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Abstract

In this paper the authors analyse the respondents’ opinions on the techniques of
strategic cost management from the aspect of the size of the company, business activity,
legal form, as well as the respondents' opinion in relation to the generated profit/loss in the
company they work in. The research is based on the sample of 33 companies in the
Republic of Serbia, and it was conducted using survey questionnaires. The results show
that the application of strategic cost management techniques is negligible, but that the
respondents are aware of the potential benefits. Moreover, it has been established that there
are no differences in the respondents' opinions when considered from the above aspects.
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TEXHHUKE CTPATEI'MJCKOI' YIIPAB/bAIbA
TPOIIKOBUMA - CJIYYAJ PEITYBJIUKE CPBUJE

AncTpakT

V 0BOM WIaHKy ayTOpH Cy aHAJIM3UPAIM CTABOBE O TEXHHKaMa CTPATerHjcKOr
yHpaBJbatba TPOIIKOBHMA Ca aCIIeKTa BEJIMYMHE, JIeNaTHOCTH 1 npaBHe dopme npemyseha,
Kao M CTABOBE HCIMTAHMKA Y 3aBHCHOCTH O]l OCTBapeHa HETO JOOMTKa WM I'yOUTKa Y
npexysehy y KoMe Cy HCIIMTaHUIH 3anocieHt. VcTpaxkyBame je 3aCHOBAaHO Ha Y30pKY Of
33 mpenyseha u3 Penyoimike CpOuje, a CIpoBeZIeHO je Ha OCHOBY aHKETHHX YIHTHHKA.
Pesynrati mokasyjy 1a je MpHMeHa TEeXHHKA CTPaTerdjCKOr YIpaBibakba TPOIIKOBUMA
3aHEMapJbrBa, aJIi a Cy UCIIUTAaHUIIU CBECHU HBbUXOBUX HOTCHL{I/IjaJ'[HHX KOPHCTH. l_lopeﬂ
TOTa, YTBpEHO je Ja He TOCToje pasiivKe n3Mel)y CTaBoBa MCIIMTAHHKA O MCTHM MOCMa-
TPaHO ca paHHje HaBEICHUX acTieKaTa.

Kiby4yHe peun: CTpaTerujcKo yIpaBJbauKo PauyHOBOJCTBO, CTPATETH]jCKO
YIIpaBJbamke TPOIMIKOBUMA, TPOIIKOBH.
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INTRODUCTION

Radical changes of production and competitive environment at the
end of the 20th and the beginning of the 21st century are the key factors
determining the opinion that the conventional management accounting
with its techniques is not capable of securing competitive advantage of a
modern company. Starting from the clear attitude that companies “must
become more competitive on a global basis if they are to survive”
(Bromwich, 1990, p. 27), a logical conclusion occurs that the conventional
management accounting has to undergo some changes, while “strategic
management accounting should not be understood as a product of a
revolution, but rather as a logical consequence of management accounting
evolution” (Mili¢evi¢, 2003, p. 111) in accordance with the characteristics of
modern business environment.

The research subject in this paper are general questions on 33
companies from Serbia, questions on cost analysis, gquestions on some
techniques of strategic cost management as well as questions on advantages
and obstacles in the application of strategic cost management in the praxis of
companies. The aim of the research is to have the overview of the usage of
contemporary strategic management techniques in companies in the Republic
of Serbia and an opinion of the respondents about them. Moreover, an
attempt was made to identify potential advantages and obstacles in their
application.

In accordance with the set subject and aim of the research, the
paper will test the following hypotheses:

= Hypothesis 1: There is no statistically important difference in

the respondents’ opinions on strategic cost management
techniques from the aspect of the size of the company.

= Hypothesis 2: There is no statistically important difference in

the respondents’ opinions on strategic cost management
techniques from the aspect of the type of business activities.

= Hypothesis 3: There is no statistically important difference in

the respondents’ opinions oOn strategic cost management
techniques from the aspect of the legal form of the company.

= Hypothesis 4: There is no statistically important difference

in the respondents’ opinions on strategic cost management
techniques depending on the generated net profit/loss in the
company they work in.

LITERATURE REVIEW
Strategic Management Accounting — Definition, Essence and Techniques

One of the very important problems that are being faced in literature is
that there is no unique, widely accepted definition of strategic management
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accounting; therefore we shall focus on several existing definitions. The term
strategic management accounting was first used at the beginning of 1980s by
Kenneth Simmonds in the context of externally oriented approach which
includes collecting and analysing of the data on expenses, prices, sales
volume, market share, cash flow and usage of resources of the specific
company as well as its competition (Roslender & Hart, 2003, p. 256). First
noteworthy criticism of the conventional management accounting appeared
in 1987 by the renowned authors Johnson and Kaplan. Therefore it can
clearly be seen that the idea of strategic management accounting is older than
this criticisms. In brief, criticism was based on the fact that the existing
management accounting was too slow, too aggregated and also too distorted
to be relevant for planning and controlling decisions of management (Shah,
Malik, & Malik, 2011, p. 2).

Bromwich (1990, p. 28) defines strategic management accounting
as

“the provision and analysis of financial information on the firm’s
product markets and competitors’ costs and costs structures and the
monitoring of the enterprise’s strategies and those of its components
in these market over a number of periods”.

This approach enables managers to have a “bird's-eye view” of the
procedures and business techniques of the competition and make decisions
accordingly (Shah et al., 2011, p. 3). Dixon & Smith (1993, p. 607) see
strategic management accounting as a process which implies identification
of strategic business units, strategic cost analysis, strategic market analysis
and evaluation of strategies. Lord (1996, p. 354), using the phrase “the
emperor’s new clothes”, summarizes the activities of strategic management
accounting in the following manner: collecting information on competition,
using possibilities for costs decreasing and connecting accounting with
strategic positions. When familiarising with the concept of strategic
management accounting in literature and reference books, one can also
encounter a claim that a strategically oriented accounting system has to
provide the information necessary for business environment analysis,
generating of strategic alternatives, choosing of strategic alternatives,
strategy implementation planning, implementation of the planned strategy
and controlling of strategic management process (Brouthers & Roozen,
1999, pp. 311-312).

In the present paper it is important to point to the strategically oriented
techniques of management accounting. Based on the relevant literature, we
shall select the classification given in the Table 1 (Cadez & Guilding, 2008,
p. 839).
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Table 1. Classification of strategic management accounting techniques

Categor_y of strategic management Strategic management accounting techniques
accounting technigues
Attribute Costing

Life-cycle Costing

Costs Quality Costing
Target Costing
Value-chain Costing

Planning, control and Benchmarking

measurement of performances Integrated performance measurement
Strategic cost management

Strategic decision-making Strategic price setting

Brand valuation

Competitors costs assessment
Competitive accounting Competitors position monitoring

Competitors performance appraisal

Customers profitability analysis
Customers accounting Profitability analysis of customers lifetime

Valuation of customers as assets

Attribute Costing represents an attempt to connect the income that
customer benefits create with expenses which have caused them and the
product is seen as a package of attributes and characteristics offered to
customers, where product attributes have to be desirable and appealing
for customers (Roslender & Hart, 2002, p. 266). This technique can be
taken as externally oriented having in mind that the attributes of products
or services are determined according to requests of customers (Soljakova,
2012, p. 28), who are external interested parties.

Life Cycle Costing, as the very name suggests, implies costs analyses
along all phases of a product or service life. These phases may include
design, introduction, growth, maturity, decline and eventually leaving the
market The aim of this technique, i.e. total life cycle costing, from the
designing until leaving the market, illustrates the long-term accounting
perspective and market orientation of this technique which is the reason for
considering it in the strategic context.

Quality Costing starts from the fact that quality of a product or a
service is one of the determinants of success of a company on the market
This technique classifies and follows quality costs (costs related to creating,
identifying, repair and prevention of defects), and reporting on these costs
directs the management attention to priority problems related to quality
(Guilding, Cravens & Tayles, 2000, p. 132). Alongside quality in business
environment nowadays time plays an important role. Thus there is the
belief that ,,timely delivery of a product at prices lower than those of the
competition represents the basic orientation of management in a global and
dynamic environment (Anti¢ & Stevanovi¢, 2013, p. 183).
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Target Costing is a market-oriented approach focused on achieving
low costs which are treated as a basis for gaining competitive advantage.
It is based on the idea that costs of a future product should be managed in
the earliest phases of its life cycle, having in mind that at this stages there
are the biggest possibilities for significant cost reduction (Anti¢ & Novicevié,
2011, p. 251). The first step in this calculation is setting the target selling
price which target profit per product/service unit is subtracted from and the
result represents target costs per product/service unit. In other words, the
difference between the established total target incomes of sold products/
services and the total target profit on the company level or on the levels of
smaller organizational units represents the total target costs (Malini¢, 2008,
p. 228).

Value-chain Costing is based on allocating costs to activities required
for designing, procurement, production, distribution, sale and maintenance of
products and services. The essence of this process, which is treated as a core
of strategic management in literature, is to break the chain of activities into
elements ranging from basic raw materials for a product to end users, so as to
understand the behaviour of costs and differentiation sources in strategically
important segments (Dekker, 2003, p. 2). However, competitive advantage of
a company does depend solely on its value-chain, but on the system of values
which, apart from the value-chain of the company, includes the value-chains
of suppliers, distributors and customers (Mili¢evi¢, 2003. p. 50), so that the
external focus of the company is highlighted.

Benchmarking, generally, implies comparison of internal processes
with some ideal standard outside the company. More precisely, this technique
implies identifying best practices and comparing performances of the
company with them with the aim of improvement (Cinquini & Tenucci,
2010, p. 235). In the domain of strategic cost analysis this technique aims to
understand the implementation of the best competitors practice in order to
identify how to decrease costs of the company and to improve costs
competitiveness when the comparison reveals that costs of the company are
not in line with those of the main competitors (Thompson & Strickland,
1998, p. 120).

Integrated performance measurement implies considering financial
and non-financial performance measurement tools. One of the systems
relative to the aforesaid is the Balanced Scorecard, which was fist
mentioned and developed by Roberta Kaplan and David Norton in 1992
(Kaplan & Norton, 1992, pp. 71-79). These authors claim that performance
measurement should be done by simultaneously taking into consideration
financial perspective, customer perspective, and internal business process as
well as learning and growth perspectives.

Strategic Cost Management implies using the data on costs based
on strategic and market orientation in the development and identification of
superior strategies which shall secure sustainable competitive advantage
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(Cadez & Guidling, 2008, p. 858). Shank (1989, p. 50) defines strategic cost
management as a managerial use of information on costs which is directed to
one or more phases of the strategic management cycle, that is, to formulation,
communication, application and control of the strategy.

Strategic Pricing implies the analysis of strategic factors in the process
of setting prices. These factors may include competitor price reaction,
elasticity, market growth, economy of scale and experience (Guilding et al.,
2000, p. 132).

Brand Valuation refers to financial brand valuation through
assessment of brand strength factors like: leadership, stability, market,
internationality, trend, support and protection combined with the history of
brand profits (Cadez & Guidling, 2008, p. 857).

Competitors cost assessment, competitors position monitoring and
competitors performance appraisal represent three directions of the
development of Competitive Accounting which should be considered
as connected techniques. Competitive management accounting is “the
extended arm of strategic management accounting, aimed at creating a strong
information base upon which contemporary companies should build their
competitive advantage” (Malini¢ et al., 2012, p. 299). Competitor Cost
Assessment refers to regular securing of updated information of competitor
costs, and estimation should be directed to the amount and structure of their
costs. Some of the sources of information on competitor costs can be: direct
observation, common suppliers or customers or competitors, former
employees (Cinquini & Tenucci, 2010, p. 235), but also published financial
reports, official statistics, competitor benchmarking, trade associations,
industrial expert consultants, banks etc. (MiliCevi¢, 2003, p. 254).
Competitive Position Monitoring includes monitoring of competitors position
in the relevant branch of economy and following their sales trends, market
share, sales volume and unit costs (Guilding et al., 2000, p. 119). Competitor
Performance Appraisal implies the use of published financial reports in the
sense of using data they contain, so as to secure strategically important
information. Relevant literature contains a developed analytical framework
for strategic performance valuating by Moon and Bates (Moon & Bates,
1993, pp. 139-152). It is the CORE framework which includes the appraisal
of the business environment of the company, visual analysis of financial
reports, selection and using of instruments for analysis and evaluation of the
received results.

Customer Profitability Analysis refers to the distribution of income
and costs to groups of customers or individual customers so as to enable the
calculation of profitability of these segments or individual customers (Van
Raaij, Vernooij, & Van Triest, 2003, p. 573). Profitability analysis of the
customers’ lifetime represents an extension of customer profitability analysis
framework to include the following years, with the focus on forecasting all
future flows of income and costs generated at servicing individual customers
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(Cadez & Guidling, 2008, p. 857). Finally, Valuation of Customers as Assets
is a technique which relates to calculating the value of a customer for the
company, for example, by computing the present value of future profits
which may be generated by an individual customer (Cadez & Guidling, 2008,
p. 858).

Empirical Background

Soljakova (2012, p. 31) considers that empirical researches prove
the interest of the top management in the topics of strategic management
accounting and their importance in the strategic development of the
company, but that sources of information are outside management
accounting. Tillman & Goddard (2008, p. 81), based on several researches,
point out that competitive accounting and strategic pricing are most common
technigues. However they also suggest that strategic management accounting
is not widely applied in companies and that its importance is not always
clear to managers. Similar claims were given by Langfield-Smith (2008,
p. 204) who thinks that strategic management accounting and its techniques
have not been widely accepted nor has the term been understood and used;
nevertheless some aspects of strategic management accounting have had
influence on business thinking and business language as well as on
conducting some business processes. Based on the research results of 48
Croatian limited liability companies, Mijo¢ et al. (2014, p. 393) emphasize
the influence of modern cost management techniques on financial operation
of companies. Their analysis included Target Costing, Activity-Based
Costing and Total Quality Management.

A research conducted in Italy with the sample of 328 big Italian
companies shows that competitive accounting (competitor position
monitoring and competitors analysis based on published financial reports)
and quality costing analysis are the most used techniques of strategic
management accounting (Cinquini & Tenucci, 2010, p. 228-259). Hatif
AlMaryani & Sadik (2012, pp. 387-396), based on the questionnaires
completed by 20 individuals from 4 multi-business Romanian companies,
conclude that the respondents believe in the importance of cost management
analysis based on continuous improvements (kaizen), value-chains, activities
based cost management, and balanced scorecard respectively, for achieving
management goals. The same research also reveals high level of correlation
among the said techniques, as well as certain difficulties that Romanian
companies face when using them. Another research was conducted in Croatia
during April, May and June 2011 with the sample of 400 companies
(Ramljak & Rogosi¢, 2012, pp. 93-100). According to this research at least
one strategic management accounting technique is applied in 66% of the
companies in the sample. Activities based cost management is the most used
technique (40%), closely followed by quality costing technique (39.4%).
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Target costing is on the third place (25.8%), followed by the balanced
scorecard (15.2%), and on the last place Life-cycle costing (9.1%).

Malini¢ et al. (2012) on the basis of the analysis of the questionnaires
completed in 86 companies in west and central Serbia, in the middle of 2011
highlight that 72% of companies use actual costs calculation, 13% apply
standard costs calculation, while usage of other modern techniques is
marginal. Jovanovi¢ et al. (2014) have also come to similar conclusions.
Namely, out of 86 interviewed companies on the territory of Serbia, less than
7% apply modern systems of calculating costs and performance, while 25-
29% of the interviewed heard of certain techniques for the first time. In
respect of modern techniques, activity based cost management and target
costing are the techniques that interviewees are most familiar with, but they
do not apply them. Moreover, previous research shows that there is a
connection between the size of the company and usage of activity based cost
management, target costing and costing based on continuous improvement
(kaizen). Examining the usage of Activity-Based Costing in Serbia, Knezevi¢
& Mizdrakovi¢ (2010, p. 80) have concluded that companies are not yet fully
familiar with this costing system and its positive aspects. The rate of usage is
relatively small and the knowledge on this technique is on a fairly low level.
One of the aims of the research carried out by Janjic, Todorovic & Jovanovic
(2014, p. 440) was to overview currently level of informing professional
accountants with contemporary techniques of cost accounting. From 45
respondents from the city of Kragujevac, less than 10% know the
characteristics of contemporary cost accounting systems, wherein they are at
least familiar with the Time Driven Activity Based Costing and most know
the activity based costing.

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

The research conducted from June to December 2014, included 33
companies from the Republic of Serbia. The data were collected by
questionnaires completed by accounting managers, bookkeepers, but also by
managers of various competencies and company owners. The questionnaire
was sent on over than thousand e-mail addresses of companies and their
accounting staff, but we receive only 33 answers. According to the company
size, the sample consists of 9 (27.27%) big-sized companies, 12 (36.36%)
medium and 12 (36.36%) small companies. In the terms of the business
activity, in the sample there are 19 (57.58%) manufacturing companies, 5
(15.15%) trading companies and 9 (27.27%) service-providing companies.
According to the legal form, the biggest contribution in the sample have
limited liability companies (18 companies, ie. 54.55% of respondents)
followed by joint-stock companies (12 companies, ie. 36.36% of
respondents). Further, one government company, one cooperative and one
sole proprietorship was included in the research.
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The questionnaire contained four main parts. The first part of the
questionnaire covered the main data on a company — type of business
activities, size and legal form. The second part covered the questions on
competitive strategies, following and analysis of costs and factors which,
in the opinion of respondents, could improve company’s costing position.
The questions on some modern techniques of strategic cost management
were in the third part of the questionnaire. Namely, those were value-
chain, activity-based costing, continuous improvement (kaizen) costing
and target costing. Starting from the fact that adequately designed strategic
management requires a set of financial and non-financial performance
measures, this part of the questionnaire also contains questions on the
Balanced Scorecard. Answers of respondents were based on the following
scale: 0 — I do not have an opinion, 1 — I completely disagree, 2 — | disagree,
3—lagree and 4 — | completely agree.

In addition to the above opinions on cost management techniques,
the third part of the questionnaire contains questions on applying these
techniques within the very companies. The last, fourth, part of the
questionnaire includes questions on potential advantages and obstacles in
applying modern strategic cost management techniques. The collected
data on the companies included in the survey were saved in the database
IBM SPSS 19 Statistics 19. The paper uses descriptive statistics and the
Mann-Whitney U Test, with the aim of comparing respondents’ answers
from various perspectives. For determining statistical significance the
confidence level a. = 0.05 was used.

RESEARCH RESULTS

Based on questions on the applied competitive strategies, the
following conclusions have been drawn: (1) more than a half of the
companies in the sample, more precisely 21 company (63.64% of
respondents) apply a combination of generic strategies, (2) five companies
(15.15% of respondents) apply the differentiation strategy, (3) four
companies (12.12% of respondents) apply the cost leadership strategy and
(4) only two companies (6.06% of respondents) apply focusing strategy.
There was one missing answer (3.03% of respondents). When it comes to
following costs in the company, in sixteen companies, i.e. 48.49% of
respondents, costs are followed only on the whole company level, while in
the same number of companies costs are followed on both whole company
level as well as on the levels of functions and/or divisions. There was one
missing answer (3,03% of respondents).

According to the characteristics of conventional and strategic cost
analysis it can be concluded that the focus in the majority of the
companies included in the survey is internal (84.85%), which leads to the
conclusion that cost analysis is primarily directed inside the company,
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neglecting the information from the surrounding as an important source
for acquiring competitive advantage. As for the remaining three considered
characteristics the results are in favour of the strategic cost analysis, thus
more than a half of companies in their analysis focus on a long term, more
than 60% analyse their costs continually, and this analysis includes multiple
and causes of costs for each value generating activity.

Analyzing factors which can improve costs position of a company,
we notice that capacities usage is a factor which, in the opinion of
respondents, is the most important, taking into consideration the arithmetic
mean value (4.85). Moreover, this factor has the smallest dispersion in
answers (variance = 1.57). It is followed by the total quality management
(4.67), orientation to relations with suppliers and customers (4.33) and
participation of employees (4.27). The biggest dispersion is in the answers
relating to orientation to relations with suppliers and customers (variance =
2.73). The lowest ranked factors are products configuration and efficiency in
equipment distribution.

Further, according to the respondents answers, we notice that Target
Costing has absolute application in more than 10% percent, that is in 12.12%.
The least applied is Balanced Scorecard (48.48% of companies surveyed do
not use it at all). ABC is partly applied by 55% of the companies surveyed.

In order to compare the respondents’ opinions on certain strategic
cost management techniques from various aspects, initially was planed
using the testing of hypothesis on equal arithmetic means. Normality of
variables in all groups is necessary condition for usage independent
samples test (testing of hypothesis on equal arithmetic means). For testing
of normality the Shapiro-Wilk statistics was used according to which all
groups are less than 50. Assumption of normality is not fulfilled in all groups.
It is the reason why we had to use nonparametric alternative — the Mann-
Whitney U test and testing hypothesis about the equality of medians.

From the aspect of the company size the comparison was done
between small companies as one group on one side and middle-sized and
big companies together as the other group. In relation to business activities
the comparison was done between manufacturing companies on one side,
and jointly considered trade and service-providing companies on the other
side. From the legal aspect the research observes opinions of joint-stock
companies and limited liability companies, while cooperatives, entrepreneur
and public companies were excluded from the analysis due to their negligible
share in the sample (3.03% each). Finally the respondents’ opinions were
analysed in relation to the fact whether the company they work in operated
with net profit or net loss in 2013. Table 2 presents Z values and significances
of the Mann-Whitney U Test. The range of accepting the null hypothesis is p
> o and the range of rejecting the null and accepting the alternative
hypothesis is p < a. The mentioned table shows that, according to the
company size, business activity, legal form and according to the fact
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whether the specific company operated with net profit or net loss, in all cases
we accepted the null hypothesis. It means that the responednts’ answers, i.e.
their opinions about specific strategic cost management techniques
statistically did not differ significantly. Moreover, the hypothesis on equality
of medians is accepted in all cases, too.

Table 2. Results of Man-Whitney U Test

Technique z Asymp. Exact. H r
Sig. Sig.

small (Median = 3) vs. medium-sized and big companies (Median = 3,2)
Value-chain -0,758 0,449 0,471 H, 0,1
Activity-Based Costing -0,973 0,330 0,345 H, 0,2
BSC -0,379 0,705 0,726 H, 0,1
Kaizen Costing -0,646 0,518 0,542 H, 0,1
Target Costing -0,474 0,636 0,645 H, 0,1

manufacturing (Median = 3) vs. trade and services-providing companies
(Median = 3,1)

Value-chain -0,461 0,645 0,653 H, 0,1
Activity-Based Costing -0,706 0,480 0,506 H, 0,1
BSC -0,682 0,495 0506 H, 0,1
Kaizen Costing -0,148 0,882 0,900 H, 0,0
Target Costing -1,310 0,190 0,199 H, 0,2
joint-stock companies (Median = 3,4) vs. limited liability companies (Median = 3)
Value-chain -1,975 0,048 0,063 H; 0,3
Activity-Based Costing -0,347 0,729 0,755 H, 0,1
BSC -0,577 0564 0573 H, 0,1
Kaizen Costing -0,129 0,897 0917 H, 0,0
Target Costing -1542 0,123 0,134 H, 0,3
net profit (Median = 3) or net loss (Median = 3,5) in 2013

Value-chain -1,586 0,113 0,123 H, 0,3
Activity-Based Costing -0,180 0,857 0,862 H, 0,0
BSC -0,892 0,373 0,384 H, 0,2
Kaizen Costing -1,632 0,103 0,114 H, 0,3
Target Costing -0,615 0,539 0,550 H, 0,1

Source: Authors' calculation

Research shows that the respondents regard better control of total
costs (average grade 3.52) as the key potential advantage of using modern
techniques of strategic cost management. Other advantages (decrease of
information gap between accountants and managers, inclusion of all
management levels in following and monitoring of the business process,
adequate development of plans for future, better valuation of company
performances and improvement of decision-making process), however,
also have a high average grade (3.06 — 3.42). On the other hand, the biggest
obstacles proved to be the reluctance of management to stop using the
traditional system because they consider it appropriate and the lack of
qualified personnel (average grades 3.09 and 3.06, respectively).
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CONCLUSION

The paper analyses the answers form 33 companies collected using a
questionnaire. It has been established that the application of modern
techniques of strategic cost management, which were covered by the
survey, is still negligible. The reasons for this should be sought in the
reluctance of management to discard the traditional system because they
still consider it adequate and in the lack of qualified personnel. However,
mostly high average grades on the respondents’ opinions on modern cost
management techniques indicate that accountants realize their benefits, but
it seems that accountants need additional education in order to familiarize
with the techniques and start using them more in practice. Testing the set
hypothesis, it has been established that there is no statistically significant
difference between the respondents’ opinions on the modern cost
management techniques in respect to the size of the company, business
activity, legal form or to the generated profit/loss in the company the
respondents work in.

The research on the application of modern strategic management
techniques in the Republic of Serbia has the following limitations:

= The size of the sample is the most important limitation.

Namely, the analysis included only 33 companies. Moreover it
has to be noted that willingness of accountants to participate in
the analyses of this type was on a very low level, and that the
collection of questionnaires was done with considerable efforts
of the authors.

= The data was collected using questionnaire answers which

represent subjective opinions of individuals giving answers.
The questions in the questionnaire are closed-type, and answers
require high level of estimation by respondents, especially for
questions about their opinion on specific techniques of modern
cost management.

= Several questionnaires were not completed by accounting

personnel, but by owners or managers on different hierarchical
levels.

= None questionnaire can cover all relevant segments of any

research problem. Literature overview has showed that there are
more techniques of modern cost management, and the paper
analyses opinions on the four techniques and on the balanced
scorecard.

= Absence of normality in the most of observed groups disabled

us to use parametric technique (Independent Samples T Test).

Limitations should not be neglected, and some future researches
should have a much bigger sample and be directed towards big multiple-
business companies.
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TEXHUKE CTPATEI'HJCKOI' YIIPAB/bAIbA
TPOIIKOBUMA - CJIYYAJ PEITYBJIUKE CPBUJE

Becua Jamuh', Hemama Kapanan.ﬂonnhl, Jesiena ,Z[anaHomz[h2
YYuugepsurer y Kparyjesuy, Exonomcku dakyirer, Kparyjesan, Cpbuja
JlpxaBHa peBU30pcKa HHCTUTYLHja, beorpax, Cpbuja

Pe3ume

PanukanHe MpoMeHe NPOU3BOJHOT M KOHKYPEHTCKOT OKPY)KEHa KpajeM JBaJIeceTor
Y MIOYETKOM JIBaJIeceT IPBOT BeKa OCHOBHU Cy (haKTOPH KOjH OIPEesbyjy MUILBEHE 1a
KOHBEHIIMOHAJTHO YIIPaBJbAuKO PAuyHOBOJICTBO Ca CBOjUM TE€XHHKaMa HHUje y MoryhHo-
CTH J]a y HOTIIYHOCTH OMOTYhH OCTBapeme OpKMBEe KOHKYPEHTCKE IPEIHOCTH CaBpe-
MeHOr mpexmys3eha. 3aro je TpaaMIMOHANTHO YIPaBJbAYKO PadyHOBOACTBO MOCTAJIO
MpeMeT KPUTHKA TeopeTudapa U IpakTidapa 300r Tora mTo Huje 6mio y MmoryhHOCTH
Jla MeHariepuma 06e36e11 nHpopMalje Koje Cy aieKBaTHE 3a MOCIOBHO OTYYUBAKE Y
KOMIIIEKCHOM M KOHCTaHTHO NPOMEHJBUBOM KOHKYPEHTCKOM OKpyXkemy. [Ipey3uma-
BEM HEKHX HOBHX aKTMBHOCTH M HPOLIMpEHeM MH(OPMAIMOHE OCHOBE, KOHBCHIIU-
OHAJIHO YNPaBJba4yKO PauyHOBOJCTBO MOXE JOCETHYTH CTpaTerujckKy aumeHsujy. Ilpe-
IIM3HHje PEUeHo, IpoMeHa (oKyca YIpaBJbadyKuX padyHoBola ca MHTEpHUX aKTHBHOCTU
Ha OKpYXeHe M KOHKYPEHIM]y HpeCTaB/ba OCHOBY 3a Pa3BOj CTPATETHjCKOT YIIpaB-
JbAYKOT PavyHOBOACTBA. Y JIUTEpaTypH He MOCTOjH jeIMHCTBEHA Ae(UHUIHNja cTpaTe-
THjCKOT YIpaBJbauyKoTr pauyHOBOJICTBA, TAKO Ja je Y pajly HaBeIeHO HEKOJIMKO MPHUCTYTIA
Y TEXHHKA YIIPaBJHaYKOT padyHOBOJICTBA KOj€ CY CTPATETHjCKH OpHjeHTUCAHE.

[penmet uctpaknBama Cy ommuty noaarm o 33 npenyseha u3 Penyonuke Cpouje,
MHTakba O aHAJIM3U TPOIIKOBA, MUTaba O MOjeJMHUM TeXHHKaMa CTPATErHjCKOT yIpaB-
Jbarba TPOLIKOBHMA M O MPEJHOCTHMA U Telkohama y Be3H ca FUXOBOM IPUMEHOM Y
npenysehnma, a b je cariefaBame NPHMEHE CaBPEMEHHX TEXHHKa CTPATETHjCKOT
yIpaBJbama TPOIIKOBUMA Yy TIpeay3ehnmMa Ha Tepuropuju Penybike CpOuje n ucruTu-
Bame CTABOBA MCNUTaHMKA O MCTUM. [lopen Tora, MOKyIIaad CMO M Jia YTBPIMMO I10-
TEeHIWjaIHe IPEAHOCTH | TemKohe y MPUMEeHH THX TeXHUKA Yy pakcH npeayseha.

VTBpaMIM CMO Jia je NpUMEHa CaBPEMEHHX TEXHHKa CTPAaTerHjCKOr YIpaBibarba
TPOIIKOBHMA, KOje cy Omire oOyxBaheHe HCTpaKMBamb-EM, jOII YBEK 3aHEMapJbHBa.
Pasnore 3a TakBy cutyauujy Tpeda TpaXHTH y HECIPEMHOCTH MEHAIMEHTA Ja O/TyCTaHe
o] ynotpeba TpaJUIMOHAIHOT CHCTEMa 3aTo IITO ra CMaTpa OAroBapajyhuM u y Heno-
CTaTKy KBATM(PHUKOBaHOT 0co0sba. MelyTiM, yriaBHOM BHCOKE MPOCEYHE OIEHE O CTa-
BOBHMMA HCIMTaHHUKA TpeMa CaBPEMEHUM TEXHHMKaMa YIpaBjbarba TPOLIKOBHMMa rOBOPE
Jla ce HUXOBE KOPUCTH youaBajy OJ CTpaHe padyHOBOBa, aly ce YMHH Ja je HhHUMa He-
OIXO/IHA JOJIaTHA eIyKaluja Kako OM ce ca MCTHM 00Jbe YNO3HANIM W IOYeNH mpa-
KTUYHO J1a uX Kopucte y Befiem 00umy. Tectrpajylinl ocTaBibeHe XUIIOTe3€, YTBP I
CMO /12 He MOCTOjU CTaTHCTHYKH 3Ha4yajHa pasjinka n3Mel)y cTaBoBa MCIMTaHHKA O ca-
BPEMEHUM TEXHHKaMa yIpaBjbara TPOIIKOBUMA Ca CTAHOBHIITA BeMYHHE mpenyseha,
JIeNIaTHOCTH, TpaBHe (OpMe U y 3aBHCHOCTH Off OCTBapema HETO JOOMTKa/TyOHTKa y
npeny3ehy y kome cy UCIIUTaHUIIM 3aI0CIICHH.

VcTpaxuBamby O NPUMEHH CaBPEMEHHX TEXHHKa CTPATETHjCKOT YIpaBjbarba TPO-
mkoBuMa y Perry6mmmm CpOuju cBojcTBEHa Cy OrpaHHUeha Koja He Tpeba 3aHeMapHTH,
a Heka Oyznyha uctpaxuBara Tpeba aa umajy MHoro Behu y3opak U 1a Oyay ycMmepeHa
Ha BEJMKa MYJITHIIOCJIOBHA TIpeay3eha.



