 FRfiEe] S8 2ol 4 HAeo|ch

H5H KEHS (stewardship) ol & HiEm EEHEES F+E 23402 Hik0 BER
FH e BB g4 & 5 Art. FEHE 1 2E ¥ EMENS BEAGHSS S

2 3¢, FEMMEREOLT BEO dBRER #Es 2 o, a3 A HE@me 19
gt 7 Rbtshs A Bl HESE AelAl, “H Fgel of Fob e XM &
s Aol obdch  HHAY Bl A B BRRES ST ol BHEA BERES T
% 4 srh

Olﬂ UO

19) AICPA Objectives Committee, Objectives of Financial Statements (AICPA,

1973).
20) FASB, Tentative Conclusions on Objectives of Financial Statements of Business

(Stamford, Connecticut; 1976)
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V. Fl@gRriEe BaEsy Btk

@3t ALY BRVIEFMC| o, The - s Bsel ols) FS vech @ AN FKe
ole{qt Wfhol] 4gsks @E1TAS FTol Dugch 8% @IHEES ¥ MHfIe
fiEdl olow, oled AIETAL Flael BMAal E&d o flEEe] Bmadld A& oo}
g} olEat BATEAMe WA BAN SEI mEss 2 il gItREere i
b EEss BE9R obvel FIARIE A HEAMY FaET Y deh 5, o5 B
B8 a0 FBHA A EEY EHE A RS 8folsH = fEH%ERE gTiEs ook
ek, YO E @EEEES S JUHOE o T BREWEEW @il T4 Aol dch

FIES fEstodl Aol A FIRde Tael flEsl WY WEHES slobets Yo| 44 QIR
otk oleiqt MEEN %ol W@ BEA Tl Yookt FIRY AEEME 24 ©
47 4+ & Aolch 2 MEmRT Fiae BAw T&e AT RS sl Y9
dz o [z2ed | DL g T fEd ¢ MEMES 4Pl ded, 259 B
ME FASE 2 mEl WRE 4xdBax gek

1. FIgnree WER #E

HA GHESRENA T 7 T8 MEEd 2 sty BE £ ¥ e FIRH
ERGEY Aelch. FoA Fle A To& (conceptual definition of income) o of a4
BETREE < Flad TH WEMHY ZRE BREsh] A3 HEAHRBREY K WA =
c},

At FAAFTE AR BFEA a4 [ Aol |& &3 %S WoEst dstd A ghef
58 [AFH & A% ol 3 Ew2 @AY BERMEITE (cognitive response patterns)
E2 BRM RIEMFEBY: (heuristic problem solving technigues) & ZHEHd| ™% F1 ¢
ol [ ARl & )& BRE MEERE BUMEsE7] sk wur [ 2 2 AHesiddeh. 23
sl KR F A= A7FR BEAI BB BEc cofuab ok

21) Thomas H,Williams and Charles H.Griffin, “ Incomc Definition and Measureme -
nt: A Structural Approach,” The Accounting Reveiew (October 1967) pp.642~

649.
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@ &#BE (transform goals ) ! a-5 bZE upFrh

2 HiEe ZRE BE: a9 bo ERE WA W BRETCL

@ ERERT BrEd @l )

Z, aol4 bR EHE 1E 4polo ERES FHEstd ol F BetAY KESE KE M

#ol & YEFBEE (operators )& HE&Ho2 4 a9t b BHAZE F slvke Aeolth
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Publishers, 1960), pp.25-28,
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BRRUEBENE T sty Holl FR BEM TFA A kEel F83beks Aeolrh

2) S.S. Stevens, “ Measurement, Psychophysics and Utility, ® in C,West Churchmun
and Philburn Ratoosh (eds.), Measurement: Definitions and Theories ( Tohn
Wiley & Sons, 1959).

24) Carl T. Devine, “Some Conceptual Problems in Accounting Measurement; in
Robert K. Jaedicke, Yuji Ijiri, and Oswald Nielsen (eds), Research in Accoun-
ting Measurement (AAA, 1966), p.17.
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25) Williams and Griffin, op. cit., pp.647~649
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— Summary —

A Study on the Determination of Business Income

Seong-hvo Ko

Business income as the gravity of accounting is one of the most important factors among the
accounting informations. The fundamental understanding for the problems of income determina-
tion is requested by the change of the accounting environment. One possible answer is available
if we more closely examine the nature of the structural relationship of income determination. It
may be improved by an awareness of the structure of the process by means of which one moves
from the abstract region of theoritical constructs to the reality associated with operatignal definitions.

The definition and measurement of income is various according to the measurement objectives,
but it sets a goal of the agreement in informational viewpoints of financial accounting. Such a prob-
lem between the unanimity and the variety has been the cause of great confusions for the progress
of accounting theory and also hinderances for the improvement of accounting practice. Therefore,
the determination of business income should begin with the measurer's structural understanding
of the conceptual definition measurement of income. The structure is consisted of the basic elements
such as definition, measurement, and operators. And business income is influenced by selected
operators of empirical propositions that have general properties.

-411 —



	I. 서론
	II. 이익의 개념적 정의
	1. 이익의 본질
	2. 이익의 개념적 분류

	III. 이익측정의 본질
	1. 기본적 이익측정
	2. 정보적 관점하에서의 이익측정

	IV. 이익결정의 구조적 관계
	1. 이익결정의 잠정적 구조
	2. 기업이익결정의 작용요소

	V. 결론
	Summary



