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Besides methods applied generally, the method of interP
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comparison is also using additional methods. They includ? °

comparison is being conducted,

~ 3 . % g 2 56~
2/adjusting the scope and profile of investigation and the
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lection of plants and indices to fit the targ

called the programming of the analysis. The programming i®
at securing proper conditions for interplant comparabilit¥*
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b
a special importance for the method of interplant ﬂomoar’son

s4¥5e
cause such research is reaching beyond single economic uni®®
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Transferring the general methods of interplant cOmParis
the field or the meat industry, it had been stated on the bgﬂz
of research, that the realisation of the general goal fOr‘ﬂuc

P
the interplant comparison research is being done, /which mes?” ’
improvement of management effectiveness /is best served bY
lysis of accumulation since accumulation is a compreheﬁslveJ
stick of results of an entreprise. It includes and brings ou
angels of its activities. Those researches also indicated 1 19

tant, sometimes very important, differences existing in the]ﬁbﬁ
of acquired accumulation between plants in the meat industry'

do occur following a considerable diversification of factorsuﬂy
conditions of production within different meat plants and

Ld
03”
ven degree in their management rerformance. Besides reveal ')
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ses of differences, the analysis of accumulation at the 58

shows sources of reserves and of losses that are common and
i»

general feature in a particular industry line, and also e .

i6
vidual ones involving only investi gated plants. This anall®
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